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Tuesday, 19 April 2005
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Neil Malcolm McInnes
The SPEAKER — I advise the house of the death
of Neil Malcolm McInnes, member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Gippsland South
from 1973 to 1982.
I ask members to rise in their places as a mark of
respect to the memory of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.
The SPEAKER — I shall convey a message of
sympathy from the house to the relatives of the late Neil
Malcolm McInnes.

Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death of the
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, and places on
record its acknowledgment of the valuable services rendered
by him to the Parliament and to the people of Victoria as
Governor of Victoria from 1986 to 1992.

The house is saddened by the passing of Dr Davis
McCaughey at his Melbourne home on Friday,
25 March, aged 90. Dr McCaughey made an
outstanding contribution to the community and to life in
Victoria. He was a man of great faith, education and
vision who will be remembered by many as a selfless
contributor to public life in Victoria and a great leader
who went about his business in a quiet and unassuming
way but who was not afraid to speak up for those who
had no voice.
John Davis McCaughey was born in Belfast in
Northern Ireland on 12 July 1914. He was educated at
Campbell College, Belfast, Pembroke College,
Cambridge, New College, Edinburgh, and the
Presbyterian College, Belfast. Dr McCaughey studied
theology and was ordained as a minister in the
Presbyterian Church in Belfast in 1942. He completed
his wartime service with the YMCA from 1942 to 1945
and was the study secretary of the Student Christian
Movement of Great Britain in Ireland from 1946 to
1952. In 1946 he also became the secretary of the
British Council of Churches with special responsibility
for issues relating to atomic energy.
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Having married Jean Henderson in 1940,
Dr McCaughey moved his young family to Australia in
1953 to be professor of New Testament studies in the
theological hall at Ormond College at the University of
Melbourne. He held this position until 1964. In 1959 he
was appointed the master of Ormond College — a
position he held with great distinction for more than
20 years. During this time Dr McCaughey was
responsible for the theological development and
education of hundreds of future ministers in Victoria
and Tasmania.
He was also a strong advocate of ecumenical
cooperation. One good example of this was when the
Jesuits moved their theological college from Pymble in
New South Wales to Melbourne. Dr McCaughey
offered the Jesuits accommodation and the use of the
library and lecture facilities at Ormond College. This
gesture was much appreciated and it ultimately led to
the development of the united faculty of theology.
Dr McCaughey held various appointments with the
World Council of Churches, and he was deeply
committed to education and to learning. He served three
times on the council of the University of Melbourne
and was deputy chancellor from 1978 to 1979 and from
1982 to 1985. He was also involved in the
establishment of La Trobe University. Despite these
commitments Dr McCaughey found time over the years
to write several leading publications, including
Victoria’s Colonial Governors — 1839–1900, which is
an extremely valuable piece of research. I understand
he completed it in his spare time — if he had any — at
Government House.
He also wrote a publication entitled The Basis of Union,
which had an enormous impact on community and
religious life in Australia. This work eventually led to
the unification of the Presbyterian, Methodist and
Congregational churches in Australia. Not surprisingly
Dr McCaughey was chosen as the foundation president
of the first assembly of the Uniting Church in Australia
in 1977.
Dr McCaughey’s accomplishments continued over the
following years. In 1986, at the age of 71, he was
chosen by former Labor Premier John Cain to be the
Governor of Victoria. Over the next six years
Dr McCaughey approached this eminent role with his
usual passion, commitment and sharp intellect. The
rigour of his academic approach provided significant
insights and was the basis for reform in many areas of
the public and private sectors.
Many Victorians will also remember Dr McCaughey as
being totally unaffected by the trappings of office. He
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replaced the traditional Rolls Royce with a Ford; he
dispensed with military aides; and he opened
Government House to the public. Throughout his life
he maintained the highest degree of humility.
Dr McCaughey turned his attention equally to ethics
and morality and good governance, and to the need for
an altered tax system to aid the welfare of the
disadvantaged members of our community. His time as
Governor was marked by modesty, compassion,
wisdom, intellectual strength and unity. These personal
qualities have been remarked on by virtually everyone
whose views have been sought since his death. These
are also qualities he shared with his greatest partner in
life, his wife of some 65 years, Jean McCaughey, who
survives him.
In an article in the Sun in December 1985, a few
months before he was sworn in as Governor,
Dr McCaughey provided the following comment on his
new position:
All I can say is that we have been extraordinarily happy in 33
years living in Victoria. We owe a great deal to this state and
we would like — if it is possible — to say thank you by doing
the best job we can.

And he did. On behalf of the Victorian government I
offer sincere condolences to the McCaughey family,
many of whom are here today — to his wife, Jean; their
children, Patrick, James, John, Mary and Brigid; and
their 11 grandchildren and 3 great-grandchildren.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — It is with
great pleasure that I join the condolence motion for the
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC.
It is true to say that over 50 years Dr Davis McCaughey
enriched this city and enriched this state. He was a
religious leader, he was an intellectual leader and he
was a community leader, but he was a leader who never
lost the common touch. He treated everyone he met, in
whatever station they found him, with the same interest
and respect.
Dr McCaughey was born in Belfast on 12 July 1914
into a prominent Ulster Presbyterian family. He was
educated at Campbell College in Belfast and then at
Cambridge University before studying theology in
Edinburgh and Belfast. As the Acting Premier pointed
out, he married Jean in 1940; and as he also said, we are
delighted to have many members of the McCaughey
family with us today to hear due honour paid to the
patriarch of the McCaughey clan.
In 1942 he was ordained as a Presbyterian minister, but
interestingly he was never in charge of a parish. One
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suspects that if that had been his lifelong work, he
would have done it equally as well as the other great
tasks he undertook.
He worked with the YMCA during the war. In 1946 he
became secretary to the British Council of Churches on
atomic energy as well as being the study secretary of
the Student Christian Movement.
Jean, Davis and their family arrived in Australia in
1953 when Davis was appointed professor of New
Testament studies in the theological hall attached to
Ormond College at the University of Melbourne. They
moved here with the intention of staying for one year,
but something about the family must have embraced
Victoria, or maybe something about Victoria embraced
the family. Some 52 years later they were still here and
giving great service to this state. As we know, Davis
was appointed the fifth master of Ormond College in
1959, a position he held with great distinction for
20 years.
If I could quote from the Ormond College tribute to its
own master:
Davis often said that he and Jean counted their time at
Ormond as one of the most exciting periods in their life, and it
is probably true to say that it was, reciprocally, one of the
most exciting periods in the life of the college.

Davis transformed Ormond College from a college of
150 men in residence to a community double that size
with women admitted to full residential membership.
He made it also accessible to students from a very wide
range of backgrounds. He was the university’s deputy
vice-chancellor in 1978 and 1979 and helped to launch
the fledgling La Trobe University. It has been noted
that during that time, as always, his style was one of
simplicity, commonsense and humour, underpinned by
a strong sense of ethics and morality.
As a churchman he has been described as a reformist in
every aspect of his life. There had over many years
been a kind of peripatetic movement to try to get some
ecumenical union, but it was Davis McCaughey who
revived that movement for union between the
Methodist, Congregational and Presbyterian churches
and was instrumental in the founding of the Uniting
Church in Australia in 1977. It was then a natural
movement for him to be elected the inaugural president
of the church’s national assembly. I might say that that
movement did give an institution at which I worked —
that is, Scotch College — some difficulties in later
years, but that was none of Davis’s doing. It was
perhaps more the remaining Presbyterian Church and
its gymnastics with Scotch College. Sue Gormann, the
Moderator of the Uniting Church in Victoria and

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 19 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

Tasmania, said that Davis McCaughey’s vision of unity
had fundamentally changed the shape of the church in
Australia.

497

Reverend Professor Harry Wardlaw, who gave the
eulogy, said Davis McCaughey’s quest in life was to
see the truth. He spoke of his:
… amazing personal qualities — his unfailing courtesy, the
warmth of his hospitality, his ready wit and the ability to coin
the apt phrase.

Davis McCaughey was appointed Governor in 1986
and served until 1992. As we often find when a
Governor is appointed, we do not get a Governor, we
get a team, and that is certainly what we got in the case
of the McCaugheys. Let us not underestimate the fact
that he took over at a time of turmoil in succeeding
Sir Brian Murray — perhaps not a glorious chapter in
our gubernatorial history — but with typical aplomb
Davis McCaughey handled a difficult situation in the
most modest and sensible of ways.

Close friend and former student, Professor Stuart
Macintyre, dean of Melbourne University’s faculty of
arts, said:

It is interesting that his appointment was witnessed on
the steps of Parliament House by a large crowd. It had
previously been a very private, almost an elitist,
ceremony — an affair for selected guests. This
appointment was a public ceremony, and Premier John
Cain said at the time, ‘Dr McCaughey brings an
approach we have never had before’. As the Acting
Premier noted, during the six years Davis McCaughey
was Governor he removed much of the pomp and
ceremony that had been associated with the vice-regal
position. It is iconic that Davis got rid of the
Rolls Royce and replaced it with a Ford, but we should
also remember that he was the Governor who opened
up Government House to the people of Victoria.

As I reflected on how I might sum up such a rich life of
contribution to our state, one word kept returning to me
in all the roles that Davis McCaughey played, and that
was ‘service’. He was a great man of service to this
state, and he will be well remembered.

He also visited China and Japan, and we should not
underestimate his prescience in understanding the
importance of those nations to our country and to our
region. He was certainly not afraid to speak his mind,
and he made an enormous contribution to political and
community life in Victoria. With typical dry
understatement Davis McCaughey described his job as
Governor as unfailingly interesting.
Davis McCaughey, aged 90, passed away at his North
Melbourne home surrounded by his family on Good
Friday, 25 March. He is survived by Jean, by Patrick,
James, John, Mary and Brigid, and by 11 grandchildren
and 3 great-grandchildren.
I was honoured to join more than 1300 mourners at his
memorial service at St Michael’s Uniting Church. It is
fitting that, just as he was welcomed by the people, the
People’s Governor was farewelled by the people. It was
also typical that members of the congregation were
asked not to give flowers but to donate to charities
devoted to the welfare of asylum seekers and to further
education in East Timor.

He occupied positions of importance but his influence was
probably greater than his official positions.

He had a love of the arts; he was passionate about
literature; he was committed to Aboriginal
reconciliation and to cultural diversity. He vehemently
opposed war in all its forms. He supported in many
ways the struggle against poverty.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I too rise
to support the motion of condolence which has been
moved by the Acting Premier. The Reverend Dr Davis
McCaughey passed away on Friday, 25 March. He was
90 years of age. He spent his last hours in a way to
which I suppose many of us aspire, in that he was
surrounded by his wife of 65 years, Jean, and his
children and his grandchildren. I pause to say that
Mrs McCaughey is a groundbreaking researcher in her
own right, and an advocate on poverty and
homelessness.
Having been born in Belfast in 1914 and then having
been ordained in that same city in 1942,
Dr McCaughey came to Australia in 1953 to take up his
role as professor of New Testament studies for the
Theological Hall at Ormond College at Melbourne
University. He was master of Ormond College from
1959 to 1979. He later served as the deputy chancellor
of the University of Melbourne between 1978 and
1979. He was a member of the council of La Trobe
University, having been heavily involved in the
foundation of La Trobe in the mid-1960s.
He was a key architect in bringing together the
Presbyterian, Methodist and Congregational churches
to form the Uniting Church in Australia, and for this
role he is widely regarded as a visionary in the
ecumenical movement of Australia. He was the primary
author of The Basis of Union, which was the
foundational theological document that led to the
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formation of the new denomination. In addition to his
key role in the formation of the Uniting Church in
Australia, he was, not surprisingly, the president of the
first assembly of the church between 1977 and 1979.
The current moderator of the Uniting Church in
Victoria and Tasmania is the Reverend Sue Gormann.
She recently remarked that:
Dr McCaughey shared a vision of unity and hope with the
people of Victoria inspired by a love of God lived out in the
service of humanity through learning, understanding and
compassion … The Victorian and Australian community
owes a debt of gratitude to Davis McCaughey, a man of
learning, spiritual insight and vision.

The current president of the National Assembly of the
Uniting Church, Dr Dean Drayton, has said of
Dr McCaughey that he had a lasting influence on the
shape of spiritual and social consciousness in Australia.
He said:
He provided much of the vision, wisdom and intellectual
strength behind the union of the Presbyterian, Methodist and
Congregational churches [and served Victoria with]
compassion and distinction.

Dr McCaughey was, as has been remarked, renowned
as the man who stripped much of the pomp and
ceremony from Government House. He was of course
the Governor from 1986 to 1992. To this day, Speaker,
I wonder what happened to the Roller!
He spoke out on many issues, such as the need for a
redistribution of income through the tax system. He
took office in 1986 at a time of tumult after the
resignation of the previous Governor, Sir Brian Murray.
He was appointed by the Premier of the day, John Cain,
who recently said that Dr McCaughey was a great
healing force after what was a very difficult period.
Mr Cain said:
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governments of all political persuasions. He made a
contribution to an absolute multitude of community
causes.
He is survived by his wife, Jean, and their children and
grandchildren. There is no question that Victoria is
richer for the great contribution of service which this
remarkable man made to this state. Vale, Davis
McCaughey!
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I welcome this
opportunity to contribute to the condolence motion and
to honour the life of the late Reverend Dr Davis
McCaughey. In doing so I am pleased to acknowledge
his wife, Jean, and members of his family who are with
us here today.
I first became aware of Dr Davis McCaughey in 1977,
when I was a member of a Methodist Church youth
group. At the time Dr McCaughey was the inaugural
president of the new church which I was going to
belong to, the Uniting Church in Australia, which, as
we have heard, was formed through the coming
together of the Methodist, Presbyterian and
Congregational churches. It was only later when I
worked for the Uniting Church in Victoria that I really
began to fully appreciate what an enormous task
Dr McCaughey and others had dedicated themselves to,
because in fact he had worked tirelessly for many,
many years to bring about that union. There were many
long and tortuous negotiations and many, many hours
of meetings. Knowing a little of church politics, I
believe the ultimate union was greatly facilitated by his
vision and, as has been said many times before, his
legendary powers of persuasion and his capacity to sit
down and engage in dialogue often with people from
very different perspectives from his own.

Amongst his many talents he was an internationally
respected author of numerous academic works,
monographs and theological works. In his later years he
co-wrote a book about the lives of Victoria’s governors,
titled, as the Acting Premier has said, Victoria’s
Colonial Governors — 1839–1900, and published in
1994.

As we have heard, Dr McCaughey was one of the
authors, and in fact the most significant author, of The
Basis of Union, the document which formed the basis
of the establishment of Australia’s third-largest
denomination. But The Basis of Union also set the
Uniting Church on its path of active social engagement
through its large network of social services. It also
articulated a vision of a church known for its active
stand on human rights issues. The Basis of Union also
committed the church to the equal participation of
women and men, and it was Dr McCaughey’s vision
that women should be ordained and should take an
active role in the leadership of the church.

In the years following his resignation as Governor in
1992 he continued to follow state politics, speaking out
occasionally when he felt the people of Australia were
being disadvantaged by the decisions or actions of

Davis had a vision of a church that would be fearless in its
challenge to the world and its examination of itself. From
his reformed tradition, he believed the Christian faith was
not just about individual salvation but actually freed

Davis made the job what it should be. He opened
Government House up to the public, he didn’t see it as being
the sanctuary of the privileged and elite. He was unassuming,
down-to-earth, unfailingly courteous to everybody and
unaffected by the trappings of the office.
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people to engage in making the world a better place for all
people. His desire was also that the church be uniting, not
united, and that spoke of his lifelong commitment to
reconciliation and community building, a quest he was
engaged in throughout his whole life. Dr McCaughey
continued his commitment to unity both here and
internationally from early days, as we have heard, working
with the British Council of Churches and later, of course,
with the World Council of Churches. He also co-chaired
the Uniting Church–Catholic discussions and dialogue and
was especially committed to Christian–Jewish relations.
We have heard how, as Governor of Victoria, he and
his wife, Jean, used Government House and the office
as a means of bringing people together. He always
spoke warmly to citizens from all walks of life and
sought out opportunities for social outreach and to use
the office in a way that was effective for those kinds of
opportunities. In prayers for his life at the memorial
service at St Michael’s Uniting Church thanks were
given for his capacity to bring people together of
different skills, expertise and political views to enable
them to work together for the common good.
He had a long involvement in so many areas of public
life — in medical ethics and in the promotion of
reconciliation and justice for Aboriginal people. He was
a strong advocate for multiculturalism, and as the
Leader of the Opposition has also reminded us, he
rejected violence and war as a means of resolving
conflict. Especially with Jean, with whom he shared a
lifelong commitment and relationship, he worked to
support the struggle against poverty and more recently
against the ill treatment of asylum seekers.
Finally thanks was given for Dr Davis McCaughey’s
lifelong commitment to truth, his scholarly integrity and
rigour and also his imagination, his love of beauty, his
sense of humour and his love of a good story. The story
of the Reverend Dr Davis McCaughey’s life is an
inspiration to us all.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I first met the
late Reverend Dr Davis McCaughey in his capacity as
the Governor of our state when I was elected to this
place in 1988. My enduring memory of him will be of a
man with sparkling eyes, amazing intellect and a superb
mastery of the English language mixed with an
unforgettable Irish lilt. My wife, Jennifer, knew Davis
and his wife, Jean, much better than I did. She was both
a student and resident tutor at Ormond College over a
number of years that coincided with Dr McCaughey’s
being master of Ormond. When Jean and Davis went
on holidays or travelled, my wife would sometimes
house-sit for them in their lodge. She fondly remembers
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the instigation of the pleasant Sunday afternoons, when
they would invite students who were interested in
activities other than football to the master’s lodge, a
major innovation in college life at the time.
It is to Davis’s contribution to theology and higher
education that I would like to briefly pay tribute. It is
very rare in a person’s own lifetime to have a biography
written about them. It is an even rarer honour when
peers and colleagues publish a volume of papers,
speeches and reflections that that person has
contributed to their community’s advancement. This
volume, titled Fresh Words and Deeds — The
McCaughey Papers, was published only last year to
coincide with Davis’s 90th birthday. According to the
current master of Ormond, Professor Hugh Collins, the
title is borrowed from The Basis of Union, on which the
Uniting Church in Australia was founded in 1977.
That foundational statement linked the concept of ‘fresh
words and deeds’ to the inheritance of literary,
historical and scientific inquiry and of the faithful and
scholarly interpretation of scripture that are the
hallmarks of an informed faith. While The Basis of
Union, on which the Uniting Church was founded, was
the work of more than one individual, no-one played a
greater role in its conception, its shape, its style and its
vision than Davis McCaughey.
The various major papers, shorter papers and sermons
printed in this volume would pleasantly surprise many
by their early anticipation of a movement for change in
theological studies and their impatience with a clinical
approach to studying the Bible. Davis McCaughey
relished the importance of critical scholarship.
It could not have been easy for Davis, on the eve of his
40th birthday in 1953, to migrate to a new land,
Australia, but fortified by his faith and his wife and
family’s support, he went on to make a truly
remarkable contribution to his adopted country and to
this state’s public life.
As the College of Cardinals meets in Rome today to
elect a new spiritual leader and Pope of the Roman
Catholic Church, and as the Uniting Church in
Australia finds itself at a critical time in its
development, you could not think of a more appropriate
epitaph for such a reformer as the call for ‘fresh words
and deeds’. I extend my sympathy to Jean and Davis’s
strongly supportive family.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I rise in support of the
condolence motion for the Reverend Dr John Davis
McCaughey, and I am pleased to be able to contribute
to acknowledging his contribution to our community. A
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few weeks before his death Davis signed an open letter,
with other signatories, to the Australian government,
calling on it to ensure that our East Timorese
neighbours have a just share of oil and gas revenue.
This is one of the many issues that Davis fought for and
took a real interest in during his life — issues of justice,
equity, humanity and decency were fundamental to the
jobs he undertook and in the messages he sought to
share with us all.
In the contributions to the debate today we have heard
about a man who over many decades worked for
political and social reform. That involvement included
paving the way for women to be part of Ormond
College. It included his stance and actions in relation to
the Vietnam War and subsequent wars. It included his
commitment to the reform of the tax system to ensure a
more equitable distribution of wealth. It included his
work and desire for reconciliation with indigenous
Australians and for more humane treatment of refugees.
It was with this sense of justice and community that he
embraced the role of Governor.
At the time of his appointment as Governor I was not
living in Victoria. It was only much later that I received
real insight into the contribution he made and the role
he played. At the time he took up the role of Governor,
as many members have mentioned, there was a period
of instability surrounding the office. His focus, as it was
in so much of his life, was reconciliation. Looking back
at some of the commentary following his appointment,
it is clear that a significant choice had been made.
History has proven that to be true. At the time of his
appointment Bishop Grant, who was the Anglican dean
of Melbourne, clearly articulated the qualities of the
person who was later to be known as the People’s
Governor:
He has such broad sympathies and interests. He is both a
reconciler and a strong person with firm opinions which are
backed by sound research and sound argument. He has been
involved in … progressive causes for most of his life. Davis
McCaughey represents all the best and progressive forces in
the Victorian community.

In his gracious and modest way Davis set about the task
of becoming the People’s Governor. In conjunction
with Jean, his wife and partner of 65 years, he set about
the process of healing the rifts in the Victorian
community. They dispensed with much of the pomp
and ceremony and made themselves available to the
community.
It was not until just over 10 years ago that I had the
privilege of getting to know Jean and Davis
professionally and personally. It was then that I was
given a real insight into the depth of feeling Victorians
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had for Davis and Jean McCaughey. True to form
Davis and Jean had real concerns about the reforms
being undertaken by the then Kennett government —
concerns about the impact they would have on our
community, our democracy and the more vulnerable in
our society. Travelling through Victoria in rural,
regional and metropolitan communities with Jean I saw
first hand how respected and loved they were and how
strongly Victorians felt about the role they had played
whilst in Government House and how Victorians had
felt very much part of that institution. Just as Davis and
Jean had opened their house and hearts to Victorians, so
too had Victorians opened their hearts to them.
This is what is so extraordinary about Davis, the depth
of feeling those who have come into contact with him
have towards him. Every person who has had contact
with Davis talks about how much they felt that they
were treated with interest and respect. Friends describe
him as loyal, as a mentor and as someone who has had
a lasting impact and influence on their life. Whether it
was during his time at Ormond College, in his work
with the church or in his role as Governor, he had an
enormous capacity to really engage with people.
Conversations with Davis and Jean were always about
challenging you, making you think and question and
making you strive to be better and for a better society.
There is a quote I heard Davis refer to a number of
times:
Think until you have a pain in your head.

What a great way to live our lives — to think, to
challenge and to stand up for what is important, and to
take the community with us in the process. For more
than 50 years Davis McCaughey did this and in the
process made the community a better place.
His death does not represent the end of that
contribution. We look at his family and extended family
and we see in them the desires and aspirations of Davis
and Jean. The tradition lives on. The children and
grandchildren of Davis and Jean continue to contribute
whether in the arts or in humanitarian issues here and
overseas. It is in the actions and activities of the broader
McCaughey family that we see what a good and great
man Davis McCaughey was. I have learnt an enormous
amount from Davis and Jean, and I would like to
acknowledge that contribution.
In an interview with Jean McCaughey just after Davis
took on the role of Governor, she talked about the role
she imagined they would play, and she said, ‘I hope we
will be of some service to the whole community. That
may be very ambitious’. That was not so ambitious; in
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fact that and much more was realised. Davis
unquestionably has been of enormous service to this
community. I pass on my sincere condolences to Jean
and the whole family.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to join my
colleagues in paying my respects to the life of Dr Davis
McCaughey. I had the pleasure of knowing the
McCaughey family, and on a number of occasions
during the time I served with Winsome McCaughey on
the council of the City of Melbourne I joined the
McCaughey family at functions at Government House
in Melbourne.
At any time that one had the opportunity to go to
Government House one always had a sense that one
was welcome there, that Government House was a
place for the people, a place of service and one in which
all members of the community should be welcomed.
This came at a time when Dr McCaughey assumed the
role of Governor in difficult circumstances, as has
already been indicated in previous contributions. It is
certainly a hallmark of Dr and Mrs McCaughey’s time
at Government House that it was a period of
tranquillity, with a sense that the proper place of
Government House was very much recognised by the
community of Victoria.
As my colleagues have already indicated,
Dr McCaughey stood up for human rights and social
justice as an academic and a theologian. He was
interested in reconciliation and particularly interested in
democracy, poverty and issues of social justice. As the
member for Melbourne indicated in her address, he was
very much fuelled by the sense that the Uniting Church
was about service and reaching out to the community.
On a number of occasions over the last decade I saw
Dr and Mrs McCaughey in their little white Peugeot
going about their business in the inner city of
Melbourne. One was always struck by their wonderful
sense of humility and of their being a part of the
community in going about their quite remarkable lives
of service and support. Dr and Mrs McCaughey were
prepared to speak out, often on quite contentious issues
in which they saw injustice and felt the need to speak
out and speak up for the underdog. One could always
be assured of that strong voice of reason and
compassion that is so much the hallmark of both of
them.
There is no sense of coincidence that the family home
is only a short distance from two of Melbourne’s most
significant shelters for the homeless: a shelter for
women in Flemington Road at the back of the
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McCaughey’s home, and the Oznam House night
shelter, which is just up the road.
So in a very real sense the McCaughey family has been
a great part of inner Melbourne. That contribution
continues in a most distinguished way through all the
members of the McCaughey family, including the
extended family.
I would like to extend my sincere condolences to Jean
McCaughey and, most particularly, to Mary and
Winsome.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I join others to
briefly honour the life and achievements of Dr Davis
McCaughey, pastor, academic, preacher and Governor.
He was a man of great humility, wisdom, scholarship
and faith. He was not swayed by the trappings of
power, sucked dry by pomp and circumstance or
seduced by false snobbery or out-of-date precedent. He
maintained a sense of balance — a homeliness — while
promoting unity, reasoned debate and inclusiveness.
He brought dignity and openness to the role of
Governor; indeed he made the highest office in our
state accessible. He did this without rancour and with
humour and morality. We have heard stories about how
he changed the role of Governor — and indeed he
changed the Rolls — to include all parts of the
Victorian community. For example, he made sure the
guest list reflected all Victorians rather than the ersatz
establishment.
He also had a very dynamic view of society and of
human nature. He rejected selfishness and gave priority
to the elimination of poverty. Not for him pessimistic
views on youth or trends in society; rather he sought to
promote and enhance the good and create new and
positive structures.
My own brief interaction with Dr McCaughey was on
the theological level. When I was a theological student
enrolled in the bachelor of divinity course run from
Ormond College I attended several lectures of his, and
he probably marked some of my New Testament
papers. His reputation as a scholar and teacher was very
high. He believed in searching for the truth. Indeed he
was the epitome of the scholarly dictum of
St Anselm — ‘fides querens intellectum’, or ‘faith
seeking understanding’. He also played a major role in
the establishment of the Uniting Church in Australia,
the union of the Methodist, Congregational and
Presbyterian churches. As has already been mentioned
he was the prime author of The Basis of Union, the
theological document that underpinned the formation of
the new Uniting Church.
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Dr McCaughey brought all these many qualities to the
office of Governor. I understand that Evan Walker, a
minister in the Cain government, was one of those who
suggested his nomination to then Premier John Cain.
Dr McCaughey was a marvellous Victorian, an
excellent Governor and a wonderful man. I quote from
a tribute to him as a person by Rachel Faggetter, the
first woman deputy at Ormond College — and one
tribute among many:
He treated everybody, whoever they were, with exquisite
courtesy. He thought the best of everyone and therefore got
the best from everyone.

I particularly join with members of the Uniting Church
in my electorate in honouring Dr Davis McCaughey
and in extending to his wife, Jean, and all the
McCaughey family our deep condolences along with
our heartfelt thanks for his contribution as a Victorian, a
minister and a wonderful, thoughtful human being.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to join the
condolence motion for Dr Davis McCaughey, not as a
person who knows any member of the McCaughey
family personally but as an MP who has witnessed
from a distance and with great admiration his
contribution, and that of his family, over many decades.
When I first became aware of Dr McCaughey what
struck me about him was his inclusion of people at
Government House. There are many within my
electorate who refer to their visits to Government
House with great affection. It is heartening to know that
a tradition that was embraced by Dr McCaughey and
his extended family was appreciated. I am sure they
have heard that said to them by so many people.
It was not just the infrastructure of Government House
that citizens of this state were encouraged to enjoy but
also the hospitality and functions. I am sure many of us
have heard people comment that when they visited
Government House and the McCaugheys greeted them
they knew that they were personally welcome. It is a
tradition that has been extended well beyond their six
years in that wonderful building.
Members here have spoken about the team approach of
Davis and Jean, and I would also say the team approach
of their children and grandchildren. The McCaughey
team first became known to me in the 1970s when I
was spending a significant period of my life working
very hard to ensure that women’s rights were
understood, embraced and allowed to be fulfilled here
in Victoria. The results of decades of work by people
like the McCaugheys is now coming to fruition. We in
the women’s movement needed not only female
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advocates but also strong men to be there with us, and
Dr McCaughey was one of those great people.
I also want to mention briefly the importance of his
work to Uniting Church members in my electorate, be
they from the Uniting Church in Kent Road, Pascoe
Vale, or from the Uniting Church in Cumberland Road,
Pascoe Vale South, or from the Uniting Church in
Wheatsheaf Road, Glenroy. The members of those
congregations recognise all these decades later what a
difficult unification and birth the church experienced.
As has already been outlined very carefully and
extensively here today, it was the work of
Dr McCaughey that enabled that to occur.
What was truly sensational outside of those formal
structures was his inspiration to others to live their faith
and to lead by example, be it at Ormond College, in the
church or during his time as Governor. It does not
matter what one’s faith is if it is a faith that is authentic,
inspires others to become active and enables the human
person to flourish, and he was a person who encouraged
people of all faiths and those of no faith to become
involved.
He also encouraged people of all ages. As I listened to
the contributions to the debate here today what struck
me was how often we come across people who say, ‘I
am too young to get involved’ or ‘I have got too many
children to become involved’ or ‘I have got a wife’ —
or a husband — ‘and I can’t get to meetings’ or ‘The
grandchildren need me’. There is always an excuse —
they are too young or too old — but when you listen to
the range of his contributions over the years you realise
that he truly lived the motto ‘Just do it’, although I am
sure he would not have necessarily embraced the
corporatisation of that motto!
On behalf of my constituents and my family I express
our sorrow to his wife, Jean, their 5 children, their
11 grandchildren and their 3 great-grandchildren.
Family bonds remain; family bonds will not be broken
by death. The children and grandchildren continue to
inspire so many other people. I extend my condolences
to the family.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great honour to
speak on the condolence motion for Dr Davis
McCaughey. A number of people have spoken of his
achievements as a theologian, an educator and a
Governor. All of those achievements are incredibly
significant, but equally important are the wonderful
personal qualities that he brought to his conduct both in
public and in his personal life. Davis was one of those
people who generate an enormous amount of warmth.
He came across not only as someone who was
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genuinely interested in the great ethical and theological
questions that we face as human beings but also as
someone who was intensely interested in every person
he met. It was this quality that drew people to him.
He had a great moral fibre and a steely resolve, but he
was also soft, gentle, calm and measured. Although he
was in a better position than many to make judgments
about what was right and wrong, he never came across
as a judgmental person. It was not hard to feel at ease in
his company even though he thought more deeply
about many of the important issues in life than most of
us.
He was a man of great contemplation, and he could
help you think more deeply about the things that
mattered without any sense of being exposed for not
knowing as much as he did. Despite his superior
intellect, he never made people feel inferior to him. On
the contrary, he took an active interest in what you
thought and were doing. He was also someone who,
despite his considerable achievements, showed a
complete absence of arrogance of ego in his manner
and everything he did — something which is rare in
public life.

503

He reconciled the untouchables with the mandarins and all
drank from the same teapot.

It was his overriding belief in our common humanity
that marked out Davis McCaughey as a true leader in
the community.
Davis McCaughey also had a strong belief in the
potential of young people and their capacity to make a
contribution to a better world. The extent to which he
nurtured them is evident not only in the rich
contributions made by his own children to the theatre,
art, music and teaching, but in the messages he gave to
young people when they came to functions in their
honour at Government House. At the Apprentice of the
Year awards, for example, he not only spoke intently to
the parents about the importance of their teenagers’
achievements, he made those young people feel that
their achievements were fundamental to the society in
which they lived.
To many people, Davis McCaughey was a wonderful
mentor and a wise counsel. I would grant that there are
many people in both government and the community at
very high levels, who have sought his advice over many
years. Yet whilst Davis was a great intellectual, he also
had the capacity to communicate at all levels, including
with young people.

I remember when I was first invited as the director of
the Victorian Council of Social Service to Government
House for lunch with Davis and Jean McCaughey.
Other people such as Fr Peter Norden were also invited.
I was very nervous about it, because so often these
occasions are constructed around form. I was not sure
of the protocols and even nervous about using the right
utensil at the right time. But I realised when I arrived
there that these were not the main things which
preoccupied the McCaugheys at all. Of course, the meal
and the setting were exquisite, but what interested them
the most were the issues confronting disadvantaged
people in the community and what could be done to
address them. They wanted to talk about these issues
and to discuss them. Everyone around the table was
treated as an equal contributor to that discussion.

Of course, it is not possible to talk about Davis
McCaughey without talking about Jean McCaughey.
They were a great partnership who enriched not only
each other but all those who knew them. They were two
extraordinarily courteous people who exuded respect,
humility and calm along with their concern for social
justice. Jean has been a pioneer in the field of social
welfare. At the Brotherhood of St Laurence as a young
graduate, I remember well reading Who Cares?, a
pioneering study of community networks and
assistance in Geelong. That work was done when, as
the then director of the Brotherhood of St Laurence,
David Scott, rather colourfully described it, ‘We
devoted more money to studying pigs than people’.

This demonstrates that the major changes made to the
office of Governor during the time that Davis and Jean
McCaughey occupied Government house were not
cosmetic. Yes, of course they dispensed with the
uniformed aides-de-camp, the Rolls Royce and
first-class travel and they opened up Government
House to the people. Yes, Davis and Jean ended the
practice of holding separate gatherings on the occasion
of the Queen’s garden party — one for ordinary people
and one for the elite of society. They made everyone
feel that they were entitled to be there as equals or, as
one commentator remarked:

Jean is passionate about community wellbeing and
addressing social justice and disadvantage. Her
involvement as a patron in the People Together project
when people were deeply concerned about what was
happening to our sense of community and democracy
was a very public statement that she shared those
concerns. In so many ways Jean has given practical
expression to the views and ideas that together Davis
and she thought about so deeply. Their marriage of
65 years is enduring and the strength of that relationship
has been an inspiration to all those who have been
lucky enough to have contact with them. It is a union
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which I believe will continue to live on in our
memories and our hearts.
It is also a measure of the contribution that Davis made
to our community, for whilst he died at the age of 90,
he did not seem that old to me. If someone had told me
he was 75, I would have believed them, and I believe
many other people saw him in that way as well. Even
though he was severely injured in 1999, he still struck
you as someone who had so much more to give — right
up until the time of his death. Indeed the way he dealt
with his own terrible suffering that he went through as a
result of that accident in itself was instructive to
everyone about how you deal with adversity and then,
of course, ultimately with death.
Davis McCaughey is no longer with us but the values
and the ideas that he so passionately believed in live on
not, only through his wife Jean and his family but
through those he has inspired to strive for a more civil
society and a more just community. Vale, Davis
McCaughey!
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — I am honoured to
contribute to the condolence motion for the Reverend
Dr Davis McCaughey, who passed away on 25 March
this year, aged 90. A fellow countryman of mine, he left
Northern Ireland in 1953 for an appointment as the
professor of New Testament studies at the Theological
Hall at Ormond College at the University of
Melbourne. Dr McCaughey was regarded as a visionary
in the ecumenical movement in Australia. He was an
architect in the unification of the Presbyterian,
Congregational and Methodist churches to form the
Uniting Church in 1977.
Dr McCaughey will be remembered as a man
committed to enriching the lives of everyday
Victorians. He was appointed to the position of
Governor of Victoria by Premier John Cain in 1986 and
served in that position until 1992. As many members
have said, his contribution in opening up Government
House to all Victorians certainly showed that he was a
very practical man who did not abide pomp and
ceremony. This was probably due to his Irish
background as well. It was this, along with a strong
sense of community, that endeared him to religious,
political and community leaders. Former Premier Joan
Kirner said:
He was one of the few people who could bring common good
and a broad sense of morality to life.

Davis McCaughey and his wife, Jean, openly expressed
their concerns about the rights of ordinary people,
particularly human rights issues involving Aboriginal
people, East Timorese and asylum seekers.
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Dr McCaughey will be remembered as a man of
compassion and distinction, and on behalf of the
constituents of Evelyn I pass on my sincere
condolences to his wife, Jean, to whom he was married
for some 65 years, and their 5 children,
11 grandchildren and 3 great-grandchildren.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise today to pay
tribute to the life of the Reverend Dr John Davis
McCaughey, AC, who passed away on 25 March this
year at the age of 90, surrounded by his family, after a
life of service and intellectual vigour.
Dr McCaughey was a theologian, the master of
Ormond College from 1959 to 1979 and the architect
and a visionary of the Uniting Church, being its
inaugural president in 1977. He was also state Governor
from 1986 to 1992, when he opened up Government
House to all Victorians. This different attitude to
Government House is perhaps best illustrated by his
approach to garden parties to mark a visit by the Queen.
He ended the practice of two separate gatherings — one
for sick people and pensioners and the other for the
elite. The McCaugheys reconciled the untouchables
with the mandarins, and all drank from the same teapot!
He was a Governor of the people and was much loved.
He even won over Bruce Ruxton, who said on the
subject of his appointment:
It could have been worse. It could have been Mrs Coxsedge
or Mr Hartley.

Davis McCaughey was a great Governor who
championed social justice. Personally he has been
described as a Governor, theologian, academic, man of
conscience and champion of social justice. What better
description of anyone could there be when they pass
on! He was also a man who treated everyone, whoever
they were, with exquisite courtesy. He thought the best
of everyone and therefore got the best from everyone.
He was also a beautiful writer. I have been reading
some of his writings today, and I would like to read
from one that I think shows how beautifully he wrote.
This is to mark the passing of Mr Bill Dalton, when
Dr McCaughey wrote:
There are many things that I would have said to him but
which I now say to you, for they are around those things
which must not be allowed to be forgotten — and will not be,
for the good Lord gave us Bill as a gift, an ecumenical gift to
those whom he called to the task of theological education in
this part of his vineyard. We would never have had the UFT
or its library when we did, with all that flowed from that, if it
had not been for Bill. But most importantly we would never
have been the men and women working together if it had not
been for him helping us to understand each other and work
together. Some of us had the added joy of seeing him, and
being helped along the way, in Rome at the Biblicum, and we
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remember the warmth of his welcome back in Kew — where
on more than one occasion we became part of Bill’s extended
family. Would that we could have been so in the end. Perhaps
we really shall, for he bound us together in allegiance to his
Lord and our Lord, and that bond will never be broken.

Certainly that could also be said of Dr McCaughey.
What a wonderful generosity of spirit it shows to write
so beautifully of someone on the event of their passing.
He was also a wonderful family man. Dr Davis and
Jean built a loving family of 5 children,
11 grandchildren and 3 great-grandchildren, and as I
read through this, many of those children and
grandchildren are, if not all, continuing to serve our
community in the manner of their parents. What a great
legacy that is for the people of Victoria.
I extend my respectful condolences to his family as
well as my congratulations on his wonderful life and
legacy.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
speak on the condolence motion for Dr Davis
McCaughey. My sympathies go to his wife, Jean, his
children, Patrick, Victoria, James, John, Mary and
Brigid, his 11 grandchildren and his
3 great-grandchildren.
Whilst my contribution here will be brief and is by no
means meant to encapsulate all that he has done — I do
not think any of us here could do that in the short period
we have to speak in this place — I hope it gives an
indelible impression of what a wonderful and rich
contribution Dr McCaughey made to this community.
He was a theologian, the master of Ormond College
from 1959 to 1979, the inaugural president of the
Uniting Church in Australia and the state Governor
from 1986 to 1992. A number of members have
brought forward quotes that they have read to the
house. I want to put forward a number of quotes which
give quite a powerful impression of Dr McCaughey. In
the Herald Sun Professor Stuart Macintyre from the
University of Melbourne and the Reverend Kim Cain
from the Uniting Church said this about his
governorship:
… Dr McCaughey won respect for his warmth, dignity and
scrupulous integrity.
He brought a human and typically understated personal
quality to the position. He opened the doors of Government
House to the public for the first time, inviting all Victorians to
share the tranquillity and grandeur of the Governor’s
residence.

In the Age a headline stated ‘Modesty has been
hallmark of McCaughey governorship’. That was back
in 1991.
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In the Sydney Morning Herald Philip Jones wrote this
about his governorship:
The only significant opposition to McCaughey’s appointment
as Governor in 1986 came from the extreme right and the
extreme left. Yet McCaughey, the great conciliator, soon had
the most diverse elements of society eating out of his hand.

The Weekend Australian said of Dr McCaughey that he
was a ‘champion of social justice’:
In his last public stand he added his name this month to the
Timor Sea justice campaign, urging the Australian
government to reach a fair and equitable settlement with East
Timor over the Timor Sea gas.

In Insights magazine — I note the Leader of The
Nationals has mentioned this quote, but I will précis
it — the moderator of the Uniting Church in Victoria
and Tasmania, Sue Gormann, said:
Victoria and the Australian community owes a debt of
gratitude to Davis McCaughey, a man of learning, spiritual
insight and vision.

And lastly I quote from an Ormond College press
release, although I do not share Dr McCaughey’s
affections for Ormond, because I was a Queens boy and
they beat us at football — and I note the Minister for
Agriculture was also a Queens boy. The press release
says:
Davis McCaughey was truly the architect of the modern
college.
…
Davis McCaughey’s interest in his students’ welfare was
unfailing; the warmth of his concern for others was
unmistakable; his capacity to recall names is indeed
legendary.

These quotes tell a powerful story of an inspirational
man whose actions are reflected not only in the regard
in which he was held during his life but in the many
moving reflections and recollections we have heard
here today. He has achieved what each of us here aims
to achieve — to positively affect the present and to
inspire those in the future by our actions to create a
better society to live in. We are all better off for the
work he did and inadvertently continues to do. May he
rest in peace.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to add my words of
condolence to those of my fellow members in this
chamber in order to mourn the death but particularly to
celebrate the life of this very special former Victorian
Governor, Dr Davis McCaughey.
Dr McCaughey was one of those people who was part
of public life in Victoria for so long, from the 1950s
until his death last month at the age of 90, that you
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thought he would go on forever, rather like
Archbishop Daniel Mannix. He had none of the ferocity
we associate with Archbishop Mannix, however, but
was rather one of those gentle giants of public life. A
gentlemanly, kind, modest and considerate man, he
nevertheless had an immense influence on the life of all
Australians, more especially so on those of us who are
privileged to live in Victoria.
He was state Governor from 1986 to 1992, but he was
also a much-respected theologian and academic. He
was the inaugural president of the Uniting Church in
Australia. He was master of Ormond College for some
22 years — from 1957 to 1979 — deputy chancellor of
Melbourne University in the late 1970s and one of
those who were instrumental in founding La Trobe
University in the 1960s.
Dr McCaughey was a key operator in bringing together
the Presbyterian, Methodist and Congregational
churches to form the Uniting Church in Australia, and
he also worked to overcome the barrier between
Christians and Jews. As a great humanist he was
committed to Aboriginal reconciliation and to cultural
diversity. He was opposed to war, supported the
struggle against poverty and also expressed his concern
about the treatment of asylum seekers in this country. It
is in this area of his work that he demonstrated an
enormous capacity for compassion and a spirit of
generosity. As someone who represents an electorate
that is home to a large refugee and asylum seeker
community, this spoke volumes to me and touched me
profoundly. Many of my constituents did not know him
personally, but they know of his deeds and his work
and they respect him enormously.
He had an unfailing courtesy and was warm hearted
and witty. He had a well-known love of the arts, and his
particular passion was literature. Dr McCaughey made
an immense contribution to public life in Victoria over
his long life and was an inspiration to us all.
I sincerely convey my condolences on behalf of my
electorate to his wife, Jean, and to his children,
grandchildren and great-grandchildren.
The SPEAKER — In concluding today’s debate,
on behalf of all the members of the Legislative
Assembly may I express our condolences to Jean and
the family of the Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey.
The tributes from members have clearly demonstrated
the great contribution that Dr McCaughey made to the
development of Victoria. It was a contribution made
with dignity, humility and generosity of spirit. His
contribution to the establishment of the Uniting Church
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showed a great capacity to work with people of very
differing views and bring them to consensus. Possibly
his sense of humour, also referred to today, assisted him
in this regard.
He came to the office of Governor with a high
reputation which increased during his period as
Governor. He opened the office of Governor to the
people of Victoria, and this action has been very much
appreciated by many Victorians since. Dr McCaughey
has left many important legacies for the people of
Victoria, for which we thank him and for which we
remember him.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

Pope John Paul II
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death of
Pope John Paul II and extends its deep sympathy to all
members of the Catholic community on the loss of their
spiritual leader.

The house is saddened by the passing of Pope John
Paul II at the Vatican on Saturday, 2 April, after a
lengthy illness. Throughout his 84 years this influential
religious figure had a profound effect on the lives of
millions of people worldwide. He was not only the
leader of 1 billion Roman Catholics, he was also a great
humanitarian, a defender of freedom and human rights,
and a man of peace.
Born Karol Wojtyla in Poland on 18 May 1920, Pope
John Paul II’s early life was clouded by suffering. He
lost his parents and a brother and a sister prior to his
21st birthday. He also witnessed the horrors of Nazism
following the German occupation of Poland. These
events formed the foundation for his lifelong
compassion and support for oppressed people around
the world.
Karol Wojtyla entered the seminary during the German
occupation and was ordained a priest in 1946. He
became a bishop in 1958 and was made a cardinal in
1967. On 16 October 1978, aged 58, he made history
by becoming the first ever Slavic pope, the first
non-Italian pope in 455 years and the youngest pope of
the 20th century.
Throughout his papacy Pope John Paul II campaigned
tirelessly for harmony between faiths and for world
peace. He reached out to other religions and was the
first of his line to enter a synagogue and a mosque. He
forged an historic reconciliation between Christians and
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Jews. Far from being solely a religious figure, his
influence extended into international politics. He is
credited as being one of the key figures in the fall of
Eastern European communism and then in the reuniting
of a divided Europe after that fall.

body. Up to 2 million people attended his farewell
gathering in St Peter’s Square and around giant screens
in the neighbouring area. A further 1 million people
came together in Cracow for a candlelit evening mass
in his honour.

Pope John Paul II was a complex man and his beliefs
were not universally appreciated. Most notoriously in
1981 he survived an assassination attempt by a Turkish
communist gunman, but such was the depth of his
compassion he later visited his attacker in prison and
forgave him.

Pope John Paul II made an enormous contribution to
the community and to religious life here in Australia
and right around the world. He will be remembered for
that contribution. He will also be remembered for his
charisma, sense of enjoyment, strength of leadership
and unwavering commitment to the value of human
life. On behalf of the Victorian government I offer
condolences to the Catholic community on the death of
Pope John Paul II.

Pope John Paul II was one of the most charismatic
leaders of his time. During the third longest papacy in
the history of the Catholic church he grew the world’s
Catholic communion from 750 million members to
more than 1 billion. He was also the most widely
travelled pope in history. His 104 visits took him to
129 countries — the equivalent of 30 trips around the
circumference of the earth — and nearly 18 million
people attended his Vatican audiences in Italy. As such
he has been seen by more people in more cultural
settings than anyone else in history.
His extensive travels brought him to Australia three
times and twice to Victoria. He first visited Australia in
1973 when he was cardinal of Cracow to attend the
40th International Eucharistic Congress in Melbourne.
During this time he met with the Polish community of
Australia in Canberra, Sydney, Melbourne, Perth,
Brisbane and Geelong. In 1986, as Pope, he visited
every state and territory in Australia, attended
38 functions and travelled more than 11 000 kilometres
in six and a half days. Many Victorians will remember
the ecumenical service he held at the Melbourne
Cricket Ground on 27 November that year. Many
members of the Polish community took part in the
celebration at the MCG the following day. The Pope’s
third and last visit to Australia came in 1995 when he
flew to Sydney to beatify the Venerable Mary
MacKillop setting her on her path to become the first
Australian saint.
John Paul II became known as the Pilgrim Pope and
travelled all over the world, but unfortunately in his
later years, as a result of Parkinson’s disease and his
frailty, he was unable to travel in that way. Increasingly
he had to delegate but he did not step down from his
position, and he fought his disease with great courage,
determination and dignity.
The extent of the Pope’s influence and inspiration was
clearly seen in the extraordinary pilgrimage that took
place after his death. In the five days preceding his
funeral an estimated 5 million people filed past his

Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — Even
though we recognise that we mourn today the death of
the world’s best known and arguably the world’s
pre-eminent citizen, His Holiness John Paul II, the
outpouring of love, grief and honour that accompanied
the Pope’s passing has amazed us all. The hundreds of
thousands, then millions, then tens of millions, then
hundreds of millions of people who followed the
Pope’s final decline, death and funeral either through
personal pilgrimage or through media coverage is
unprecedented certainly in my memory.
I would also very much like to welcome His Grace
Archbishop Denis Hart to our gallery for this honouring
of the life and contribution and mission of His Holiness
John Paul II.
Pope John Paul II was called the People’s Pope. He was
called a champion of peace. He was often simply called
the Holy Father. Pope John Paul II was called many
different names, but all reflected his message of peace,
dedication and compassion. The passing of Pope John
Paul II has changed the face of the world. It has touched
the hearts of people of all faiths and nationalities, not
least of course the 1 billion Catholics whom John
Paul II led throughout the world.
Following an unusually lengthy conclave in August
1978 the first non-Italian pope in more than 450 years
appeared at the window of the Vatican and greeted a
crowd that waited in anticipation in St Peter’s Square.
The Polish cardinal, Karol Wojtyla — nicknamed
Lolek, which is the affectionate diminutive of Karol —
became Pope John Paul II, and at 58 years of age, as the
Acting Premier pointed out, was a very young choice
for the role of the head of the world’s Roman Catholic
Church.
A worldwide flood of grief followed John Paul’s death
on Saturday, 2 April, at the end of a remarkable 26-year
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pontificate. As I said, he left behind a world that he
changed profoundly.
He was born in the small town of Wadowice, near
Cracow in Poland, on 18 May 1920. As the Acting
Premier has said, Karol Wojtyla’s early life was
shadowed by loss and suffering — his sister died before
he was born, and he tragically lost both his mother and
older brother before he was 12. His father, a devout
Catholic and retired army officer, raised Karol not just
with a strong sense of discipline but also with a strong
sense of religion. His father also died before his son’s
21st birthday.
Karol Wojtyla was a passionate academic with interests
in philosophy, theology and drama. He was a brilliant
student of languages and literature with a great talent
for poetry and the theatre. Throughout his life he was a
keen athlete; he particularly enjoyed mountain
climbing, a love he continued until illness near the end
of his papacy brought his climbing to an end.
Despite his impressive academic credentials, after the
Nazi occupation of Poland in World War II Karol
Wojtyla was forced to work as a stonecutter and later at
a chemical plant to avoid deportation and
imprisonment. It was during this time of horror endured
by his country that he felt a calling from God, and he
began studying at an underground seminary in Cracow.
One can only imagine the difficulties of studying in
such circumstances. After being ordained a priest he
rose rapidly through the church hierarchy. His swift
ascension was a reflection of the extent of his
contributions during a particularly dangerous period for
the Catholic Church in Eastern Europe.
The pontificate of Pope John Paul II will be
synonymous with a lifelong fight for peace, human
rights and unity. His unmatched ability to move
political mountains includes a contribution to the fall of
the Berlin Wall, the fall of communism in Europe, the
breakdown of the Soviet Union and many peace talks
between Israel and other Middle Eastern nations.
Almost immediately after he was elected, Pope John
Paul II began travelling, meeting the millions of people
he would come into contact with throughout
26 remarkable years. These people always included
world and religious leaders, but they also included
ordinary people — the common man, the common
woman. This earned him the reputation of being the
most accessible pope in history. He had time for
everyone and was particularly talented at reaching out
to youth, who greeted him in their millions wherever he
went.
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During his pontificate Pope John Paul II visited, as the
Acting Premier said, 129 countries. I must say, one of
my abiding images of those journeys abroad is his
giving his signature greeting and blessing of the land he
was visiting by — as I recall — disembarking from the
plane and kissing the ground after stepping off the
steps. I think he has also caused a word to enter our
language. I do not think that before Pope John Paul II
we had need for the word ‘Popemobile’, but given the
requirement for security as well as visibility and
because of his popularity, it has now passed into our
language.
I think a moment of particular affection for Australians
is captured in a memorable picture reproduced in many
of our papers in the last weeks. It is an image of
Cardinal Karol Wojtyla reaching down to feed a
kangaroo at Healesville Sanctuary during his visit in
1973.
In June 1979 His Holiness John Paul II visited his
homeland, Poland, for the first time as Pope. He had no
official invitation, and there was no official welcome
from the Soviet communist regime. He gave a historic
homily in Warsaw’s Victory Square before a crowd of
3 million people. He inspired the Poles to rise up
against communist oppression. ‘There can be no just
Europe without the independence of Poland marked on
its map’, the Pope told them. Over the course of the
nine-day pilgrimage the Pope altered the psychological
landscape of his homeland, instilling a sense of dignity
and courage. His theme, repeated over and over again at
every stop, was the solidarity of the Polish people. He
particularly used the word ‘Solidarnosc’, or
‘Solidarity’. Fourteen months after the papal visit those
ideas bore fruit. The Solidarity movement was
established in 1980 by Lech Walesa. It toppled
communism in Poland in 1989, leading to the first
democratic elections.
It was perhaps, though, those views that added fuel to
anger at the church, and in May 1981 the Pope barely
escaped an assassination attempt in St Peter’s Square in
Rome. Shot in the abdomen, the Pope miraculously
survived and remarkably he later publicly forgave his
attacker, his would-be assassin, even visiting him in
jail.
The Pope’s political influence also played a large part
in Mikhail Gorbachev’s embracing of perestroika,
triggering events and policies which arguably caused
that eventual breakdown of the Soviet Union, as well as
the fall of the Berlin Wall and even the unification of
Germany in 1989.
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Pope John Paul II also managed to return Christmas —
in a remarkable achievement — to communist Cuba.
He visited there in 1998 and somehow managed to
convince Fidel Castro to allow Catholics to celebrate
the birth of Jesus. Throughout his papacy Pope John
Paul II continued to lobby world and religious leaders
to maintain peace, particularly in war-torn areas, and
the Balkans and Palestine come to mind.
It might seem a small thing, but I believe he gained
perhaps lost respect for the church by acknowledging
atrocities in medieval times such as the witch-hunts and
the Crusades and, of more recent history, by
condemning the Holocaust. He always spoke out
fearlessly against brutalities done to any nation or
religion.
He had a unique ability to reconcile religious
differences and saw many bridges built between
Christians and the Jewish and Muslim faiths and their
communities. Another abiding image of John Paul II
was, I think, an important statement of tolerance and
respect when he visited Jerusalem and wept, quite
publicly, before the Wailing Wall.
In the days following the Pope’s death we have all read
about, seen film of and heard commentary on much of
his life. I read, I must say with interest, about the belief
of some commentators that Pope John Paul II’s papal
stance was based on strictly conservative religious
views. One paper that I read described it as ‘the
Vatican’s hard stance on contraception, homosexuality,
abortion and divorce’. To be honest I am not sure what
to make of that interpretation. I am not sure what other
stance a pope can have on abortion, for instance, except
the accepted Roman Catholic doctrinal stance. I would
guess — and I hope this is not an impertinence — that
His Holiness did not consider the faith over which he
held stewardship as a smorgasbord of beliefs, principles
and doctrines from which believers could pick and
choose.
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obvious signs of a combination of frustration and
resignation.
We are privileged to celebrate the life’s work of a
remarkable pope. May I also say that I am proud that
Cardinal George Pell has taken his place in the
conclave to choose a worthy successor to His Holiness
John Paul II. May he rest in peace. Niech spoczywa w
pokoju.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
support the condolence motion moved by the Acting
Premier to honour the passing of Pope John Paul II.
I do so in my role as a parliamentarian in this place.
I also do so as but one of the 1 billion Catholics led by
this remarkable man during the time of his papacy.
Pope John Paul II was born Karol Jozef Wojtyla in
May 1920 in Wadowice, near Cracow, in Poland. He
was born into a poor family, and by the time he was
21 years of age he had seen the passing of his parents, a
brother and a sister. He was educated at a boys school,
where he studied German, Latin and Greek. In 1938 he
became a student of theatre and poetry at the University
of Cracow, but he had to undertake manual labour in a
stone quarry and a chemical plant when the Nazis
invaded Poland at the beginning of World War II. He
was a keen sportsman, enjoying soccer, skiing,
kayaking and swimming. He was a very keen mountain
climber, and indeed it might be said that he spent the
balance of his life scaling lofty heights.
He was fluent in eight languages. In 1994 Time
magazine declared him Man of the Year. His
priesthood was born of struggle, studying in secret for
the priesthood in the underground seminary of Cracow
during World War II. He received his doctorate of
philosophy from the Pontifical University of St Thomas
Aquinas — the Angelicum — in Rome. During a brief
time as a parish priest he studied for a second doctorate
at the Catholic University of Lublin, where he was
assigned to teach ethics in 1954.

But just as he embodied the life beliefs of the Roman
Catholic church, so he also embodied the more difficult
areas of belief about illness, infirmity, dying and death.
Towards the end of his life John Paul II was affected by
several health problems, including cancer and an
ongoing battle against Parkinson’s disease, in perhaps
the most public way we have seen involving such a
pre-eminent world figure.

He was ordained in November 1946 by the Archbishop
of Cracow. He was elected titular bishop of Ombi, an
auxiliary of Cracow, on 4 July 1958, and was
consecrated on 28 September 1958. He became
Archbishop of Cracow on 13 January 1964 under Pope
Paul VI’s pontificate. He became a cardinal on 26 June
1967.

Personally I will carry the TV image of a mortally ill
Pope John Paul at the window of his Vatican
apartments, able to do no more than give the sketchiest
of hand movements to the faithful below, showing

Nineteen seventy-eight will long be remembered as the
year of the three popes. Pope Paul VI died on 6 August
1978. This was followed on 26 August by the election
of the Smiling Pope, John Paul I, who reigned for just
33 days before he died in his sleep of a heart attack on
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28 September. A few weeks later, on 16 October 1978,
the white smoke coming from the chimney of the
Sistine Chapel announced the election by the College of
the Cardinals of Cardinal Karol Wojtyla, Archbishop of
Cracow, Poland, as the 264th and first non-Italian pope
since Adrian VI, who reigned from 1522 to 1523. He
took the name John Paul II and was installed on
22 October 1978.
At his first mass as the Pope he said:
We who are called to hold the supreme office in the church
must manifest this fidelity with all our might, and for this
reason we must be a shining example both in our thinking and
in our actions.

There is little doubt that he lived up to these
expectations.
As has been remarked, he was the most travelled pope
in history. In the course of his pontificate he visited
129 countries and travelled more than a billion
kilometres — or about 28 times around the earth. I
think I may have been generous in my assessment of
those kilometres! He visited Australia once as a
cardinal for a Eucharistic congress in Melbourne, and
of course he came to Australia twice during his
pontificate.
He was a prolific teacher, writing 14 encyclicals,
15 apostolic exhortations, 11 apostolic constitutions and
45 apostolic letters. In addition he wrote hundreds of
other letters and messages, together with five books. He
received over 17.6 million people at more than
1000 general audiences during his 20-year pontificate.
He was the third-longest serving pontiff in the history
of the church, his pontificate lasting for 26 years,
5 months and those final 17 days.
He had many extraordinary personal traits. He was a
champion of the dignity of the human person, and in
particular the more vulnerable in society. He sought to
build a culture of life through his defence of human life
in all conditions and at all stages, particularly the
unborn, the disabled, the elderly and the poor. He took
a strong stance against using the unborn for stem cell
research and human cloning, and he was a notable
defender of the dignity of women. He was a formidable
statesman. He personally intervened in the Falklands
War and in the territorial dispute between Chile and
Argentina. He played a significant role in the fall of the
Soviet Union and the Eastern Bloc. He maintained a
considerable rapport with young people, something
self-evident in the television images we now see from
Rome. He launched World Youth Day in 1984. Over
2 million people attended that event in 2000, and
800 000 attended in Toronto in 2002.
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During his life he survived three assassination attempts.
On 13 May 1981 he was shot in St Peter’s Square by a
Turkish national, Mehmet Ali Agca. The Pope
attributed his survival to the Blessed Virgin Mary,
whose feast day as Our Lady of Fatima it was. He later
visited his would-be assassin in prison and forgave him.
On 12 May 1982 in Fatima, Portugal, where the Pope
had gone to give thanks for his survival a year earlier, a
priest attempted to stab him with a knife but was
stopped a few feet away. At least one other attempt is
known about, when Muslim terrorists intended to blow
up his plane. Again he survived that endeavour.
In his latter years his health deteriorated. As has been
observed by the Leader of the Opposition, many have
been the images we have all witnessed over the years of
this extraordinarily courageous man at the window of
his own quarters, endeavouring as well as he could to
greet those in the square beneath him. There have been
tributes from many parts of society on the passing of
His Holiness. Cardinal George Pell said:
He has been a genuine man of the spirit, a true priest. His
example and teaching have encouraged orthodox Catholics
everywhere to persevere. I personally can vouch for that. He
has inspired thousands, perhaps tens of thousands, into the
priesthood and religious life … Even in the West he has
steadied the ship. If many were still resolved to be irresolute,
solid only for drift, there has been no doubt about where he is
heading. He has never lacked courage, and courage is
contagious. History will know him as John Paul the Great. He
has earned that distinction.

The Archbishop of Melbourne, Archbishop Denis Hart,
who is with us here today, has said of the passing of His
Holiness:
He became Pope in the midst of the spiritual vacuum which
existed in the mid 1970s, and set about delivering the
authentic teachings of the council. He continued to enrich the
spiritual life of the church for his 26-year pontificate,
emphasising prayer, doctrine, sacramental and moral life. He
was a champion of the family, and a crusader for the poor and
oppressed.

The Dalai Lama said:
In spite of increasing age and declining physical health, his
relentless efforts to visit different parts of the world and meet
the people who lived there to promote harmony and spiritual
values, exemplified not only his deep concern but also the
courage he brought to fulfilling it.

By any standard this was an absolutely remarkable
man. I believe he was probably the most influential
individual of the 20th century. There were those of that
era who started wars and there were those who stopped
them. There were people who invented all sorts of
things in all sorts of ways and did wonderful things for
mankind. There were statesmen and women of all
nations, but this man stood above them all. He was a
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champion of the oppressed and the poor. He gave hope,
and is there is any greater gift that can be given than
hope? Even in his last days he gave hope to those who
were with him and who were assembled outside his
window.

visit when he paid particular attention to our indigenous
community. There were theologians, academics, young
people — who saw him as their mentor — and many
people who were active participants in the ecumenical
movement.

He stood astride the world in a way that has never
before been seen in the time of man, save for, of course,
his first predecessor. As a man of faith and of human
dignity he was unsurpassed. His ecumenical initiatives
are renowned. One cannot help but feel, in a sense, for
his successor. As we meet here today the cardinals are
in Rome electing the late pope’s replacement. It is true,
as is so often said, that it will be difficult to fill his
shoes, and you cannot help but feel a passing moment
of sorrow for whoever it is that has the task put upon
him, because truly there has been a huge vacuum left,
not only in the church but in mankind at large. I feel
sure that those of us who pray in time to come will pray
to this man and not for him, because sainthood surely
awaits him. Vale, His Holiness.

The huge photo of John Paul II that was displayed at
the front of the cathedral when I attended had two very
simple red floral contributions. One of them, I would
say, was picked from somebody’s garden; the other was
a very simple bunch of flowers that had been purchased
presumably for a very small amount of money. They
were left in front of that beautiful photo. To me that
signified the warmth and love that so many people who
would classify themselves as very humble Catholics felt
when they came into the cathedral. That photo
displayed a man deep in prayer — meditating and
serene — with a face that embodied the unity of the
body and spirit about which he so often wrote. He was
in deep prayer but the human person shone through in
his facial expression.

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is with many
emotions that I rise to speak on this condolence motion
for Pope John Paul II. Recently in Melbourne
Victorians farewelled this great world leader and
spiritual leader of 1.1 billion Catholics. At St Patrick’s
Cathedral a solemn mass was held on 7 April at which
thousands of Victorians — the Premier and I were
amongst them — were able to pray for the repose of the
soul of Pope John Paul II. That was the second of the
gatherings here in Melbourne. I noticed the Leader of
the Opposition was present at the first gathering the
evening before, on 6 April, where prayers were held for
Pope John Paul II.

The mass itself was testimony to the man. I had the
privilege of sitting in the front row so I was able to see
the range of people who came up for communion.
Some had come straight from work. There were
tradesmen in their work gear, with their heavy boots
on — they had obviously come straight from work. I
thought it was very appropriate that they had come,
recognising the dignity of their work, to the funeral of
the man who was the champion of Solidarity. There
were people who had come from warehouses — you
could see which distribution house they were from
because of the company logo on their work shirts.
There were people dressed in their finery. There were
uni students who had come with their runners and
backpacks. There were business people with their
laptop computers slung over their shoulders. The
cathedral was packed — a couple of people commented
that they had never seen the cathedral so packed — and
people milled around outside.

When we entered the cathedral we felt a sense of unity
and calmness, deep sadness but immense respect,
heartfelt admiration and in fact joy that we had lived in
a time when we were able to not only read about this
great man but experience him. No doubt every person
attending both those memorial celebrations, be it the
mass or the prayers the evening before, had a range of
personal thoughts. Some were there as members of the
Catholic faith; they were farewelling their spiritual
leader.
Leaders of other faiths were farewelling the leader of
the Catholic Church, and leaders of various
governments were farewelling a world leader who had
addressed poverty, totalitarianism, the dignity of the
human person and respect for human life at all times
and in all its forms. There may have been people there
who acknowledged Pope John Paul II as a true
champion of our indigenous people and recognised his
work during his visits to Australia, particularly his 1986

The Pope’s profound life and the extensive nature of his
many contributions have been well documented in the
media and outlined by the leaders of the government,
the opposition and The Nationals. It needs to be put on
the record again not only that the Pope had
26 inspirational years that included 104 visits outside
Italy, 14 encyclicals, 15 exhortations, 11 apostolic
constitutions, 45 letters and 5 books but that the laity of
the Catholic Church began to recognise and deeply
appreciate the content of those documents only quite
late in his pontificate. No doubt the priests in their
formation and the bishops, archbishops and cardinals
had read his works and understood and appreciated
them very early in his pontificate, but for those of us
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who were introduced to many of the encyclicals only in
the last few years the depth of his understanding of the
human person is absolutely profound.
I want to briefly mention in my contribution to this
condolence motion that I think that within the Catholic
faith and perhaps beyond he will be recognised in time
to come as John Paul the Great. But in academia he will
be recognised for the wonderful depth of his intellect
and understanding of personalism. He talked about the
human person as a unity of body and spirit, or body and
soul. History will record him as the great mind that
developed personalism in the late 20th and early
21st centuries. I want to refer particularly to what he
stated in The Human Person and Natural Law, where
he defined the human person as ‘an individual
substance of a rational nature’ and said that natural law
is the participation of the eternal law in a rational
creature.
He made the point that human experience is already
always a kind of understanding. Many people dispute
human experience and consider it an invalid
contribution to rational argument. John Paul II did not
see it that way. He saw human experience as vital to
our understanding of human nature and the human
person.
He spoke and wrote extensively on the human heart. He
had very much a Hebrew-like understanding of the
central aspect of heart, in terms of the central thinking
principle, the centre of emotion, the site of the human
mind, attitude, intellect, will, courage and the directive
faculty of decisions. It is the physical representation or
sign of the subjectivity or interiority of the person,
encompassing concepts such as freedom, will, intellect,
emotions and passions.
You cannot do justice to this great man in a condolence
motion. I encourage people who have an interest in
understanding why we should come to the conclusions
we do as lawmakers to spend a bit of time
understanding why he developed extensively the
personalist philosophy. It enabled him to move on to
speak about marriage, respect for life and human work
because he understood the human person. Quite often
people find it fashionable to mock the Catholic Church
or the pope, but if they were to read his work on
conjugal charity or agape in total selfless love, where
marriage in its fullness can be totally experienced in
today’s context, I think they would find it quite
profound and in fact revolutionary.
I want to conclude my contribution on the subject of
marriage not by talking just about the importance of the
family or children or the indissolubility of marriage,
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about which the Pope spoke so extensively, but by
saying that when I looked at his photograph in the
cathedral I realised that what for me was profound
about John Paul II was that he raised the
commandments, which many people had learnt in their
childhood, to a much higher level, because he
emphasised the beatitudes. He talked so much about the
anthropology of forgiveness and its importance to the
human heart, and that is crucial when we debate and
consider marriage. It is also absolutely essential for us
in our everyday lives.
To conclude I will say a little of his contribution — as
probably people would expect from this side of the
house — on the dignity of human work and his efforts
with Lech Walesa and Solidarity in the Gdansk
shipyards. Three of John Paul II’s social encyclicals,
Laborum Exercens, Sollicitudo Rei Socialis and
Centesimus Annus — and that may not be the correct
pronunciation for those who are Latin scholars — were
written against a political backdrop of increasing
poverty and a widening global gap between the rich and
the poor, the collapse of the Soviet bloc and the
practically unchallenged widespread ascendancy of
capitalism and globalisation. In those encyclicals he
argued for the authentic and thus sustained
development of the human person requiring solidarity
between people and communities, and in fact between
nations. That, he believed, would enable the common
good to be delivered.
I wish to place on record that I join with others who
believe this great pope will be referred to as John Paul
the Great in years to come. May he rest in peace. I
could not agree more with the Leader of The Nationals:
I too believe many people will be praying to him in the
not-too-distant future as St John Paul. I know for a fact
that there are many people praying to him now.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to join
this debate and to support the motion to recognise the
life of the late Pope, His Holiness John Paul II, and to
acknowledge his significant contribution to the world
both as leader of the Catholic Church and community
from 1978 to 2005 and as a world leader in his own
right and a strong and effective voice on many
important issues including human rights, compassion,
freedom and peace. Other speakers have referred to his
significant contribution to the fall of communism
throughout Eastern Europe and across the world.
He has been aptly described by others and by people in
the media as the People’s Pope. He was the most
widely travelled pope and probably one of the most
widely travelled people in the world, having visited
129 countries. He made many of those visits despite a
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number of assassination attempts, including one in
which he was shot. It was a very serious attempt on his
life. Often in his latter years, despite his increasing
frailty and illness, the Pope continued his travels to take
his papacy and leadership to the world. He made more
public appearances and had more direct contact with
people throughout the world than any previous pope.
With public appearances he opened up what had for
various reasons been the secrecy of the papacy and the
Vatican. This more public demonstration of what the
papacy stood for presented to the world the great
signature of John Paul II.
He was also a pope who was media aware — probably
a pope of his time who recognised that the old traditions
of the papacy were no longer relevant. He brought the
papacy into the modern world. He was also a pope of
great faith and great principles. Some people, and some
members of my extended family who are Catholics,
may have described the Pope as a conservative in many
areas. Some of my aunts who are nuns may have had
great arguments about some of his decisions and issues,
but one thing that can be said about him is that he was
not a populist pope, but a pope who was true to his
beliefs and his understanding and his genuine
consideration of the true teachings of the church. He
was a person who was not seeking to popularise the
church, although he did popularise it through his actual
and fundamental belief in what the church stood for
rather than trying to bend it into what seemed popular.
In his own way he made the church much more
popular, meaningful and relevant to many people across
the world. That was so because he stood for faith and
principles and a true understanding of the beliefs of the
Catholic Church.
He was a pope who recognised and improved the
dialogue and understanding of all faiths, in particular,
as has been mentioned by other speakers, the Jewish
and Muslim faiths. But he also did a lot of work with
the other Christian churches to bring about a greater
understanding and cooperation between them. I think
he will go down in history as the pope who opened up
the Catholic Church to other churches and faiths across
the world.
In conclusion, the Pope was a man who lived his faith
and conducted his life and his period as Pope with great
humility and dignity. The lasting legacy of the Pope
will be the way that he was humble and dignified in his
own suffering and death. That personified a pope who
understood what his own teachings were about, who
lived his teachings and who really convinced the people
of the world that he was a fundamentally strong and
good person and a great leader, both as a leader of the
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Catholic Church and as a world leader. He will be sadly
missed, but his legacy will live on for decades to come.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to join
others in this house to briefly celebrate the contribution
of Pope John Paul II in his life and to honour his spirit,
which continues among us. I appreciate the fact that the
Archbishop of Melbourne is in the gallery listening to
the debate. Pope John Paul II’s influence is profound.
He rewrote the rules for being a pope. He was the first
non-Italian pope in 455 years. He saw the fall of
European communism and became the Pilgrim Pope,
travelling to all parts of the world bearing witness to his
faith. He visited 129 countries in 104 trips outside Italy.
He was not afraid to use these trips or his pulpit to put
out strong messages — denouncing poverty in Africa,
the Iraq war in recent years or the arms race when he
visited Hiroshima, the site of the devastating impact of
the atom bomb. What is extraordinary is that in death
his impact is as strong as it was when he was alive. He
stopped the world when he died. Presidents, kings and
queens attended his funeral, and we saw three United
States presidents kneeling in St Peter’s Cathedral,
where he lay in state. Christians and non-Christians
were deeply affected by the man who lived his faith and
his suffering.
In preparing this speech I was directed to thoughts of
one commentator, highlighting these qualities of the
Pope: his moral integrity, consistency and stubborn
tenacity; his openness to the world and other faiths; and
his sheer, raw faith. John Paul II was a man of
tenacious and moral consistency — not for him the
selectivity that might characterise others. He was also
open to all. He apologised to Judaism. He was the first
pope since St Peter to pray in a synagogue and the first
pope to pray in a mosque. He often spoke to enormous
crowds of young people. He sought to make his appeal
universal. Finally, he was a man of deep and obvious
faith — indeed, raw faith. This is an essential part of the
spirit he leaves behind.
I join with Catholics and non-Catholics alike in my
electorate in celebrating the life and achievements of
Pope John Paul II, one of the exceptional figures of our
time — a man who endured personal hardship and
suffering, and a man who brought energy and activity
to his work. He saw himself very much as the
conscience of the world and a modern-day apostle both
of his faith and of freedom.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — It is with a sense of
pride that I join the condolence motion for Pope John
Paul II. In doing so I recognise that I am one of many
Catholics who serve in this Parliament, and possibly we
were not aware of exactly how many there were until
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we were invited to be guests of His Grace the
Archbishop. The number of Catholic MPs was so great
that they could not all be accommodated that evening.

the purity of the doctrine’, and he did. I both grieve and
celebrate his passing. Pope John Paul II was well and
truly ready to meet his God.

The world has lost a great leader. The Catholic
community has lost its mentor and teacher, a man who
proved to be an extraordinary faith leader, possessing a
great sense of compassion, humility, understanding and
humour. He also enjoyed his sport and the great
outdoors. In my lifetime I have never seen such an
outpouring of grief throughout the world as was shown
for Pope John Paul II. Catholics expected that there
would be a service. We expected that there would be a
funeral procession, and we expected that world leaders
would join us in recognising the great role that Pope
John Paul II had played, but nothing prepared us for
what was to come.

Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Today we celebrate
and pay tribute to one of the greatest figures of the
20th century and one of the greatest popes of all time.
There are two words that come to mind when I think
about Pope John Paul II: freedom and dignity.

Without doubt the world as a whole gathered and
recognised the magnificent contribution that Pope John
Paul II had made. As our cardinals gather to select a
successor to Pope John Paul II we can only imagine the
difficulty the cardinals of the time faced prior to the
selection of Pope John Paul II in that they had to break
with tradition to elect the first non-Italian pope in
455 years. The stringent process of selection saw Pope
John Paul II overcome his non-Italian background, and
his humility, leadership and unmoving faith saw him
selected to lead the Catholic communities throughout
the world. One can only say what a great choice he was
and what an incredible role he has played.
Pope John Paul II worked to pull down the barriers that
existed between the various religious groups throughout
the world, and his never-ending visits to all points of
the globe saw him deliver his message of faith and
hope. Even when ill health set in Pope John Paul II rose
above his illness, promoted world peace and attacked
poverty throughout Third World countries. Throughout
his term as pope he made in all over 100 visits to other
countries. The footage of Pope John Paul II in deep
discussion and prayer with the man who attempted to
take his life highlighted his deep sense of forgiveness
and understanding. I believe at the time he was praying
both with and for that particular person.
Listening to a sermon in my church in Colac one
Sunday I heard a visiting priest comment, ‘This church
is like an anvil; it has worn out many hammers over the
decades’. Pope John Paul II, the head of the Catholic
Church, was himself an anvil as he led the church and
its followers through years of extensive social change
and contentious issues, never moving from the
teachings of the church and placing his trust in the faith
he taught throughout the world. In his first speech after
becoming Pope he stated, ‘We must keep watch over

Karol Wojtyla was born on 18 May, 1920, in Poland,
the third child of Emilia and Karol. Suffering and loss
were to be constants in Karol’s early life. His sister died
in infancy, his mother died in 1927 of heart and kidney
failure, his brother Edmund, a doctor, died in 1932, and
his father died in 1941. Nazi occupation had forced the
closure of Jagiellonian University, which he was
attending, and he was made to work in a quarry and a
chemical factory to avoid deportation. It was during
those war years that he began studying for the
priesthood in an underground seminary.
Karol was also an actor, a poet and a playwright. His
studies were not the only activity that Karol was
involved in under the noses of the Nazi occupiers. He
was a founding member of the Rhapsodic Theatre
group and performed in many underground plays, a
pursuit punishable by death.
In November 1946 Karol was ordained a priest. His rise
through the church in the now Stalinist Poland was
rapid. In 1958 he was named Auxiliary Bishop of
Cracow, in 1964 he was named Archbishop of Cracow,
and in 1967 he was named Cardinal of Cracow. After
the sudden death of Pope John Paul I, on 16 October,
1978, Cardinal Wojtyla became the first non-Italian to
become a pope in over 450 years, and at 58 he was one
of the youngest.
Pope John Paul II brought humour, energy and
youthfulness to the papacy. The Pope took travel to an
unprecedented level, and he held audiences in Rome for
nearly 17 million people from across the globe. Social
justice was at the core of Pope John Paul II’s teachings.
Rerum Novarum, or New Things, is an enduring social
justice blueprint for the modern church. This encyclical
of Pope Leo XIII is so fundamental that it has the rare
honour of being commemorated and celebrated every
decade. The dignity of human work and the railing
against workers being treated as mere economic
commodities is at the heart of Rerum Novarum, and it
affirms the freedom and dignity of all working men and
women. Pope John Paul II in particular highlighted and
built on the wisdom of Rerum Novarum.

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 19 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

I would like to share with the house quotes from
Centesimus Annus, Pope John Paul II’s 1991
celebration of the 100th anniversary of Rerum
Novarum. He said:
Rerum Novarum is opposed to state control of the means of
production, which would reduce every citizen to being a ‘cog’
in the state machine. It is no less forceful in criticising a
concept of the state which excludes the economic sector from
the state’s range of interest and action.

Therefore it is a critique both of communism and
rampant capitalism. The pure materialism of the
consumer society, like communism equally, excludes
spiritual values. He said capitalism:
… agrees with Marxism, in the sense that it reduces man to
the sphere of economics and the satisfaction of material
needs.

Pope John Paul II reaffirmed a just and free society as:
… an abundance of work opportunities, a solid system of
social security and professional training, the freedom to join
trade unions and the effective action of unions, the assistance
provided in cases of unemployment, the opportunities for
democratic participation in the life of society — all these are
meant to deliver work from the mere condition of ‘a
commodity’ and to guarantee its dignity.

Dignity and freedom — hardly the thoughts of an
arch-conservative, as some would have him depicted.
Pope John Paul’s unwavering pursuit of social justice
and human rights was most famously exhibited in his
homeland of Poland. Through his experiences of the
totalitarianism of both Nazism and Stalinism the Pope
understood that such regimes are not defeated through
direct uprisings to defeat the state. Rebellions in East
Germany in 1953, Poland and Hungary in 1956 and
Czechoslovakia in 1968 were ruthlessly put down by
the Soviets.
Pope John Paul II said that the defeat of communism
was accomplished almost everywhere by means of
peaceful protest, using only the weapons of truth and
justice. His affirmation of peaceful protest led to a
search for forms of protest and for political solutions
that are more respectful of the dignity of the person. In
Poland this search for solutions led to the formation of
the free trade union, Solidarnosc.
In 1979 His Holiness famously returned to Poland, and
through his words he inspired a nation and signified the
beginning of the end of atheistic communism in Eastern
Europe. He said in his homily, made in Warsaw:
The exclusion of Christ from the history of man is an act
against man. Without Christ it is impossible to understand the
history of Poland, especially the history of the people who
have passed or are passing through this land.
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His rallying cry was that of freedom and liberation. The
millions in Warsaw and around the world understood
his message and acted. The unravelling had begun, and
by 1989 the Berlin Wall had fallen. This was not
achieved through anger and a violent struggle, but
rather by a peaceful yet irresistible demand for
individual freedom and respect.
In later years gone were the heady days of a youthful
pope visiting the nations of the world at breakneck
speed. In his place we saw the Pope crippled with
illness and pain, struggling to communicate to his flock.
I, like many, wondered why he did not quit and take a
rest and whether he was too old and feeble. Finally I
came to understand. His Holiness was not embarrassing
or undignified; his long struggle to continue as his body
was failing was the very essence of human dignity. His
lifelong message was of the value and dignity of the
human person. The Pope challenged what he called the
culture of death which places a start date and an end
date on life. The Pope used his own dying body to teach
us all that all life at all times is precious and
meaningful. I pray that the cardinals choose a worthy
successor to this great spiritual leader. Rest in peace.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — In this condolence
debate we pay tribute to one of the most significant
20th century men. His work and his death in this
century should inspire all of us to serve, no matter what
our age or physical capacity.
If we think back to our younger days in the 1970s or
1980s, we remember the Cold War. We all grew up in a
time when we knew we could die in a nuclear holocaust
in which the two major superpowers faced off against
each other. Communism was such a strong force. We
all thought it was something that at that time could
never be defeated and that those who lived within the
Soviet Union and its satellite states could never be set
free. Many of my thoughts in relation to this pope came
through my grandmother, who in 1987, on her walking
frame, went to the first rally of Sajudis in Lithuania. At
that time, already well into her 80s and infirm, she said,
‘I will outlive communism’. In our conversations it was
quite clear that she had great confidence that the work
of the Pope, both in his leadership of the Catholic
Church and as the inspiration of the people of
Lithuania, who are overwhelmingly Catholic, and the
Poles, would mean that this would take place. She
outlived communism — we all outlived Soviet
communism — and the Pope had a central role in that.
The historian Timothy Garton Ash wrote in an article
just after the Pope’s death:
No-one can ever prove conclusively that he was a primary
cause of the end of communism. However, the major figures
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on all sides — not just the Polish Solidarity leader, Lech
Walesa, but also Solidarity’s arch opponent, General
Wojciech Jaruzelski, not just former American President
George Bush but also former Soviet President Mikhail
Gorbachev — now agree that he was.

In his typical modest way Pope John Paul, according to
an article in the Telegraph, called Gorbachev ‘a
providential man’. But when speaking of his own role
in the collapse of the Soviet empire he said:
The tree was already rotten. I simply gave it a good shake and
the apples fell.

Pope John Paul lived his life according to the famous
saying of the 19th century Polish poet Cyprian Norwid:
A man is born on this planet to give testimony to the truth.

As bishop, cardinal and then Pope, John Paul II urged
his countrymen and everyone else in the world to live
in truth. As the previous speaker, the member for
Monbulk, said, the Pope spoke of human dignity, the
right to religious freedom and a revolution of the spirit.
That has already been well analysed by other speakers,
and I shall not repeat those comments — including
those of the member for Pascoe Vale, who referred to
the Pope’s encyclicals.
John Paul’s pilgrimage to Poland in 1979 was a seminal
moment in all our lives. I do not know whether we
realised it at the time; I doubt that the Pope himself
understood it until it actually took place. But in the
midst of what was one of the most Stalinist regimes in
Europe, as the member for Monbulk said, a million
people bravely lined the route from the airport to the
hotel and the millions gathered to listen to him. Again
as the historian Ash said:
Without the Pope, no Solidarity. Without Solidarity, no
Gorbachev. Without Gorbachev, no fall of communism.

But the Pope, in the simplicity of his message in
something like a dozen sermons during his first trip to
Poland, said this to his people:
You are not who you say you are. Let me remind you who
you are.

He reminded the Poles of their authentic history and
culture, and he created, in words of others, a revolution
of consciousness which 14 months later produced the
non-violent Solidarity resistance movement. By
restoring to his Polish people a form of freedom and a
fearlessness that communism could not reach, John
Paul set in motion the human dynamics that eventually
led to the great events of 1989 — freedom for the Poles
and the collapse of the Berlin Wall. All was not
peaceful. I still recall that in Lithuania many people
died defending democracy against the continued efforts
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of the Soviet government right through to 1992 to hold
on to power against this great human tide. In essence, as
the member for Monbulk said, it was a movement of
freedom, a movement of conscience and a movement
that a rotten system could not withstand.
Perhaps the most significant statement the Pope made
after the fall of communism was this:
The claim to build a world without God has been shown to be
an illusion.

Communism as a system, in the opinion of John Paul II,
fell as a consequence of its own injustice and abuses.
All he did was to repeat the content of Christianity —
its religious and moral message and its defence of the
human being — insisting that this was the principle to
be followed. Christianity itself became the determining
factor in the fall of communism. Some 200 million
people obtained their freedom as a result of this man’s
fearless mission. As the Leader of the Opposition said,
he attributed his being spared from the assassination
attempt on his life very early in his papacy to the
intervention of the Virgin Mary, and his inspired life
from then until the time we saw him give his blessing to
the people at Easter ought to be an inspiration to us all.
We have the opportunity to serve too. We are here to
serve not just the Victorian people but the people of the
world, and through his example and his conscience —
and as the words each member has spoken today have
indicated — he is an inspiration to us. Let us dedicate
ourselves to working as hard and as well as he did. We
will never reach those heights, but let us be inspired by
his endeavours.
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — It is a great privilege to
join the condolence motion for Pope John Paul II. On
16 October 1978 the Polish Cardinal, Karol Wojtyla,
Archbishop of Cracow, surprised the world by being
elected as the first non-Italian pope in 455 years. At the
age of 58 he was to be the 264th pope as Pope John
Paul II. As we have heard, he was born in Poland on
18 May 1920 to working-class parents. His mother died
when he was nine and his father died when he was 21.
On 1 November 1946 he was ordained a priest and he
was appointed cardinal in June 1967.
Australian Catholics had a great affection for Pope John
Paul II who, as a cardinal, made his first visit to
Melbourne in February 1973 to attend the
40th International Eucharistic Congress which 120 000
people attended at the Melbourne Cricket Ground —
the third highest attendance ever recorded there — for
that great occasion.
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Pope John Paul II reached out to youth, as was
illustrated by the establishment in 1984 of the World
Youth Day event which was held every four years. That
event became pivotal for young people wanting to share
their commitment to their faith and it was moving to
see so many young people among the mourners in
St Peter’s Square following the Pope’s death.
In 1986, during a visit to Alice Springs, Pope John Paul
II met with members of the Aboriginal community. He
acknowledged his great respect for their culture when
in his address he said to them:
You are part of Australia and Australia is part of you. And the
church herself in Australia will not be fully the church that
Jesus wants her to be until you have made your contribution
to her life and until that contribution has been joyfully
received by others.

During that same visit in 1986, the Pope attended
St Patrick’s Cathedral and, as evidenced by others who
have mentioned his great love of sport, visited the
Melbourne Cricket Ground and Flemington racecourse.
Following his death, over 3 million pilgrims visited
Rome, with 250 000 — including people from all
countries and religions — participating in the funeral
rite on 8 April. Very obvious were the many
red-and-white flags of his beloved homeland, Poland.
Pope John Paul II’s love of peace was demonstrated
most recently in his opposition to the invasion of Iraq,
whilst his care for the underprivileged was legendary.
With the Catholic community of the electorate of
Kilsyth, which celebrates as one of its own parish
priests Fr Andrew Jekot, of Polish descent, I mourn the
death of the People’s Pope, John Paul II.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I rise to pay my
respects to Pope John Paul II, the 264th pope of the
Catholic Church. As a non-Catholic, I have enormous
admiration and respect for the contribution that this
outstanding individual made to the advancement of
mankind. He was, as other speakers have said, a truly
remarkable man — a man who throughout his life stood
for his principles and his faith and in so doing gave
hope and inspiration to hundreds of millions of people
throughout the world. He was, as other people have also
already indicated, the most photographed figure of his
time — a man seen by more people than anyone else in
the whole world. He was a brilliant academic, a poet, a
playwright, a writer, a thinker, a philosopher of world
stature, a highly skilled politician and a very significant
theologian.
He grew up under Nazism and communism and saw
first hand the worst of those totalitarian ideologies. He
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reached out to other religions across the world. He was
the first pope to visit Rome’s ancient synagogue and
reach out to heal relations between Christians and Jews.
He reached out to members of other religions as well —
members of the Islamic religion, Hindus, followers of
the Dalai Lama, and lots of other people of different
faiths throughout the world. He was truly a person who
was reaching out for an ecumenical solution to many of
the world’s problems.
As other speakers have indicated, he played a very
significant role in the downfall of communism in
Europe. The member for Doncaster in his contribution
referred to his family connections with Lithuania. I
remember being with the member for Doncaster in
Vilnius, the capital of Lithuania, where we attended a
Roman Catholic cathedral on a Sunday morning. The
last of the Russians were still moving out of Lithuania
at that time and the thing that is still very prominent in
my mind is the enthusiasm of the packed church of
people singing and responding to their religion which
the Russians had tried to belt out of them for the
previous 50 years. They were able to practise their
religion and they were so joyous about being able to do
so, having that freedom. That faith was kept alive in
part by the Pope, who gave them that hope and
inspiration to keep fighting and to keep their religion
alive. I treasure the memory of that time in Vilnius with
the member for Doncaster.
The Pope travelled extensively, visiting 129 different
countries and carrying his message to millions of
people throughout the world. I think we have all been
inspired to some degree or other by that contribution.
He certainly inspired many people, because the
statistics show that he increased the adherence to the
Roman Catholic Church from 750 million people to
about 1 billion people today.
He had a remarkable gift for languages — he was fluent
in eight different languages — and he pursued what he
called the evangelisation of culture. That in effect in its
own quiet but very persuasive way changed
governments. He was critical of socialism, communism
and capitalism, arguing that all of them neglect social
responsibility and inhibit individual freedom and
development. We should all take note of that and try to
get the best of the various systems of government that
are available.
I think one of the best tributes to Pope John Paul II was
made by Billy Graham, who called Pope John Paul ‘the
moral conscience of the west’. I agree with that
entirely — he was the moral conscience of the west. A
few years ago he wrote:
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… when the moment of our definitive ‘passage’ comes, grant
that we may face it with serenity, without regret for what we
shall leave behind.
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Paul II was increasingly worried about poverty and the
widening gap between the rich and the poor.

He was certainly true to those sentiments right to the
end — dying, as the reports say, with a great deal of
serenity. He was a man, as others have observed, of
great humility and great dignity. He was greatly
respected and much loved, as was evidenced by the
millions of people who stood vigil during the last days
of his illness, paid tribute to him as he lay in state, and
attended the funeral service and the thousands of
memorial services that have been held all around the
world.

His 1991 encyclical Centesimus Annus — the
100th year — called for a reform of the free market
system in the wake of the collapse of communism. It
denounced the massive poverty in the Third World and
consumerism in the Western World. John Paul II was a
man of his time, acutely aware of the issues that most
shaped the world. He was a constant critic of war and
an advocate of disarmament. His aides successfully
headed off a shooting war between Chile and Argentine
in 1978 — the one example of direct papal mediation.

I believe that the thing that comes out of the condolence
motion today is that it is truly encouraging and
inspiring that in this place, where there is so often
conflict, difference of opinion and lack of respect one
for another, we can all come together on this occasion,
speaker after speaker, and show our respect for an
individual who, whether we acknowledge it or not, has
in some way influenced each and every one of us along
the way. I join with other members of the house in
paying my very sincere respects to Pope John Paul II
and support this motion of condolence before the house.

He was also a tireless defender of human rights, and
first among them religious rights. During a trip to Cuba
in 1998 he appealed for a wider church role in society.
He used persuasion and not aggression and succeeded
in achieving positive reforms for the people of Cuba.
He stood up publicly for Catholics in places like China,
Vietnam and Sudan.

Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I join the debate
on the condolence motion in respect of Pope John
Paul II. I celebrate his life and contribution, and I do so
as someone who was deeply influenced by Salesians
and Jesuits when I was growing up in Uruguay, South
America, and later in Australia when I became involved
with many men and women of that great church with
which I have had the privilege of being associated for
many years, with all its rights and all its wrongs. I say
this with respect, and I appreciate the fact that the
Archbishop of Melbourne is with us today.
Pope John Paul II proved to be one of the most
energetic and conscientious men ever to occupy the
papacy. He visited more than 120 countries, delivered
more than 2000 public addresses and issued a plethora
of encyclicals and apostolic letters. At times he used the
world as a pulpit — in Africa to decry hunger; in
Hiroshima, Japan, to denounce the arms race; and in
Calcutta, India, to praise the generosity of Mother
Teresa. In 1981 he released his encyclical Laborum
Exercens on human work, which criticised the abuses
of a rigid capitalism that values profit over the
wellbeing of workers but said that Marx’s class struggle
was not the answer. He complemented this by
publishing Sollicitudo Rei Socialis on social concerns.
This warned about the widening gap between rich and
poor countries and condemned the transfer of the
East-West conflict to the Third World. Pope John

Pope John Paul II’s ecumenical and interreligious
legacy was built largely on his personal gestures. In
1983, on the 500th anniversary of the birth of Martin
Luther, he became the first pontiff to visit a Lutheran
church. Visiting a mosque in Damascus, Syria, in 2001,
he became the first pontiff to enter a Muslim place of
worship. As a Pole from a town once full of Jews he
felt a special obligation to respect them and was the
first pope to push a folded prayer note between the
stones of the Wailing Wall in Jerusalem. Healing the
ancient breach with Judaism became one of the most
important projects of his pontificate, as did rooting out
anti-Semitic themes from Christian educational
materials; visiting synagogues; lifting up the Holocaust
as a permanent point of moral reckoning; and affirming
the right of Jews to be at home in Israel, which he
formally recognised in 1994. He continually promoted
the idea of interreligious cooperation.
I quote from an article on the caribbeannetnews.com
web site which reports Fidel Castro as having written in
the condolence book:
Rest in peace, tireless fighter for friendship between peoples,
enemy of war and friend of the poor … We suffer from your
departure and desire with all fervour that your example
endures,

Historian Timothy Garton Ash, in an article printed in
the Age on 5 April 2005, wrote:
John Paul II was a consistent spokesman for the half of
humankind who live on less than $2 a day. This is also the
part of the world where most Catholics are now to be found.
(‘Man does not live by bread alone’ — especially when he
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has none.) He preached, tirelessly and consistently, every
person’s right to a minimum of human dignity.
‘I speak’ he said, ‘in the name of those who have no voice’. It
was by no means only in communist-ruled Eastern Europe
that he spoke up for freedom …

The article continues by quoting a newspaper headline,
‘Pope takes issue with Stroessner on freedom’. It goes
on to say:
It records him reading the Paraguayan military dictator a
fierce lesson about the importance of human rights and free
speech.
… He consistently admonished Third World dictators and
Western capitalists about the need for social justice.

The web site gardenroute.com quotes Nelson Mandela
as saying:
The world is undoubtedly a better place for the legacy and the
teachings of Pope John Paul II …

It goes on to quote him as also saying:
We know that millions more people of all persuasions and
backgrounds join us in this shared sense of loss and
bereavement.
At the same time we celebrate the life of one of the great
spiritual leaders of our time; one who gave moral direction
and guidance in an age in which scientific and technological
progress was not always matched by equal progress in
compassion and universal caring.

The article reports Nelson Mandela as saying that the
pontiff had been a consistent voice in articulating the
need for moral regeneration and caring for the poor and
the marginalised.
I was highly privileged to have met His Holiness Pope
John Paul II in the Vatican, and I was inspired by his
wisdom, compassion, humility and deep spirituality.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I am honoured to have
the opportunity to pay tribute to the life and
achievements of Pope John Paul II. None of us can ever
fully form judgments about the life of another,
particularly the life of a public figure seen at a distance.
However, as far as mortals can ever judge such matters,
Pope John Paul II has led an exemplary life of
inspiration and remarkable achievement. We have been
privileged to live in the same era as he has lived and
through television and his travels to have seen him
more closely than most past generations have ever been
able to see the leading figures of their times.
What we have seen has been loved and admired by
millions around the world, by people of goodwill of all
religions and of none. We have seen his compassion
and care for all humanity, coupled with firm and
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consistent upholding of principles about the
fundamentals of the human person and how people
should relate to one another and to God. We have seen
warmth, we have seen idealism, and we have seen a
man leading a life that firmly and consistently set forth
a living example of what he stood for.
Few others in the world have attracted millions of
young people to attend World Youth Day. Few others
have won the genuine praise and admiration of figures
as diverse as Mikhail Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan.
Few others have had their funerals attended by so many
or by such a diversity of world leaders taking their
places as members of the congregation going back for
many rows.
Leaders from all walks of life who have had dealings
with the Pope seem universally and instinctively to
have recognised the goodness in him. He may have
been firm with them, he may have opposed much of
what they stood for, but he always acted constructively
and with good intent, as well as with warmth and good
humour. At the same time Pope John Paul II has been
able to bring hope, understanding and a way forward
for millions who thought themselves hopelessly
enmeshed by cultural, social or political systems they
felt powerless to change.
The Pope’s appeal to so many people in so many ways
has produced remarkable results. His role in the
transformation of Eastern Europe has been universally
recognised. Less recognised has been his role in Latin
America in promoting peace and preaching against
violence, whether by dictatorial regimes or by
revolutionary movements. He has also played an
unceasing and often successful role in the promotion of
religious understanding and harmony around the world.
Pope John Paul II has not achieved these results and
others just through being a man of goodwill, energy and
ability. He has had to display remarkable strength of
character and personal and moral resolve. He publicly
reproved the recalcitrant conduct of a priest who took
office in a revolutionary government. He stood firm on
the altar in the face of demonstrators disrupting an
open-air mass and demanded and received ‘silentio’. To
their faces he has told people around the world to mend
their ways.
Alongside all of this the Pope has built on Christian
traditions and teachings to develop and persuasively
argue a philosophy of the human person and of the
relationships of human beings to God and to each other
which has attracted widespread admiration from people
of all backgrounds and religions. The Pope set out this
philosophy in a series of encyclicals which I believe
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form a legacy that will endure for centuries, including
Centesimus Annus (or The Hundredth Year);
Evangelium Vitae (or The Gospel of Life); and Veritatis
Splendor (or The Splendour of Truth), to name but
three.
At the core of the social, economic and political aspects
of this philosophy is the integrity and worth of every
individual under God. From this flow powerful
conclusions for political, economic and social policy.
The Pope was forceful and clear in identifying the
failings of socialism of the Eastern European kind. As
he said in Centesimus Annus:
… the fundamental error of socialism is anthropological in
nature. Socialism considers the individual person simply as an
element, a molecule within the social organism, so that the
good of the individual is completely subordinated to the
functioning of the socioeconomic mechanism. Socialism
likewise maintains that the good of the individual can be
realised without reference to his free choice, to the unique and
exclusive responsibility which he exercises in the face of
good or evil. Man is thus reduced to a series of social
relationships, and the concept of the person as the
autonomous subject of moral decision disappears, the very
subject whose decisions build the social order.

The Pope, in place of that philosophy, went on to
enunciate a vision of the social nature of humans that is
often now described by the term ‘civil society’ and
said:
… the social nature of man is not completely fulfilled in the
state but is realised in various intermediary groups, beginning
with the family and including economic, social, political and
cultural groups which stem from human nature itself and have
their own autonomy, always with a view to the common
good.

However, the Pope was equally clear in pointing out
that capitalism could abuse and exploit if misused — if
it sought to treat other people as commodities or as
objects to be exploited. Rather, the Pope articulated the
virtues of an open, inclusive free enterprise system that
enables people to cooperate in productive work for the
benefit of all within a just society and a truly ordered
moral culture.
Pope John Paul II’s philosophy also flowed through to
matters of life and death. He was unswerving in
condemning abortion, infanticide and euthanasia and in
opposing capital punishment and striving to avert war.
In relation to abortion and euthanasia, the Pope said in
Evangelium Vitae, in terms that send a clear and
unambiguous message to us as legislators:
… not only is the fact of the destruction of so many human
lives still to be born or in their final stage extremely grave and
disturbing, but no less grave and disturbing is the fact that
conscience itself, darkened as it were by such widespread
conditioning, is finding it increasingly difficult to distinguish
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between good and evil in what concerns the basic value of
human life.
…
Precisely in an age when the inviolable rights of the person
are solemnly proclaimed and the value of life is publicly
affirmed, the very right to life is being denied or trampled
upon, especially at the more significant moments of
existence: the moment of birth and the moment of death.
…
To claim the right to abortion, infanticide and euthanasia, and
to recognise that right in law, means to attribute to human
freedom a perverse and evil significance: that of an absolute
power over others and against others. This is the death of true
freedom …

Pope John Paul II’s warning against the culture of death
regrettably remains unfinished business that others
must carry forward. However, through his life, his
example and his teaching Pope John Paul II has been a
shining inspiration of hope at the end of a century
previously marked by unparalleled bloodshed and
despair, and he has shown us a path forward for the
century ahead. May he be in eternal happiness with
God.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to join other members
in expressing my appreciation of having lived during
the reign of Pope John Paul II. All of us here have a
better life because of this man, who did a lot of work
for humanity. He was a remarkable person. Only once
in a lifetime does such a person come along and have
control of a big organisation such as the Catholic
Church. Without using force, without intimidating
people, Pope John Paul II coerced leaders throughout
the world to create a better life for all of us — most
importantly, preventing wars. Probably a lot of that
vision had to do with experiences of what he and his
extended family endured in his youth during the Second
World War.
He was committed to propagating peace everywhere.
With his gentle persuasion and personal demonstration
of going around the world and talking to people and
winning their minds, hearts and souls he was able to
convince some very headstrong and powerful political
leaders of countries who were intent on destroying each
other. He did this without trying to change their religion
and beliefs but rather by conveying his view that we are
all on this earth as equals and should have a better
society to live in than what he faced during his
formative years, which must have left a big mark on
him. I know it had a big influence on my life. I was
only a youngster when I was a war refugee.
I went through the horrors of the Second World War,
and having seen how that situation has affected me and
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my commitment to life, I think it would have made this
man a stronger person. I think the cardinals who chose
him as pope took a significant step in a direction that
the world did not perceive at the time he was appointed
to that position — that he would reach such heights and
gain such respect within the whole world and would be
able to convince people and leaders to live peacefully
with each other. One will never know how many
conflicts have been prevented just by John Paul II
having been in the papacy, carrying out his mission as
he saw it in his life and as I saw it from all his
preachings, his teaching and his writings that I have
read.
I think the Catholic Church has been the better for his
being pope. It has a long-lasting legacy from John
Paul II in terms of its development and, in the eyes of
the rest of the world, its mixing, associating with and
being tolerant of other religions and religious
organisations, which is also very important. That can be
seen by the mere fact of having interfaith meetings,
such as the collective that I and my colleagues in this
house organised for the breaking of the fast of Ramadan
with the Muslim community. We had all the religious
leaders here together at that time. These are all legacies
that have been left by John Paul II and his preaching. I
believe that whoever is selected to take his position
now will have a big job ahead of him trying to fill his
shoes. John Paul II has set a high mark and goals for the
papacy, and I wish the person who is selected to replace
him all success. I also wish for the community and the
people that the new pope will follow in those directions
so that we have peace on earth.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a privilege to join in
this condolence motion for His Holiness John Paul II.
The Catholic Church has lost a true leader — a man of
faith, a man of example, a man of strength and a man of
unwavering belief in the value of human life. The world
has lost one of its great leaders as well. You would be
hard pressed to find a world leader who has captivated
the attention of the media for so long over such a
sustained period, not only throughout his life but
especially in the events surrounding his death. World
leaders and representatives of probably most countries
of the world were seen at his funeral. One of the images
that will always remain in my mind was the shot of the
Jewish, Iranian and Afghani leaders talking together at
the funeral. I think that was a perfect example of the
unifying life of Pope John Paul II.
Whether it was Fidel Castro or Ronald Reagan, men
such as those came to him, and he went to them. He
was not afraid to talk to them and tell them what he
thought about the way in which they were leading their
countries and what was best for the people under their
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rule. What was it about him that attracted world leaders
and people from all over the world of all cultures and
faiths? I think it boiled down to his message of freedom
and his love of peace. That was something I think
everyone identified with, and it resonated with people
around the world, no matter what their cultural beliefs
or their political systems were. He gave that message so
forcefully over 25 years; he was consistent and he was
strong in giving that message. That consistency of
leadership and strength of conviction shone through to
all people throughout the world.
His love of and attitude towards young people have
been mentioned on a few occasions today. Whether he
was scooping up an unsuspecting toddler somewhere or
talking to young people, he was just so gentle about it.
He was like, as they say, the good shepherd, and he had
a magnetism for very young children. I remember when
he visited Melbourne he went to one of the Catholic
primary schools over in the western suburbs, and he
had those children enthralled and rapt. We have seen
him with teenagers and young people at youth rallies
throughout the world. I saw a documentary where he
had his walking stick out and was swinging it around,
Charlie Chaplin-style, much to the amusement of his
secretary.
He took great strength from young people and I think
young people took great strength from him. It is
incredible too, though, when you think about young
people, that in most cases the Pope’s teachings,
thoughts and what he said were probably at odds with
what they believed and practised. But as I said, I think
there was an incredible two-way acceptance between
the Pope and young people around the world: there was
a respect and a great love between them all.
There are some things we can learn from his final years
and days. One thing is the acceptance of physical pain.
He accepted it and he got on with the job he was called
and wanted to do. The dignity of his final days and of
his death are a lesson for all of us and something that is
indelibly imprinted in my mind.
I think his funeral was probably very symbolic of his
life. There, amid the grandeur of St Peter’s Basilica and
St Peter’s Square and surrounded by the church
hierarchy, he lay in a simple wooden coffin on the
ground. That was a final reminder of his message of
faith, service and humility. May he rest in peace.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I offer my condolences
today on behalf of the people of the electorate of Yan
Yean upon the death of Pope John Paul II. We four
Green girls grew up in our family home under the gaze
of Pope Paul VI from the framed papal blessing of our
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mother and father’s marriage. We looked on with great
curiosity when in 1978 there could be a new pope who
was not Italian — like our own background. When the
conclave of cardinals chose a young Polish cardinal that
few in the West had ever heard of it was telling that the
Kremlin knew who he was. Then KGB boss, Yuri
Andropov, remarked, ‘There could be trouble ahead’ —
a perceptive call in the late 1970s about the limited
future that Marxist dictatorships would have.
John Paul II’s support for the Solidarity movement of
dock workers in Poland coincided with my own
growing understanding and revelation that in fact the
religion I had been raised in and the politics I believed
in coincided. My eyes were opened by that wonderful
encyclical of Pope Leo XIII on that revolutionary and
humanitarian doctrine, Rerum Novarum. John Paul II
epitomised Rerum Novarum, as he was not only the
first non-Italian in 450 years but the first manual worker
to become pope since the early days of the church.
Although as a woman in the church I often found some
of the other parts of the church’s doctrine and John
Paul’s leadership at the time quite difficult, I think the
lasting thing for me was that connection to Rerum
Novarum and the right of workers to organise and him
standing up for the oppressed. I think his pontificate
was a true symbol of the 20th century. Like many in my
community, I mourn his passing.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I also rise as a
proud Catholic to speak on the condolence motion for
Pope John Paul II, the 264th pope and the youngest
pope of the 20th century, who died on 2 April at
84 years of age. The date of 2 April is a special day for
our family. Not only was it the day of the death of the
Pope but it was also the date of the wedding of my
youngest son, so it was a special day in that regard. It
will not be forgotten.
As we know, Pope John Paul II was the third-longest
serving pope in history, having given 26 years service
not only to the Catholic church but also to the wider
world community. Pope John Paul II had a profound
effect not only on me and the other 1 billion Catholics
in the world but also on many others. He was a great
leader. He was not only a shepherd of the Catholic
flock but also a great shepherd throughout the world.
As has been spoken of by many people in this house
today, he had a gentle influence not only on church
leaders but also on leaders right across the world. It is
important to mention that today we have in our
presence Archbishop Denis Hart, who is the leader of
the Catholic Church here in Melbourne and across
Victoria. I welcome him to the chamber.
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As we know, Pope John Paul II was widely travelled. In
his 104 visits to 129 countries he visited Melbourne
three times. One of those was on 23 November in 1986,
when he visited all the states over six and a half days. I
was proud to be able to attend the special service that
was held at the Flemington racecourse. I know another
service was held for the Polish community at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground the following day. The
service will have a lasting effect on me. It was attended
by many thousands of people not only from across
Victoria but also from Tasmania.
He was a people’s pope — right from day one he
established himself as a people’s pope. He pushed for
peace and compassion and he showed enormous
leadership, not only in the church through difficult
times but in world leadership in relation to peace. I
think we owe a great deal of thanks to him and his
leadership of the world leaders who have come through
in the last 26 years and who have been influenced by
John Paul II.
I believe he changed the face of the world. During those
visits to 129 countries and also at Vatican City he had
discussions with other religious leaders and members of
other faiths. We have seen an enormous change. I
remember as a young Catholic not being allowed to go
to services in other churches. Now I see in my own
community church leaders working together to help our
communities.
I was profoundly impressed when I read about the
meeting at the Telstra Dome a couple of months ago,
on 20 March, that I was not able to attend.
Governor-General Michael Jeffery said he believed the
strong spiritual base was missing and faith was essential
for true happiness. That demonstrates the influence that
John Paul II had on the world. Governor-General
Michael Jeffery also said that he blamed the lack of
faith in God for the social problems of family
breakdown, drugs and violence. We have seen in the
last couple of weeks the enormous influence of Pope
John Paul II not only in his life experiences but also in
his passing. We recollect here today the tremendous
contributions and many achievements of John Paul II.
As I said, I believe he changed the face of the world. He
visited 129 countries. He had many meetings in the
Vatican and many meetings with other church leaders.
He was respected by many. He reconciled the
differences within the Catholic Church, he reconciled
the problems with other religions, and he reconciled
many countries in their deliberations in relation to
world peace. He was respected not only by the church
and church leaders but also by the leaders of countries
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and organisations right throughout the world. He was a
great leader and, as I said, he was a great humanitarian.
It has been highlighted that he was also a sportsman. He
was a bushwalker and a mountain climber. I think his
achievement as leader of the Catholic Church has been
one of the biggest mountains he climbed. It is probably
equivalent to climbing Mount Everest or better. Health
problems later in life, be it cancer or Parkinson’s
disease, made his job much more difficult. One of the
earlier speakers highlighted the profound effect on him,
as on me, of the last vision of the Pope at the window of
his residence in Vatican City, where he was unable to
speak but through his emotion we saw the pain and
suffering he was going through.
The problems we believe he had in life did not stop his
work as a humanitarian. With all these problems he was
a champion of the people. He was a champion of the
world. He was there at the fall of communism,
particularly in Poland. As I said, he was respected by
all. He was a remarkable man and he led a remarkable
life. We all read about and saw the celebration of his
life at Vatican City, which was attended by many world
leaders. There were celebrations also in Poland and in
churches throughout the world. Last week while I was
overseas with a parliamentary delegation I had the
opportunity to visit churches in Brussels, Geneva and
France. In every church I visited there was a photo of
Pope John Paul II in a special alcove for people to have
silent prayer there with him.
At this stage I pray for the cardinals in their selection of
the next pope, the 265th. John Paul II was a remarkable
man. He was a great humanitarian. He was not only a
great church leader but also a world leader. Like many,
I believe he will be recognised as a saint. Vale, John
Paul II.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I join other honourable
members in the house in honouring the life and work of
Karol Jozef Wojtyla, who is better known to the world
as Pope John Paul II. Many members have asked me
why a Buddhist like me would want to speak on a
condolence motion for the Pope. I have a very
compelling reason to do so, and I will come back to that
later.
Like most members I never had the privilege of
meeting Pope John Paul II, just as I have never met the
President of the United States, the Queen or the Dalai
Lama. When you do not know someone personally you
do not normally feel sadness and a sense of loss at their
death, but there was something very special about Pope
John Paul II that connected with all of us — witness the
scenes of public grief in St Peter’s Square in Rome. Just
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as there are politicians and then there are statesmen, so
there are leaders of religions and then there are great
religious leaders. Pope John Paul II certainly falls into
this latter category, but there is more to it than that.
Tenzin Gyatso, the 14th Dalai Lama, put his finger on it
in his tribute to the late pontiff when he called Pope
John Paul II a great leader of humanity.
There are, and have been, other spiritual leaders who
might be similarly classified as great leaders of
humanity — South African Archbishop Desmond Tutu;
the evangelist Billy Graham; Mahatma Gandhi; Martin
Luther King, Jr; the Vietnamese Buddhist leader, Thich
Nhat Hanh; and of course the Dalai Lama himself.
These are all people who have inspired us, who have
stirred us to take stock of our earthly existence. Modern
secular life, especially in the West, tends to downplay
the spiritual side of life. Modern secular governments
such as ours do not wish to become involved in the
religious life of the people — and quite rightly so —
but we all have spiritual needs, and in the absence of
strong positive spiritual leadership there is a danger that
people will follow false and evil prophets such as Jim
Jones, 900 of whose followers died in the largest mass
murder-suicide in American history in 1978.
It is the mark of great leaders of humanity such as the
late Pope that even those who do not subscribe to their
religious views still honour, respect and love these men.
It is comforting and inspiring that there exist such
world leaders as the Pope who draw their support not
from the military or any other power base but from the
human heart. As someone who grew up in a
war-ravaged country in which there was no trust in our
own government, I can testify how important such
figures are in inspiring hope in the hearts and minds of
the people.
There is so much more that could be said about the late
Pope. Though a spiritual man, he was someone who did
not distance himself from the world. He had been an
officer in the Polish army and a schoolteacher, and he
had also worked as a labourer in a quarry. As a young
man he enjoyed playing soccer, and for a time it was
his ambition to study literature and become a
professional actor.
His role in the overthrow of communism in Eastern
Europe was a pivotal one. Without the support of the
Polish Pope it is doubtful that Lech Walesa and his
Solidarity trade union movement could have achieved a
bloodless overthrow of communism in the Pope’s
native land, and it is because of this connection that I
feel so compelled to rise today to make a contribution.
The fall of communism in Europe, the fall of the Soviet
regime in Poland in particular, through the work of the

CONDOLENCES
524

ASSEMBLY

late Pope, led to the Vietnamese government loosening
its grip on Cambodia, which brought about the first
ever democratic election in Cambodia spearheaded by
Australian Foreign Minister Senator Gareth Evans, who
brought about peace and stability in Cambodia for the
first time.
Two days ago marked the 30th anniversary of the
terrible genocidal regime of the Khmer Rouge, Pol Pot
and the killing fields, which we tend to forget. We can
never take this for granted. I attribute this positive
development to the late Pope.
The Pope is dead; long live the new pope, whoever it
may be. But while the institution of the papacy will go
on in a continuous tradition into the future, none of us
will easily forget Karol Jozef Wojtyla. He was not just
the leader of the world’s Roman Catholics but a man
who inspired us all.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I would like to
define the life of Pope John Paul II in the context of his
friendship and influence over the lives of two people
who were prepared to put their hands up when few
other people would. One was Lech Walesa, whose role
is well defined by history; the other is a lesser known
character on the world stage, but one who had
enormous influence on the development of history in
Poland — Fr Jerzy Popieluszko, who was a priest at the
Warsaw steelworks. I quote from an article that was in
the Readers Digest:
To many workers the first impression was one of
disappointment. An unimposing presence with a soft voice,
Jerzy did not meet their expectations. However, as he spoke
the voice became the most powerful they had ever heard. He
said openly what they really felt but could not say.

He advocated the dignity of human labour and a
number of other causes that were well received by the
Polish work force during the time of Solidarity. He was
proud of Solidarity’s record of non-violence. He told
crowds:
You conquer people with your open heart, not with a closed
fist.

He also said at a time when the secret police in Poland
were endeavouring to silence the critics of communism
that you conquer oppression by conquering fear.
In 1983 when the authorities stepped up their campaign
of intimidation and even the primate of Poland publicly
ordered priests not to deal in politics, Pope John Paul II
sent Fr Jerzy Popieluszko a special message:
Tell him I am with him with all my heart.

He also gave advice to the primate of Poland:
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Defend Fr Popieluszko or they’ll start finding weapons in the
desk of every second bishop.

Fr Popieluszko supported 11 top Solidarity leaders and
advocated the view that when people support the
mechanisms of evil, they become responsible for their
own slavery. Unfortunately Popieluszko’s battered
corpse was pulled from a reservoir on the River Vistula,
tortured beyond recognition. The medical doctor who
examined him said he had never come across a person
whose internal organs were so battered and mutilated.
A group of priests who tried to identify the body were
not able to recognise their friend.
The Pope, who had been in regular contact with
Walesa, who was uncertain about whether to receive
his Nobel prize for peace because of concerns about
what would happen to his own security and family,
reacted with great shock to the news about Popieluszko.
On his funeral day it was reported that Warsaw came to
a standstill — 10 000 steelworkers marched past the
headquarters of the secret police chanting ‘We forgive’.
Half a million people filled the streets. John Paul II was
a friend of Jerzy Popieluszko and Lech Walesa at a
time that changed the course of history in the
20th century.
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — I wish to add my voice
to those of other members on this condolence motion
on the death of Pope John Paul II and his birth into
everlasting life. The death of this pope has had a great
impact on the Catholic Church and its bureaucracy and
congregation because of the length of this papacy —
some 26 years, which is over half of my life. This is a
time of sadness and reflection for many Catholics. It is
a time of awesome responsibility for the cardinals who
make up the constituency who are now in the process of
electing our new pope.
Pope John Paul II was clearly a product of his
background, his times and his experiences. His
achievements and contributions to the church have been
thoroughly enunciated by other members in this place
who have outlined their views. I have to confess that I
regard myself as a progressive Catholic, so I have been
a bit disappointed with the direction and actions of the
Vatican at times over the last 26 years.
I can remember as a high school student discovering
that the church had vast financial resources and
enormous artistic, architectural and other treasures. I
was astonished that the world suffered great poverty
then as it does now. Surely, I said to poor Mother
Therese, who was our much-vexed religion teacher, the
church could use those resources to free poor and sick
people. I thought I had come up with a solution to
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world peace, as you do when you are 14 years old. I
still do not think Mother Therese, God bless her, gave
me an explanation. I suspect she might have agreed
with my contention. This is the sort of reform that I still
believe is capable of happening inside the Catholic
Church. To be a bit cheeky, I might suggest that if we
ever got another female pope, she might actually look
at some internal reform.
To me being a Catholic is about love and compassion
for all, but especially those who are sick, poor, hurt or
broken. Love is about liberation. I am sure John Paul II
would have agreed with this principle. My thoughts and
prayers are with those who will elect a pope for a new,
difficult millennium where poverty, sickness and war
are still with us and when 21st-century problems will
arise. Members know that medical technologies exist
which can be implanted into human beings to enhance
various physical and intellectual abilities. Questions
will arise about how many of these devices can be
implanted into a human before they can no longer be
considered human.
I wish the cardinals well and trust that God’s will be
done. My sincere condolences on the passing of John
Paul II.
The SPEAKER — The importance of the
contribution of John Paul II through his work and
stewardship of the Catholic Church has been illustrated
by the large number of members who have spoken.
Pope John Paul II’s influence not only related to the
Catholic Church but extended throughout the whole
community. The length of his office, his extensive
travels and his compassion, serenity and spirituality
made him a very popular pope. His willingness to
engage with other Christian churches as well as
embracing other faiths has been significant in furthering
understanding and tolerance throughout the world.
Today we, the members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Victorian Parliament, pay our respects to Pope John
Paul II through the Archbishop of Melbourne and the
Catholic Church in Victoria. John Paul II demonstrated
during his life that he was a loyal and trusty servant of
the Catholic Church.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, and
Pope John Paul II, the house now adjourn until tomorrow.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.19 p.m.
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Wednesday, 20 April 2005
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of
motion 220 to 242 inclusive will be removed from the
notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires a notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
6.00 p.m. today.

NATIONAL PARKS (POINT NEPEAN) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment)
introduced a bill to amend the National Parks Act
1975 to make provision in relation to certain land at
Point Nepean and on the Mornington Peninsula and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment)
introduced a bill to amend the Local Government
Act 1989 with respect to the appointment of chief
executive officers by councils and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

CITY OF MELBOURNE (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the City of
Melbourne Act 2001 with respect to the application of
differential rates by Melbourne City Council and for other
purposes.
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Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I ask the
minister to provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) —
The bill will set out a scheme for differential rating by
the City of Melbourne, which has a different provision
than other councils. Currently there is a particular
process that is adopted, and the new process will be set
out in the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

COMMONWEALTH GAMES
ARRANGEMENTS (MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment)
introduced a bill to amend the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements Act to provide for
miscellaneous matters, including the management
and regulation of areas being used for the
Commonwealth Games and associated events, to
exempt Commonwealth Games venues, facilities
and other areas from various laws to facilitate the
efficient delivery of the games, to make various
other amendments necessary for the effective
conduct of the Commonwealth Games and
associated events or the effective operation of that
act and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CHILDREN AND YOUNG PERSONS
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Children and
Young Persons Act 1989, the Children and Young Persons
(Age Jurisdiction) Act 2004, the Children and Young Persons
(Koori Court) Act 2004, the Bail Act 1977, the Road Safety
Act 1986, the Melbourne City Link Act 1995 and the
Mitcham-Frankston Project Act 2004 and for other purposes.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I ask the minister
for a brief description of this bill.
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The bill is a follow-up to the age change
for juvenile justice. It deals in particular with changes to
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the PERIN system as it will apply to those young
people who now go to the Children’s Court rather than
to the adult courts.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Attorney-General, I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Electoral Act
2002, the Constitution Act 1975, the Constitution
(Parliamentary Reform) Act 2003 and the Local Government
Act 1989 and for other purposes.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I ask the
minister to give a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
bill makes a number of electoral changes. There has
been consultation with the Victorian Electoral
Commission. Some of the provisions, for example,
relate to electors over the age of 70 being able to apply
to become general postal voters, and there is a range of
other measures.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

COURTS LEGISLATION (JUDICIAL
PENSIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Attorney-General, I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Attorney-General and Solicitor-General Act 1972, the
Constitution Act 1975, the County Court Act 1958, the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, the Public Prosecutions Act
1994 and the Supreme Court Act 1986 and for other
purposes.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I ask the minister to
give a brief explanation of the contents of the bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
bill relates to certain constitutionally protected schemes
and the interrelationship between the family law
provisions and equal opportunity provisions.
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Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

MAGISTRATES’ COURT (JUDICIAL
REGISTRARS AND COURT RULES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Attorney-General, I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 so as to provide for the appointment of, and
the powers exercisable by, judicial registrars in the
Magistrates Court and for the making of rules of court in
relation to criminal proceedings in the Magistrates Court and
for other purposes.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I ask that the minister
give a brief explanation as to the contents of the bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) —
There are other changes, but the principal change
relates to the establishment of the office of judicial
registrar in the Magistrates Court.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

LONG SERVICE LEAVE (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Minister for Industrial Relations, I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Long Service
Leave Act 1992 to make the law relating to long service leave
more consistent with modern working practices and for other
purposes.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I ask that the minister
give a brief explanation which goes beyond the long
title of the bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
have to speak more slowly then! The primary purpose
of the bill is to make the operation of Victoria’s long
service leave scheme more flexible, so that employees
who, for example, have a break in their career due to
family responsibilities are not unfairly penalised.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS BILL
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OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Attorney-General I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to regulate the relationship
between persons who contract to transport goods in a vehicle,
or harvest forest products using motorised equipment,
supplied by them and persons who hire them, to amend the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 and for
other purposes.

Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill from the minister.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
purpose of this legislation, which goes to owner-drivers
and the forestry contractor arrangement, concerns the
requirement for information to be provided by parties in
connection with dispute settlement regimes, as well as
other purposes.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Wonthaggi State Coal Mine: future
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Friends of the State Coal Mine, residents of
Wonthaggi, residents of Bass Coast shire in the state of
Victoria, draw to the attention of the house that Parks Victoria
have ceased underground tours at the Wonthaggi State Coal
Mine tourist attraction after advice from engineering
consultants that haulage and electrical equipment is no longer
in line with the new regulations. This means that all
underground workings, operations and maintenance done by
volunteers have stopped. All tourist mines must now operate
to working mine standards.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide Parks Victoria, Bass Coast
Shire Council and Friends of the State Coal Mine with the
means to carry out major upgrades to bring all underground
operations and equipment up to the same standard as a
working mine. We, the undersigned, will gratefully accept
every possible assistance you can offer us to have this
valuable tourist attraction in working order so that
underground tours can resume.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr SMITH (Bass) (183 signatures)

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend various acts
establishing Victorian universities to make further provision
for their governance and operation and for other purposes.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I ask the minister to
give a brief explanation as to the contents of the bill.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — The bill basically puts in place the
provisions agreed nationally around governance
requirements for universities.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Boating: Bass Landing ramp
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The state government, through Parks Victoria, recently closed
the Bass Landing boat launching ramp, a small man-made
launching ramp on the Bass River, which has for decades
provided access to a very popular recreational boating and
fishing area, most of which is on private land. The ramp has
very low environmental impact.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Victorian Parliament and the Minister for Environment to
allow the Bass Landing boat launching ramp and parking area
to remain open to the boat users and fishermen and women of
Victoria, who have used this area for many years.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr SMITH (Bass) (245 signatures)

Cats: control
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the indiscriminate breeding of cats leading to
thousands of cats and kittens tragically being destroyed by
Victorian animal welfare shelters annually.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria enact legislation to require that all cats
over the age of 12 weeks are desexed unless registered to a
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licensed breeder and require that all cats and kittens offered
for sale or acquired be desexed.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) (27 signatures)

Schools: physical education
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria, who support excellence
in physical education for children in Victorian schools, draws
to the attention of the house the fact that the minister for
education has directed the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority to undertake a curriculum reform and
as part of this reform the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority is proposing to implement a
curriculum model that will marginalise physical education in
schools and diminish its status as a discipline, costing children
the opportunity to develop the skills, experience and
knowledge to develop healthy living behaviours.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria act to require that the government
restore physical education to a discipline and position it in the
discipline core area in the Victorian curriculum reform being
undertaken for the minister for education.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (15 135 signatures)

Harness racing: St Arnaud
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly assembled in Parliament:
The petition of the citizens of the state of Victoria draw to the
attention of the Legislative Assembly a decision by Harness
Racing Victoria to discontinue the St Arnaud Harness Racing
Club track as a TAB race venue with effect from 30 June
2005.
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And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (406 signatures)
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Swan Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr WALSH (Swan Hill).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr SMITH (Bass).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 4
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) presented Alert
Digest No. 4 of 2005 on:
Justice Legislation (Amendment) Bill
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill
Parliamentary Administration Bill
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Violence associated with motor vehicle use

The petitioners therefore request that the Minister for Racing
forthwith:

Mr COOPER (Mornington) presented report,
together with appendices and minutes of evidence.

1.

Tabled.

2.

3.

4.

conduct an investigation into Harness Racing Victoria’s
decision to terminate the St Arnaud Harness Racing
Club track as a TAB race venue;
that any decision by Harness Racing Victoria to
terminate St Arnaud Harness Racing Club track as a
TAB race venue be rescinded;
that the Minister for Racing require Harness Racing
Victoria to comply with sections 44, 44B and 44C of the
Racing Act 1958 in respect of its decision to terminate
the St Arnaud Harness Racing Club track as a TAB
racing venue;
that the Minister for Racing recommend to the Governor
in Council to terminate the appointment of the board of
Harness Racing Victoria and call for nominations of a
replacement board forthwith.

Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget outcomes 2003–04
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented report,
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.
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Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Performance Audit Report —
Management of occupational health and safety in local
government — Ordered to be printed
Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria — Report for the
year ended 30 September 2004
Mitcham-Frankston Project Act 2004 — Orders varying the
Project Area and the Extended Project Area (two orders)
National Environment Protection Council — Report for the
year 2003–04
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Responses of the
Minister Assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs and
Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs on the action
taken with respect to the recommendations made by the
Economic Development Committee’s Inquiry into the
Economic Contribution of Victoria’s Culturally Diverse
Population
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Ararat Planning Scheme — No C8
Ballarat Planning Scheme — No C65
Banyule Planning Scheme — No C6
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Nos C44, C47
Brimbank Planning Scheme — No C69
Campaspe Planning Scheme — No C32
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Nos C50, C57
Casey Planning Scheme — No C65
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Fisheries Act 1995 — SR No 12
Forests Act 1958 — SR No 13
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR No 15
Mineral Resources Development Act 1990 — SR No 11
Public Administration Act 2004 — SR No 16
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR No 14
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Ministers’ exception certificates in relation to Statutory
Rule Nos 14, 15
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rule Nos 11, 12, 16
Surveyor-General — Report for 2003–04
Victorian Environment Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Response to submissions on the proposed terms of reference
for investigation into Riverine Red Gum forests
Wildlife Act 1975 — Wildlife (Control of Hunting) Notice
No 2/2005.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 26 February 2003:
Primary Industries Legislation (Further Miscellaneous
Amendments) Act 2004 — Section 55 on 1 April 2005
(Gazette G12, 24 March 2005)
Public Administration Act 2004 — Remaining provisions of
Part 1 and Division 1 of Part 4 on 4 April 2005; remaining
provisions except Part 5 on 5 April 2005; and Part 5 on 1 July
2005 (Gazette G13, 31 March 2005).

East Gippsland Planning Scheme — No C44
Glen Eira Planning Scheme — No C44

ROYAL ASSENT

Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme — Nos C40, C59
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Nos C87, C88,
C92
Hume Planning Scheme — No C54
Knox Planning Scheme — No C37
Latrobe Planning Scheme — No C37
Loddon Planning Scheme — No C11
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme — Nos C31, C36
Manningham Planning Scheme — No C45

Message read advising royal assent to:
5 April
Corrections (Transition Centres and Custodial
Community Permits) Bill
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments and
Other Amendments) Bill
Retirement Villages (Amendment) Bill
Water Efficiency Labelling and Standards Bill.

Mansfield Planning Scheme — No C4
Melbourne Planning Scheme — No C94
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — No C50
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Nos C7 Part 1, C19,
C22
Wyndham Planning Scheme — No C49

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Justice Legislation (Amendment) Bill
Parliamentary Administration Bill.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That, pursuant to standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, 21 April
2005:
Justice Legislation (Amendment) Bill
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill
Parliamentary Administration Bill
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill
Statute Law Revision Bill

Speaker, this is a short week in relation to a normal
program as a result of condolences taking the whole of
yesterday, so we only have two what I will call ordinary
parliamentary days this week rather than three. As a
result, what we would otherwise essentially call the
work program has been tailored by the government to
fit into what is appropriate for two parliamentary days.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — The Nationals will
not be opposing the government’s business program,
but I want to make a couple of comments. First, it is a
short business week; we are all aware of that. I do not
think that is the reason, though, why we have not got
more bills to debate. There are lots of other bills on the
notice paper. I wonder why the government is not
bringing forward the very important one about channel
deepening.
I also want to make the comment that the government
really does need to get its act together in giving
members of the opposition due notice of what is to be
debated during the week. Week after week after week
we find out on about Thursday what the government’s
proposed business program is. That is not good enough.
If as opposition members we are to know what is going
to be debated in the ensuing week so we can prepare
adequately, we would prefer to have a little more notice
than we have been given. I do not think it is too much
to ask to have the cabinet make its decision on what
needs to be debated earlier than this. By Monday
afternoon at the latest opposition parties should be
informed of what is going to be debated in the coming
week so they can adequately prepare for that week.
I give notice to the government that if we are not going
to be told what is going to be debated more than a few
days in advance, then we will not be as cooperative as
we have been in fitting in with the government’s
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chopping and changing to suit its convenience. I would
ask that the government give a little more consideration
to the convenience of members of the opposition
parties.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — The Liberal Party
will not be opposing the government business program.
However, I want to comment on the fact that one bill
has been on this notice paper since December last year.
This bill — the Channel Deepening (Facilitation)
Bill — will affect a great many people in this state, not
just those who live on the coastline of Port Phillip Bay.
I understand from what has been said in the media that
the government is now having to go back over the
environment effects statement on channel deepening
and that therefore it will be quite some time before we
get any decision. But it is incumbent upon the
government, now that the bill is on the notice paper, to
inform the house on what the future of the legislation is.
It is not good enough for it to leave something on the
notice paper forever and a day in the hope that nobody
in this state and certainly nobody in this Parliament will
comment on it or ask questions about it. This bill was
brought in to facilitate very important actions for the
future of this state, yet the government is now putting
the handbrake on it. It should be part of the government
business program this week; it should have been part of
the government business program in the last sitting
week — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member for Mornington should be aware that this
bill is not on the business program. He may make a
fleeting reference to it but not debate it.
Mr COOPER — Precisely, Acting Speaker; that is
what I am doing. I am inquiring about why it is not on
the business program. It is important that this bill be on
the business program, because it interests a great many
people in this state. This government is running away
from and clearly hiding from debate on this legislation.
No doubt at some stage when it thinks it can do it
without anyone in this place being awake to it the
government will try to withdraw it from the notice
paper.
We are disappointed indeed that the minister has stood
up here today and moved this government business
program without making reference to this bill, which is
the only one that has been hanging around since last
year. It is incumbent upon the government to stand up
and be honest, open and accountable with this
Parliament and the people of this state. It made that
promise at the last election. In particular, it is
incumbent upon the government to be honest, open and
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accountable and to say what its intention is in regard to
the Channel Deepening (Facilitation) Bill.
Whilst not opposing the government business program,
like the member for Rodney I put this government on
notice and say that we are not just going to sit around
and not comment and not ask questions of and seek
answers from the government. Members of the
government have since the last election stood up in this
Parliament and talked about how important channel
deepening is. We know some members of the
government backbench oppose this bill. We want to
know when we and they are going to get a chance to
stand up and be counted and deliver on this legislation.
We want to know who in the government is going to
vote for it and who is not. We want to hear their words,
and we also want to make a contribution.
It is not good enough for this government to hide this
important debate from the people of Victoria.
Therefore, when we next sit, which will be in a couple
of weeks, I am expecting — as is everybody on this
side of the house — the government to stand up and
divulge its plans and proposals for the future of the
Channel Deepening (Facilitation) Bill.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I support the
proposed government business program. This week has
been shortened by the condolence motions yesterday.
We have two days. There are five pieces of business in
the government business program following this
morning’s matter of public importance and other
matters before the Parliament. It is quite appropriate
that we do that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STENSHOLT — I should note that if anyone is
divided in this Parliament it happens to be the Liberal
Party members. They are the ones who are fighting in
Scoresby and have no idea what to do about channel
deepening. They are the ones who are divided, not the
government.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — If anyone is
divided it is the Labor Party, which just shafted its
secretary, Erik Locke. We farewell him after yet
another week of internal turmoil.
On the government business program, the situation we
have this week was dismissed by the Minister for
Agriculture as a normal government business program,
notwithstanding the fact that the government avoided
another question time yesterday due to the condolence
motions. It behoves the house to recognise that we are
at the end of the fourth month of the year and we are in
our third sitting week — and a curtailed, two-day sitting
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week only. What does that say about openness and
transparency? What does that say about making
Parliament sit more often? We have sat for three weeks
in four months; we are sitting one week every month.
We turn up to collect our pay cheques one week every
month and away we go again. So much for open
Parliament! It is a farce.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD — I know the member for
East Gippsland thinks it is okay. He is quite happy
about coming here one week every month. Given how
far he has to travel we can appreciate that. We do not
like to interfere with his other business, but some of us
believe Parliament should sit more often, that we
should have more question times and we should make
the government of the day accountable.
Quite apart from the minister trying to dismiss this
program as just that of a normal week, this morning we
will debate a matter of public importance and then
straight after question time we will have another
ministerial statement instead of going on to five fairly
important pieces of legislation and instead of debating
the way in which this Parliament is to be properly
administered. One of the so-called minor bills on this
week’s notice paper will effectively get rid of the
independence of the Parliamentary Librarian. The
permanency of that position is going to be lost for all
time.
Of course this is just another device by a government
that wants to ensure that the opposition is not able to
hold it up to scrutiny. It is another device to make sure
that the resources of the Parliamentary Library are
wound down so that it is not a research facility for the
opposition of the day to access properly, given that it
has cut back on the staffing of the opposition as well.
Quite apart from the fact that it is an important
parliamentary administration bill that goes to the heart
and nature of how we run this Parliament — when we
bother to sit once a month — straight after question
time today there will be another ministerial statement.
And what will this ministerial statement be about? It
will be about making Victoria a sustainable state. Of
course, beyond the glossy literature it is just more
window dressing, more attempts by this government to
ensure that we do not have proper debate on
legislation — which is what we are meant to be here for
after all — in the interests of the Victorian community.
At the end of the day — quite apart from the Channel
Deepening (Facilitation) Bill yet again being pushed
back into the never-never — we have two other pieces

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
534

ASSEMBLY

of legislation, the Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill
and the Courts Legislation (Judicial Conduct) Bill,
which also have been pushed back despite briefings
being belatedly provided to the opposition and despite
their being on the government business notice paper
week after week. They are two more pieces of
legislation that are not going to see the light of day
because of this government’s scheduling and its internal
difficulties in bringing this legislation forward.
So we have three pieces of fairly important judicial
review legislation. We also have yet another land
revocation bill, which is going to take more parkland
away from the people of Victoria. I would have thought
that my colleagues in this chamber would like to stand
up for parks in Victoria, that they would like to defend
the fact that this Labor government is addicted to taking
public parkland away from people for all sorts of pet
projects of ministers.
We only have to go back to the Cain Labor government
to see that it built a tennis centre on very important
parkland — it took parkland away from the people to
build the tennis centre. Look at Royal Park. Julianne
Bell was one of Labor’s greatest supporters, but it has
lost her for all time because it took Royal Park from the
people of Victoria. Here we have yet another bill
coming forward that proposes taking even more
parkland away from the people. This government is
hooked on flogging off public land.
We would like to hear more members debate this piece
of legislation — more parliamentarians from both sides
of the Parliament — rather than just see the mushrooms
opposite sit there numbly wondering why they are here
and allowing this sort of legislation to go through
without any debate whatsoever. We are not opposing
the program — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The previous
speaker obviously decided he really had to fill out
5 minutes, because he pulled absolutely unrelated items
out of the air to pad out his speech — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, you were quick to pull up the member for
Mornington when he strayed in a very small way from
the government business program. I have yet to hear the
member for Pascoe Vale, who is making her second
coming in Parliament this week, get onto the topic.
Ms CAMPBELL — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I was 20 seconds into my contribution.
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Obviously the Deputy Leader of the Opposition did not
like the contribution because it was factual.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
I do not uphold the point of order, but the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale will confine her remarks to the
business program.
Ms CAMPBELL — I am delighted to refer my
comments directly to the government business
program. The first point I will make after the
contribution of the previous speaker is this: guess who
asked for yesterday’s question time to be deleted? It
was the opposition, not the government. Now
opposition members come in here lamenting that we do
not have enough time to debate the bills. Guess what?
We are embarrassed, and I am sure they are
embarrassed, by their contributions during question
time. No wonder they did not want question time
yesterday. They have been appalling in this session of
Parliament — absolutely appalling — and now they
have to perform only twice this week, instead of three
times.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition also made points
about ministerial statements. How many times have we
heard the opposition say, ‘Do not give extensive
answers during question time. Make a ministerial
statement instead.’? Guess what? We have so much
good news to talk about in relation to sustainability that,
believe it or not, we have taken the advice of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and formulated a
ministerial statement to help him along so that he
understands just a smidgen more about sustainability.
He cannot get it in the briefing sessions, so we will take
time out to give him a really detailed explanation in a
ministerial statement. Maybe after that he will be a little
better informed.
In regard to the comments that have been made, this
government is proud of every piece of legislation we
have brought in relating to national parks. We are the
government that has put in place marine national parks
and extended national parks in this state. We do not shy
away from the fact that this is a good government
business program that we will be able to deal with — —
Mr Maughan — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I wonder what this has to do with the
government business program. I do not see anything
about national parks — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s last words were related to
the government business program. I do not uphold the
point of order.
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Ms CAMPBELL — The government business
program can be adequately dealt with in the time
available. If we wish to get on with the government
business program right now, perhaps the people
opposite might decide to sit down and make no further
contributions.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Sewerage: Peterborough
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — On Saturday,
16 April, the Honourable John Vogels, a member for
Western Province in another place, and I attended a
presentation by South West Water to the residents of
Peterborough on a proposed sewerage scheme for the
town. Peterborough is in desperate need of a scheme.
You only have to look at the town’s water drains, which
have had their inlets cemented over due the stench from
sewage leaching into the stormwater, to understand the
urgency of the situation.
Like anyone who lived in a town that required a
sewerage scheme to improve public health,
Peterborough residents believed the Bracks
government, when it claimed in 2000 that no individual
would pay more than $800 to be connected to a
sewerage scheme. What a difference an election makes!
The $800 scheme has been shut down by the Bracks
government. Peterborough residents are faced with bills
of up to $10 000 per household, along with charges for
plumbers to connect them to the new scheme and
remove and decommission their septic tanks.
I understand the Moyne shire and South West Water
have applied for the residents of Peterborough to be
included in the government’s $42 million sewerage
scheme to help break the back of the up-to $10 000
contribution from Peterborough residents, along with
any funding that may be available due to the
improvement in the health of the Curdies River because
of Peterborough being sewered.
I urge the Minister for Environment to ensure that
Peterborough residents are not left out in the cold and
receive their fair share of any government funding that
may be afforded to towns requiring sewerage systems.
Peterborough is not without its retirees, pensioners,
single-income earners and families struggling with
mortgages. Many of those who own small holiday
homes are basic, hardworking family people, and they
should not be treated in a different manner from the
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residents of any other towns that are going to get a
government-funded scheme.

Friends of Scotchmans Creek and Valley
Reserve
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I was very
pleased to see that the Bracks government is providing
a grant of $6700 to the Mount Waverley environmental
group, the Friends of Scotchmans Creek and Valley
Reserve. The grant has been provided through
Melbourne Water for assistance with revegetation work
and support for newsletter production. The grant has
been allocated for Valley Reserve boardwalk
revegetation, Fairway Reserve revegetation and Crosby
Drive Reserve revegetation. In addition funds have
been provided for newsletter production.
It is great to see this support for the valuable work that
the Friends of the Scotchmans Creek and Valley
Reserve does for our local environment. It will further
improve the creek and surrounding parklands as well as
acknowledge this group’s important role in
strengthening our community. The secretary, Ted
Mason, the president, Murray Smith, and the entire
group are outstanding environmentalists. This volunteer
group works really hard to preserve the environment of
this lovely nature reserve in the centre of Mount
Waverley.
I joined the group earlier this year on Clean Up
Australia Day, when an effective clean-up was
conducted around the reserve and retarding basin.
Further investment is being undertaken by Melbourne
Water in the adjoining retarding basin, with over
$1.5 million being provided to construct a wetland to
reduce nitrogen flow into the bay. I look forward to its
completion later this year.

Benalla: youth awards
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week I joined young
people in Benalla and Euroa in celebrating their
achievements. At Benalla, along with nearly 200 young
people and their families, I attended the Up Youth —
Get Out There youth awards (GOTYA).
The evening was very professionally managed by
young people, and the awards recognised a wide range
of achievements, including awards for extreme sports,
art, community service, academia, music and the
performing arts, as well as awards for young
employees, youth projects, youth support and
leadership.
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At Euroa I attended a production of Shickered and
launched the comic book version of the play. Shickered
is written by local young people and highlights the
problems associated with drugs and alcohol, including
violence, road trauma and emotional suffering.
Shickered also highlights the fact that young people are
responsible for their own lives and can make the right
choice about risk-taking behaviour, in doing so
enjoying life and becoming contributing members of
our communities. Lukas Hausler revealed a great
artistic talent with his comic book version of Shickered,
as well as a large chunk of stickability in completing
the comic on schedule.
These two events, like many others in my electorate,
highlight the wide range of talents of our young people
and their preparedness to have a go, take responsibility
for their own actions and help each other. With young
people such as these growing up in our communities,
our future is in good hands.

Gas: Yarra Ranges supply
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Yesterday, along
with the member for Evelyn, I joined the Minister for
State and Regional Development and the member for
Seymour in Yarra Glen to witness the minister turning
the sod for the commencement of the natural gas
reticulation to the Yarra Ranges. Within days the first
pipes will be laid in a system that will ultimately
connect 80 per cent of Yarra Glen to natural gas. The
opposition’s criticism of the natural gas program will be
proven unnecessary once again. The pipes will then be
extended through the Evelyn electorate and up along
the Warburton Highway, ensuring that the communities
of Woori Yallock, Launching Place, Yarra Junction,
Wesburn and Millgrove receive the economic and
social benefits that will result from the Bracks
government’s commitment to regional Victoria.
I also wish to congratulate the Emerald community on
its success in securing a $500 000 grant through the
Living Libraries program to provide Emerald with long
overdue permanent library facilities following the
announcement by the Minister for Local Government in
Emerald on Monday. Congratulations to Peter
Weatherhead, Dawn Wilson, Mike Shaw, John King
and Brian Hannon, and congratulations to the Minister
for Local Government for her dedication to library
facilities in Victoria.

Anzac Day: remembrance
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Both allies
and former enemies, now friends, will soon mark the
90th anniversary of Anzac Day. My grandfather landed
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at Gallipoli on 25 April 1915. The battle commenced at
4.40 a.m. One soldier’s record refers to ‘the dead, the
wounded and the hopeless’. In following paragraphs he
talks about:
… a beautiful day, grand and smooth sea … the landing
troops letting out an awful roar before charging and storming
the hill and digging themselves in … brave wounded …
fierce fighting … too excited to write … machine guns going
full pelt … shrapnel all over our troops … awful to look at …
our men charge gallantly …

The Anzac story — courage, determination and
mateship.
Other trenches had their stories too. The Gallipoli
dead — 76 000 Turks, 21 000 British, over 8000
Australians, 2700 New Zealanders, and 1300 Indians.
In 2005 Australians of Armenian background
remember a related series of tragic events between
1915 and 1923 noted by the Australian war historian
C. E. W. Bean — massacres and starvation. One and a
half million Christian Armenians lost their lives as their
country was torn apart. In 1915 the Armenian Relief
Fund was established in Melbourne to raise money for
the survivors. The patron of the organisation was the
Lord Mayor of Melbourne, and the driving force behind
it was the Anglican Church.
It is about remembrance, forgiveness. A Jewish war
memorial has an inscription:
Never a victim, never a perpetrator, but above all never a
bystander.

On the 90th anniversary of those tragic events we
convey our deepest sympathies to the survivors and
their families.

Country Fire Authority: Yarrambat brigade
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to
congratulate the brilliantly successful Yarrambat fire
brigade competition team, which competed at the state
fire brigade championships held at Bendigo
Showgrounds over the weekend of 9 and 10 April.
Members of the team were Captain Darren McQuade,
Warren Emery, Marcus Milne, Paul Elso, Scott
Dinnage, Travis Dinnage, Michael Moreira, Simon
Barnard and Andrew Halas.
For the seventh time in two years the brigade won the
grand aggregate trophy, recognising it as the best
brigade in the state. This is the third consecutive win for
the brigade and follows a huge commitment over many
months of training. From the six events that make up
the state championships, the Yarrambat brigade’s two
teams gained three first placings, one second, two thirds
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and one fourth. For the final aggregate the points were
close between brigades, with the result being
Yarrambat B, 52 points, Hurstbridge — also from my
electorate — 50 points, and Yarrambat A, 22 points.
The Yarrambat teams broke state records in two of the
six events, which now adds to the tally of four current
state records being held out of six events. A great
result!
In another great first for Yarrambat fire brigade,
firefighter Sue Mountain was elected by her peers to the
rank of 4th lieutenant, the first female in the brigade to
hold an operational rank. This recognition of Sue’s
ability and commitment to the brigade and to the
community builds on her success as a member of the
brigade’s winning marching team. She has been a
member of the brigade for the past five years, having
joined in 2000. Her husband, Dennis, is also a member
of the brigade, and both are committed to their
volunteer involvement and to serving the community of
Yarrambat and beyond. I take the opportunity to thank
all brigades in my electorate.

Major Projects Victoria: staff
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
attention of the house the expansion of the bureaucracy
in Major Projects Victoria (MPV). In a nutshell, under
the Kennett government, when all projects were
delivered on time and on budget, there were 17 staff.
Now there are 85 staff delivering no projects at all on
time or on budget. I will refer to the exact numbers: in
1999–2000 there were 17 staff in MPV; the following
year, 16; the next year, 18; the year after, 29; the
following year, 24; and as at November 2004, there
were 85 staff in Major Projects Victoria. Yet at the
same time this bureaucracy has increased, the new
Minister for Major Projects, the Honourable John
Lenders in the other place, is divesting himself of
responsibility for major projects.
I note in a document provided to the opposition that he
has given all transport projects to the Minister for
Transport and that one health project has been removed
from major projects and given to the health minister.
He is only responsible for nine major projects and some
minor projects. He has a supporting role in six projects
involving the Commonwealth Games, Kew Cottages
and Spencer Street, but the message from the new
minister is clear — more staff and less responsibility for
major projects.

Country Fire Authority: Olinda brigade
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — On Wednesday,
13 April, I had the pleasure of joining the Minister for

537

Police and Emergency Services for the official launch
of the Olinda Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade’s
new $220 000 tanker. Its new tanker is fitted with
state-of-the-art equipment ranging from a 3000-litre
water tank, a full complement of firefighting equipment
in purpose-designed stowage areas, a three-person
rollover protection structure complete with padded
headrest and lap-type seatbelts, and heat-shielding side
body panels.
Olinda CFA was originally formed in 1927. Currently it
has 28 operational firefighters, including 25 fully
accredited wildfire firefighters. A quarter of its
accredited firefighters are women. As we know the
Dandenongs is one of the highest fire-risk regions in the
world, and Olinda CFA attends an average of 90 calls
annually. The brigade has also provided support to
other areas in recent years, including New South Wales
and north-east Victoria. Olinda CFA is very much a
community organisation.
Three words define the brigade: humour, camaraderie
and community. It played an active role in the
establishment of the community emergency assembly
area, and it conducts education programs in schools and
distributes community safety newsletters.
Congratulations to Noel Cliff and Neil Grenfell for
30 years and 20 years of service respectively; to David
Heading, Ruth Heading and Peter Robinson for 5 years
service; to Laurie Galimany, Tony Galimany, Evelyn
Hughes, John Hughes and Richard Trevena for 10 years
service; and to Steve Donner, Martin Embery, Yo
Heading and Robby Thwaites for 15 years service.
Congratulations to all those terrific volunteers.

Sunraysia Steam Preservation Society
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I would like to place on
the record in this place the tremendous work performed
by the Sunraysia Steam Preservation Society. For
nearly 10 years this group of dedicated individuals has
restored and operated the Psyche Bend pumping station
at Mildura. I believe this is the only pumping station of
its type still operating in the world with a Tangye
pump. This pumping station is an icon and draws
thousands of visitors each year.
The recent dispute between the Sunraysia Steam
Preservation Society and the First Mildura Irrigation
Trust (FMIT) over the management of the pumping
station has placed the future of this icon in jeopardy.
The volunteer component of the Psyche Bend pumping
station must be preserved, and the FMIT must find a
way to resolve the dispute. An agreement was brokered
two weeks ago for two members of the steam
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preservation society to be on the management
committee of this site. The FMIT has broken that
agreement, and things are back to square one. The
FMIT’s slogan when it had its 100-year anniversary
about five years ago was ‘The vision unfolding’. The
vision is not unfolding. It is now folding!

Planning: Montrose quarry
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — STOP is a residents group
formed in 2004 in an effort to prevent a proposal to
expand the Montrose quarry. The quarry has been an
issue since around 1963, when nearby streets began
filling with houses. Although a buffer of 500 metres
was originally recommended between houses and the
quarry, this has not happened. Since then development
near the quarry has created more problems. In the
1980s the local community expected the quarry to close
upon expiry of the permits, but approval to continue
was gained. In 1999 the Yarra Ranges council defeated
an attempt to expand the quarry. Now Boral has again
applied for expansion, which would extend the life of
the quarry for another 25 years.
STOP believes that although some improvements are
included in the current proposal, there are many
problems to be solved. One of the main concerns is the
dust that flows off the quarry and settles on houses and
businesses. Some dust is microscopic and can penetrate
blood and lungs, affecting community health, especially
among the elderly, the ill and the young. There are
schools nearby, which are also affected. Noise, fumes,
vibration from blasting, threatened vegetation,
unsightliness and a detriment to tourism are all issues
causing concern to residents. If approved a large chunk
of the ridge above Glasgow and Sheffield roads would
be taken, with adverse consequences for visual amenity
and property values.
In September last year more than 150 residents attended
a Shire of Yarra Ranges forum at the Montrose town
centre to voice their concerns. I congratulate Darren
McCrorey, the Hindley family, Dr Graeme Lorimer and
the Montrose environment group on their work.

Tivendale Road–Princes Highway, Officer:
traffic lights
Mr SMITH (Bass) — This morning I wish to
congratulate the residents of the township of Officer,
who have finally been given the right to meet the
Minister for Transport regarding probably one of the
most dangerous traffic intersections in Victoria — the
corner of Tivendale Road and the Princes Highway at
Officer. These residents have pleaded for years to have
traffic lights installed at the intersection, yet the Bracks
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government has turned its back on them until now —
and may still do so if the minister does not listen at the
meeting scheduled for later today and then act.
There is no doubt that this is a killer intersection, with
tens of thousands of vehicles a day passing through it.
Yet when people from Officer, the parents of kids and
the kids themselves who attend the local school in
Tivendale Road, all of whom risk their lives each day,
have asked for help, they have been ignored or fobbed
off. What a disgrace! We as members have a duty to
listen to our constituents and act for the benefit of the
greater community. Yet the local member does not
seem to care. She has fobbed off these people for years
over this issue and left them with no traffic lights and
no hope. The member for Gembrook has neglected her
people at Officer, and for this she will be a oncer.

HMAS Sydney
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — As Anzac Day
approaches and we honour the Australians who fought
for and served our country during war, I would like to
make mention of a poignant piece of Australian history
as told to me by Mr Len Crabbe, one of my constituents
in Mordialloc. I thank Mr Crabbe for sharing his
knowledge with me and giving so freely of his time.
Mr Crabbe was a wireless operator and sailor on
HMAS Sydney. The Sydney was lost on 19 November
1941 in battle with the Kormoran, a German fighter
ship off the coast of Carnarvon, Western Australia,
where a wall of remembrance to the ship and its men is
now located.
Six hundred and forty-five Australians were killed, and
the ship has never been found. Mr Crabbe was not on
the ship but lost many of his comrades who were.
Mr Crabbe is anxious for commonwealth funding to be
provided to search for HMAS Sydney. Grieving
families are still in the dark over what happened on that
day and over the final resting place of their 645 loved
ones.
War came close to Australia and we have an amazing
wartime history. Many Australians gave their lives for
our country, and many families were affected. This
Anzac Day is a time for reflection on their bravery and
their loss. Lest we forget.

Rail: XPT service
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I join with New
South Wales country members of Parliament in calling
for an investigation into the major difficulties being
experienced by the XPT passenger train service
between Melbourne and Sydney. The service, which
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runs twice per day each way between the two capital
cities, had the potential to provide a fast, efficient,
comfortable and state-of-the-art service for passenger
rail users. But it has been continually dogged with
problems that are now being highlighted in the media,
particularly in the Albury-Wodonga Border Mail
newspaper. They include problems such as not meeting
timetables; often being late by hours; breakdowns with
locomotives; difficulties with some passengers, causing
lengthy stoppages at major rail stations; and staffing
problems.
Representations to the New South Wales government
seeking investigation into the XPT service, the
implementation of a major upgrade and the reform of
its operations have resulted in the intervention of the
New South Wales Premier, Bob Carr, who has
requested a full report. The Victorian government has
an obligation to join in the investigation, as the service
could be critical to the transport of passengers between
Melbourne and Sydney, recognising also that the train
stops in parts of Victoria such as Benalla, Wangaratta
and Albury-Wodonga.
I call on the transport minister to immediately become
involved to ensure corrective action is taken. I call on
him to join with the New South Wales government to
upgrade the service and provide a modern, efficient
means of transport between Melbourne and Sydney,
also servicing north-eastern Victoria.

Grace McKellar Centre: upgrade
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Thursday, 7 April,
I took great pride and pleasure in attending the opening
of the magnificent new Barwon Health rehabilitation
centre at the Grace McKellar Centre in Geelong. The
centre was opened by the Premier, ably assisted by the
Minister for Aged Care in the other place, Gavin
Jennings. I must say it was also as a result of hard work
done by the Minister for Health, who is in the chamber
at the present time. There were many people in
attendance, quite a few of whom were people who have
had a long and productive relationship with the Grace
McKellar Centre and its ongoing development over
many years. The new rehabilitation centre, which cost
$22 million, consists of 100 beds and state-of-the art
equipment and facilities.
It has increased the rehabilitation capacity at Barwon
Health by 25 per cent. Importantly, this new facility is
only one stage of a total upgrade to the Grace McKellar
Centre currently being undertaken by the Bracks
government to the tune of $70 million in total. The state
government has also allocated $50 million in the 2004–05
budget for the construction of a 108-bed-capacity
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residential aged care facility and a new 90-bed mental
health unit. This is a far cry from where the centre found
itself in the late 1990s. At that time the Kennett
government had all but placed a for sale sign on the front
fence of the Grace McKellar Centre. The centre was
earmarked for privatisation and it was to be flogged off to
the highest bidder. Thankfully, the community rallied to
save this Geelong icon, supported by the present
government.
I was proud to be part of the fight to save the Grace
McKellar Centre; I was proud to be at the opening of
the new centre; and I will be proud to watch the new
development as it continues.

General practitioners: Mornington electorate
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — Most Victorians are
well aware that there is a shortage of general
practitioners in Victoria. In Mornington, for example,
there is a significant shortage, with most doctors unable
to accept new patients. The minority of doctors that are
prepared to take on new patients are overstretched and
under stress. Many in my electorate have been made
aware by media statements from the Bracks
government that it is, apparently, doing everything it
can to remedy this shortage of doctors, but it seems,
like most other things that emanate from this
government, the reality does not come anywhere near
the rhetoric from its publicly funded publicity machine.
Recently my attention was drawn to the situation of a
doctor based in Queensland where he has been
practising since December 1999. He is fully qualified
and has previously worked in Victoria for five years.
This doctor recently sought approval to return to
Victoria to take up a position at a clinic in Mornington.
His application for registration to practice in Victoria
was approved, but he was told that he could not practice
in Mornington. The only place he would be permitted
to go was in rural Victoria. Not surprisingly, he has
decided to remain in Queensland.
What sort of madness is this from the Bracks
government? It is turning away a well-qualified doctor
who wants to practise as a GP in Mornington where
there is an urgent need for more doctors. This is an act
of gross incompetence and stupidity that will not be
forgotten by the Mornington electorate.

Box Forest College: examination results
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Congratulations
to the successful 2004 Victorian certificate of education
graduates from Box Forest College. It is a testament to
their long hours of hard work and study and to the
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diligent teaching. It is always heartening when the
community can see young people achieving their
personal best. At Box Forest, where 90 per cent of the
students who aimed for tertiary placements were
successful, it was particularly great to see.
I single out students successful in gaining
apprenticeships and several who achieved high
equivalent national tertiary entrance rank, or ENTER,
scores, such as Hasna Ameti with 96.4, earning her a
scholarship at Melbourne University studying medical
science. I also want to mention Shawn Isbister and
Mirela and Dijana Ibric. Congratulations also to the
students who gained full-time employment. I am proud
to be a member of a government that respects the
dignity of work, be it apprenticeships, tertiary studies or
full-time work. The college regularly holds study skills
seminars and senior students are reaping the benefits as
a result.
I have spoken before in this house about the wonderful
leadership of Cheryl Baulch and the students who are
shouting the praises of their school through their
transition program from local primary schools. I trust
personnel in the Department of Education and Training
recognise that future improvements at Box Forest
would be greatly enhanced if capital works funding was
allocated in the forthcoming budget. This year there
were over 106 new enrolees at the school. There are
106 students in year 7, as well as 49 additional students
who joined other year levels at the college.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

The Compassionate Friends Victoria
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — I was
recently fortunate enough to meet with the Ballarat
convenors of The Compassionate Friends Victoria.
TCF is part of a worldwide self-help organisation
offering friendship and understanding to families
following the death of a son or daughter, brother or
sister. TCF offers support in the grief and trauma that
follows the death of a child at any age and from any
cause. Its primary purpose is to assist parents, siblings
and grandparents in the rebuilding of their lives after
the death, and to support their efforts to achieve
physical, emotional and mental health. TCF provides a
number of services, including 24-hour grief telephone
support, where people can talk to another bereaved
parent who has been specially trained.
I commend and thank Mr Rod Kindred and Mrs Julie
Jones who are members of the Ballarat support group.
They are trained to help families immediately following
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a death or at any time family members may need them.
The support they provide to Ballarat families is
invaluable. They are selflessly available at any time of
the day or night. TCF offers special understanding from
people who have ‘been there’, and a place where people
who have suffered a loss can talk to people who have
already lost a child. The Compassionate Friends
Victoria offers no miracle cure, just comfort and the
consolation and hope that the broken pieces of their
lives can be picked up once again.

Rotoract: training dinner
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — Once again I had
the pleasure of speaking at the incoming district
Rotoract representatives annual training dinner for
Rotary zones 7 and 8 for 2005–06. It was held at
Jumbuna Lodge in Launching Place last Wednesday
night. As I am sure most members are aware, Rotoract
is a Rotary-sponsored service club for young men and
women in the 18 to 30 age bracket. Through the
Rotoract program young adults not only refine their
knowledge and skills, but also address some of the
physical and social needs of their communities whilst
promoting international understanding and peace
through a framework of friendship and service.
I was invited to the dinner to impart some of the
knowledge that I have acquired during my sporting
career, in my sports administration period, and now
through politics. The attendees were particularly
interested in how I managed the successful transition
from sport to politics. The purpose was to have
someone close in age to the incoming leaders speak to
them about how to set goals, overcome obstacles, and
convert perceived challenges into opportunities, rather
than seeing and treating them as setbacks.
I was greatly impressed with the calibre and talent of
the leaders, and thrilled to engage in a robust dialogue
with them about how to improve leadership skills via
improving communication, teamwork and effective
management. After speaking to this group of
individuals I have no doubt that Rotoract, and Rotary
more generally, will be in great hands in the future with
these rapidly developing leaders. I take this opportunity
to thank Patrick Hartley and Dianne Fisher from
Rotoract.

Edible Gardens initiative
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — On 7 April I
launched on behalf of the Minister for Community
Services the Edible Gardens initiative. I wish to
commend today Andrew Laidlaw, landscape architect
and expert gardening commentator with ABC radio; the
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Horticultural Therapy Association of Victoria and
Cultivating Community, which is contributing
significantly to this initiative; the Department of
Human Services’ Office of Housing and Better Health
Channel, which have partnered with the disability
services division on this initiative; and the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show organisers for
providing the exhibition space and facilities.
The aim of the Edible Gardens initiative is to enhance
the health and wellbeing of people with a disability
through improved nutrition, physical activity and
opportunities for increased social interaction within the
community. It is about encouraging people to become
actively involved throughout the whole process of
creating an edible garden. This includes the
development, design, building, planting and
maintenance of the garden.
We need to acknowledge that, compared to the general
population, people with a disability are at higher risk of
conditions related to poor nutritional intake and low
levels of physical activity. One way of addressing these
issues is by creating and working in a vegetable garden
where people with and without a disability can meet
and work towards a common goal. In this way the
Edible Gardens initiative has the potential to bring
about an improvement in overall health and wellbeing.
In broader terms, this initiative fits well within the Go
for Your Life campaign.
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of the meeting were satisfied that V/Line
representatives were listening to their concerns and
would adjust the timetable to meet as many of those
concerns as possible.
The people were certainly pleased to know that the
Bracks government has committed so much investment
into the new rail service, and they know that it will be a
great benefit to their region.

Anzac Day: Burwood
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I invite
everybody to the Anzac Day ceremony at Wattle Park
in Burwood next Sunday. This will be the fifth year that
the reinstated service will be held. We have a
committee for the patriotic area there and we have a
lone pine from Lone Pine in Gallipoli planted there.
The former mayor of Box Hill will be leading the
ceremony supported by the Melbourne Tramways Band
and various regiments associated with Lone Pine.
Legacy has strong links with Wattle Park. In the 1930s
about 30 000 people used to attend the trooping of the
colour at Wattle Park.
I invite everybody to come along to the ceremony this
Sunday at 1.00 p.m. It will be followed by a concert by
the tramways band at 2.30 p.m.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Rail: Ballan service
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — On Monday night
I was pleased to be able to organise a public meeting in
Ballan to enable residents of the broader Ballan,
Gordon, and Mount Egerton region to have their input
into the new rail timetable due to be implemented next
year when the upgraded rail service will formally
commence.
About 100 people attended the meeting, and they were
pleased to feel that their views about the timetable were
being heard by V/Line representatives. No-one present
challenged the view that this rail upgrade was to be
welcomed, and they accepted that the new service —
the first major upgrade for 120 years — was already
providing a smoother journey and that when the
signalling upgrade is completed later this year and the
new V/Locity trains are introduced patrons will also
have a safer, more reliable, quicker and more modern
rail service with more daily services available.
The concerns of present and potential rail users were
able to be presented at the meeting. The clear majority
of people who expressed their views at the conclusion
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Land tax: increases
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The Speaker has accepted a statement from the member
for Box Hill proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the Bracks government’s deliberate
policy of massively increasing the land tax burden on
Victorians and the Treasurer’s failure to realise the
devastating consequences of this policy, particularly for small
and medium-sized taxpayers, and calls on the government to
provide genuine land tax relief as a matter of urgency.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — It has taken a long time,
but now even the Bracks government has as good as
admitted that Victoria has a land tax crisis. It is not by
accident that Victoria’s land tax revenue has risen from
$378 million in 1998–99 to $926 million this year. Nor
is it accidental that at the same time as land tax has
been rising stamp duty has also increased from around
$1 billion in 1998–99 to over $2.2 billion this year.
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The land tax crisis and the increase in stamp duty have
been due to a deliberate government policy of
increasing revenue from property taxes — a policy that
has been compounded by the failure of the Treasurer to
grasp the effect of his policy on small to medium-sized
taxpayers. The Treasurer figured that he could just sit
back, make no or minimal adjustments to the tax scales
and let rising property prices and bracket gallop push
up the average tax rates and push up his revenue take.
Of course the government has tried to blame this all on
the Kennett government. This government ignores the
fact that when the Kennett government left office land
tax collections in Victoria in 1999–2000 were around
$411 million, and as I said, they were $378 million in
1998–99, compared with around $490 million when the
Kennett government came to office. That government
made two major rounds of adjustments to the land tax
scales in order to reduce the land tax burden, but this
government says, ‘Oh no, these are the scales we got
from the Kennett government. Don’t blame us’. That is
about as absurd as if Paul Keating, when he came to
office and served as Treasurer and then as Prime
Minister, were to have left the commonwealth income
tax scales unchanged and said, ‘Don’t blame us for the
rising income tax burden; it’s all the fault of the Fraser
government’.
The penny does not seem to have dropped with this
government that as property prices change the tax scale
needs to be changed. The government should and could
have made those changes, just as has happened in the
past. Former Labor Treasurer Rob Jolly made those
changes over many years, and it was not until he
refused to make those changes that he got into serious
difficulties over land tax issues — justifiably — just as
the present government has done.
On top of this problem, behind the scenes the
government has been putting increasing pressure on
valuers to put the highest possible valuations on
property so as to bring even more revenue into
government coffers. One only needs to look at one’s
council rate notices to see that effect, to see that what
used to be the lag between official valuations and
market valuations has closed. The valuations that are
now turning up on council rate notices are right up on
the limit of the market value, and that effect has
produced even more revenue for the government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — If honourable members opposite,
particularly the member for Burwood, do not believe
me, let them only speak to a few municipal valuers who
will privately assure them as they have assured me that
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they are constantly being scrutinised by the
Valuer-General’s Office and coming under pressure if
they do not return high enough valuations.
Last year even the Bracks government realised that it
might have gone a bit too far in its grab for extra land
tax revenue. In March last year the Premier said that the
government’s economic statement was not going to
include any tax changes, but then exactly a year ago
today the government released its economic statement
Victoria — Leading the Way.
In that statement, as I am sure all honourable members
in this house will recall, the government boasted that it
was delivering $1 billion worth of so-called land tax
cuts over five years. Of course, they were not real cuts.
Land tax revenues continued to soar. Land tax last year
brought in $748.5 million; this year it is budgeted to
bring in $926.2 million — some cut, I may say! The
opposition warned within 48 hours of that statement
that small to medium-sized landowners were still facing
massive increases. Indeed I told this house on 21 April
last year:
While the government is out there with its slick advertising,
telling the business community that its call for land tax cuts
has been met, many small businesses are going to be very
disillusioned and very angry when they find out the truth
about what has been done to them.

Anybody who knew the land tax system at all could see
that the minimal changes made to the mid-range tax
brackets last year meant that huge further increases
were inevitably still on the way for small to
medium-sized landowners. Take a property worth, for
example, $800 000 for land tax last year, and take a
15 per cent increase in land valuation: that translates
into a 55 per cent increase in the land tax bill. If the
land valuation goes up 20 per cent, it produces an
80 per cent increase in the land tax bill.
The Treasurer either could not or would not see the
problem then. A year ago today the Treasurer boasted
in this house:
If you are a manufacturer on a block of land, whether you are
in Geelong or the outer suburbs of Melbourne, you are paying
land tax and we are bringing that rate down as well.

A lot of landowners in Geelong and Melbourne will be
realising what false words those were from the
Treasurer. If you look at the land valuation factors in
Geelong for this year, you will see there has been an
increase of 46 per cent, and that is the valuation factor
increase. The land tax increase has been even higher.
Even after these so-called tax cuts that the government
claimed it was making last year, the tax on an $800 000
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property in Geelong has risen by 223 per cent this year.
So much for tax cuts!
As the crisis gathered momentum the Treasurer first of
all tried to put his head in the sand, tried to deny there
was a crisis and tried to rule out further tax cuts. I quote
from an article in the Herald Sun of 13 December 2004
entitled ‘Land tax pinch for thousands’:
Mr Brumby ruled out further land tax cuts, saying the
government’s priority remained winding back the top land tax
rate …

I quote from an article in the Australian Financial
Review of 11 March entitled ‘No help with land bills’:
The government’s reforms to the tax last year … would strip
$200 million annually from state coffers … I’ve done what I
can afford to do at this point in time.

When the Treasurer realised that line of argument was
not going to work, he tried to dismiss those who were
suffering these horrendous problems in the most
contemptuous words. In the Age of 13 December last
year, in an article entitled ‘Only a few thousand will
feel land tax rise, says Brumby’, he said:
You’re talking about a relatively small amount of people in
those middle scales that are affected. You’re talking about
10 000 to 20 000 people only …

What contempt it shows for all those people whose life
plans have been crippled by what the Bracks
government has done, whose businesses have been
forced to close, whose employees have been laid off
and who have been forced to put their properties on the
market, for the Treasurer to say, ‘Don’t worry about it.
We are only sacrificing 10 000 to 20 000 people for the
greater public good. It’s not a problem’. As the pressure
has mounted the government has realised that that line
of argument is absolutely indefensible. We have had the
Premier come out and say, ‘There are going to be some
tax cuts given’, and the Treasurer has had to fall into
line behind that, but we are not getting any idea at this
stage as to what exactly those changes are going to be.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — I look forward to the parliamentary
secretary, who I assume is going to try to defend the
government’s position on this, telling this house exactly
what is going to be done about land tax. If it was good
enough for the government last year to come out ahead
of the budget and announce this so-called billion
dollar’s worth of tax cuts over five years, why is it not
good enough for the government now to come out and
announce this package? Why make all these businesses
and all these self-funded retirees and other property
owners wait until budget day before they are able to
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make a decision on whether or not they can continue or
whether they have to fold and sell? If it was good
enough to announce those changes in advance last year,
why is it not good enough to announce them this year?
This whole land tax crisis has been a combination, as
I say, of deliberate government policy in the first place
to raise the tax burden on Victorians, compounded by
massive bungling when it tried to back off last year. But
the crisis that has now broken upon Victorian taxpayers
was inevitable, given the scale of the announcements
the government made last year and the way land tax
was going to be rolled out this year. Land tax bills this
year are based on valuations as at 2002, increased by an
indexation factor for each municipality that raises
valuations to 2003 levels.
The Treasurer has admitted to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee that at the time he put last year’s
package together he expected there would be a
statewide average 15 per cent increase in valuations for
2005 land tax. If he had simply checked that level of
valuation increase against his revised land tax scale it
would have shown him the order of magnitude of the
increases that I have mentioned earlier — such as the
55 per cent tax increase this year for an $800 000
property. It is all very well for the Treasurer to be
shedding crocodile tears now. If he had been doing his
job properly, he would have seen the crisis coming and
he could have avoided it. But in fact instead of making
things better even at this stage the Treasurer is making
things worse.
In the face of this crisis the Treasurer has the audacity
to be supporting a move by the State Revenue Office to
extend the land tax net to impose land tax coverage on
nursing homes and other facilities that care for the aged
and frail that have previously been exempt. In
defending that extension the State Revenue Office used
the argument that:
Repeated use of the word ‘residential’ in the retirement
village definition requires that the facility must be
predominantly occupied for an indefinite or fixed term by
persons who have chosen to retire there on account of
agreeable lifestyle considerations.

We have the absurd situation of the government saying
it will grant exemptions for elderly people who choose
to live in a retirement village for lifestyle
considerations, but if people change their place of
abode and end up living in a nursing home because they
need care and support in their latter and frail years, then
tough luck — their institution will be taxed and that
will put its continued viability under threat or put
pressure on charges or service levels. That is the absurd
situation we are getting out of the Bracks government.
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What should be done to end this crisis? There are at
least five measures that could readily be adopted by the
government not only to end this crisis but to avoid any
future crisis. First of all, the government must unwind
the massive increases caused by last April’s bungled
measures. It must cut 2005 land tax as well as future
land tax and send out refund cheques to those people
who have already paid their bills. It is not good enough
just to promise some modest reductions or a slowdown
in increases in next year’s land tax when this year’s
land tax is sending businesses to the wall.
Secondly, we must go back to the past practice of
making frequent adjustments to the land tax scale to
prevent properties being pushed rapidly into ever higher
tax brackets and huge increases in tax bills. Thirdly, we
should scrap the use of indexation factors and instead
base tax bills on individual property valuations. I have
mentioned the huge increases in valuation factors, such
as 46 per cent for the City of Greater Geelong. That is
by no means an isolated example. This year the vast
majority of municipalities have had increases in land
valuations of over 15 per cent. Privately many valuers
and agents are questioning whether these indexation
factors are accurate, but that entire issue could have
been avoided if 2005 land tax had instead been based
on the midpoint between a property’s 2002 and 2004
land valuations.
Next, and by no means least, land valuations should be
based on genuine assessments of the market value of
sites, not on highly artificial assumptions about possible
alternative uses. On this score the government is
moving in completely the opposite direction to the way
it should be going, proposing changes to valuation law
that will give even greater weight to possible permits
for more intensive development that could be granted
over a property. Finally, we should allow taxpayers to
object to their land valuations at the time they get their
tax bills.
At present taxpayers need to object months before they
even receive their bills, when they get their council rate
notice. In this era when virtually no councils, if any, are
basing their rate notices on site valuations it is
increasingly unjustified to maintain this rule in place.
The basic principle should be that if you object to your
tax assessment, you should be allowed to lodge that
objection at the time you get that assessment, including
all aspects such as land valuation.
If those five reform measures were introduced, they
would go at least some way to repairing the damage the
government has caused to businesses such as the
Whitehorse Inn and the Metung Hotel. Unfortunately, it
may well be too late for those two businesses, but
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countless others that are now teetering on the brink of
being forced to close, lay off their employees or put
their properties on the market could be saved, and we
could ensure Victoria was never again put in a land tax
crisis such as it has been in recent times thanks to the
deliberate policy of the Bracks Labor government,
compounded by massive incompetence.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — What a load of
cobblers from the member for Box Hill! What
breathless hypocrisy do we get from this man! This is
the man who was former Treasurer Alan Stockdale’s
parliamentary secretary. He just sat in the corner of the
Treasurer’s office for seven years. What did he do
there? Did he just count the pennies or something or
other while he sat in there? Was he the architect of the
changes made during the former government? He did
not tell us about the changes made by the former
government. The member said the former government
made two changes to reduce the land tax burden on
businesses. I thought one of the two changes was
actually doubling the land tax on business. Double the
rates — that is reducing the burden! That is the
hypocrisy of the opposition here — the member for
Box Hill calls doubling the rates reducing the land tax
burden. This is a brilliant economist that we have on the
other side!
What was the second change? The previous
government actually lowered the threshold. That was
under the watch of the member for Brighton, who was a
previous Minister for Small Business. It actually
lowered the threshold to $85 000 so that it could catch
all the small businesses. We have actually increased the
threshold three times in the last five years.
Did the member for Box Hill look to argue or
implement his ideas when he was parliamentary
secretary in the office of the Treasurer? Did he seek to
implement a policy which was simple, fairer and better
for small businesses? The answer is no. He has no
credibility. What were his policies? I am actually
reminded of his policies in the latest issue of the
Economist that I have with me — I am sure he reads
this magazine — which talks about the flat tax
revolution. This is what he advocated in 1991. He is on
the record as saying he supports flat land taxes. That is
his great contribution. He did not actually implement it
while he was in the office of Alan Stockdale, but if he
were Treasurer — God forbid if the people of Victoria
have to suffer that! — he would like to introduce the
flat land tax revolution.
What is flat tax all about? Which countries would he
join? He would join Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia, Russia,
Serbia, Ukraine, Slovakia, Georgia and Romania.
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An honourable member — Economic
powerhouses!
Mr STENSHOLT — The economic powerhouses.
Russia is, now it is getting out of the clutches of the
Mafia. He wants to take us back to them. Does he want
us to join in their policies and their tax regimes?
The member for Box Hill advocates land tax. He did in
1991 when he was the member for Balwyn. He waxed
eloquent about the virtues of land tax. He said that
property is an immovable object and therefore able to
be easily taxed. He said it was good that the community
contributed to the enrichment of its value and therefore
it was right that its owners should be taxed. He went on
to advocate the virtues of flat land tax. I must return to
the Economist. It actually got something right on the
front page, where it refers to simpler, fairer and better
taxes. This is what the Labor government has actually
delivered for businesses in Victoria. Let me make a
number of points in this regard.
I should make a few points first in terms of what the
member for Box Hill said. I actually reject the
imputation he has made against the integrity of the
Valuer-General by saying the Valuer-General is forcing
municipal valuers to jack up the rates on the land
valuation. I reject that imputation against the integrity
of the Valuer-General. You ought to apologise to the
Valuer-General!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Mr STENSHOLT — I am actually appalled by that
imputation. In terms of what valuers are dealing with,
they are dealing with market valuations, as they always
have, and they will continue to do so.
One point I would like to make is that the Bracks
government, under the present Treasurer, has shown
real leadership in financial and fiscal matters. Victoria
is the leader throughout Australia in sound economic
management and fiscal responsibility on the revenue
and taxation side as well as on the expenditure and
capital investment side — that is, both for outgoings
and for incomings. Indeed we can see from today’s
paper that Victoria is leading the way once again in
forging sensible arrangements for federal-state
economic cooperation.
Following the burst of hubris by the federal
Treasurer — the Goldilocks Treasurer, the federal
member for Higgins — who is going around beating
his chest about the GST and threatening the sensible
economic management and viability of the Australian
states, what are we doing here in Victoria? We are
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actually running a balanced budget. We are doing so in
such a way that we have a surplus every year. We are
investing in Victoria in a way the previous government
did not. It did not invest at all in Victoria. It liked to
save the pennies. The member for Box Hill was
probably there counting them in the corner of the
Treasurer’s office. That huge surplus which it refused
to spend, we are investing in Victoria.
We are investing it in hospitals, and there is a hospital
opening very soon. I am sure the Minister for Health
will be able to confirm that. I think it is the Austin
Hospital. It is the biggest hospital which has actually
been built in Victoria. The former government was
going to privatise it, I think, but here we are with this
first-rate public hospital being built for the people of
Victoria. We are investing in hospitals, not closing
them down. We are investing in schools, not shutting
them down. We are investing in police. We are
investing in teachers, not sacking them. We have not
actually been putting them off.
The Kennett government was spending less than a
billion dollars a year in investment in public
infrastructure; we are spending over $2.5 billion — we
will invest over $10 billion in four years — and we are
rebuilding the schools, the police stations and the
community health centres. We are providing new
trams, new trains, new buses and new bike paths right
across Victoria. And we are looking after country and
regional Victoria as well. The Labor Party is the party
for regional and country Victoria. We are looking after
those who suffer disadvantage. We are looking after the
poor and the weak here in Victoria while the Liberals
talk about cutting disability pensions at the federal
level. Shame on that!
My second fundamental point is that the Bracks
government has already made historic changes to
taxation. There was not much done in terms of taxation
by the previous government. I think it actually cut one
tax, if I remember correctly, and that was a cut in tax to
business of $1 million. We did a review of taxation
when we came to office, and we resolved to have fairer,
simpler taxes. Quite a range of those things were done,
and I will come to them in a minute, but as we are
talking particularly about land tax I should note that that
review of taxation suggested a flat land tax — the
member for Box Hill may well have influenced some of
the people. I personally talked to quite a number of
small businesses in my electorate regarding this, and I
immediately urged the government to reject the
suggestion because it would have meant a huge impost
on small business. The imposition of a flat land tax of,
say, up to 2.9 per cent or even 2 per cent would have
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had many small property holders facing enormous and
immediate massive increases overnight.
While the member for Box Hill might have applauded a
flat rate, I did not, and the government made sure it did
not happen. Indeed we raised the threshold at that stage
from the $85 000 to which the previous government
had lowered it, and we also made sure that small
businesses could manage their cash flow by paying in
instalments rather than facing just the one-off hit the
previous government had set up.
What are the taxation changes that we have made to
date? We have a proud record in Victoria in terms of
taxation. We have cut payroll tax, not only once but
several times, and we have made a number of changes
to land tax. We have raised the threshold three times.
We have improved the payment mechanisms, and last
year we cut $1 billion out of land tax over four years.
We have also abolished duty on non-residential leases.
That is worth $50 million a year in terms of this year’s
figures. We have abolished financial institutions duty.
That is worth $470 million a year. We have abolished
the duty on quoted and unquoted marketable securities.
Together that is worth hundreds of millions of dollars
each year. We have taken the lead — we do not need
any Goldilocks Treasurer to tell us what to do here in
Victoria — in abolishing the stamp duty on mortgages.
That is $230 million a year. The bank accounts debit
tax, as promised, will be abolished on 1 July this
year — and that is worth $250 million. We are not just
talking about $1 billion in land tax, we are talking about
$2 billion worth of taxes — and it multiplies every
year. The changes are worth billions and billions of
dollars.
We have made no change, as the member for Box Hill
has mentioned, to stamp duty on property — we have
kept the same rates. However, from 1 January 2003 we
exempted maternity leave from payroll tax. We have
made many changes in terms of taxes on business,
resulting in fairer, simpler and fewer taxes. In Victoria
we have the lowest number of taxes on business.
The third point I would like to make is that the
opposition has form on land tax. It has no credibility
when it comes to economic management, and it is not
fit to fill the Treasury benches — and I will repeat that.
It is not fit to fill the Treasury benches. The opposition
and the member for Box Hill have form, as I mentioned
before. He was sitting in the Treasurer’s office when
together they dreamed up this scheme to double the
land tax impost on small business, passing it off as an
attempt to reduce the land tax burden on business. They
have to be fair dinkum. What are they trying to spin?
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There is a story in crikey.com — read it for yourself —
about the spin doctor extraordinaire in former Treasurer
Alan Stockdale’s office and how he fooled a poor
woman working in the city. He went round and talked
to her. Now this spin doctor extraordinaire is exposed in
crikey.com by a person who was working in
Stockdale’s office alongside the member for Box
Hill — the member for Balwyn at that stage — when
they doubled the land tax.
What might the opposition do? We have a Leader of
the Opposition who goes around threatening to rip up
contracts and cause an impost of $7 billion on the
Victorian economy. We have an upper house
opposition member who wants to build a floating dock
off Flinders. We have a party that promises to spend
billions — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — Yes, Gilligan’s Island! It
wants to spend billions on undergrounding power poles.
I might add in terms of ripping up contracts that the
Leader of The Nationals is not supporting the Leader of
the Opposition in that regard. He has actually turned his
face away from the Liberal Party and its irresponsible
promise. We have a shadow Treasurer who believes in
flat land tax. Opposition members cannot be trusted.
They are economically irresponsible, and they are not
fit to fill the Treasury benches.
The further point I would like to make is that the
Bracks government continues to support business and
to consult and listen to it. Personally I have talked to a
wide range of businesses over a number of years in my
local area, and I know my colleagues have also done
that. We make it our constant endeavour to talk to
people in business. I have had longstanding discussions
with the Camberwell business group, and we have put
forward proposals over a number of years, which I have
supported. We have had some success. As I have
mentioned, we have raised the threshold and improved
the payment arrangements, and last year there was
$1 billion worth of cuts to land tax. That includes not
only raising the threshold yet again for the third time
but also changes of 5 to 10 per cent over two years in
two middle bands, as well as a cut over a number of
years in the top rate from 5 per cent to 3 per cent. The
5 per cent was actually a Liberal Party idea. It was
probably put in by the parliamentary secretary at the
time, but certainly it was put in by the previous Liberal
Treasurer, who actually increased it massively up to
5 per cent for the top rate of $2.7 million and above.
We worked closely with business in terms of making
sure that when we changed the act land tax was no
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longer included as an outgoing for new and renewed
leases. We also provided advice to individuals and
helped them with land valuation issues when they came
into the Camberwell area. We listen to the people. I
have talked to the members of the Fairer Land Tax
Association. As there is a meeting next week, I ask the
shadow Treasurer whether he will agree to the scales of
taxation that it is proposing. Will he agree to actually
abolish land tax?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Some
things never change, and one of them is that Labor
cannot manage money. The budget in Victoria five
years ago was $20 billion; when the budget is brought
down in the next couple of weeks it will be for
$30 billion. That is a $10 billion or 50 per cent increase
in five years, and it still cannot make it work. Labor still
cannot balance the books. Last week we saw another
example of it. The government called in the gaming
operators and snipped them for a quick $45 million.
Leave aside the treatment of business in the state of
Victoria. The key point is that Labor cannot manage
money. It is awash with cash, and it has to go out and
pinch another $45 million from that element of the
business sector. The same thing is playing out in
relation to land tax. It is an appalling and scandalous
state of affairs that this pernicious and vicious tax is
being able to run free as is occurring in Victoria.
Let us look at the bottom line. In 1999–2000 the revised
take by this government from land tax was
$425 million. In 2001 it was $516 million; in 2002,
$519 million; in 2003, $654 million; in 2004,
$768 million; and the estimated take for the year 2005
is $916 million. They are the figures. That is the actual
amount of money we are talking about. All the rhetoric
in the world that they want to trot out here does not
alter the fact they are the figures. We have seen an
increase of $491.2 million — 115.5 per cent — in the
land tax take since 2000. That is the story. There it is,
encapsulated perfectly.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — The member for Burwood spoke
about talking to and having extensive consultations
with people in small business. Well, I can tell you,
Acting Speaker, that in the last 10 days — I have noted
it down here quickly — I have been in Kerang, Swan
Hill, Robinvale, Mildura, Shepparton, Echuca,
Rochester, Wangaratta, Sale and other ports of call, and
in every single instance people have said to me that this
looming disaster that has been visited on the people of
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Victoria, both in small business and otherwise, is the
absolute, dead-set fault of this government and that it
simply cannot manage money. The thing is that the
government knows it! Can you believe, Acting
Speaker, that a month ago we had the Treasurer of
Victoria out there saying this was not a problem, that
business had to work itself properly and it was all their
fault? What have we got now? ‘Ah’, said the Premier,
‘We are going to do something about this in the
budget’.
How do you like the fact that having now admitted it is
a problem, the government has not got the common
decency to tell these people who are staggering under
the weight of this imposition what it is going to do? It is
going to make them wait until budget day. Well, people
know it is a problem. Dianne Hadden, a member for
Ballarat Province in the other place, knows it is a
problem and the people out there in country Victoria
know it is a problem. The problem is twofold: firstly,
for the individual or the organisation that might have to
pay the tax in the first place; and secondly — which
this government will not recognise — for jobs. It is
destroying jobs in country Victoria. We all know how
this tax is structured. I will not go through it in any
detail, but the fact is that the notices that people are
about to get in the course of the next part of the next
year will show a huge imposition in the extent of the
land tax placed upon them.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr RYAN — I met with a valuer in Shepparton just
last week. His view, as an informed opinion that I can
put to the house, is that next year, if nothing drastic is
done about this, the likely take for the government will
be $1.4 billion. That was the opinion he expressed to
me.
Ms Duncan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Burwood has had his chance. The
member for Macedon!
Mr RYAN — So I say to you, Acting Speaker, and
to the house, when you are talking about the actual
imposition and the way this tax works against the
interests of Victorians, these are the figures that people
need to have regard to. Do not worry about the rhetoric
of people like the member for Burwood, who has now
left the chamber, and others of the Labor Party. The fact
is that those are the figures.
What is the basic issue? The basic difficulty here is that
essentially the brackets which are the bases upon which
this tax is levied have not been altered since the late
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1990s. There has been some tinkering at the edges,
particularly in the area between $700 000 and
$1.7 million — that is so. But in the end the real answer
to this problem is that the brackets have not been
altered as they were being altered on a regular basis by
the former government. We have seen changes to the
threshold, that is right, from $85 000 in 1997 to
$150 000 in 2003, to $175 000 in 2005, plus a bit of
additional tinkering, but in essence the threshold figures
are the only area where any change has been made.
The basic problem is that the brackets themselves are
killing the system. And all this is happening when
Victoria has probably the greatest property boom going
on since the gold rush. When you marry those increased
valuations with the fact that the brackets are not
changing, it is a deadly mix. That is the problem and
this government knows it. You can be sure that the
glassy-eyed people who work over there in the
Department of Treasury and Finance have done the
numbers for this government. This government,
including the Treasurer, knows very well what the
impact of all of this is going to be. I have just read out
the figures. The fact is that the government is
deliberately misleading the people of Victoria. It has
been carried right through to this nonsense about the
$1 billion of tax cuts over four years.
As I have just demonstrated to the house, Acting
Speaker, when you look at the bottom line of the
amount of money that has been recovered by this
government year on year you can see it is climbing, not
only steadily but also quickly. It is going to continue to
climb quickly unless this government addresses the
core issue which is very particularly related to the
bracket creeps. The $1 billion has been, of course, a
complete fiction. All it means is that the government is
going to collect $1 billion less than the enormous
amount it is going to collect anyway over the course of
this relevant four-year period. The whole thing is a
fiction.
I might say that the original justification for doing it
remains a farce anyway. Members will recall that the
so-called reason for the breaking of the promise on the
Scoresby was to put $1 billion into the transport system.
The government was crying that it could not afford the
money so it used that as an excuse. Almost one year to
the day it is announcing $1 billion worth of so-called
land tax cuts. The whole thing is absolute fiction.
We have had a bit of miserable relief in the way of
rhetoric from the government but in fact on the bottom
line these businesses are copping it. You also have to
put into it the indexation factor. That is going to come
into play and will have a disastrous result in the figures

Wednesday, 20 April 2005

that are charged. It is not only conservative voters who
are copping this. As I roam around the state — and I
roam it more than most — the Labor Party voters are
talking to me about it too. They are going to get this
mob because those people, like everybody else, know
that year after year they have to front up and pay this
tax. It is not even like the once-only tax or stamp duty
you pay when you buy a house, which is bad enough
anyway.
Year after year they are going to have to line up and
pay the tax. In addition to that, it hits those people who
have been adventurous enough to risk their arm to go
out there and have a go, make some investments and try
to build something for themselves and for their kids’
futures in circumstances where they usually borrow a
substantial proportion of the cost of the property they
acquire. They then find themselves paying land tax on
the total value of the property, despite the fact that half
the value of the place lies in the hands of the bank. Year
after year they will have to pay this.
We will see this played out in the case of the Metung
pub. We have already seen it happen in the case of the
Whitehorse hotel, which is where the real demons of
this are. It is bad enough that people are being stitched
up by this terribly unfair tax, which is being imposed at
impossible levels and which is about to get dramatically
worse, but it is also about the fact that the heartbeat of
the state of Victoria, particularly in country regions, is
jobs. Those of us who live outside metropolitan
Melbourne want to know that in time to come our kids
will be able to have the dignity of employment.
This tax launches a direct and insidious attack on
people who are trying to employ others in the country
regions of the state. It will mean that businesses will
have to close, and this in turn means that people will be
sacked. Jobs will be lost, and it will happen because the
Labor Party simply cannot manage money. Some
things never change!
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — It is ironic that the
Leader of The Nationals talks about a direct and insidious
tax on country Victoria when he sat in a party room that
decided to close 5 country train lines and 12 hospitals —
8 of which were in the bush — and absolutely gut rural
and regional Victoria and did not say boo. The irony of
that is truly breathtaking. What is perhaps more
breathtaking is the absolute hypocrisy — —
Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Mornington
can moan all he wants. It is a shame he was not as loud
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in his party room or around the cabinet table as he is
now.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Mornington will get his chance.
Mr ANDREWS — As I said, it is a terrible shame
that the member for Mornington was not as loud in the
party room or around the cabinet table as he is now.
Mr Cooper — Why don’t you address the issues?
Mr ANDREWS — Let us address the issues. The
absolute hypocrisy of those opposite knows no bounds.
It is absolutely breathtaking. Let us have a look at the
track record of this government versus the track record
of the previous government — in other words, at the
facts of the matter.
This matter of public importance fundamentally ignores
the fact that the Bracks government has set about to
comprehensively decrease the tax burden on businesses
in this state. Over the last five years it has announced
over $1 billion worth of tax cuts. As my colleague the
parliamentary secretary to the Treasurer and member
for Burwood outlined, the taxes that have been or are
set to be abolished include the duty on non-residential
leases, financial institutions duty, the duty on quoted
marketable securities, the duty on unquoted marketable
securities, the duty on mortgages and — from 1 July
this year — the bank account debit tax.
These cuts to taxes and the abolition of other taxes have
been about reducing the burden on Victorian
businesses. Not only have we lowered taxes, but we
have also set out to deal with land tax. We have
substantially lowered land tax from 5 per cent to 4 per
cent to 3 per cent over four years. We have also
substantially lowered payroll tax by 9 per cent since
coming to government in 1999, and I listed those taxes
earlier. With regard to another large impost or burden
on business, we have also cut WorkCover premiums by
10 per cent.
That is a record of substantial change in lowering the
burden on Victorian businesses. Set that against the
record of those opposite, who have come in here with
this matter of public importance, ranting and raving.
They never said boo when they were in government.
They never did a thing when they were in government
other than, under former Treasurer Alan Stockdale —
and the member for Box Hill was the parliamentary
secretary to the Treasurer at the time — doubling the
tax rate for properties valued between $200 000 and
$540 000 from 0.15 per cent to 0.3 per cent. For
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valuations between $540 000 and $2.7 million, they
doubled the rate from 1.5 per cent to 3 per cent. For
valuations above $2.7 million they almost doubled the
rate; it went from 3 per cent to 5 per cent.
Here we have a situation where those opposite come in
here and pillory this government for having cut land tax
and abolished a whole raft of other taxes, increasing the
profitability of business and the attractiveness of
Victoria to invest and do business in, when their own
record is to jack up the rates. Not too many of us yearn
for Alan Stockdale to come back, but these people do.
They say, ‘If only Alan Stockdale were back, we would
get a fair deal’. How many Victorians would yearn for
that! Very few indeed, but obviously the 17 across the
aisle do.
Ours is a record of cutting business taxes and
decreasing — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Brighton
probably does not want, in a fairly personal sense, the
former Treasurer to make a comeback.
This government has a record of cutting business taxes,
making the economy more attractive and making it
easier to do business. The opposition has a record on
land tax of jacking up the rates — it doubled them in
fact: from 0.15 to 0.3, 1.5 to 3 and 3 to 5. The folly, the
duplicity, of all this was made very clear in crikey.com
last week, and the member for Burwood referred to this.
Stephen Mayne, the then press secretary to the former
Treasurer, Alan Stockdale, made it very clear how
delighted those opposite were to have got away with
this — to have deceived people and snuck those rate
increases under the radar, as it were. A few of those
opposite were here then. The member for Mornington
was here in 1993, and the member for Brighton in
another capacity — as the Minister for Small Business
in another place — was here. The member for
Hawthorn was not, but many opposition members were
here. They are very culpable in this.
We have a situation where this government has reduced
the burden — it has reduced land tax and other business
taxes, improved our economy and made Victoria a
better place to invest and do business.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I am very happy to respond to
the interjection by the member for Brighton. Indeed
Victoria is a better place to raise a family some five
years after the Kennett government was booted out of
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office. All I would say is look to the track record of
those opposite; do not look to their version of events.
The matter of public importance does not actually
provide a policy statement — those opposite are not
particularly interested in policy — but it does, I
suppose, implicitly put forward a plan from them
saying that they would somehow cut land tax. They
apparently support cutting land tax and support the
significant reform of land tax. The odds of any genuine
land tax reform coming from those opposite is 7 billion
to 1. They have no credibility at all on these matters.
You can see from their platform for the 2006 election,
or for any time in the future, that their starting position
is not zero or a budget surplus, which will be delivered
in a couple of weeks; their starting position is
$7 billion — that is, the cost of ripping up the
ConnectEast contract. They can never afford these sorts
of plans, and they would never do it anyway because at
the end of the day their track record is not one of
making Victoria a better place in which to do business.
Their track record is about cutting into basic services,
the services that people need, the services that each of
us rely upon no matter where we live or what we do for
a living.
It was interesting to see that the member for Gippsland
South, the Leader of The Nationals, was very upset that
the Victorian budget had grown from $20 billion to
$30 billion. We should not be surprised by that, I
suppose, given that this is a coalition that did nothing
but cut into basic expenditure. It cut the Victorian
budget; it cut into hospitals, schools, police and the
environment. That is its basic track record. Rather than
providing relief in terms of land tax and providing a
platform to make Victoria a better place to do business,
what those opposite would do if they came into power
is revert to type. They would go back to where they had
come from; they would jack up taxes, cut into basic
expenditure and put at risk all that we have achieved
over the last five years. They would go back to where
they were during those seven very dark years, cutting
into basic expenditures, making it harder for people to
do business in this state and cutting into the
fundamental services that each of us need.
We should look not to what they say they did, we
should look to what they actually did. They jacked up
those rates and there was no fundamental reform at all.
This government has cut taxes, particularly in relation
to land tax — there is a $1 billion cut as announced in
the pre-budget economic statement last year. The
Premier and Treasurer have acknowledged there are
other issues that need to be dealt with, and they are
being considered as part of the budget process, which
will be delivered in two weeks time. There will be some
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genuine policy change. There will be a genuine process
to try to deal with some of these issues as opposed to
the 7 billion-to-1 long shot of those opposite ever being
able to deliver any significant reform, or to do anything
other than cut into services or go into debt. That would
be of no benefit to business and no benefit to the
broader community whatsoever. We should not look to
their rhetoric; we should look to their record.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Hawthorn should not interject. I will
do my best to protect the member for Hawthorn when
he is on his feet.
Mr ANDREWS — Their record is one of
increasing taxes, closing hospitals, closing police
stations, closing schools, sacking teachers, sacking
nurses and putting up taxes. This is the situation; this is
the record and the truth of the matter. We should look
not to what they promise; we should look to what they
delivered when they were in government. It is an
appalling record of failure. This is a cynical attempt to
highlight an issue, and those opposite ought to be
condemned for it.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am happy to support
the member for Box Hill in this matter of public
importance. This is a greedy government, and in simple
terms it is funding its spending blow-outs by raiding
business and personal investment through the form of
land tax, amongst other taxes.
The key issue here is the total tax take. In 1998–99 the
total land tax take under the previous government was
$378 million. According to the end of financial year
reports, in 1999–2000 that grew to $411 million, in
2000–01 it was $525 million and in 2001–02 it was
$514 million. So in the first term of the Bracks
government there were modest increases in the total tax
take. But then it got re-elected. Let us look at the total
tax take from 2002–03 — this figure was not available
at the election date. For 2002–02 the total land tax take
was $655 million; in 2003–04 it was $748 million, and,
according to the mid-year financial report, the estimated
total tax take in 2004–05 is $926 million. These are
very large total tax takes, and in the end that is what it is
all about, because it is that which is causing pain in the
community.
Business organisations have urged the government to
change its policies and introduce land tax cuts. Business
organisations know how dangerous this rise in total
land tax take is. The Australian Industry Group, for
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example, in the form of Tim Piper, is reported as
saying:
Companies looking at investing in the state look at these taxes
and say, ‘Where is the better option?’. That’s our concern.

It is also the opposition’s concern. I note also that the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, through its spokesman Steven Wojtkiw, made
the following comment:
It is a major concern to many in business, particularly small
business … and figures in the consideration of investors in
weighing up the attractiveness of states as an investment
destination.

We see here in Victoria two key business groups urging
the government to bring in land tax cuts. Also the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce (VACC)
has written to every member of Parliament. I will quote
from David Russell’s letter of 11 April. It states:
A VACC survey of members revealed that land taxes paid by
members had increased by as much as 900 per cent and by an
average of 170 per cent over the past four years.

It goes on to urge the government to provide tax relief.
Similarly the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, the
Property Council of Australia, the Australian Hotels
Association — almost all business groups have drawn
to the government’s attention the deleterious effect of
these land tax increases on the operation of business
within this state.
At the extreme end we have seen business closures —
the Whitehorse Inn with its significant land tax rises
and the Metung Hotel are probably the two best known
in the state.
The real issue here is the potential to impact adversely
on business and to distort investment decisions so that
people will simply make the decision to invest
interstate, which of course means that jobs will go
interstate. I want to instance a couple of increases. The
Nunawading Capt’n Snooze franchise has indicated
that its land tax bill would go up from $1500 in 1999 to
$71 000 this year, and the Tulip Street Tennis Centre
has indicated that its land tax bill was going up from
$2200 in 1999 to over $29 000 this year. Those
increases are not commensurate with the increases in
profitability of these businesses, and I note that the
owner of the Tulip Street Tennis Centre, which is in my
neck of the woods in Sandringham, has said:
The government bang these taxes on with no regard to
whether a business is breaking even, making or losing money.
They just say, ‘Here boys, find us $30 000 …

Of course that is the problem confronting this
government. It is not as though the government has not
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been warned, because in 2003 Kennards Self Storage
drew attention in a very graphic way to the fact that the
government was continuing to reap land tax increases.
The owner of Kennards put a full page ad in the
Australian Financial Review drawing attention to the
difference between Victoria’s land tax scales and
others. Mr Kennard said:
The land tax system in Victoria is structured to punish
success, discourage growth and send investment elsewhere.

Unfortunately that is the message that the government
is continuing to project. There are many examples of
the impact of these increases in land tax not only on
business but on investors. The federal government has
encouraged people to become investors and self-funded
retirees; and Australians, who are after all aspirational,
have responded in droves to the call. I will quickly run
through some examples that are flooding into my office
on a daily basis.
For one business the land tax bill in 2003 was just over
$7000 but in 2004 was over $16 000. Another example
is a land tax bill of $8300 in 2004, an increased of
133 per cent on the previous year whereas the land
value only went up by 30 per cent — and on and on
these examples go. Another example involves a
$20 000 land tax bill, representing one-fifth of the
rental received on the property; and yet another case
involved a $13 000 land tax bill, representing half of the
rental received on the property. Other cases have come
to my office where people have sold property in order
to pay this government’s land tax. One tragic case
involved a widow who wrote to me saying that her
attempt to become self-funded was a mistake, with her
land tax bill going from $14 800 in 2000 to over
$65 000 in 2005.
I note that the government has consistently refused to
acknowledge that there is a problem with land tax.
When this problem was raised by Kennards in 2003, a
spokeswoman for the Treasurer said there was no
evidence that land tax had held back investment in
Victoria. However, the problem was that the Treasurer
adjusted the top rate, which was precisely what
Kennards had asked him to do. I want to draw the
house’s attention to the stupidity of the Treasurer in this
instance and in his attitude to land tax. I quote from
correspondence to me dated 2 May 2003:
The Bracks government has reformed the land tax system to
make it fairer and more equitable.

Tell that to the people who are paying it. I again note in
correspondence from the Treasurer to me on 9 February
2005 the absurd claim that:

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
552

ASSEMBLY

The Bracks government believes that the current rates of land
tax levy are not a disincentive to self-funded retirees to own
property.

I send these letters from the Treasurer to everyone who
complains to me about land tax. They show the fiscal
delinquency of this government, because its total tax
take has doubled over the course of its term in office.
This is impacting adversely on businesses, small
investors and self-funded retirees. What the government
should do in essence is cut last year’s increases. It
should make frequent adjustments to the land tax scale
to actually remove the windfall gain. It needs to scrap
indexation. It needs to have genuine assessments, not
artificial and inflated assessments on land values based
on highest and best use, and it should allow individuals
to object to their land tax bills when they get these bills,
as opposed to when they get their municipal valuations.
This is a particularly greedy government, and this is a
lousy government. We have seen the take, not only in
land tax but in stamp duty and a range of other
measures as well, whereby this government is ripping
off constituents, ripping off consumers, ripping off
businesses, ripping off investors and ripping off
Victorians in order to fund its self-induced blow-outs,
which have been over a billion dollars for almost every
one of its years in office.
I support this matter of public importance. Of all the
taxes, I suspect the rip-off in land tax is the one that is
causing the most damage to Victoria. The government
needs to do one thing in this budget and one thing very
quickly, and that is to cut land tax and stop screwing
Victorians over their investments.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It is with great
pleasure that I take the opportunity to speak on this
matter of public importance regarding land tax, because
it gives me the chance to once again point out the
hypocrisy of this opposition. It is difficult to sit here in
this chamber and listen to some of the comments that
have been made on the other side. It just reminds me
again of the mantra that I have for the opposition,
which is, ‘Don’t do as we did; do as we say’. We see it
again and again. Just before the member for Brighton
flutters out of the chamber after having made her
contribution, I would like to quote a few of the
comments she made regarding land tax some years ago.
Actually I might leave it for now: as she has left the
chamber I will wait for her to get back to her office so
she can hear it through the speaker.
I get back to the point I was making about the
opposition. As I said, its attitude is, ‘Don’t do as we
did, because we did exactly the opposite of what we are
telling you to do’. We see that again and again. So they
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did nothing, but they say, ‘You should do something’,
and they say it with such a straight face — that is I what
find quite amazing.
Mr Andrews — Breathtaking!
Ms DUNCAN — It is breathtaking, and it is galling
to sit here and listen to it. Again it is a case of never
letting the facts get in the way of a good story. As I
said, we see it again and again. They will say absolutely
anything in opposition. They just make these things up.
They just make these assertions with no basis in fact.
No evidence is produced, but they make statements
about the way the Valuer-General’s office is operating.
We know there has been absolutely no change to the
way properties are valued in this state, but that does not
stop opposition members from making assertions they
dream up as they go along. ‘There have been all these
changes. I hear so-and-so says that such-and-such told
them that something happened’. It would not stand up
in a court of law. It does not stand up under any
scrutiny. There is no basis in fact. They just make it up
as they go along and put it down as if it were the fact.
The Leader of The Nationals said previously that there
had been some tinkering around the edges with some of
the changes this government has made. We have
outlined some of the changes we have made such as
increasing the threshold and reducing the top rate of
land tax. The Leader of The Nationals describes it as
tinkering.
Mr Andrews — A $1 billion cut is tinkering!
Ms DUNCAN — A $1 billion cut he describes as
tinkering around the edges. Let me quote from a press
release of 20 April 2004 — not so long ago — from the
Property Council of Australia.
Executive director of the Property Council in Victoria,
Jennifer Cunich, says it is the most significant —

this is in response to the changes the government
made — —
Mr Andrews — The tinkering.
Ms DUNCAN — To the tinkering, that is exactly
right. It is in response to the changes we made under the
previous budget. This tinkering was described by the
executive director of the Property Council in Victoria
as:
… the most significant tax reform in Victoria for years, with a
20 per cent land tax rate reduction starting 1 July 2004 and
further 20 per cent over the next five years.

The tinkering continues:
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The land tax cuts will bring more investment, more jobs and
better returns to millions of Victorians who invest in property
through their superannuation, or invest in property for their
retirement.

This is the Property Council of Australia. This is not the
Bracks government; this is not the media unit of the
government; this is the Property Council of Australia.
Who would I think is right? Would I believe the
opposition or would I believe the Property Council of
Australia?
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — I remind the member calling out
‘When, when, when?’ like a duck that it was on
20 April 2004. This is the Property Council’s press
release.
It continues:
It will cut the cost of doing business in the state, help new
home buyers through cuts on taxes on the land they buy, and
help take the pressure off small businesses caught up in
spiralling valuations.

The media release continues:
Victoria’s reputation as a land tax basket case is over. The
reforms will save Victorian taxpayers $1 billion over five
years. It is a major win for taxpayers.

A year is clearly a very short time in politics. That was
the press release by the Property Council almost a year
ago to the day in response to the so-called tinkering this
government had done with land tax. This government
has made a couple of changes to land tax, all of them
being about reducing the land tax take and reducing the
number of people who pay land tax.
That stands in direct contrast to what the opposition did
when it was in government. It did exactly the opposite.
Just to remind members about what the opposition did
when it was in government — and again we heard the
Leader of The Nationals criticising this government
because of state revenue having gone up — let me refer
to the record of the previous government. In the seven
years of the former government total taxation revenue
increased from $6.2 billion to $9.5 billion. That is a
massive increase of more than 50 per cent, far greater
than the consumer price index increases over the same
period of around 14 per cent. We know its tax take
went up and its expenditure went down massively. It
sacked teachers. It closed hospitals. It closed railway
lines, again in complete contrast to what this
government is doing. Yes, tax revenue is going up, as it
has in every state and under all state and federal
governments since Federation unless there has been a
recession or a depression.
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The former government reduced the threshold for land
tax from $200 000 to $85 000, which forced more small
businesses than ever to pay land tax. The former
government also removed land tax capping, which had
been designed to mitigate the impact on taxpayers
affected by a combination of — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is reading from a document. I wonder
whether she would care to make the document
available.
Ms DUNCAN — I am reading from my notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member has indicated that she is referring to notes.
There is no point of order.
Ms DUNCAN — Thank you, Acting Speaker. You
always know you have got them when they raise those
spurious points of order.
These changes to the land tax system were actively
supported by the Leader of the Opposition and by his
colleague who was then the Minister for Small
Business in another place and was for a time the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and shadow Treasurer
in this place. This is a quote from the member who left
the chamber previously:
I am delighted to point out that these land tax changes have a
particular impact in favour of small business.

The member for Brighton is recorded in Hansard of
13 November 1997 as saying that.
I would also like to remind the Leader of the
Opposition that in 1997–98 the previous government
introduced changes which resulted in more employers
paying payroll tax. It stands in complete and stark
contrast to what this government is doing. That is why I
am very proud to be part of this government.
Let me quote from the federal Treasurer, Mr Costello,
who was on the Neil Mitchell show not so long ago:
Let me tell you, Neil, the increase in land tax has got nothing
to do with Victoria’s share of GST. The increase in land tax,
let’s be frank about this, we all know, is because you have
had the biggest increase in house values and land values in
Australian history …

That is the federal Treasurer, Mr Costello. But let us not
allow those facts to stand in the way of the opposition’s
matter of public importance here this morning. As I
said, do not let the facts stand at all in the way of a good
story. ‘We as an opposition will do and say anything to
get a headline. We will say anything to make ourselves
relevant’. When in government opposition members do
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exactly the opposite, but when in opposition they stand
in this chamber day after day after day with an
absolutely straight face and say, ‘This is what we think
you should do. We know we did exactly the opposite,
but we expect you to do this now’. This government
has already indicated that the reforms it has already
made to land tax will continue. All I can say to
members of the opposition is: watch this space.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — There is a massive
difference of opinion in Victoria on the issue of land
tax. On one side of the argument we have business, we
have the media and we have the general community,
and the positions they are putting are supported by the
people on this side of the house. Then on the other side
of the issue we have the government. What we have
heard today from government members is a mantra that
they have clearly been given to put to this house —
‘There seems to be no problem. What is everybody
complaining about? Why is there an issue?’. That is the
position that has been put by three speakers on behalf of
the government. What is all this debate about? The
debate is about the reality of what is going on out there
in the community.
Other speakers have covered a number of issues. I want
to cover some issues relating to matters of concern
where there has been a massive change in policy by this
government in regard to land tax. I refer to two press
releases that were put out, one on 30 March 2005 and
the other on 11 April 2005, by organisations involved
in aged care.
In a media release dated 30 March 2005, the Aged Care
Association of Victoria stated:
Elderly and frail Victorians in aged care homes are having
tens of thousands of dollars ripped out of the funding that is
supposed to provide their care.
Meigan Lefebure — chief executive officer, Aged Care
Association of Victoria — said: ‘Aged care homes used to be
granted exemption from land tax. This month, in a move that
beggars belief, the State Revenue Office has made a decision
that all private aged care homes will now pay land tax’.
Ms Lefebure went on to say: ‘This money was received from
the commonwealth government and was supposed to pay for
carers and nurses for our frail Victorians. We now have to pay
land tax to the state government and reduce the staff that care
for frail, elderly Victorians’.
Aged care homes have limited funding that is capped by the
government. When expenses increase they have no capacity
to increase their income. So in the end there is less funding
for resident care.

In case members in this place think that was a unique
point of view put by the association, the Victorian
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Association of Health and Extended Care (VAHEC)
stated, in a press release dated 11 April 2005:
The Victorian Association of Health and Extended Care has
slammed the Bracks government’s changes to land tax for
Victorian aged care facilities as cruel and unacceptable.
‘For almost a decade, Victorian aged care facilities have
applied for and have been successfully exempted from paying
land tax,’ VAHEC chief executive officer Mary Barry said
today from Perpetua in the Pines residential aged care facility
in Donvale.
‘However, over the past month a number of aged care
facilities have received letters from the State Revenue Office
advising them they are no longer exempt — and will now
have to fork out thousands of dollars on land tax which is
currently spent on caring for the elderly.
‘In some cases, these facilities which accommodate our most
frail and incapacitated Victorians, will have to find up to
$80 000 per annum to pay the new land tax bill’.

‘What is the problem?’ ask Labor members in this
house. According to them there is no problem, yet all of
these people — over 200 000 frail aged and elderly
people throughout this state — are going to feel the
problem. They are going to feel the problem because, as
has been pointed out by the two associations I have just
quoted, funds provided to them by the commonwealth
government are now going to have to be passed on to
the Bracks government in land tax. That will affect the
care that is provided to people represented by such
associations. There is nothing surer. It is the first law of
physics: for every action there will be an equal and
opposite reaction. In this case the equal and opposite
reaction will impound upon the frail aged and elderly
people who are in these nursing homes. I have listened
for some words of care and compassion from members
of the Labor Party, but all I have heard is their defence
of changes that are cruel and vicious, as has been
pointed out by the two associations I mentioned.
The land tax issue does not only impact on people in
aged care, it impacts on many others in the community
as well. Like most members, I have received vast
numbers of emails from people who are concerned
about the impact of land tax. These people are ordinary,
working Victorians. I have not been receiving emails
from people at the wealthy end of the spectrum; I have
been receiving letters from people who have worked
hard all their lives, people who have saved up money to
buy holiday homes and are suddenly finding that the
future of those homes is in jeopardy. For example, I
refer to an email from Mr Bruce Candy who says:
About 16 years ago my wife and I purchased a holiday house
at Merricks Beach which we and our children have used with
great enjoyment. The land tax was minimal until several years
ago and was not a worry. The 2005 land tax was received last
week and it was double the 2004 assessment! We are now
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talking of a bill of over $10 000, and this house is not a luxury
Portsea palace.
…
My worry is that the tax is not a one-off bill, but one which
will come around each and every year!

The sentiments expressed in that email were supported
in another email I received in March this year from a
Mr Malkin of Bittern in the electorate of the member
for Hastings. Mr Malkin writes:
Land values in my case have increased so far in six years by
600 per cent and yet my income and chance of income from
the property have increased at best 50 per cent.
…
A major problem with land tax is the way it increases
dramatically when land values go over the million dollar
mark and become extreme at the $5 million level. Whilst this
may seem to make the owner rich it is difficult to pay huge
taxes that are not based on earnings and have no relevance to
income. Just because someone owns a nice property with a
spectacular view does not mean they can pay $20 000 or
more in tax a year.
In my own case I purchased a property for $150 000 in 1998
and had most costs and income budgeted for the future. With
the increase in the property market I am now looking at land
value of approximately $900 000, which is of little interest to
me as I bought the property for the long term and to live on it
during a self-funded retirement with a very reasonable
income coming from the land. I now find that looking down
the barrel of land tax approaching $3500 — last year
$1000 — and who knows how much next year. At the rate it
has kept increasing I will be forced off probably inside three
years.

These are just two of a myriad contacts I have had from
people who are really feeling the affects of land tax.
Yet, as has been said in this debate today, only a couple
of months ago we had the Treasurer publicly saying to
the people of this state, ‘There is no problem with land
tax. There is absolutely no problem, and I am happy to
stand here and say that there will be no changes.’. Then
only a few weeks later the Premier said on radio station
3AW, under pressure from Neil Mitchell and a large
number of callers who had phoned in with examples of
how pernicious this tax is, ‘We will make changes’.
The question that now has to be asked is what are those
changes going to be? Will they address the issues I
have just referred to? For example, will they address the
issues that affect the 200 000 frail and elderly people
who are in nursing homes throughout this state? Will
they affect the sorts of issues that have been referred to
by the Aged Care Association and the Victorian
Association of Health and Extended Care — that is,
issues such as commonwealth funding that is provided
to help the frail aged and elderly in this state being
redirected through this new land tax on nursing homes
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to the coffers of the Bracks government? That question
needs to be answered by those who follow me in this
debate. Importantly, of course — because I do not
expect them to do it; they will just read from the script
they have been given — it must be answered by the
Premier and the Treasurer as a matter of urgency.
Having had this signal of a softening of attitude from
the Premier — but not from the Treasurer — we are
told that all will be revealed in the state budget.
The reality of course is that nobody believes the
government, and nobody believes there is going to be
anything significant. The people have every right not to
believe the government, because its track record in
regard to its promises and its financial management has
been a disgrace. The government has been described as
cruel and vicious by these two associations.
This issue must be responded to by the government. In
the interests of a fair and equitable Victoria, it cannot
allow this to continue.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am pleased to join
the debate on this extraordinary matter of public
importance. Why is it extraordinary? Because of its
hypocrisy! We have heard the member for Mornington
ask, ‘Who do we believe?’. The Victorian people
believe the government has delivered. What they
remember is that it was not long ago when a
government came in and took more taxes from them.
Remember the $100 poll tax that we all paid? The
people certainly remember that. Remember the land tax
doubling, which we heard mentioned today? Members
opposite did not cut it. They are talking about cutting
land tax, or at least indicating that that is what they
would do. Let us look at the facts.
As someone has already mentioned, the previous
government increased — doubled — land tax so that
some 70 000 extra people were covered by it. Under
our government 24 000 fewer people are covered by
land tax, and as well the rates are coming down. Again
let me ask: ‘Who do we believe?’. I think the Victorian
people believe a government that delivers.
One particular example of where this government has
listened, made a difference and taken a significant
decision on land tax relates to exempting caravan parks.
I welcomed the government’s decision on that. We had
a major problem with caravan park owners closing and
selling valuable land — walking away with significant
money, but still closing parks or sites because of the
land tax threat — so I made representations to the
Treasurer and the Minister for Environment in my
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capacity as someone looking at caravan parks around
coastal areas.
I made those representations, as did the caravan park
owners and a number of people within the government,
and the Treasurer listened. The Treasurer understood
that we were talking about key residents in Victoria
who were being affected. I am not just talking about the
caravan park owners. I am also talking about
low-income families who use caravan parks as a
housing option or to have an affordable coastal holiday,
because they too were being affected. The Treasurer
looked at and took up the issue, and last year he made a
significant decision to exempt caravan parks from land
tax.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — It was a great decision, and it has
been welcomed. Members of the opposition talk about
this, saying that we do not act and that they would act
and would cut land tax. The caravan park owners told
me that they had previously sat around the table a
number of times and pleaded their case with former
Treasurer Alan Stockdale, saying that unless he acted
they would have to close their businesses. In the 1990s
one of the largest caravan parks in my electorate, the
Wynndean Holiday Resort at Ocean Grove, sold off a
quarter of its park because of land tax. It sat around the
table and pleaded with Alan Stockdale, but what did he
do? He said he did not care. What did members
opposite say at the time when they sat around the
cabinet room?
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — They did not mention it! They did
not care: they sat there and allowed caravan parks to
close. The endorsements given by both residents of
caravan parks and caravan park owners when this
government’s decision was made gives us an insight
into how significant it was. An article in the Geelong
Advertiser of 6 December 2004 refers to Carmel and
John Power, residents of the Wynndean caravan park
and people on a very low income. For them the
government’s decision was a significant announcement
about their long-term housing options. They said:
This is a victory for commonsense.

The article further states:
‘I reckon the announcement has taken care of Christmas
presents’, Mr Power says.

It was a very significant decision. John Wynn, the
owner of the caravan park, called the decision a gift. He
thought his mum would be doing cartwheels in heaven,
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because she and his dad had also made representations
about this land tax issue. He wished his mum could
have been there to appreciate the significance of this
decision. Talking to John, as I said before, and to other
caravan park owners, I know they sat around the table
with Alan Stockdale and were told to go away.
We did not tell them to go away. We listened, we
looked at the financial implications and we said that this
was a significant decision to protect low-income
housing and holiday options for families. As John
Wynn said, this was basically about Christmas coming
early. We took seriously the concerns raised by private
caravan park owners, and we acted to protect them and
to ensure that they are there in the future — and we did
this in a financially responsible way.
One of the other things the opposition is criticising us
for today is our having flagged that we understand that
there are some issues facing small businesses in this
state as a result of land tax and that we are sympathetic
to their concerns. Clearly we are not about trying to
close small businesses. That is why we have reduced by
24 000 the number of people who are paying land tax.
That is why we have cut or reduced a number of other
significant business taxes — unlike, as I said before, the
previous government under which 70 000 poor old
small businesses had to pay land tax. We do care and
we are listening, but we need to be financially
responsible about this. We need to balance appropriate
taxes, a good economy and good employment
opportunities with the capacity to deliver the services
Victorians need and rely on.
The member for Macedon pointed out that under the
previous government we did see an enormous increase
in revenues to the government. That happens. As the
population grows, there are more taxpayers and more
demands on the system. Combined with that we also
saw tax increases but amazingly we did not see
improvements in services or infrastructure. What we
saw were cuts: cuts to nurses and police, closure of
hospitals and railways lines. The list goes on.
This government is about getting the balance right. It is
about listening to Victorians and trying to ensure that
we have a vibrant and viable economy and have small
businesses thriving. It is also about ensuring that we
have a tax or revenue base that is able to deliver the
services that people need in their communities, such as
the new school at Ocean Grove that the previous
government was going to close, Wallington Primary
School, Leopold Primary School, new road
infrastructure, new services, new dental health services
to get the waiting lists down, and investment in a new
emergency department in Geelong, the Andrew Love
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Cancer Centre, and the Grace McKellar Centre. These
are just a few of the investments we are making in the
Geelong community. We need a revenue base to do
that. We need to get the balance right, listening to
people, weighing up these options and ensuring that we
make the best decisions for all Victorians in
metropolitan and regional Victoria.

Indeed one of my constituents was so ill as a
consequence of the pressure that her family had to take
steps to deal with it. We have heard about drycleaners
in Camberwell, Rowan Woolcock who has been
mentioned before, Jim Ryan from the Whitehorse Inn
and the campaign he ran, and D. J. Evans’s hardware
shop.

Let us go back to the question of who do Victorians
believe. They believe the government that has delivered
reductions in taxes but improvements in services and
infrastructure. They will not believe opposition
members when they make claims that they will cut
taxes and deliver and continue to deliver services and
infrastructure. As the member for Mulgrave said, there
is a 7 billion-to-1 chance that they will be able to do
that.

Let me refer to properties on Phillip Island as well — in
your electorate, Acting Speaker. Many people have
written to me and to others pointing out the fact that
indexation factors have taken their land tax bills into
realms they never considered possible. There have been
ludicrous increases, and on top of that there is a
valuation system which is totally distorting the values
of their properties. Indeed they make the point that the
valuation system used by this government is causing
their properties to be valued in such a way that if it
were applied under the Australian Securities and
Investments Commission, people would be in jail
because they would be inflating their assets beyond
what is reasonable. That is the reality at Phillip Island.
There are plenty of other examples.

Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — Land tax is a crisis
issue in this state. That is the reality, and any
government that ignored this crisis would simply be
presenting itself as totally inept. This is actually a
debacle and I have been warning about this for five
years in this place and outside. Indeed, I have spoken
on many occasions about the growing problem with
land tax. I have described the tax as pernicious and
insidious before, and I note a number of other members
have now described it as pernicious. Let me quote
Rowan Woolcock from the Fairer Land Tax
Association who, speaking on 3AW on 8 March, said
very simply, ‘It is a policy that is sending people
broke’.
That is the shame of this government. Who is
responsible for this crisis? It is the Treasurer and his
parliamentary secretary, the member for Burwood.
They are the ones who have been responsible for
sending businesses and people broke. That is the reality.
Let us look at the very simple facts. When the Kennett
government came to office, the land tax take was
around the $500 million mark. When the Kennett
government left office, the land tax take was around
$400 million, a decline over seven years in the total
land tax take. Now the total land tax take is
approaching $1 billion, more than double what it was
when this government started. That is the fundamental
test of land tax as an issue — the total land tax take.
There have been plenty of examples referred to in this
debate. In the last few years I have raised plenty,
including examples of individuals who have suffered
personally from the land tax situation. I can point to
people who have been in tears and whose illness has
been extremely exacerbated by the pressure of land tax.

Let me give the house another example of a self-funded
retiree with six rental properties. The land tax take from
this self-funded retiree in 1999 was $3000. This year it
is approaching $40 000.
Mr Nardella — What is the value of the land?
Mr BAILLIEU — What is the value of the land?
Terrific! Where does the capacity to pay come from?
Let us deal with that in a minute. The total take is what
counts. How do people pay? Government members do
not seem to understand that it is the capacity to pay.
Ms Duncan — It is income tax.
Mr BAILLIEU — If the member for Macedon
were in her seat I would respond more fully, but the
reality is that members of the government just do not
understand. Members of the public have made very
clear their views about this. They are saying this is a
crisis. They are saying, ‘Deal with it’. A moment ago
the member for Bellarine referred to caravan parks.
Thank God some changes were made. It was getting
extreme; it was getting extraordinary.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Ask the caravan park operators
what they think of the changes you have made. There
have been some superficial changes now, but down the
track the government will take the money back off
them anyway.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Ask the caravan park owners
who have already closed their businesses and whom
you ignored. The government ignored them. The
question arises, and the member for Melton referred to
this: how does an individual pay? What is the
government’s response to this? Its response is, ‘Sell
your property’. That is fantastic. That is the response
we had from the Premier.
Mr Nardella — No!
Mr BAILLIEU — What is the other response? It is
to go into debt, to borrow money to pay tax. That is the
response.
Let me give the house another example. Fry’s Self
Storage is an extraordinary business out in the direction
of the honourable member for Melton’s electorate. It
had a land tax bill of $120 000. That has now gone to
$340 000. How have its proprietors responded? By
taking out personal mortgages on their homes just to
pay the bill. How do you pay it? Do you sell a few
self-storage boxes, or do you sell a piece of land to pay
it? It is a nonsense. There is a crisis in land tax, and it is
a tragedy that the government has been so slow to
respond.
Until recently the response from the government and
the Treasurer had been that there was no problem.
Indeed the Treasurer said on 3AW, ‘We do not have a
blank cheque’. I had hotel operators ringing me and
saying, ‘We do not want the government to give us a
blank cheque. We simply want it to stop taking more’.
Let me quote from the Progress Leader of 8 March
2005. Alison Crossweller, Treasurer John Brumby’s
spokesperson, is reported as saying — it is an
extraordinary quote:
We cut the rate so people have actually been paying less …

It is a complete nonsense. She then went on to say, in
another extraordinary quote:
The state government has nothing to do with how land tax is
calculated.

That was the Treasurer’s own spokesperson, and that
was an extraordinary response. What about the
response of the Premier? He fluffed around on radio
3AW for months on this issue, basically saying there
was no problem, and then when he was challenged
about the consequences for those who were paying land
tax, he said on 8 March this year:
It’s only the owners that pay land tax.
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That is a complete fiction. Indeed the talkback caller
who had raised the issue said, ‘Premier, that is a
complete fiction’ and he said, ‘No, it is not a fiction.
The landlords cannot pass on land tax’.
Mr Cooper — He does not know!
Mr BAILLIEU — Let me remind the house what
the Premier said when in opposition about the prospect
of land tax not being passed on to tenants. He is
reported in the Hansard of 13 May 1998 as saying:
… that provision is almost impossible to police.

Further:
The reality is that will happen and it will unfairly affect
tenants.

And further:
… it will be passed on to tenants.

And also:
… the reality is that it will be passed on in some guise or
other.

The reality is there has been a major problem, but the
government has not wanted to admit it because it is
seeking to drive up the total tax take. That is what has
been going on. It is interesting to note that in my
portfolio area one of the consequences of Melbourne
2030 is to drive up the total land tax take in activity
centres. We will see that with prematurely executed
structure plans which drive up property values in those
activity centres and as a consequence drive up the land
tax take. Watch it happen; it will happen before we
know it.
The government has dealt with caravan parks in a way
that I believe is folly, but the reality is that it has a lot
further to go. It has to demonstrate that the total tax take
will go down substantially. There are issues of rates,
which under previous governments have been adjusted
according to the valuation of the current value of
properties. That is the only basis for dealing with the
rates historically, and the fiction that has come from the
government in this debate is extraordinary.
The other thing that has to be dealt with is the
valuation. There are some extreme problems with the
valuation issues, and the prospective changes to the
Valuation of Land Act will only exacerbate this
problem. Will the government deal with aggregation?
Total tax is the major problem. There is a major issue in
land tax in this state.
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Let me conclude by reminding the house who is
responsible for having ripped these hundreds of
millions of dollars extra out of Victorian businesses. It
is the Treasurer and the member for Burwood, and they
get up and defend it here with total fiction. I point
finally to one correspondent, who has indicated to me
that in the last few years his land tax has gone up
5546 per cent, and if that is not a joke nothing is.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The matter of public
importance before the house is actually too late. The
Liberals in this house are so lazy that it has taken them
nearly 12 months to wake up to what we put in place in
our last budget in regard to land tax. Let me inform
honourable members on the other side of the house who
spoke on this matter of public importance today that we
have put a range of measures together in regard to land
tax that will increase the threshold and decrease the
rates of tax paid by people and organisations and
companies that pay land tax. In fact we have taken into
account the changes that are occurring in land values
and the taxes actually coming into Victoria, and the
government has made a decision to reduce the amount
of tax taken through land tax.
The opposition is 12 months too late. It has just woken
up! Opposition members are also confused. In this
debate today they have been saying on the one hand
that they want to reduce taxes — the Liberal Party is
saying, ‘When we are in government we want to reduce
taxes’ — but then they have been saying, ‘We are
going to maintain services. We will reduce taxes so we
have less money to spend, but we are going to maintain
services.’!
The third aspect of their argument today is, ‘Not only
are we going to reduce taxes; we are going to maintain
services, but we are going to impose a further $7 billion
debt by taking tolls off the EastLink project’. They are
very confused in this debate, but that exposes their
hypocrisy. It exposes the voodoo economics that will
maintain this opposition, this Liberal Party and The
Nationals, on that side of the house for a long time to
come.
Let me go through some of the issues on land tax.
When members of the Liberal Party were last in power,
during the seven long, dark years of the Kennett
government, they did one thing with land tax. They
reduced the threshold to $85 000 — that is, they halved
the threshold, so they spread the number of people and
organisations that paid land tax. They increased by
70 000 the number of people and the number of
organisations paying land tax. Those are the caring and
sharing members of the Liberal Party when in
government. Do not take their word for it — their
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actions speak much louder than their words. Our
changes over the last 12 months have gone to
immediately decrease by 27 000 the number of people
and organisations paying land tax — already within the
first 12 months.
What this matter of public importance says to the
people of Victoria about the Liberals and The Nationals
is that they cannot handle success and they cannot
handle an economy that is booming ahead. They cannot
handle a Bracks Labor government that is increasing
prosperity for everyone in Victoria, increasing jobs and
the incomes of people and families within Victoria,
making Victoria the best place to raise a family, and
reducing taxes.
This voodoo economics about the tax take says that in
our budget it has gone from $20 billion to $30 billion.
Of course it has gone up. There are things called
inflation and growth that those opposite are not taking
into account in regard to the budget. They are
absolutely not able to handle success, where the success
is reflected — not in their having only 17 seats, because
I suppose for those people it was a success just to get
through the last state election — in the increased land
values in Victoria. That is the real issue here: because
we have been so successful, because we have managed
the economy and brought in surplus budget after
surplus budget — we have ploughed money into
employing teachers and nurses and into schools and
hospitals and put $2.5 billion every year into capital
works and still maintained the budget in the black —
they cannot handle it.
They do not know how to handle it because we are
taking their mantle. We are taking their position of
economic responsibility that they champion at every
stage. They have none under their present leader and
shadow Treasurer at the moment because of the
$7 billion that they want to take away the tolls with. We
have taken it on. That success of an economically
responsible government is what this is all about.
Because land values have increased, companies and
individuals have had a windfall in the value of their
properties, which gives them options. The only option,
according to the Liberal Party, including the honourable
member for Hawthorn, is to flog off some of their land.
That is certainly an option, but it is the only option that
he proposes anywhere. There are other options. There
are options in increasing the income of those properties.
There are options in making sure that the true value and
income streams available to those people and
corporations are actually received by those corporations
so that they can pay the land tax quite easily.
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The honourable member for Hawthorn talked about a
poor investor who makes $40 000 on a block of six
units somewhere in his electorate. He did not say, when
asked by me, what the value of those investments is.
How can those investments be upgraded or what advice
should be given to that investor by their accountant as
part of their business and tax planning so that they can
pay their land tax and get a decent outcome out of that
investment? The bad advice the honourable member for
Hawthorn gives is that the only option they have is to
sell it off. They do not need to sell it off. They should
work with their accountant and business partners to
increase the amount of income and capitalise on the
value of those properties. It is important to understand
they have options that ordinary people in my electorate
of Melton do not have. Those people do not pay land
tax because the value of their land does not warrant it.
The hypocrisy of the Liberal Party and The Nationals
here today! When Stockers was the Treasurer in
Victoria, as the honourable member for Bellarine said,
they talked to him — that business-friendly
Treasurer — and he told them to go away. He said that
he wanted to take this money and he did not care. That
was his response. Even worse than that, in 1993 the
Kennett government reduced the threshold to increase
the number of people paying land tax.
The Liberals have imposed extra taxes on the business
community at a range of levels. You just have to look at
the Howard Liberal government with the BAS
statement if you want to talk about impositions and
extra workload for the business community. Opposition
members come in here today in the hypocritical way
they have always come into this house, without any
solutions, just being critical of us. We reject the motion
before the house.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to support
the call in the matter of public importance that urgent
relief be provided from land tax. As many members of
this place are aware, my electorate has suffered
significantly under the current land tax regime. It is a
serious problem. One of the leaders in this debate has
been John Ribbands from the Metung Hotel. It
highlights the problem people face. A lot of people
have moved to East Gippsland because of their desire
for a sea change and the attractive nature of my
electorate, and land values have increased significantly.
A lot of businesses and individuals have been caught up
in land tax issues, with significant hikes in land tax over
the last three or four years. We should use the example
of the Metung Hotel. It is in one of the best positions
anywhere in this state — it has a significant footprint
right on the water in the middle of Metung village.
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Because of the increased development of units going on
around it, the potential value for an individual block has
been raised to a level which no longer sustains a
business with a turnover of the size of a hotel or even a
restaurant or a number of other businesses.
I will take up the point raised by the member for
Melton. Arguably the purpose of land tax is to drive the
most efficient use of the land. Land tax is issued on the
undeveloped value of the property. The honourable
member raised a number of options available to
individuals. I do not think he actually understands the
impact those options would have. If you look at the
Metung Hotel and land in some of our most precious
coastal areas and take his advice to the nth degree, that
would mean all we could afford would be Gold
Coast-style developments right along our coastal strip.
That is not something I or a lot of other people could
support. It is going on in places like Lakes Entrance,
where there are multistorey developments, and that
raises the value of individual properties in those areas.
But if we allow that type of valuation on coastal land, it
would mean the only purpose for which a landowner
could use that property is multistorey developments —
the tax would drive that as the only purpose. Otherwise
they could not afford the land and other taxes. The
average working Australian is severely overtaxed. A lot
of the taxes really do not encourage saving or sensible
development. We are doubly taxed. You can be an
investor who has worked very hard and form a
company to reduce some of your tax payments, but
then you pay GST. If you put money into
superannuation, you are taxed in and out, and if you
buy a property for an investment, you are taxed again
with land tax, stamp duties and a whole range of other
taxes. It does not encourage people to work hard and
progress unless they have significant wealth, like some
members of this place. The member for Hawthorn is
looking at me — but I shouldn’t be like that!
I wrote a letter to the Treasurer in early December last
year when John Ribbands raised his personal issue with
me. I highlighted the fact that we needed to provide
further exemptions, because it was a significant issue
then. At that time I put out a press release calling for
concessions particularly for those coastal areas like
mine where businesses including hotels are being hit by
it.
Mr Baillieu — What response did you get from the
Treasurer?
Mr INGRAM — I will ignore any interjections! I
point out another major problem which is a potential
crisis. In East Gippsland we have a private rental
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property crisis, as there is in a lot of other areas where
property values have increased. I would argue that we
do not necessarily protect landlords enough to
encourage them to provide private rental properties.
While it has been recognised that the land tax take is
having a major impact on caravan parks it also has a
major impact on private rental properties. If you own a
second property, particularly in East Gippsland where
the value of most of the land, particularly in the coastal
areas, is significantly high, you are not encouraged to
maintain that property for rental purposes, or the rent is
too high to sustain it. It needs to be addressed.
At the top end of the market I have a very successful
business woman in my area, Mina Armstrong, who has
repeatedly called for this action in East Gippsland. She
has significant investment, not only in Paynesville in
land that is currently being subdivided but she also
owns a stake in land at the Docklands. This has been an
issue for her for a long while in those high-potential
development areas. As the land prices have increased
rapidly so has the tax take and it really does not
encourage people to invest in that property or it forces
people to develop it.
Mr Baillieu — Borrow to pay tax.
Mr INGRAM — Borrow to pay tax or to hastily
develop projects which may not necessarily be in the
best interests of that area. I think that is the issue at
Metung: it may not be in the best interests of Metung to
have the hotel pulled down and a resort-style
development put up which may not be in the character
of that village. They are some of the challenges we
face. They need to be addressed and the tax needs to be
reduced to encourage investment and better utilisation
of our land for the future.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has 3 minutes
and 14 seconds.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — Thank you,
Acting Speaker. I rise at a time when the member for
Melton has, of course, fled the chamber, so
embarrassed was he by his contribution on this land tax
debate. It is worth noting one of the all-time classic
quotes that will appear tomorrow morning in the Daily
Hansard of today’s debate. It was a clanger, as the
member for Mornington has just mentioned. The
member for Melton actually said, ‘It has taken the
Liberal Party 12 months to wake up to what we have
been doing on land tax’. I would have thought that was
the role of a good opposition, to critique what the
government is doing. This is a quote from one of the
biggest property owners in this Parliament —
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admittedly he is the poor man’s version of Eddie
Micallef — but he certainly showed us today that the
old axiom ‘Don’t do as I do but do as I say’ is alive and
well in Labor Party hypocrisy land.
This is the Labor Party that threw widows out of the
homes that they had lived in all their married lives. That
mean-spirited, venal Premier, John Cain, who pinched
the pennies while his Labor Party corporate mates
wheeled the dollars out of Treasury coffers before his
eyes, put a punitive land tax on the family home — but
only in Liberal Party-voting electorates. It is a bit harder
for the government today, because all the chardonnay
socialist Labor Party branch members, along with the
inner-city-dwelling ministers on the other side, would
now have to pay land tax on their family homes, given
the increase in land values. It is a bit harder nowadays
to put that nip and tuck in land tax around the
boundaries of certain parts of the Yarra River. We
could not have Labor Party comrades paying a wealth
tax based on the value of their own land. Imagine the
philosophical dilemma that would raise there!
Now it is harder for the government to cream off
money from the poor old widows in the eastern
suburbs, so it had to come up with other devices. The
best way to do that is to impose a wealth tax by the
accumulation method to ensure that those battling
Australian families who want to save for their
superannuation and not rely totally on the old age
pension by year in and year out creaming off money
from them — when they have scrimped and saved to
buy one or two investment properties. That is what this
Labor government is all about: taking money from
people who in most cases cannot afford to do without a
small investment to save for their retirement. We know
why the government is doing it. Its members thought
they would get away with it. Today the member for
Melton exposed their thinking that they had got away
with it!
It has taken the Liberal Party opposition, with the
support of small business people like the innkeeper at
the Whitehorse Inn and the hotelier at Metung, to hold
up the mirror of hypocrisy to this government — which
creams off money from whomever it can. It is the
highest taxing state government in our history and its
revenue — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired and the time for
matters of public importance has also expired.
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STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
violence associated with motor vehicle use
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I wish to comment
on the report that was presented to the house this
morning from the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee inquiry into violence associated with motor
vehicle use.
It is a groundbreaking report on an issue that concerns a
lot of people in our community and has of course over a
great many years attracted the attention of our media.
The committee covered a range of issues in this report,
but perhaps the most important ones I can comment on
in the brief time available to me are those under the
term ‘road rage’. ‘Road rage’ is a term generally
understood by all road users — in fact all the
community — as meaning an offence committed by
people who are driving motor cars. However, the
committee found that this terminology is confusing and
that it misleads people. As members will see when they
read the report, we found that it is very poorly defined
and have suggested that it no longer be used.
The committee has suggested three terms that could
replace it. The first one is ‘road violence’, which
involves spontaneous, driving-related acts of violence
specifically targeted at strangers. The second is ‘road
hostility’, which involves spontaneous, road-related
non-violent but hostile acts that are specifically targeted
at strangers. The third is ‘selfish driving’, which
involves time-urgent or self-oriented driving behaviour.
It is my view that the latter, selfish driving, is the one
that most people encounter, and it is certainly the one
that most people find extremely offensive. In the case
of some road users, particularly older road users, they
not only find it offensive but feel somewhat in danger
from it.
One of the things that the committee found, which I am
sure will interest members, is that road violence — that
is, the use of a vehicle to commit a violent act — is not
as prevalent as people imagine it to be. The committee
commented in the report that on the basis of the
information on road-user violence collected by Victoria
Police since July 2002, it appears that there is no
evidence of an overall increase in reported incidents in
Victoria and that the incidence is very low compared
with other crimes of violence. The report goes on to say
that the committee found that in 80 per cent of road use
violence cases recorded by Victoria Police no financial
loss was reported. And for the remaining 20 per cent of
cases in which victims did suffer financial loss through
damage to their property, the range of loss varied from
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$25 to $28 000, with a mean value of $174.24 per
incident.
I signal right here and now that I will want to comment
on this report again in future sitting weeks. I urge
members to look at some of the case histories set out in
the back of the report. In particular I refer them to the
variation in case histories, such as case history 51,
which is described as a crazed rampage of violence and
road rage, through to the other end of the spectrum,
which is case history 61, which occurred in St George’s
Road, Toorak, and involved two blond females
dropping their children off at school. This gives an
indication of the breadth of things that go on on our
roads.
Finally I draw the attention of the house to page 502
and to comments by Dr Martinez of the United States,
who said:
Driving is a privilege that demands responsibility, not a ‘me
first’ philosophy. Driving is a cooperative venture and not a
competitive sport.

The sooner that kind of message gets through to our
community the better off we will be on our roads. There
is no doubt that a lot of work needs to be done, not only
by government in this state to shore up the law and
make sure that these sorts of offences can be dealt with
properly but also in driver education.

Economic Development Committee: labour
hire
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — The
Economic Development Committee has submitted its
interim report on labour hire employment in Victoria. I
commend the report to the house and I look forward to
having the opportunity, when time permits, to speak on
this report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget outcomes 2003–04
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The report of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee on the 2003–04
budget outcomes continues the committee’s task of
documenting the bungles, incompetence and failures of
the Bracks government. I will refer briefly to some of
the items the committee has reported.
The committee has found that since its inception in
March 2001 the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment
Authority has incurred average annual operating
deficits of more than $1.4 million, which culminated in
an accumulated deficit of $4.6 million at 30 June 2004.
The committee also stated that it is concerned about
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whether the department’s present funding approach will
ensure the VCAA’s long-term financial viability.
In relation to hospitals the committee found that 86 per
cent of emergency patients transferred from emergency
departments were admitted to a hospital bed within the
recommended period of less than 12 hours, compared
to a target of 95 per cent for 2003–04, a result that
showed no marked improvement when compared to the
previous two financial years.
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr CLARK — I am quoting from the committee’s
report. At page 20 the committee went on to say that on
average one in every three emergency patients at the
Alfred hospital was required to wait more than 12 hours
for admission whereas around one in every four
patients was in this category at the Dandenong
Hospital, the Monash Medical Centre and the Royal
Melbourne Hospital.
In relation to the Department of Infrastructure, the
committee confirmed that in respect of the regional fast
rail project the progress as at 30 October 2004 in terms
of completing the project occurred more slowly than
planned for the Bendigo and Latrobe corridors.
The committee also reported a lower than expected
level of patronage of Melbourne’s trams in 2003–04 —
it was down by 4.1 million passengers: 135.9 million
passengers compared to the target of 140 million. The
committee said it believed there would be merit in the
department commissioning a study to evaluate the
extent of fare evasion.
In relation to the Department of Justice, the committee
found that the reported reduction in the Victorian crime
rate in 2003–04 was not demonstrated in a quantifiable
manner. The committee also said that it considers the
department needs to improve its cash management
procedures involving the recovery of court fines, as
outstanding fines increased by $67 million to
$554.4 million in 2003–04 and 51.5 per cent of this
debt had remained outstanding for more than two years.
In relation to the Department of Premier and Cabinet
and funding for the arts, I will quote from page 26. It
states:
The committee also observed that funding of $2 million was
provided in 2003–04 by Arts Victoria to 14 per cent of grants
recipients that subsequently did not meet agreed outcomes for
programs or projects. The committee believes that better
assessment of applications for grants is required, particularly
to establish the financial viability of projects for which
funding is sought by organisations.
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In relation to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, the committee said at page 27:
… little progress has been made by the department in
resolving accuracy, completeness and valuation issues for its
Crown land holdings. The adoption of Australian equivalents
to international financial reporting standards makes it
imperative that these issues are remedied.

The committee also made a series of recommendations
to try to push the government to get its act together. A
number of those recommendations back up some of the
findings and conclusions I have referred to.
In addition the committee recommended that the
Department of Treasury and Finance address data
collection deficiencies, particularly for property
activities, and re-evaluate its budget forecasting
methodology in line with best practice in other
jurisdictions in Australia and overseas where
comparable, and that it include in the annual budget
papers comprehensive details of the methodology and
economic forecasts underlying its revenue estimates.
In relation to the Department of Education the
committee recommended that the department aim to
improve the number of performance targets being met
or exceeded. In relation to the Department of Human
Services the committee recommended that the
department give further attention to the admission of
semi-urgent cases on the waiting lists of the major
metropolitan hospitals within the clinically ideal time of
90 days.
So the committee has exposed across a range of
departments serious shortcomings in the administration
of this government. The government would be well
advised to pick up on the specific recommendations I
have quoted to address those shortcomings and also on
other recommendations where time and again the
committee has called for improvements to the
accountability standards in government reports,
particularly its reporting on outcomes. This government
has a track record of being very good at talking about
what it is going to do but has far less success in what it
achieves, so this outcomes report is very valuable.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget outcomes 2003–04
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I commend the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on the
2003–04 budget outcomes report. When time permits in
the next sitting week I will talk to it in detail.
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Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
violence associated with motor vehicle use
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I speak on the inquiry into
violence associated with motor vehicle use. First of all I
would like to congratulate the researchers and staff on
the excellent work they have done — in particular the
working out of a conceptual framework that puts into
context the background to road violence associated with
motor vehicles. The committee found that road violence
was caused by a mixture of interactions between
person-related situations, car-related situations and
cultural factors, and it worked out a flow chart showing
how that all comes together.
The key points that I would like to highlight are that
there is a need to, firstly, do better work to more
accurately establish the true prevalence of the problem
in Victoria, and secondly, whilst that is going on, to
undertake no-regrets action, such as putting more
emphasis on courteous driving and respect for others in
the training of drivers and dealing with people who
have driving problems.
Finally, I also believe we should be focusing on anger
management not only for drivers but also for people in
general, so that we can get together and function
successfully as a community on the roads. I will expand
on all this at a later date.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget outcomes 2003–04
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to speak
ever so briefly on the Public Accounts and Estimates
report on the 2003–04 budget outcomes. I want to make
the point that this is the very first parliamentary
committee ever to have disclosed its cost — it was
$82 000 — and it is value for money in terms of the
quality of its report. I thank all those involved and look
forward to expanding on the report when time permits.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise that the
Premier is absent today, and in his place the Deputy
Premier will answer questions directed to him. The
Minister for Manufacturing and Export is absent, and
questions for him will be directed to the Treasurer. The
Attorney-General is also absent. Questions for the
Attorney-General will be directed to the Minister for
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Agriculture, and questions for the Minister for Planning
and the Minister for Industrial Relations will be
directed to the Treasurer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Land tax: aged care facilities
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer to the decision by
the State Revenue Office (SRO) to impose land tax on
nursing homes, aged care facilities and supported
residential services, and also to the Treasurer’s claim on
radio on 12 April 2005 that:
There has been absolutely no change in legislation or policy
administered by the State Revenue Office.

I ask: can the Treasurer confirm that the State Revenue
Office sought direction from his department late in
2004 and that by February 2005 his department had
directed the SRO to abandon the exemption previously
granted to aged care facilities?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — Let me thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. I reiterate the
comments I made during a radio interview to which I
think the Leader of the Opposition is referring. In
relation to aged care facilities generally, there are
amendments — —
Mr Doyle — Generally?
Mr BRUMBY — Generally. Are you having
trouble hearing?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — In 1991 the then government
made amendments, following a review of land tax
which was headed by former minister Robert Fordham,
to exempt retirement villages from land tax
requirements. The reason it did that is that a retirement
village was considered akin to being a principal place
of residence, so it provided that exemption. There has
never been any as-of-right exemption for other than
not-for-profit facilities. There has never been under our
government any change in legislation in relation to the
administration of those matters.
Mr Doyle — Policy, policy.
Mr BRUMBY — There has never been any change
in legislation or policy in relation to those matters.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY — As I indicated on radio, there are
three possible areas here which have meant that some
nursing homes or other hostels which were previously
not paying land tax may have become liable in recent
years. The first of those is if their land tax value was
below the threshold, so obviously if they are below and
they go over $175 000, it then becomes payable. There
was a second group, some of which had been claiming
exemptions under the charitable institutions definition
and which in law may or may not have been actually
charitable institutions, and the State Revenue Office
makes determinations under the tax act about whether
they are or are not. The third group — —
Mr Doyle — But I asked you — —
Mr BRUMBY — You asked the question and I am
answering it.
Mr Doyle — No, you are not. What you are doing is
avoiding it. I asked you — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the Leader of
the Opposition that interjections are disorderly.
Mr BRUMBY — The third group is where some
aged care facilities had been claiming exemptions under
the retirement villages exemption which was set in the
1991 legislation.
Mr Perton — And they were getting it.
Mr BRUMBY — Some may and some may not,
depending on whether they were retirement villages or
not.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — I repeat, there has been no change
in legislation or policy. It has always been the case that
the State Revenue Office administers the taxation acts.
Treasury does not. The Treasurer of the day does not.
The SRO administers the acts of the day.
It is a fact that over the years the distinctions between
what are retirement villages and what are aged care
nursing home or hostel facilities has become blurred.
For that reason the Premier and I have indicated
publicly that this is a matter which is being examined
by the government in the context of the budget to be
brought down on Tuesday, 3 May. So we are looking at
this matter. We have signalled that there will be
significant and enduring land tax relief in the budget on
Tuesday, 3 May, and as part of our considerations we
are examining the arrangements for for-profit nursing
homes and aged care facilities.
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Premier: overseas trip
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My question is
to the Acting Premier. Can the Acting Premier outline
to the house how the Premier’s visit to India and
Europe will promote Victoria’s economic,
environmental and cultural interests?
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — The Premier
is presently in Europe promoting Victoria’s future and
also honouring our past. The Premier has just
completed the Indian leg of his visit, building on the
very strong trade relationship that we have with India
worth some $574 million per annum. This trade is very
much part of Victoria’s future, and the Premier in
particular went to Mumbai and New Delhi to promote
our economic interests in some of the key shared
interest areas we have, such as aviation, information
and communications technology and food.
In terms of environmental challenges, one of the
greatest challenges we face in the future is climate
change, and on this front I am very pleased to inform
the house that the Premier’s visit is already paying
dividends for Victoria. Following discussions yesterday
the Premier has announced that the London-based
Climate Group will establish its Australia Pacific office
in Melbourne. This is an outstanding group which was
launched by the British Prime Minister, Tony Blair, and
includes key players such as BP, British Telecom,
Swissray, Starbucks, the provinces of Ontario and
Manitoba in Canada and a number of American states.
The significance of these initiatives is great for
Victoria, because we need to deal with companies, we
need to deal with other states and with other nations in
tackling greenhouse. This government today has
released a sustainability framework that will back that
up as well.
As to honouring the past, the Premier is on his way to
Gallipoli to commemorate the 90th anniversary of one
of the defining moments in Australia’s history. In
addition the Premier will be visiting, with
schoolchildren from Victoria, some of the key World
War I battlefields of the Western Front. As members
may be aware, some nine secondary school students
from across the state are travelling with the Premier.
They have been successful in the inaugural Spirit of
Anzac competition for year 9 Victorian secondary
students.
Students were invited to submit entries ranging from
poems to essays that captured the spirit of Anzac, with
winners joining the Premier’s tour overseas. In the
lead-up to Anzac Day these students will join the
Premier in visiting a number of significant World War I
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battlefields where so many Victorians sacrificed their
lives. These students will get some sense of the
magnitude of that terrible struggle, and of course that
struggle claimed some 60 000 Australian lives.

the impact of these initiatives on the future
sustainability of Victoria’s agriculture sector?

I am sure that all members will agree that this is a
fitting way to commemorate the memory of all
Australians who have served their country in all
theatres of war.

The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the members for Polwarth and Doncaster!

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Acting Premier and Minister for
Environment. Is the government considering sites other
than Hattah-Nowingi for the location of a toxic waste
dump?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) —
The government has been very open about the process
it is adopting — totally open — unlike the Liberal
Party, which is trying to do secret deals to place
hazardous waste facilities around Melbourne. Unlike
the opposition, we have said that we will do a full and
open environment effects statement (EES) process for
Nowingi, and that is what we are doing.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, with due
respect to the Acting Premier, I wonder if he could turn
this way to answer the question I have asked. I simply
cannot hear what he is saying.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members are supposed
to address the Chair when they answer questions,
indeed as they are when they ask them, but I will ask
the Deputy Premier to speak a little more loudly,
although his voice seemed quite loud to me.
Mr THWAITES — Thank you, Speaker. I know
we have attempted to improve the microphones, and I
will attempt to speak into the microphone so the Leader
of The Nationals can hear quite clearly. I would have
thought he would be very aware that the government
has indicated it will have a full and public EES. Under
that process all parties will have an opportunity to make
submissions. The proposal will be examined through
that process, and then there will be an outcome. As we
have always said, we will only proceed if it is a
satisfactory outcome on the basis of that EES.

Environment: greenhouse gas emissions
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — My question is to the
Minister for Agriculture. Can the minister advise the
house about the steps this government is taking to work
with farmers to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the honourable member for Morwell for his
question and for his interest in sustainability —
sustainability of farming, sustainability of the
environment, sustainability as a good local member to
make a sustainable Labor electorate.
Agriculture is extremely important to the state of
Victoria, where nearly one-quarter of all of Australia’s
agricultural production comes from. One in six jobs in
country Victoria is related to agriculture or downstream
sectors. You only have to take the dairy industry, which
is Victoria’s largest agricultural exporter, as an example
to see the importance of having sustainable agriculture,
not only for this generation but for future generations.
The Deputy Premier, on behalf of the government, is
leading the push to address climate change. That is
extremely important. It is important for many sectors,
but it is extremely important for the agricultural sector.
Agriculture does contribute to greenhouse gases, and
we all acknowledge that. Around 78 per cent of nitrous
oxide comes from agriculture and around 60 per cent of
methane. We have to be cognisant of what climate
change can do to agriculture. For example, at the
National Resource Management Ministerial Council
last week there was a very good presentation, and what
it highlighted is what climate change will do and what it
will do to agriculture in particular. What it will mean is
less rainfall and less production — that is, less jobs and
less exports.
What that is going to do in particular is hit country
Victoria. It is no wonder that the president of the
National Farmers Federation has nominated climate
change as the major potential threat to Australian
farming. It is interesting that during those seven dark
years the real production in agriculture went down. But
there is a greater threat to country Victoria and a greater
threat to agriculture than the Liberal Party and The
Nationals, and that is climate change. And that is why
we are keen to do something about it.
The government, the University of Melbourne, the
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research
Organisation and the Cooperative Research Centre for
Greenhouse Accounting are working together in
relation to greenhouse gases. That is particularly
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important for the grains industry, for example, and for
animals, because if we are able to take methane — and
good work is being done down at Ellinbank — and
convert it into energy and get more production, then
what we have is great benefit not only in terms of
reducing greenhouse emissions but also in terms of
increasing production. That is very much where we are
working with industry to get good science so that we
can help address what is a problem. We either sit back
and do nothing about this problem or we are prepared
to put our shoulder to the wheel and do something
about it.
Victoria is a great state in which to bring up families.
This government wants to make sure that that is the
case now and for future generations.

Hospitals: reporting systems
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question is to
the Minister for Health. I refer to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee report tabled today that
shows that 45 per cent of patients at the Alfred hospital
and 30 per cent of patients at the Monash Medical
Centre waited for more than 12 hours on trolleys in
emergency wards before being admitted, and I ask: are
these disgraceful figures the reason why the
government has dumped the Hospital Services Report
and introduced a new reporting system that will hide
and disguise the crisis facing Victorian hospitals?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Caulfield for her question. How often did
the former government release a Hospital Services
Report in its last year of office? Members might be
interested to know the answer to that question. In 1999,
its last year in office, the former government did not
release a Hospital Services Report once, on any
occasion. The former government did not devote one
drop of ink to informing the Victorian public about the
performance of its own hospitals.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Wynne interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is far too high, particularly from the member for
Richmond. I ask members to be quiet and to allow the
minister to continue.
Ms PIKE — It is quite obvious why the former
government did not release one single Hospital Services
Report in 1999.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order with respect
to relevance, Speaker, the question is not about former
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governments, it is about why the current government
has after five years dumped a very important report.
The minister should refer to her government’s
administration, not dwell totally on previous
governments.
The SPEAKER — Order! In answering questions
ministers can certainly refer to the situation of the state
when they took office, but in relation to the activities of
a previous government, they probably should only be
passing references. I ask the minister to move on.
Ms PIKE — The former government was too
embarrassed, but our approach is entirely different. In
the release of the new Your Hospitals report — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is far too noisy.
Ms PIKE — This government has now taken
accountability to an even higher level. The Victorian
government is now giving the public more information
than any other state in this country. The new Your
Hospitals report contains every single indicator in the
old report and includes no less than 18 new, additional
indicators. Let me refer to those indicator categories —
18 more than were ever there before! They include
statistics on hospital cleanliness, dental care, total bed
capacity, patient satisfaction, patients treated in
specialist outpatient clinics, same-day treatment
numbers and patients treated in community mental
health outpatient clinics. There are urgency categories
in emergency departments, median treatment times for
elective surgery, doctor and nurse recruitment, health
funding, hospital performance against targets,
bulk-billing trends, federal funding trends impacting on
Victorian hospitals, immunisations, breast and cervical
cancer screening, doctor and nurse recruitment, and of
course the hospital rebuilding program and its progress.
We are opening up our hospital system to public
scrutiny in a way that that has never been done before.
If you wanted to read the old report — which very few
members of the public actually did — you needed a
masters degree in statistics to find out how the state’s
hospitals were performing. In contrast, we have
designed a new report that is much more user-friendly,
and we want people to see it. We have actually placed
advertisements in the newspapers, because we want the
public to know what is happening, unlike those
opposite, who basically hid the performance of
hospitals because they were so embarrassed about what
was happening.
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We are also making the report available on the web,
and members will be very interested to know that since
last Friday we have had nearly 6000 hits on the new
web site — 6000 Victorians wanting to view this
report! They are interested in what is happening in our
hospital system. I certainly encourage all members of
the public and all members of this house to have a look
at the web site, to have a look at the report and to look
at the new categories.
For the first time ever we are also giving Victorians the
times to treatment for all 27 major categories of elective
surgery. Victorians will be able to see how long the
average time to treatment for their surgery is, and they
will then be able to discuss that with their doctor. This
is a very empowering initiative, because it gives that
information to patients and their doctors so they can
make genuine choices about their treatment.
We believe the new report, including its availability and
its user-friendly format, provides a lot more information
and will give Victorians a better picture of how their
hospitals are performing and will empower them. What
we are really interested in is making sure that
Victorians have a lot of information so they can get
their treatment more quickly. That is our concern, that
is our passion and that is what drives us, and this is a
very good initiative to help achieve that goal.

Schools: water-saving initiatives
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — Can the Minister for
Education Services advise the house on the latest way
in which Victorian schools and students are
contributing to water-saving initiatives?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Education Services) — I
thank the member for Brunswick for his question.
Members of the house know very well that the Bracks
government is committed to creating a sustainable
future for Victorian families and is very much focused
on promoting these efforts through the Our Water Our
Future campaign. Schools have a key role to play in this
campaign.
This is on top of the already terrific efforts in our
schools to educate students about a sustainable future
for our state. As part of those ongoing efforts, on
Monday afternoon I, along with the Minister for Water,
was joined by the member for Brunswick at Brunswick
North West Primary School to launch the new
$2 million Schools Water Efficiency program that will
help Victorian schools to conserve and save water and
save money on their future water bills at the same time.
This follows a successful small pilot run by some
schools in the Yarra Valley region that demonstrated to
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us quite clearly that by concentrating on internal water
use in the school we could make some quick water
savings. It also made good economic sense. We wanted
to expand on this program to help all Victorian schools
to save water and save money on their water bills.
Under this program every school in the state —
2200 schools right across Victoria — will be assisted to
undertake an audit of its internal water use and will put
in place water-saving measures such as updating their
plumbing, fitting flow-control valves and fixing leaky
taps or cisterns.
This is great news for schools. Under this initiative,
each year schools have the potential to be able to save
on average around $1000 on their water bills and
between 800 000 and 3 million litres of water. This
works out to an average of around 1.6 billion litres of
water that will be saved in Victorian schools every year.
These are real water savings that can boost the fantastic
efforts already under way right across Victoria as part
of the Our Water Our Future program that Victorians
are embracing to conserve water.
The program also adds to the already great efforts in
schools to undertake water-saving measures. For
example, the Water — Learn It! Live It! education kit is
already making a significant contribution in schools in
metropolitan areas, and we will be rolling this initiative
out to schools in regional areas as well. On top of this
we have also built sustainability into our new capital
projects. Since 2002 every new capital works project
undertaken includes the provision of water tanks. The
water from those tanks is then used within the schools,
making further savings in this area.
This is a terrific program. It has enormous potential to
build on the work that is already under way in our
community contributing to the overall efforts by
Victorians to save more water. It is also an important
part of our program to educate students about the
importance of water sustainability. Through these
efforts the Victorian government is certainly building a
better future for Victorian families.

Minister for Community Services: electorate
officer
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Caulfield — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members of the
government that members should be able to ask
questions without that unnecessary interjection. I ask
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government members to be quiet and allow the member
for Caulfield to ask her question.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — Thank you,
Speaker. My question is to the Minister for Community
Services. When allegations of corruption against Labor
hack Colin Brooks are proven, will the minister sack
Brooks from her staff and ensure that the Labor Party
does not preselect him for the seat of Bundoora when
she retires at the next state election?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have checked with the
Clerk. It is his view that it is within government business.
I was talking to the Clerk during the latter part of
business, so perhaps we could hear the question again to
see which part is relevant and which is not — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the member for Doncaster!
Mrs SHARDEY — My question is to the Minister
for Community Services. When allegations of
corruption against Labor hack Colin Brooks are proven,
will the minister sack Brooks from her staff and ensure
that the Labor Party does not preselect him for the seat
of Bundoora when she retires at the next state election?
The SPEAKER — Order! I think there are two
problems with that question: firstly, it is hypothetical;
and the preselection of candidates for the Labor Party is
not a matter of Victorian government business.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, you and
I have been in this house a long time, and it is a
tradition — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. Without assistance, I ask the member for
Doncaster to raise his point of order in the appropriate
form.
Mr Perton — All previous Speakers have, in the
case of such a ruling, allowed a member to rephrase the
question, and I ask you to follow the precedent of all
your predecessors and invite the member for Caulfield
to rephrase the question so that it accords with your
interpretation of the standing orders.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Brighton to be quiet!
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Mr Brumby — On the point of order, Speaker, you
explicitly ruled the question out of order. The question
was out of order for two reasons: firstly, because it was
hypothetical, and that is in breach of the standing orders
and rules the question, on its own, out of order; and
secondly, it had nothing to do with government
administration — it was a question about Labor Party
preselection. On both grounds this question was well
and truly out of order.
The point the member for Doncaster is making is a
point which has come up over the years with questions
where there is a very fine line between what is in and
what is out and what may be questions of subjective
judgment. With respect, this is not a question of
subjective judgment. Objectively, the question was out
of order. It was hypothetical, which is out of order, and
secondly it asked about Labor Party preselection, which
has nothing to do with government administration.
Mr Honeywood — On the point of order, Speaker,
your initial ruling was that the question was in fact in
order, and you ruled accordingly, based on the Clerk’s
advice. As to the issue of hypothetical questions, there
were any number of hypothetical questions from the
government to its own ministers the last week we sat
regarding a $7 billion amount, which was differentiated
by the Premier as being — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
other members!
Mr Honeywood — The Premier referred to a
$2.5 billion amount, and question after question was
asked of other ministers regarding, on the same project,
a totally separate amount which was hypothetical. You
ruled those questions in order. Therefore, based on
precedent of hypothetical questions — let alone the
point of order made by the member for Doncaster that
previous speakers have indeed allowed any member
who asks a question to have another go in terms of
reframing their question — I would ask, Speaker, that
you abide by that precedent, particularly as in your first
ruling you ruled the question in order.
The SPEAKER — Order! There are a number of
comments I would like to make in relation to the point
of order raised by the member for Doncaster. It is true
that where the question is close to being within the
standing orders members have been asked to rephrase
the question. But in this case I cannot see that there was
anything in the question asked by the member for
Caulfield — —
Mr Perton interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster is not giving this ruling, and I ask him to
show a little courtesy to the Chair.
There is nothing I can see in the question that could be
rephrased at all. In giving my first ruling I actually
asked the Clerk whether allegations of corruption were
allowed by the standing orders. That was why I did not
hear the rest of the question, because the member for
Caulfield started off her question alleging corruption.
In relation to the comments made by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, his memory of rulings given by the
Chair during the last week of Parliament seems to be
faulty. In fact the questions were not found to be
hypothetical. The government is fully entitled to say
that it has investigated various policies and come to a
decision. Much of what the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has said was not relevant to the point of
order that was raised. I find it difficult to overrule my
original ruling that the question was out of order,
because the first part of it was a hypothetical relating to
some supposed action which would occur in the future
and of which I am not aware, and the second part
pertained to matters relating to the Australian Labor
Party, not to the business of the Victorian government.

Arts: venues
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — My question is to the
Minister for the Arts. Could the minister outline to the
house the latest actions taken by the Bracks government
in providing two new cultural venues for the Victorian
community?
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for the Arts) — I
thank the member for Richmond for his question. This
government is working to make Victoria a great place
to live and raise a family in, whether that be through
health or education, public safety or the best there is in
arts and culture. Since coming to office we have
transformed our major cultural venues and have made
access to the arts absolutely the cornerstone of the work
we have been doing. It does not matter where you live
in Victoria or what you earn, there is something for you
in arts and culture in this state, whether it be at the new
venues or the events in the city or whether it be at the
$53 million worth of newly expanded arts facilities
across regional Victoria, from Swan Hill to Sale and
from Ballarat to Warragul.
Today I am pleased to outline to the house two new
cultural venues that will complete the unique arts
precinct here in Melbourne. This morning I was joined
by the vice-chancellor of Melbourne University,
Professor Glyn Davis, to announce the transfer of a key
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piece of land on Southbank Boulevard, which now
clears the way for the construction of two long-awaited
new cultural venues. They are a world-class recital
hall — there has been lobbying of successive
governments for 25 years for a world-class recital hall
in Melbourne — and a new purpose-built home for the
Melbourne Theatre Company. So today we marked
several milestones in this major project. We have
completed the detailed design work, we have
undertaken the land transfer for the venues and we are
calling for expressions of interest from the country’s
top construction companies to allow work to begin later
this year.
The vision for the recital hall is for it to be among the
world’s best for its uncompromised acoustics, its
architecture and the music. I know the Acting Premier
will be very interested to know that it will also be an
environmental showcase. It will feature some of the
best in sustainable design. I refer to such things as the
use of recycled materials, fresh air natural ventilation in
public areas and displacement airconditioning in both
auditoria. We are also seeking opportunities for the
harvesting and re-use of rainwater.
This will attract international artists, Australian artists
and audiences. It will present fantastic opportunities for
emerging musicians from its neighbour, the Victorian
College of the Arts, and they will be able to perform in
optimum conditions. The 1000-seat Dame Elisabeth
Murdoch Hall will offer everything from a classical
repertoire to jazz, world music and opportunities for
commercial recording. There will be a 150-seat salon,
which provides a much more intimate experience for
things like cabaret and educational programs; of course
the 500-seat theatre for the Melbourne Theatre
Company; and a beautiful rehearsal studio. It will be a
new home. It will be a lively hub, it will be open day
and night, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, and it will
have an exciting street front.
What a contrast to the opposition. While we are
encouraging audiences and artists to experience the
best, opposition members are on about censorship. I do
not know if they have an arts policy; all they can talk
about is the dead hand of censorship. But here, of
course, under this government we have record numbers
of visitors going to the impressionists at the National
Gallery of Victoria and the Victorian Arts Centre’s
Kylie Minogue exhibition, and the festivals right across
regional Victoria are flourishing. As far as the arts are
concerned, Victoria is the place to be.
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Taxation: reform
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — My question is to the
Treasurer, and I ask: can the Treasurer give an update
to the house on tax reform by the Bracks government?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Tarneit for her question on tax reform. Can I just
say the Bracks government is very proud of its record
on tax reform in Victoria. We have provided something
in excess of $2 billion worth of tax reform in Victoria.
It has been highly successful. It has made Victoria a
great place to live, work and invest. We have cut
payroll tax from 5.75 per cent to 5.25 per cent. We have
knocked the top rate of land tax down from 5 per cent
to 4 per cent. We have abolished stamp duty on
non-residential leases, on quoted marketable securities
and on unquoted marketable securities. We have
abolished stamp duty on mortgages, saving home
buyers more than $1000 a year. We have a great record
on tax reform.
Today I am announcing a further tax reform by the
Bracks government. I am delighted to advise the house
today that from 1 January 2007 the Bracks government
will be abolishing stamp duty on the hire of goods,
commonly known as lease duty, at a cost to the budget
of $65 million per annum. This will make Victoria the
first state to fully comply with every requirement of the
intergovernmental agreement. It will give us a
leadership position in terms of tax reform and make
Victoria an even more competitive place to live, work
and invest.
If anybody wanted any proof of the success of our
policies in this regard, today’s Australian Bureau of
Statistics building activity data for the December
quarter 2004 shows building in Victoria rose 4 per cent
to a record high. Australia fell by 0.4 per cent. Victoria
contributed 31 per cent of all national work done in the
quarter. So here we are representing 25 per cent of the
national gross domestic product and 25 per cent of the
national population, and we are generating 31 per cent
of building activity.
We are committed to tax reform. The prospects of
getting tax reform from the opposition are about
$7 billion to $1. Today I also met with the federal
Treasurer, Mr Peter Costello, to discuss — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — To discuss the
Collingwood–Essendon game on Monday — and we
have a lot of people who care about that.
Mr Doyle — Not people who matter.
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Mr BRUMBY — I discussed with him and
presented him with — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — I thought he was a mate of yours.
Mr Doyle — He is.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer and
Leader of the Opposition can discuss the federal
Treasurer at another time. I ask the Treasurer to answer
the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Where is Scoresby? Oh, he is
over there — just! Someone said, ‘What about land
tax?’. The question the house needs to answer is which
government was it that increased the top rate of land tax
from 3 per cent to 5 per cent?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! That will do. This is not
a football match, despite references to it. I ask members
to behave as though they are in the Parliament.
Mr BRUMBY — So six — —
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of the
house to assist the Chair in allowing question time to
continue in a seemly manner.
Mr BRUMBY — I met today with the federal
Treasurer and presented him with a letter signed by six
states and territories which commits those six states and
territories to ongoing significant and enduring tax
reform over the five years through to 2010–11. In total
the six states and territories have offered to cut taxes by
$4.7 billion over the next five years, thereby securing
GST revenues into the future.
The state government is keen to work with the
commonwealth government in a way which best serves
the interests of the people of Victoria. We want to work
cooperatively and constructively, and the proposition
which was put today to the federal government is fully
consistent with that cooperative approach. For
Victoria’s part we continue to lead the way in tax
reform, driving a positive business environment of jobs
and investment in our state, and nationally we are
pleased to have played a role in obtaining agreement

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
572

ASSEMBLY

from six states and territories for an ongoing program to
provide tax reform, a good business environment, and a
cooperative relationship with the federal government of
the day.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Nationals were
listed for another question, but I understand they have
ceded that question to the Liberal Party; is that correct?
Mr Ryan — Yes.

Minister for Community Services: electorate
officer
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Community
Services. Given the allegations against her staff
member, Colin Brooks, will she now sack him?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — There have been outrageous allegations
made in cowards’ castle in the other place. The
allegations are totally without substance, and if
members had the guts or any proof, they would repeat
them outside the chamber and be sued. I think it is
absolutely disgraceful that opposition members are
prepared to attack people, under the cover of privilege,
who cannot answer back. It is gutless, and it is
cowardly. If the member, or anyone, indeed, has any
proof or any evidence of wrongdoing, then they should
take it to the appropriate authorities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set by the
Minister for Environment for making a ministerial
statement has now arrived. In accordance with standing
orders I have received advice that three members will
speak in response.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Making Victoria a Sustainable State
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) —
This statement has one simple message to the people of
Victoria: we must make sustainability a part of
everything we do if we are to maximise our future
economic growth, maintain our quality of life and
protect our unique Victorian environment.
We depend on a healthy environment
Victoria is our home. It is the source of our livelihood
and the future for our children. We must treat it with
respect. Sustainability is the way forward.
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Success will require an integrated approach that brings
together our economic, social and environmental
policies. Our policies must be based on the
understanding that maintaining our environment and
boosting economic growth have ultimately the same
objective — making Victoria a better place to live in
and to bring up a family.
The World Commission on Environment and
Development (the Brundtland Commission) in their
1987 report Our Common Future defined sustainable
development as:
Development that meets the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs.

The UN Conference on Environment and Development
in 1992 held in Rio de Janeiro further stated:
To achieve sustainable development and a higher quality of
life for all people, states should reduce and eliminate
unsustainable patterns of production and consumption …

Victoria is proudly playing its part in helping the world
meet this objective.
We already have in place a broad sustainability
framework, Growing Victoria Together. Today I am
here to talk about one aspect of that framework —
environmental sustainability.
Most Victorians understand the crucial importance of
maintaining our environment. Our natural and built
surrounds help make Victoria one of the most livable
and attractive places in the world. Our natural
environment also provides the essentials of life, such as
high-quality drinking water and clean air to breathe.
Fewer Victorians, however, recognise the economic
importance of a healthy environment. Without it, our
industries could not thrive, human health would
deteriorate and our state’s competitiveness would
decline.
The value of the planet’s land and sea-based
ecosystems is estimated to be worth more than
$US33 trillion. This is without considering the
aesthetic, intrinsic or recreational values that the
environment also represents.
Our tourism relies on healthy parks and waterways. Our
agriculture relies on healthy land and rivers. Our cities
rely on livability to attract tourism, investment and
migration.
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These assets and this beauty must be protected. Such
precious assets cannot afford to be squandered or
treated as an afterthought.
For too long — centuries in fact — we have treated the
environment as an inexhaustible bounty.
We have consumed natural resources at a faster rate
than they can naturally be replenished.
We have considered the needs of today but not the
rights of future generations.
In Victoria, like many places around the world, we are
only now feeling the consequences of many of these
past mistakes. For example:
Since European settlement began in Victoria in the
1830s approximately 65 per cent of our native
vegetation has been cleared. This has not only
degraded the land through salinity but it has also had
climate impacts. Land clearing in Australia
contributes around 12 per cent of the nation’s total
greenhouse emissions.
Another example:
35 per cent of major rivers in Victoria are in poor or
very poor condition, with only 22 per cent in good or
excellent condition.
The true costs of the world’s dependence on fossil fuels
are only now becoming clear as our climate changes
and the price of managing the impacts of climate
change rises.
We have to begin to reverse the damage now.
The answer is to make the environment a consideration
in absolutely everything we do.
If you ask what environmental sustainability means in
practice, it means never having to say sorry to our
grandchildren.
Sorry not just for the destruction of places of wonder
and beauty, but sorry also for limiting their economic
opportunities, lowering their potential standard of living
and reducing their quality of life.
The Victorian government believes it is time to
acknowledge that what is good for the environment is
also good for the economy, good for the state and good
for the people of Victoria.
This ministerial statement affirms the central
importance of sustainability to our state’s
environmental, economic and social future. The
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Victorian government will build sustainability
principles into everything we do as a state.
We have made progress
We have already made significant progress towards
becoming a more sustainable state.
Victorians are now starting to use our natural resources
more sustainably, and we are repairing the damage we
have caused to our natural assets. Organisations like
Landcare, Coastcare and other environmental
non-government organisations are making a
tremendous difference in building sustainable
communities across the state.
Businesses in all industries, from finance to
manufacturing, have begun to make serious strides in
reducing their environmental impact.
Local governments in Victoria are also leading the way
in developing sustainable policies and delivering
sustainable services.
The Bracks government has joined the sustainability
drive, leading the most comprehensive environmental
reform agenda in the state’s history. We have:
reduced logging across the state by 31 per cent to
ensure we have a sustainable forestry industry;
led a 19 per cent reduction in water usage in
Melbourne and invested $100 million in improving
the health of our rivers (including the Murray, the
Thomson, the Goulburn and the Yarra and the
Gippsland Lakes) through Our Water Our Future,
our water policy released and widely supported last
year;
reached a historic agreement with the Australian and
New South Wales governments to boost the flows of
the Snowy River from 1 to 21 per cent of average
natural flows within 10 years, and 28 per cent in the
longer term;
established 13 marine national parks and 11 marine
sanctuaries, covering 54 000 hectares of Victoria’s
marine waters;
created more national parks than any government in
Victoria’s history and protected an additional
540 000 hectares of forest under the National Parks
Act;
introduced Melbourne 2030 — a 30-year plan to
manage growth and protect Melbourne’s livability;
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set a target of net gain for Victoria’s native
vegetation to reverse the decline;
set a target to increase our electricity consumption
from renewable energy sources from 4 per cent to
10 per cent by 2010; and
introduced five-star energy and water efficiency
standards for all new homes.
This is an outstanding environmental record.
The Victorian people have responded magnificently to
this leadership, making their own sometimes-dramatic
improvements in sustainable resource use:
Victorians now recycle more than 50 per cent of
their waste, and in 2004 for the first time in many
years the amount of waste going to landfill actually
dropped;
our farmers and agribusinesses are leading the nation
in efficient water use, and you only have to compare
the value we get out of water with the New South
Wales figures;
in 2004 Melburnians used 19 per cent less water per
household than their average for the 1990s.
Many challenges remain
Victorians should be proud of our achievements, but we
must not become complacent.
Our natural environment remains one of the most
highly stressed in Australia, and many challenges lie
ahead.
Our water resources remain stretched
Only one-quarter of our rivers are healthy:
35 per cent of our wetlands have been totally lost.
Victoria’s land is becoming less productive
670 000 hectares of land in Victoria are currently at
risk of becoming saline and this could increase to
over 3 million hectares by 2050.
It is estimated that land degradation has led to a 5 to
10 per cent reduction in land productivity. Without
remedial action, it is projected that by 2050 the area
of degraded land could double in Victoria.
Our climate is changing
Greenhouse gas emissions are accelerating climate
change, making Victoria warmer and drier. The
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state’s average temperature is predicted to rise by
between 0.8 degrees and 5 degrees Celsius by 2070.
Scientists tell us this could lead to up to 5 per cent
less water in the Murray–Darling system by 2023,
reducing water allocations and limiting irrigated
agriculture in Victoria. That is around 1100
gigalitres less water, not in 50 or 70 years but in the
next 20 years.
Potentially there will be a 1 centimetre to
8 centimetre rise in sea level per decade, and along
with increased storms that are also expected with
climate change, a growing number of Victorians
who live along the coast are likely to be affected.
Insurers are already carefully examining the impacts
of climate change on their businesses. We will need
to understand the risks, which threaten to increase
insurance premiums for all of us.
Energy production in Victoria is more
greenhouse-gas intensive than in any other state in
Australia.
Scientists, including Australia’s chief scientist,
Robin Batterham, advise that we need to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by around 50 per cent by
2050 to avoid dangerous climate change (that is,
greater than a 2 degrees Celsius increase).
Many plants and animals are at risk of extinction
Victoria’s ecosystems are the most highly stressed in
Australia.
44 per cent of our native plants and 30 per cent of
native animals are now extinct or threatened.
The impact of our towns and cities is growing
Urban areas are expanding rapidly. The average
density of Melbourne is low by international
standards, at just 14.9 people per hectare, compared
with a similar city like Toronto, which has around
41.5 people per hectare.
We are generating more waste than ever before
Per capita, Australia is one of the highest
waste-generating countries in the world and Victoria
is one of the nation’s largest waste generators.
Victorians recycled more than a third of household
waste in 2004. Although Victorians are recycling
more waste than ever before, we are also producing
more waste. Between 1992 and 2002 total waste rose
by 40 per cent.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Wednesday, 20 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

Every one of these issues not only threatens our natural
environment, but our economy and community as well.
A water shortage is not only a problem for rivers. It
affects our agriculture and manufacturing industries
and, with them, the livelihood of all Victorians.
A warmer world due to climate change not only
threatens plants and animals, but also infrastructure,
business, tourism and communities.
Building the environment into all we do

Mr THWAITES — All the states and territories are
working together to develop a national emissions
trading scheme to help fight climate change.
Victorians can do much to influence broader change:
If every household bought a portion of its electricity
from a renewable source, like solar or wind, we
would cut greenhouse gas emissions and help create
new sustainable energy industries.
We can all save water and we can reduce our organic
waste.

We now know that we need to do more than simply
care for our environment. We must treat it as a highly
valuable asset to our state and the world.

Directions for environmental sustainability

It is time to consider what environmental bequest we
plan to pass on to our children. Victoria today stands at
an important juncture. We have to decide now whether
we want to pass on a healthy environment to future
generations.

1. Maintaining and restoring our natural assets

The government is calling on all Victorians to take the
next step towards environmental sustainability, by
considering the environment in every decision we
make.
We can no longer treat our environment as an
afterthought. It must stand side by side with our
economic and social decision making.
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Today I want to set out three key directions for
improving Victoria’s environmental sustainability.

We must manage our natural assets more sustainably if
we are to utilise their full economic and social value.
Our bushland, forests and waterways deliver valuable
resources and services for Victorians.
As we move forward, information improves and
priorities change, but our environmental objectives
must ensure that we continue to better restore our
natural assets.

Whether it be in the office, at the factory, on the farm or
at home, we need to integrate environmental
considerations into everything we do.

2. Using our resources more efficiently

Each of us influences the condition of our environment,
through the products we buy, the type of transport we
choose, or the investments we make.

However, we sometimes use these resources
wastefully — harming our environment, the livability
of our communities and our economic competitiveness.

Added together, these millions of individual decisions
will help drive new markets, open up opportunities for
sustainable industries and improve our environment.

If every Victorian household instituted a few simple
energy efficiency measures — such as installing
energy-saving light globes or low-flow shower heads to
reduce hot water wastage — we could cut the state’s
greenhouse pollution by millions of tonnes.

There is no silver bullet, no single intervention or
discovery that will save us as citizens or businesses
from our responsibility to do more with less.
Government’s role is to provide the beacon for
sustainability and lead by example.
Mr Honeywood — So important is this ministerial
statement, Speaker, that the Acting Premier cannot even
get a quorum of his members in the chamber. They are
all missing in action. I draw your attention to the state
of the house. If this is important, where are they?
Quorum formed.

Australia’s abundant natural resources make us the
envy of other countries.

To accelerate this shift, the state government will be
launching a campaign in 2005 to show Victorians how
they can be more energy efficient at home.
3. Reducing our everyday environmental impacts
Our ‘ecological footprint’ is huge. If everyone in the
world lived like Victorians, we would require four
planets to provide for us. We are reducing our everyday
environmental impact by encouraging Melbourne to
stop sprawling through Melbourne 2030, and also by
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working on behaviour change strategies with the
community to reduce our personal impact on the
environment.
Towards the sustainable state
These three directions — maintaining and restoring our
natural assets, using our resources more efficiently, and
reducing our everyday impacts — form the core of
Victoria’s Environmental Sustainability Framework
that the state government is releasing today.
The framework aims to make environmental
sustainability a consideration in everything we do.
Environmental sustainability is about taking a
long-term perspective and a holistic approach to
improving the environment.
To begin the immediate implementation of the
framework I am pleased to announce today we are
taking steps to form a new statutory authority —
Sustainability Victoria — which will bring together the
knowledge and expertise that exists across government
on environmental sustainability.
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As if most of us do not live, breathe and take action on
these precepts every day! Please, Minister, do not treat
Victorians as morons. On a day-to-day basis our
volunteers, our environment organisations and
individual families are doing so much more than the
government in leading by example. I will come in a
moment to that thorny issue for the government.
On the other hand members have in their hands today a
different type of environmental reporting document, one
which this secretive government would rather the citizens
of this state — and particularly the journalists of this
state — not know about. I refer to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee report on the 2003–04 budget
outcomes, including for the Department of Sustainability
and Environment. This authoritative document, signed off
by senior members of all political parties from this
Parliament, is scathing in its criticism of how this
minister — —
Mr Andrews — Secret report? It was tabled in
Parliament!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mulgrave!

It will work with businesses and communities to put in
place the programs needed to take a quantum leap
forward in the sustainable management of our natural
and built environments.

Mr HONEYWOOD — You certainly will not be
touting this document around the media galleries in the
same way that you are touting the other document
around today.

Environmental sustainability is about investing in the
future of our state. It is a crucial part of the Bracks
government’s vision for improving the quality of life of
all Victorians.

This joint parliamentary document is scathing in its
criticisms of how this minister and this inept
government runs their environmental programs. An
entire chapter in this report — from page 291 to
page 310 — details, amongst other embarrassing details
for the minister, firstly, on page 301, that the
department spent $37.4 million on the bushfire
recovery program during 2003–04, compared to the
budget of $45.8 million, which is a 25 per cent
deliberate underspend. Bear in mind that most of this
bushfire money was forcibly taken off Victorian parks’
weed and vermin management funds to supposedly pay
for the bushfire recovery program. Will the minister
now reimburse those parks that are now covered in
weeds and full of rabbits, foxes and wild dogs?

Our actions today will pave the way for future
prosperity, and deliver a lasting legacy for our children
and theirs.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — The house is
provided today with a curious juxtaposition when it
comes to environmental reporting in the state of Victoria.
On the one hand we have the latest full-colour, glossy
brochure from the minister hooked on and addicted to
the next good-news photo opportunity. It is full of the
usual we-know-what-is-best-for-you rhetoric such as,
and I quote:
… never having to say sorry to our grandchildren.

It also says:
We must treat it —

the environment —
as a highly valuable asset to our state and to the world.

The member for Monbulk had a bureaucrat from the
Department of Sustainability and Environment in here
begging him to give him back the weed control money
for the marginal seat of Monbulk, such was the outrage
in electorates like Warrandyte, Monbulk and right
across the rest of the state about its robbing Peter to pay
Paul and then not even spending the money that it
robbed from them on bushfire recovery anyway.
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The Treasurer has already pocketed the difference,
courtesy of this minister, so we know that our parks
will not get their money after two years of having a
90 per cent cut in most cases.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — The minister laughs at the
fact that he allowed money to be taken out of our parks
in record amounts.
Secondly, on pages 291 and 310 the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee noted in disbelief that the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) — the
so-called watchdog on the environment, which is
increasingly becoming just another arm of this
government — in its 2003–04 annual report did not
bother to include explanations of variations from
performance targets and budgeted costs. This came as
no surprise to Victorians who witnessed the abysmal
Johnny-come-lately approach of both the EPA and the
minister on the Yarra River and the Maribyrnong River
pollution crises in January this year.
Thirdly, page 295 of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report states:
The committee noted the Auditor-General’s concern at DSE’s
lack of progress in dealing with … doubts over the
completeness and accuracy of Crown land-holding records.

This government does not even know what it owns or
where it is, let alone whether it can be bothered to
manage it or not.
Fourthly, on page 308 the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee document states:
The committee noted that the Sustainable Energy Authority’s
(SEAV’s) 2003–04 annual report does not include formal
performance measures relating to the renewable energy
support fund’s activities. The provision of a suite of
performance measures, coupled with annual reporting on
performance results would enhance the accountability and
transparency of the fund’s activities.

We have heard it all before. There is no point therefore
in this government — as it alleges in this statement it is
doing — ‘Leading the most comprehensive
environmental reform agenda in the state’s history’.
There is no point in the minister coming in here with
more glossy documents and spending millions of
dollars on TV ads where the minister and the Premier
can look good. There is no point in wasting that money
on glossy, all-talk, no-action brochures if the
government cannot even put any performance measures
in place, if it cannot be transparent with the facts it lays
before a sceptical public and if it robs Peter to pay Paul
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in funding and then reannounces the same funds for
different environment programs.
After accounting for inflation, parks funding per hectare
under the Cain and Kirner Labor governments fell by
50 per cent compared to the Hamer government period.
Now under the Bracks Labor government per hectare
parks funding is below that of the previous Kennett
coalition government after inflation. That is from an
analysis of national parks funding from 1978 to 2004.
Further evidence — and the minister will not laugh at
this evidence — of the Bracks Labor government’s
neglect of our parks comes from Australian Bureau of
Statistics figures, which show that in 2002–03 Victoria
spent only $26.55 per person on parks and reserves.
That is less than half the amount spent in New South
Wales or Queensland and is the lowest of any
Australian state. What a record, Minister, of spending
on parks! It is the lowest per hectare and per person of
any state of Australia.
On the ground the Bracks government’s neglect has
been highlighted by numerous reports of weeds and
vermin running rampant throughout our parks, as well
as many track closures to hide what is going on and, of
course, the out-of-control bushfire of 2002–03 when
there was no fuel reduction burning because the
government did not want to upset certain people.
The state government is also the neighbour from hell
for private land-holders whose properties abut public
land. Appropriate compensation for re-fencing when
government is partly responsible for fence destruction
should be available, at least from the 25 per cent of
money underspent in the bushfire recovery program
that the minister has given back to the Treasurer.
On the built environment, the Bracks government has
been quick to claim credit for the introduction of the
mandatory five-star energy rating system for all new
private dwellings, including in the document before us
today. Regulations are currently being drafted to apply
similar requirements on new privately owned high-rise
office buildings as well we hear. However, the
government’s tough environmental standards measures
on the private construction sector are at odds with its
own performance on public infrastructure. New school
and hospital construction and renovation contracts
contain virtually no key environment performance
indicators or innovative design requirements.
In contrast, other public organisations, such as the City
of Melbourne with its new Biosphere office building
and Victoria’s environment organisations coordinated
tenancy agreement with the Green building in Carlton
have involved leadership by example. If we are going
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to genuinely attempt to educate future generations — as
the minister claimed in his statement today — about
environment management, then surely we must ensure
that the school buildings they are taught in are world
best practice in their impact on the environment.
We heard in question time today from this minister
about the Nowingi toxic waste dump being subjected to
a full environment effects statement (EES) process, yet
when he was Minister for Planning the minister stated
in one of his media releases — it is dated 1 November
2000 — that he had come to regret that the current EES
process in Victoria ‘no longer reflects leading practice’.
Four years after this statement we are still waiting for
this secretive state government to release its working
party report, which recommends a complete overhaul
of the EES process.
I have to use volunteer lawyers to go into the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal in a few weeks to try
to get that report on behalf of the public because this
minister does not want the people of Victoria to know
the embarrassing recommendations that he and the
Minister for Planning have ignored with the EES
process. In the meantime controversial major projects
that will have enormous impacts on our state’s natural
environment are totally reliant on this outdated EES
process. The proposed toxic waste dump, which is
adjacent to the Hattah-Kulkyne National Park and was
raised by The Nationals today, the Port Phillip Bay
channel deepening project and major wind farm
developments are currently processed under the
umbrella of this same flawed EES model. The minister
would have us believe that this is a world best practice
EES model, yet four years ago it was not good enough
for him and he was going to change it.
The fact that Victoria’s EES system is a proponent-led
process means that all too often the developer gets the
answers that it is prepared to pay for — and Minister
Delahunty can tell you about that — and genuine
community groups and environment organisations lack
the wherewithal to fund costly consultants reports and
scientific appraisals. The proponents, who have the
most to gain from the project proceeding, are all too
often prepared to do anything it takes to stymie open
debate.
We heard much about improving wastewater quality
and waste management. I remind the minister that the
Victorian coastal environment has been ruined for
generations by the pumping of sewage into our oceans.
There are currently 18 sewage outfall pipes around
Victoria pumping a total of 1091 megalitres into the
ocean. Eight of these sewage outlets are dumping waste
that has not even been treated.
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The Bracks government’s response to this
environmental blight has been to announce its intention
to extend the Gunnamatta sewage pipeline further out
to sea and to buy time by announcing a two-year
scoping study for grey water recycling. The Liberal
Party policy is clear. We are going to spend over double
that amount in ensuring that the Eastern Treatment
Plant has a new class of water and that that water is
recycled.
The Bracks government’s approach to household
recycling and waste management has been, again, all
spin and no substance. The long-promised Towards
Zero Waste strategy is now two years late — surprise,
surprise! — with yet another working party looking
into it. The state government should be doing more than
just handing out small grants of $5000 to communities
on a Sunday afternoon for the television and photo
opportunities they provide if those communities agree
to ban plastic bags. The Minister for the Environment
gets a good bit of mileage from $5000 for plastic bags.
The Bracks government is intent upon abolishing
regional waste management groups. However, this
proposed centralisation into much larger waste
authorities has the potential to disenfranchise a local
community’s involvement in waste management and
overlook different community emphases. There is
already strong opposition to EcoRecycle Victoria’s
centralist approach and its massive head office budget
funded by local council levies, not by this government.
The bottom line is about genuine local communities,
including rural councils. One council that comes to
mind is one that I met with up in the Charlton area. The
people there pointed out to me that it is one of the
smallest rural councils in the state.
They are proud of their kerbside waste recycling
collection service across a number of their small
townships, but because the council cannot afford
expensive, automatic recycle-bin machinery, it uses a
manual crate collection service — it uses people to
actually pick up the rubbish. Now they are having to get
rid of their only recycling initiative because of the
statewide occupational health and safety regulations
that say, ‘We cannot pick up crates anymore because
we are not allowed to’. Will this government give the
council a grant for an automatic recycling bin collector?
No, of course not. It is quite happy to watch the waste
management recycling initiative of one of the smallest
rural township communities in Victoria — it tried to do
something, even with the limited resources it has
available — fold because it could not care less about
ensuring that local communities have a true input into
what is going on.
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It is always interesting when we talk about greenhouse
gas emissions. This minister would be well aware of the
Hazelwood power station extension — the brown coal
discharge station — which is one of the worst polluting
stations in Victoria, if not Australia. What did we see
happen here? We had a flawed environment effects
statement (EES) process, which this minister said was
outdated and had to be changed. But not even that was
allowed to be used by the independent panel to look at
greenhouse gas emissions as part of its investigation. So
we had the Minister for Energy Industries and
Resources in the other house, the Honourable Theo
Theophanous, actually saying that he could not care
less about the EES process but that this extension to
Hazelwood was going to go ahead.
Then the former planning minister, the member for
Northcote, refused to allow the independent panel to
look into greenhouse gas emissions as part of the
extension of the Hazelwood licence. What an
indictment of the government that poor old Justice
Stuart Morris at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal had to step in and say to the former planning
minister and to the Minister for Environment that they
got it wrong. What an indictment that VCAT had to
intervene in this government’s so-called world-class
environmental initiative and say yes, the so-called
independent panel should look at greenhouse emissions
rather than being explicitly stopped from being able to
do so. The fine rhetoric about world-class
environmental leadership is all there. You can throw
another million dollars at another advertising campaign
to make the minister look good, but at the end of the
day where is the actual on-the-ground action happening
after five years of government?
When it came to the Yarra River in January this year,
we had a classic example of the way this government
goes about ensuring that the media are given the
message that it is doing something. We had the minister
come and say, ‘Look — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — No, he wasn’t in his
Speedos because it meant venturing near the Yarra
River in this case. He came out and said, ‘Look, don’t
you worry about this — it’s all about dog poo!’. The
pollution in the river is all about dog droppings, he said.
Then he said, ‘It is very safe to swim in the upper
reaches of the Yarra River, but this is about all the dog
owners down river’. That was a great way to lose the
votes of dog owners, for a start. It also overlooked the
fact that every time I go for a walk with my wife we see
every dog owner out there picking up their dogs’
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droppings, and they have been doing so for five years
or more.
The minister thought he would get away with
apportioning blame for the pollution in the Yarra River
using some trite throwaway line. After he had told
mums and dads up and down the Yarra that it was okay
for their kids to go into the water, we then had the
situation where the Age newspaper revealed that there
were other problems associated with the pollution, like
the leakage of septic tanks into the river. In fact in the
Yarra Valley water catchment area alone there are
17 000 domestic properties with septic tanks. What has
been the minister’s reaction to that? He has said, ‘No,
this could not be happening. This could not be
happening!’.
Manningham City Council, which is in my
electorate — as luck would have it — had just audited
2000 of the 7000 septic tanks in their area. Out of the
2000, 450 were leaking human effluent into the Yarra
River. Of course this minister said, ‘That is not a
problem; you can swim in Warrandyte. It is safe to
swim in human effluent’.
Then if we look into the government’s environmental
credentials when it comes to Yarra Valley Water we
see that it has taken $120 million in dividends from that
one water authority alone — and there are four other
water authorities. It has taken $120 million in dividend
payments that have gone straight into Treasurer
Brumby’s overall consolidated revenue. It has taken
that money, and how much has it allowed Yarra Valley
Water to keep each year to connect leaking septic tanks
into Melbourne’s sewerage system? Five million
dollars a year!
This is environmental rhetoric versus reality. The
government is content to let the Yarra River be polluted
with human effluent year in, year out, and it takes
money off the water authorities that is paid by
consumers who think they are getting a world-class
sewerage system and a world-class water supply
system. And what does it do? It puts that in to shore up
its budget blow-out in other areas and does nothing
about environmental management. So again the rhetoric
versus the reality of this minister and this government is
an absolute indictment on any attempt at all to say, ‘We
are making Victoria a sustainable state’.
As to green waste, we were told in the government’s
last election policy that there was going to be no green
waste going into landfill. What do we find now two
years down the track? Over 80 per cent of all green
waste still goes straight into landfill along with toxic
waste into Lyndhurst and Tullamarine. This is the
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government that promised so much when it came to the
environment, and it has let the troops down. It has let
them all down, so at the end of the day it comes down
to the volunteer groups, to individual families being
taxed per member of the family with a so-called
environmental levy. Every time the tap is turned on
they are paying a new form of water tax based on
consumption. This government is prepared to take
money off Victorian families to pay for more glossy
literature rather than environmental action.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This is a
document which bears some close examination. It is
headed Making Victoria a Sustainable State. There is a
lovely coloured photo on the front and then there is the
content of the speech, although I am not sure whether
the minister actually read out all the speech.
Mr Thwaites — I was diverted.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr RYAN — We will leave for another day as to
how that sits with the terms of the standing orders.
It seems to me that the real flavour of this whole
momentous occasion is set by the document from
which the minister read, not so much the opening page
but the inside cover of the document, because it has, if
members care to examine it, a disclaimer. This is the
provision which appears under the section which says it
is published by the Victorian government and so on,
and that copyright applies to it. But then it has a
heading ‘Disclaimer’. I will read out what it says:
This publication may be of assistance to you but the state of
Victoria and its employees do not guarantee that the
publication is without flaw of any kind or is wholly
appropriate for your particular purposes and therefore
disclaims all liability for any error, loss or other consequence
which may arise from you relying on any information in this
publication.

I think that is a pretty accurate summary of the
document that has just been read or partially read
before the house today. It pretty well sums it up. Indeed
I suggest that people who are looking to rely on the
document should have regard to the government’s own
disclaimer with regard to it.
What we have here is about eight-odd pages of
self-serving rhetoric under a variety of headings in a
nice glossy brochure. It is supposed to be the basis for
Victoria’s environmental sustainability framework —
that being a policy launched by the government today, I
gather. The same framework is supposed to have three
directions — that is, maintaining and restoring our
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natural assets; using our resources more efficiently; and
reducing our everyday impacts. I am not sure whether
the minister had the chance to read that bit out so I read
it as a summary of what is intended to be achieved by
the document.
The problem with the document is that it is full of
rhetoric and lacks, I believe, a real commonsense
application to the issues that are troubling people,
particularly in country Victoria — and I want to run
through a few of them. Essentially some fine principles
are enunciated in the document, but it is the practical
application and the way it affects people’s lives that is
missing from the material that we have here today.
I take a few random features. Let us look at the issue of
water. Historically the state of Victoria has had what is
regarded throughout Australia as the best system of
water administration across Australia. I think that is a
fair comment to make. Indeed the commentary, both at
a federal level and at state levels around the nation, is to
that general affect.
More recently the government has released its white
paper. It intends to make a number of changes,
particularly on the water entitlements of irrigators. The
trouble is that the whole thing appears to be in limbo.
The problem is that at the present time we have again a
statement of broad principles from the government, but
it is having a significant impact on the irrigation
industry and those who are dependent upon it. In the
last 10 days I have been along the river from Echuca,
through to Kerang, Swan Hill, Robinvale and Mildura.
There is a state of uncertainty on the part of those who
are dependent on the outcomes of the white paper and
the legislative implementations which will flow from it.
It is not only the irrigation industry per se. It is not only
the irrigators themselves. They are having a tough
enough time of it anyway without having to wonder
what is going to happen and what will be the practical,
on-the-ground, commonsense outcome from the
process that the government has been involved in. It is
also communities like the commercial communities of
Echuca and those other towns along the Murray which
are all dependent to greater and lesser degrees upon
what happens in this. So I urge the government to get
on with the implementation of the recommendations of
the white paper. We need to see what is going to
happen by way of legislative and regulatory outcomes.
At the present time I can assure the Minister for
Environment that there is an enormous and heightened
sense of uncertainty in very difficult circumstances out
there where the drought largely prevails amongst
people who are dependent on their water entitlements
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for their very livelihood. That extends to the
communities of which those people are part, to those
towns which are through agribusiness in one form or
another reliant upon the water which is provided to
those who receive it in the first instance.
There is discussion in this paper about renewable
energy at a time when this government is assisting the
development of an industry which will see the
construction of more wind farms through Victoria. We
have three of them operating at the moment and, as a
matter of general principle, The Nationals strongly
support renewable energy and we also strongly support
the construction of these facilities in those locations
which are appropriate for them. I have been to Ararat. I
have seen the development at Challicum Hills. The
community there thinks it is terrific. It is doing a very
positive thing for that community and for Victoria as a
whole, and more power — pardon the pun — to its
arm, the council, which is doing a lot of work to
facilitate the further development of that industry and
which is a great outcome all round.
It is an absolute travesty to then try to do it in South
Gippsland on some of the greatest landscapes in the
nation, where they are faced with these 110-metre high
towers, which are built by a New Zealand-based
company which cannot build them in New Zealand
because its own regulations would not have it happen. I
know that to be so because I have been there and
examined it. The minister seems uncertain that it is a
New Zealand-based company. Of course it is. It is a
subsidiary of Meridian Energy. There is no doubt that it
is a New Zealand-based company. It is happy to come
over here and be allowed by this government to build
what it cannot build in its own nation because this
government — which is preaching about environmental
concerns — is prepared to have it do it.
And how do you like the Minister for Planning? Since
his appointment I have been after him for months to go
down there and talk to the people. He slunk down there
last Friday, I think it was. He called the councils at the
last minute, at 5 minutes to midnight, to say he wanted
to talk to them. He called together the Bass shire and
the South Gippsland shire to have a bit of a talk to
them, but will not talk to the people in any meaningful
fashion who are the subject of all of this. There were
1500 objections lodged against the development of the
Dollar wind farm, and this minister will not go and
front them. He is just like the previous minister who sits
at the table — she would not go and front them.
Ms Delahunty interjected.
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Mr RYAN — She got sprung! That is what
happened. She tried to make a quiet visit down to South
Gippsland a few months ago but the natives heard
about it and they sprung her! The same sort of
sentiment is being carried on by the current Minister for
Planning. The people are faced with towers 100 metres
high, with a propeller stuck on the front of them with a
wingspan twice that of a jumbo jet and parked on some
of the most beautiful landscapes you could ever see —
and this government talks about environmental
responsibility!
What about the native vegetation regulations and the
absolute chaos that is being caused in our communities
over their interpretation? What about the management
of our national parks? In the year 2003–04 Parks
Victoria had its funding cut from $46 million to
$40 million. In the last few weeks we have seen the
unfortunate events that have unfolded at Wilsons
Promontory. I am the first to say that we cannot have it
both ways; we have to have preventive burns.
Thankfully, only — I say the word advisedly —
6000 hectares was burnt, which was much better than
the 1.3 million hectares burnt in the East Gippsland
fires. This government must set up an independent
inquiry into what should happen in relation to that
issue. I suggest the former Emergency Services
Commissioner, Bruce Esplin, would be the person to do
it.
People deserve answers to questions about what
actually occurred. I have the greatest sympathy for
those who had to fight the fires. I have the greatest
admiration for those in the Department of Sustainability
and Environment and the Country Fire Authority who
went out and chanced their arm again to fight them, but
there are questions that have to be answered. We have
not heard much at all from the government on this
subject.
There is also the issue of promoting the Prom and the
South Gippsland area to make sure we do what we can
to retrieve the losses in the commercial and tourism
communities and also to re-establish the Prom in its
proper place as one of the great jewels in the crown of
our natural resources in Victoria. These are issues on
which the government should be taking action, not
publishing glossy brochures. We need some real action
from the government.
The parliamentary Environment and Natural Resources
Committee prepared a report on soil acidity which was
delivered in March last year. It addressed the impact
and trends in soil acidity. Nothing from the
government — no policy, still no reaction from it. The
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report
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tabled in Parliament today tells us that in 2004
$3.4 million was spent by the government on this
critical issue. Toxic waste — I could go on forever. The
fact is that what the government has produced today is
very well summarised in its own disclaimer. Nobody
should rely on it. If they do it will be their loss.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — It is a great pleasure to
be speaking today in support of the Deputy Premier’s
new way forward for Victoria’s environment. This is a
very important ministerial statement on environmental
sustainability and it delivers on an election commitment
by the Labor Party prior to the 2002 state election to
make Victoria the sustainable state.
Mr Honeywood — Of the 61 government members
in this chamber, Speaker, only 3 are here to listen to the
member for Prahran make his contribution, such is the
level of disinterest in the Acting Premier and Minister
for Environment’s ministerial statement on
environmental sustainability, Making Victoria a
Sustainable State. I draw attention to the state of the
house and point out that only three Labor members can
be bothered listening to a speech on their own
government’s ministerial statement.
Quorum formed.
Mr LUPTON — The Labor Party went to the
people of Victoria in 2002 with a very clear and
detailed environment policy, including its policy on a
sustainable state. I am very pleased to see that the
government is honouring that commitment.
The government’s commitment to sustainability was in
recognition of the fact that our prosperity — our
community health and wellbeing and our economic
strength — depend on the quality of our environment.
We need only to look at the effect that eight years of
low rainfall has had on communities throughout
Victoria to know that we cannot afford to take our
environment for granted. It provides us with clean air to
breathe and high-quality water for farms, industry and
people. These are some of the most basic building
blocks for a livable state. Many nations today no longer
have those assets because their environment has been
depleted, but in Victoria we still have an opportunity to
make a choice about how we want to grow in the
future.
Do we want to continue on the path we are on —
consuming our natural assets faster than they can be
replenished — or do we want to be a smarter state in
the way we live and work, and safeguard these assets
for future generations? I think the answer to that
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question is clear: we want to be a smarter state, and we
will be.
The Deputy Premier also released today a study that
shows that the path we are on is unsustainable. The
Environment Protection Authority carried out that study
about our ecological footprint and it points to the fact
we have to change the way we operate. The EPA
calculated that our state’s ecological footprint means
we will need four planets to support us if we continue
to consume in the way we do — and of course we do
not have four planets. I, for one, do not want to leave
that legacy to my children and their children. If we
cannot continue to do something indefinitely then it is
not sustainable. This means we have a responsibility to
change.
Last month the government released its broad
sustainability vision for the state to 2010 and beyond
through its Growing Victoria Together initiative. The
environmental sustainability framework that the Deputy
Premier has set out today establishes the ground rules
for how Victoria needs to grow if we want to secure our
long-term economic strength as well as our social
wellbeing and environmental sustainability. At the heart
of the framework is the notion that we must consider
the environment in everything we do. Whether we are
running a business, working in an office or working on
the land we need to consider the environment. Whether
we are at the shops, travelling to work or planting a
garden, we need to consider the environment.
Environmental sustainability is about the day-to-day
choices that we make. The framework released today
by the Bracks government details three key directions
that we must move in as a state to become sustainable.
First, we have to maintain and restore our natural assets.
Second, we need to use our resources more efficiently
and be less wasteful. We have already proven that we
can maintain our quality of life while being more
efficient with our resources. We only have to look at
the fact that we have reduced our water use by 19 per
cent compared to the 1990s average to show that we
can use our resources more responsibly. The third key
direction is to reduce our everyday environmental
impacts: walking to the local shops instead of driving
can make a difference, recycling everything possible or
switching to green power.
Reducing the size of our ecological footprint is about
making smarter choices. Since coming into office in
1999 the Bracks government has overseen the most
comprehensive environmental reform agenda in the
state’s history and spent over $1 billion in new
initiatives. We have already laid the groundwork for
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ultimately making Victoria a world leader in
sustainability, and I can point to a few of those
initiatives. We have reduced logging across the state by
31 per cent. As I mentioned before, we have led a
19 per cent reduction in water usage while improving
the health of our rivers — including the Murray, the
Thomson, the Goulburn and the Yarra — and the
Gippsland Lakes through the Our Water Our Future
strategy. We have agreed to boost the flow of the
Snowy River to 28 per cent. We have introduced
13 marine national parks and 11 marine sanctuaries,
and we have released Melbourne 2030, a 30-year
blueprint to protect Melbourne’s livability.
We have contributed to global efforts to address the
challenge of climate change through a program of
action in the $100 million Victorian greenhouse
strategy. We have set a renewable energy target of
10 per cent by 2010. We have increased government
green power purchasing to 10 per cent by June 2006
and are introducing 100 Toyota Prius hybrid electric
vehicles to the government fleet. We have also
established five-star energy and Victorian water
efficiency standards for all new homes. Fifty per cent of
Victoria’s waste is now recycled and diverted away
from landfills compared to 26 per cent 10 years ago.
We have set a net gain target for Victoria’s native
vegetation. We have appointed Victoria’s first
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability. We
have led the development of wind energy across
Victoria and commenced work on Australia’s biggest
wind farm at Portland. We have introduced
world-leading greenhouse and energy requirements for
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) licensees.
We have released a comprehensive plan to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions from the energy sector,
including support for a national emissions trading
scheme. We have signed the first sustainability
covenants between the private sector and the EPA to
promote sustainable business practices. We have
created the Sustainability Fund through a levy on waste
that goes to landfill to help business, councils and
regional waste groups to build a more sustainable
Victoria. The minister announced a number of
initiatives today, including the uniting of EcoRecycle
Victoria and Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria to
form a new agency, Sustainability Victoria, to
specialise in waste, energy and water to provide a
one-stop shop for expertise in sustainability. The
minister also announced the sustainable households
challenge to encourage Victorians to live more
sustainably at home by following 10 simple actions to
improve the health of our environment.
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I am pleased that so many individuals and groups in the
community have come in and backed this framework
with their approval. In particular I refer to some
statements made by Environment Victoria’s executive
director, Marcus Godinho. He said that Environment
Victoria welcomes the Bracks government’s
sustainability framework; it provided a wake-up call for
action. He said:
Twenty years ago this kind of document would have been
unheard of and so we welcome this development … This is
an important first step in what will be a leap ahead for
Victoria.

I congratulate him on those comments, and we look
forward to working with Environment Victoria in the
future.
Today the chief executive officer of the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, Neil
Coulson, commended the minister on the initiative and
said VECCI looked forward to working with the
government in its drive towards sustainability. Also,
Bob Welsh, the chief executive officer of VicSuper, a
government authority, praised the framework and said
that it sets out for the first time clearly and simply the
interconnection between quality of life and
environmental sustainability.
On behalf of my constituents in Prahran, I congratulate
the government for its commitment to a sustainable
Victoria.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I rise to provide the
opposition’s response to this fascinating bill. While it
covers a number of areas of legislation, essentially it
cleans up some areas of Victoria’s statute book and
repeals some redundant legislation.
There are probably three principal things the bill does.
Firstly, it corrects spelling mistakes and grammatical
errors. For example, the Children’s Services Act 1996
refers currently to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal,
which is now no longer an appropriate reference. This
legislation replaces that with ‘the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal’ (VCAT). It also corrects some
acts to ensure they are gender neutral. For example,
where the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act 1995 refers
only to ‘himself’, that has now been made gender
neutral by adding the words ‘herself or itself’ where
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‘himself’ appears. In relation to the Labor and Industry
Act, the reference to the chief general manager of the
Department of Health has been changed to ‘Secretary
of the Department of Human Services’.
The second set of amendments relate to amending acts
that have a number of parts that have been put into
principal acts, and therefore their function has really
evaporated. Those schedules and amending provisions
have been incorporated into the principal act. The final
matter is the schedule that lists a number of acts which
are now redundant in the sense that they have now
lapsed for a variety of reasons.
In respect of the redundant legislation, that has been the
subject of a report by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, and that report is currently
available. I am a member of that committee. Of course
we are very dependant upon the government to ensure
that all the i’s have been dotted and the t’s have been
crossed. The opposition has been fully briefed in
respect of this legislation. The Honourable Chris
Strong, a member for Higinbotham Province in another
place, has put in full measure the opposition’s position
in relation to the Statute Law Revision Bill. I certainly
adopt the comments he made in the upper house. Apart
from those very brief remarks, I indicate that the
opposition certainly does not oppose this legislation.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I thank you, Acting
Speaker, for the opportunity to speak today on behalf of
The Nationals on the Statute Law Revision Bill. I must
give credit to my colleague the Honourable Bill Baxter
in another place, who has prepared a briefing note for
us. This has taken a while to develop. We know this
legislation was brought into the upper house on the first
day of sitting in 2002, so Mr Baxter has had plenty of
time to consult widely and also to prepare a briefing
note for his colleagues in The Nationals. We have
discussed it, and we will be supporting this legislation.
As we know, the legislation makes minor corrections to
a number of acts and repeals redundant legislation, as
has been highlighted by the member for Kew. My
understanding is that it amends or repeals 385 acts, so a
lot of acts of Parliament will be amended or made
redundant if this statute bill does go through, and I am
sure it will.
The note I received from Mr Baxter was interesting,
and I want to quote from that. The reason for our
support is that:
This is the usual privilege bill introduced at the beginning of
each Parliament. It repeals spent acts, corrects any
typographical errors and relocates some ongoing provisions to
more appropriate acts.
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That summarises the reasons why we in The Nationals
will be supporting this legislation. As has been
highlighted by the member for Kew, it is administrative
in detail. There are no policy changes, and I do not
believe there are any substantive amendments that
change any other legislation to any degree. As has been
highlighted by the member for Kew, it changes some of
the gender aspects, but in relation to substantive
changes there are none. Overall it is housekeeping
legislation and is non-contentious from The Nationals’
point of view.
We in The Nationals believe it is important to keep the
statute book up to date. We need to correct the errors
and fix the omissions and typographical errors that have
been highlighted and picked up by other people.
I note that the second-reading speech outlines that the
bill performs three major tasks. One is to correct a
number of ambiguities, minor omissions and
typographical errors in the various acts. These
corrections will ensure that the meaning of the act is
clear and reflects the intention of Parliament. When I
look through the bill I note that schedule 1 basically
contains the general amendments that have been talked
about as being the first task of the legislation. It is
interesting to note that this is where 28 acts are
amended.
The second task of the bill is to transfer transitional
provisions into the appropriate principal acts. These are
listed in schedule 2 on page 8 of the bill. I do not need
to go through them, but basically two acts are affected
by the transfer of transitional provisions to bring them
into line with the current thinking of this Parliament.
The third task of the bill is to repeal redundant acts, and
these are in schedule 3. Its interesting to note the
number of acts that have been made redundant: 1 act
from 1972, the Constitution Convention Act; 7 acts
from 1990; 6 acts from 1991; 4 acts from 1994; 4 acts
from 1994; 7 acts from 1996; and 14 acts from 1997.
The list goes on, right through to 100 acts from 2000
being made redundant and another 94 acts from 2001.
Most of the matters have picked up by the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel, who has identified a number of
acts that are now redundant — in other words, they
have performed their function and need to be taken off
the statute book. I am advised by Mr Baxter, a member
for North Eastern Province in another place, and others
I have spoken to that these acts serve no useful purpose.
If there is no useful purpose for them, it is important
they that be repealed. I read through the first-rate
presentation given in the other place by my colleague
Mr Baxter. It was a very lengthy presentation.
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Mr McIntosh — Not as long as Chris Strong’s.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Not quite as long as
Mr Strong’s, I agree with the member for Kew, but it
was an important contribution to the debate. It really
highlighted the fact that with the opportunity to use the
Internet, people are able to type in a few words or a
sentence and have a look at acts of Parliament
quickly — much more quickly than in the old days,
when you had to look through the hard copies of the
acts. So not only the Chief Parliamentary Counsel but
also staff in other organisations have picked up
typographical errors or things that we parliamentarians
or our staff have overlooked when the debates have
been held. The old way was to look at hard copies of
acts of Parliament. We have them here on the table in
front of us today. It is a big job to put in the corrections.
You can see that in some of these acts attachments have
been put in. It is a big job for the staff here to put in the
amendments until the acts are reprinted.
The acts we have here in front of us today have many
stick-ons or amendments that have been attached by the
very high-quality staff we have here in Parliament, but
in other areas those changes may not be put in the
copies of the legislation. I know that in my office we do
not go about changing the hard copy acts of Parliament,
because we use the web all the time. That is the latest
and most up to date way of doing our job. I have seen
many photos of parliamentarians of all ilks that have as
a background volumes of acts of Parliament. I can bet
those acts of Parliament are way out of date these days,
because no-one in an office would go through the
arduous task of getting all the amendments and making
all the changes in the hard copies that a lot of offices
still have — as a bit of memento, I suppose, of past
times.
It is very important to appreciate that we have identified
many things that have changed; and a lot of
typographical errors have been picked up by
parliamentary counsel in particular and others. That is
why we have this legislation before us. It is my
understanding that a bill like this was brought into the
upper house on the first day of sitting in 2002, which
was over two years ago. It has taken us a couple of
years to get to debating it. We in The Nationals support
the legislation. We can see no reason why we should
not do so. It makes all the acts much clearer, and as I
said, it fixes up the typographical errors. I am informed
that it is also a practice of this Parliament to amend
these references to acts on the first day of sitting of the
new Parliament. We are pleased to see that this is
happening, and we support the practice of reducing the
paperwork and, more importantly, bringing the acts up
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to date and using modern language. With those few
words, The Nationals will be supporting this legislation.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am pleased to
be able to contribute to the debate in support of the
Statute Law Revision Bill, and I am doubly pleased to
do so as the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, which for first time in this
term of government has considered a statute law
revision bill.
This bill, as do all statute law revision-type bills, has as
its function the correction of minor errors in various
acts, the relocation of transitional provisions to the
parent acts and the repeal of acts which are deemed no
longer necessary. The revision of statutes in these ways
is important so that our laws remain up to date and
relevant. This is why, for example, the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee has a standing Governor in
Council reference to inquire into and consider, in
conjunction with the Chief Parliamentary Counsel, acts
of Parliament which may be unclear, ambiguous,
unnecessary or redundant.
The tidying up in this Statute Law Revision Bill
includes several examples which I would like to refer to
in my contribution today. There are merely
typographical errors, errors of punctuation or spelling
and so forth, as well as other changes. For example, in
the Administration and Probate Act of 1958, in item 1
the reference to ‘registrar’ is clarified to read ‘Registrar
of Probates’. Another example is that in the Children’s
Services Act 1996 the reference in item 4 to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, which is now a
defunct body, is substituted by a reference to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. Further, in
the Southgate Project Act 1994 in item 20 a mere
correction to the spelling of the word ‘amendment’ is
made.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee was
satisfied that these and other miscellaneous
amendments were not so substantive in any way as to
cause an alteration to the meaning of any of the acts,
and the report by the committee tabled in this house last
month bears testament to that. The committee was also
satisfied that the relocation of various transitional
provisions made in acts into the relevant principal acts
was appropriate. Two principal acts are in this category,
the Crimes Acts 1958 and the Sentencing Act 1991.
Schedule 3 of the Statute Law Revision Bill repeals the
amending acts because they have been incorporated
into the principal acts, thereby becoming spent; and the
amending acts are therefore relocated to the principal
acts.
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The Statute Law Revision Bill goes further to repeal
spent, redundant and unproclaimed acts. Spent principal
acts include the Constitutional Convention Act 1972
because it is redundant, and the Australia Acts
(Request) Act 1999, because it has not received royal
assent in the periods of its existence on the statute book.
Regarding spent amending acts containing transitional
or substantive provisions, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee was of the view that the repeal
of 209 such acts is appropriate because the amending
acts are entirely in operation and have repealed or
amended the provisions of the acts that were intended
to be repealed or amended, and there is no doubt on
these matters.
Interestingly this bill lists unproclaimed acts in schedule
2. I say ‘interesting’ because the committee noted that
there remained one unproclaimed act in particular
which caused some mirth amongst committee members
because of the length of time it has been an
unproclaimed act. That act is the Miners Phthisis Relief
Act 1936. The committee determined to write to the
Premier to request further information as to why this act
remains unproclaimed on the books and unrepealed. I
am awaiting further information pertaining to the
perceived need to keep the Miners Phthisis Relief
Act 1936 down as an unproclaimed act.
I would like to conclude by commenting on the
attendance by the Chief Parliamentary Counsel at the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee’s meeting
which considered the Statute Law Revision Bill. The
committee was pleased to have heard evidence
regarding this bill from the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel. The house will be interested to know that he
provided the committee with a certificate declaring that
the amendments made by the Statute Law Revision Bill
are not substantive and do not in any way affect the
intention of any acts and that all the acts repealed by
this bill are entirely spent. It is for this very reason,
Acting Speaker, that I will now cease my contribution. I
certainly commend the bill to the house.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for the Arts) —
Thank you, Acting Speaker, for your invitation to sum
up on this very important Statute Law Revision Bill.
We have had some very eloquent contributions on this
bill, including from the member for Kew, who I noted
spoke at length about how we are dragging our judicial
legislation into the 21st century, particularly with
changes to the wording of our bills to make them
gender neutral. We also heard from the member for
Lowan, always an extraordinarily well-informed
contribution — —
Mr Ryan — Decades of it you’ve been hearing!
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Ms DELAHUNTY — Decades of it I have been
hearing — again and again and again! — but it was a
stunning contribution. Then of course the pièce de
résistance was from the member for Mill Park, who
made a very significant contribution on this bill. I wish
it a speedy passage and look forward to its making a
vast amount of difference to the administration of law
in this state.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

SENTENCING (FURTHER AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill gets the Attorney-General out of a bit
of a hole of his own creation. Recently he made a very
dramatic public statement that he was going to amend
the Sentencing Act for the first time to allow victim
impact statements to be taken into account by courts in
this state. It was perhaps that dramatic statement that
led to this legislation. The problem was that that
statement was a little bit over the top, occasioned with
the usual puffery of the Attorney-General. It overstated
the case somewhat, given that victim impact statements
have been an important part of the criminal justice
process now for almost 10 years.
Indeed it was the former Attorney-General who brought
in the legislation that first allowed the courts to look at
the victim impact statements and enabled them to be
used as a very valuable tool in demonstrating to a
sentencing court the impact of a crime on a victim.
I have had the benefit of talking to a number of judges.
One in particular, a judge of the Court of Appeal, says
that by the time an appeal on sentence comes before the
court the only way the court can actually inform itself
of the precise impact of a crime on a victim is often
through reference to the victim impact statement. It is a
valuable tool that a sentencing court must take into
account. That is already in the current law. Victim
impact statements have formal recognition in the
Sentencing Act and are regularly used by sentencing
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judges in determining the impact of crimes on victims.
Accordingly they have a high degree of utility.
The amendments that are being made in effect only
reiterate the current situation, which is that a sentencing
court must take account of the injury, loss or damage
suffered by a victim. It is an obligation, and it
effectively reflects the common-law position where the
gravity of the crime is a matter to be taken into account.
Very dramatically the Attorney-General is trying to
garner back the support of various victims and victims’
groups which may not be necessarily terribly happy
about being described as rednecks or vigilantes. There
are now additional words that a court must take account
of — ‘any injury, loss or damage suffered by the
victim’ and ‘the impact of the offence on the victim’. It
is a matter of semantics, and how that takes the body of
the law any further, either the common law or the
Sentencing Act, is the cause of some debate. The
Attorney-General says that for the first time the
psychological impact of the crime on the victim — their
ability to hold down a job, form relationships and those
matters — is now perfectly and clearly outlined as one
of the obligations of the sentencing court.
I am sure the Attorney-General is regularising those
matters, and no one doubts that they are important. But
they are already taken into account by a sentencing
court. The victim is fairly much at large to include all
sorts of relevant considerations in that impact
statement. Some of those considerations may not be
relevant or actually admissible, but they can still be put
before the court. Judges regularly refer to impact
statements in their sentencing. It is really one of the
very few ways a court of appeal can actually inform
itself about the gravity of an offence in relation to the
victim.
We have one concern in relation to the victim impact
statements. As a result of a further amendment that is
brought about by this bill — notwithstanding the fact
that under the Sentencing Act a victim can give that
evidence either by way of a written statement or
through viva voce evidence in the sentencing
process — if the prosecution or defence desires it, the
victim can be called and be subjected to
cross-examination. This amendment puts another
obligation upon a prosecutor, in that if the victim so
desires, the prosecutor is required to read aloud the
admissible and relevant parts of a victim impact
statement to the court. It puts a further obligation upon
a prosecutor in the sense that they have to go through
the victim impact statement and determine which are
the admissible and relevant parts. It begs the question of
whether there is any mechanism for a victim to question
whether or not certain matters are admissible or
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relevant. It would seem that the discretion is simply
given to a prosecutor to read out the admissible and
relevant parts of the victim impact statement if the
victim so chooses.
The question is how that will actually take the
sentencing process any further. I understand the
intention and purpose of it. Many victims have made
representations to me saying that they feel they are
strangers to the criminal justice system and feel no
different to any other witness that may be called. The
most important thing is that we recognise that access to
a criminal trial is an individual’s right, that it is the
offender who is on trial and that the Crown represents
all the citizens of this state in prosecuting an offence.
The victim as a matter of law is effectively like any
other witness. They take no formal part in the
proceedings, either at the sentencing stage or otherwise.
The victim impact statement provides a mechanism
whereby material can be placed before the court to
determine the gravity of the offence. The defendant has
the opportunity through their counsel — or in certain
cases, themselves — to cross-examine the victim about
the impact of that statement. I understand it is a rarity
for a witness to be cross-examined about the impact of
a crime, the risk being that if a judge is aggravated once
someone is convicted of an offence, it may lead to a
greater penalty. It is rarely if ever used. I am not aware
of any case where it has been used, but I would be
reticent to say it has never been used. So it may be used
from time to time.
Getting back to witnesses feeling very strange in the
proceeding, as a matter of law they are strangers to the
proceeding. The opportunity to keep victims informed
as to the process from the moment of the crime, during
the investigation and determination by the Director of
Public Prosecutions or the police, through the
prosecution process right through to perhaps a
committal or ultimately a trial process, is a matter of
some concern. It has been raised with me on a number
of occasions that there should be some mechanism that
would allow them to be kept informed even to the point
where their obligations as a witness on the day could be
explained to them. No-one is suggesting that if they are
to give evidence in a trial they should be kept entirely
informed about the matters and the process of the court.
That would be perhaps unfair to the defendant, but
being kept informed as to when the matter is likely to
come to court and the current status of the investigation
are of profound importance to victims.
If it is sought by either party, and it usually is, normally
at the commencement of criminal and civil trials all
witnesses in the proceedings, unless they are parties to
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the proceedings — that is, the Crown on one side or the
defendant on the other — are ordered from the precinct
of the court. Even though they may be sitting outside
the courtroom, there can be no formal communication
as to what has been transpiring in the courtroom while
they are waiting to give their evidence. It is serious
contempt of court to convey what has been going on in
the courtroom. That is understandably done so that
people give unbiased evidence, as it might in some way
be tempered by the proceedings that they may see
unfolding in front of them.
There are a number of exceptions. As I understand it, it
is the common practice in the Magistrates Court for
police officers to be allowed in court while the
informant gives their evidence-in-chief, but not during
their cross-examination. That is the practice adhered to,
but again if someone insists on their rights to have all
witnesses removed from the court, then that is their
absolute right.
Where an order is made for witnesses to be excluded
from the precincts of the court — an order that is
inevitably sought in both civil and criminal trials —
there will now be an exception in relation to the victim.
On balance, and in fairness to the accused, a judge may
feel it is appropriate to make a specific order to exclude
the victim, but unless the trial judge makes a specific
order to exclude a victim, which will have to specify
and address the reasons why they should be excluded, a
victim will be able to remain in the courtroom until they
give their evidence or until they wish to leave.
Again, it sounds a very important and dramatic change
in the law, but the practical effect is usually not that
great because the victim, if they are able to give
evidence, is usually the first witness called by the
prosecution at the commencement of the trial. Indeed,
the prosecutor can be the subject of some criticism if
the victim is not the first witness called to give evidence
and can be the subject of some comment at a later
stage. There are circumstances where a victim may not
be called, but in the vast majority of criminal trials the
victim, as the person who principally witnessed the
offence and can give direct identity evidence about the
accused, is inevitably the first person to give evidence.
It was a matter of some note during the briefing that
when the Attorney-General’s advisers were asked if
they could identify any particular circumstance where
that was not the case and what the statistics were for
victim’s attending and giving evidence outside the
usual practice of being the first witness, they were
unable to identify any particular case or state any
statistical basis for this amendment. So while it sounds
a very important improvement in the way victims are
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treated in a criminal trial process, the practical effect is
probably not substantial.
In relation to that, I reiterate that the amendments now
include for the first time the words ‘the impact of the
offence on any victim’. That is not a dramatic increase
in the current law. A sentencing court must already take
into account any injury, loss or damage suffered by a
victim. The addition of the words ‘impact of the
offence on any victim’ may put it beyond doubt that
psychological evidence may relate to the inability to
form relationships, to hold down a job, and those sorts
of matters may now be included as relevant parts of the
impact on a victim. I am not aware of when that has
been specifically excluded, but it does not detract from
that original position of the law of the obligation on
courts to take into account any injury, loss or damage
suffered by a victim.
As I said, there is an impost on prosecutors in this
circumstance in reading the victim impact statement
aloud in court to work out the relevant and admissible
parts. A trial judge regularly refers to the victim impact
statement and reads aloud in the sentencing process
substantial chunks of it. Much of that is reiterated if the
matter goes to appeal and is regularly used as a
mechanism for informing the sentencing court as to the
gravity of the offence.
With regard to the special witness order in relation to
victims, the practical effect is probably going to be
negligible, because a victim is usually the first and
principal witness called on behalf of the prosecution for
the clear reason that they provide the direct evidence of
the crime and the identity of the accused in most cases.
Accordingly, the practical effect is not substantial,
although I recognise that it is an improvement in
relation to this matter.
There are also amendments to the Magistrates’ Court
Act and the Children and Young Persons Act to allow
similar amendments that would see similar reference to
victim impact statements and the requirement upon a
prosecutor to make these announcements.
In conclusion, as I said, the practical effect is probably
minimal. However, it is a clear adumbration of
improving the position of victims. Certainly I would
like to see the state play a greater role in providing
information, not coaching but facilitating the
information flow to victims so that they feel that they
are aware of how the process operates. That can
certainly be improved. In fact when you compare
Victoria with New South Wales, you see that we have
three witness liaison officers employed by the Director
of Public Prosecutions, compared to New South Wales,
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where there are up to 30 victim liaison officers, which
was the subject of some press concern a few months
ago.
Regarding the treatment of victims, they feel angry and
aggressive, but victim impact statements play a very
important role and are a very important part of the
criminal justice process put in place by the former
Attorney-General. This is a lot of words, a lot of hot air,
to get the Attorney-General out of a clear mistake that
he made in relation to victim impact statements. With
those few words, the opposition will not oppose the
legislation.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This
legislation has three principal elements. The first of
them is said to in effect recognise the position of the
victim for sentencing purposes, with the result that the
impact of the crime on the victim is appropriately taken
into account by the court. This represents an
enhancement of the system that already exists.
This area has seen the development of an aspect of the
law that historically — until about 10 years ago — was
not part of the way in which the criminal justice system
was administered. Historically the system was all about
the punishment of the perpetrator of the crime and
issues to do with the sentencing of that individual. It
involved notions of rehabilitation, of demonstrating to
the public at large that this sort of conduct would not be
tolerated and also of punishing the person who was
convicted of the offence. Until 10 years ago the
victim’s situation was mostly incidental to the
sentencing process.
Under the stewardship of the former Attorney-General,
the Honourable Jan Wade, we saw the introduction of
the amendments that are being slightly enhanced — I
emphasise, slightly enhanced — by the bill now before
the house. The court will now be required to have gone
to that particular position of the victim in a variety of
ways which are not clearly defined but which in
essence enable that person to put before the court the
nature of the effect of the crime upon them. I thought at
the time of the original amendments those 10 years ago
that it was a fair thing. This legislation adds to that —
and I think it adds little, quite frankly — but The
Nationals are supportive of this basic process, which
now has 10 years of longevity in our courts.
The second element of this is to do with the reading of
victim impact statements aloud in the courts. In a sense
this is a laudable aim, but one cannot help but wonder
how the practicalities of that will work out. Prosecutors
these days already bear an enormous burden in relation
to issues of process. It does not take much to get
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yourself into deep water before the appeal court if you
do not have elements of the process right. This is yet
another element of the process that the long-suffering
prosecutor will need to accommodate. I say that with
the greatest respect to the victims who have had the
terrible ill fortune to be involved in proceedings literally
by accident — perhaps sometimes it is by design, but
they have been done a wrong, and as I have already
remarked, it is appropriate that their situation be taken
into account. What we are doing with this amendment
is putting a further responsibility on the prosecutor to
orchestrate how this happens.
The language of the proposed section is interesting. It
states that if a victim has made a victim impact
statement and if that person so requests, the court must
ensure that any — I emphasise the word ‘any’ —
admissible parts of the statement that are appropriate
and relevant — and I emphasise the words ‘appropriate
and relevant’ — are read aloud by the prosecutor. It
seems to me on a literal reading that this leaves open
the possibility of an outcome that no-one intends. The
victim in the first instance can make a request of the
prosecutor that the victim impact statement be read out.
When the request is made, that fulfils that element of
the section, and then what happens is that the court has
to ensure that any — and I again emphasise the word
‘any’ — admissible parts of the statement that are
appropriate and relevant to sentencing are read aloud by
the prosecutor.
If we are not careful we could end up with the situation
where any admissible part is read out, and although a
victim may be keen to have the victim impact statement
read aloud, they might not necessarily want all
admissible parts of the statement that are appropriate
and relevant to sentencing being read aloud. I could
envisage, for example, that a lady who is the subject of
a violent sexual offence could find herself in the terribly
invidious position of having read out elements of the
victim impact statement which by choice she might not
like to have read out. It seems that there is lacking in
the language of the section a nexus between the request
made by a victim for the reading out of the impact
statement on the one hand and the actual content of the
statement that is read out.
On the wording of the section, in fulfilling the
obligation the prosecutor will have to go through the
statement and make a determination as to the parts of it
that are admissible and appropriate and relevant to
sentencing. That may not at all match up with what the
victim actually wants read out. I would be interested to
hear what the government has to say about that. I
envisage that there is a schism between the two
concepts, yet once the request has been lodged the court
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must — there is an obligation — ensure that any
admissible parts of the statement that are appropriate
and relevant to sentencing are read out by the
prosecutor.
I would be interested to hear what the government has
to say about that because, as I said, we are anxious to
avoid any unintended consequence. If a prosecutor is
required to consult with a witness before reading out
those parts of the statement that are appropriate and
relevant to sentencing and has the capacity to exercise
some sort of discretion as to whether those parts are
read or if some other mechanism is designed to make
sure that we do not get an unintended consequence of
this nature, perhaps everybody would be more
comfortable.
The second component of this second element is that
nothing in it prevents the presiding judge or magistrate
from reading aloud any admissible part of a victim
impact statement. I must say that the wording in itself is
different from the wording in the first part of the
section — it is more in the nature of what I for one
would have in mind to deliver the outcome we want:
that the presiding judge or magistrate is able to read out
any admissible part of a victim impact statement, so
there is no obligation to read out all parts that are
admissible and no obligation to read out all parts that
are appropriate and no obligation to read out all parts
that are relevant to the issue of sentencing. It is a more
generalist guideline, which gives the court flexibility.
That is the second element of the legislation.
The third element regards witness orders. As has been
commented upon by the member for Kew, the logic of
this is longstanding. The general notion of it is that an
order can be made that a person who is a witness in a
case is not able to sit in the court while evidence is
being given by others and then shape his or her
evidence to accord with that given from the witness box
at any particular point in time. There might be many
people in the body of the court, and the court is not able
to know if there are people in there who are doing that
very thing — namely, shaping their evidence to accord
with what they hear from the witness box The way to
overcome that is to make a witness order at the start, so
that any witnesses who have come to the court on the
day and are to give evidence in the case should leave
the court and its precincts immediately, That will
ensure that no dovetailing of evidence occurs.
In this instance what is intended is that the court will
have a discretion to allow the victim who is to be a
witness to remain in the court. As the member for Kew
has observed, the fact is that in criminal trials much
more often than not the victim is the lead witness, but it
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is not inconceivable that the order of witnesses, for any
one of a variety of reasons, is not maintained in its
usual form — it might be because the victim is delayed
at the start of the trial, it might be because the victim is
not available because of medical treatment or it might
be for any one of a host of other reasons — and at the
time the trial commences the victim is not the first up to
bat in the witness box. One can see how in that sort of
circumstance the court should have available the
discretion being talked of here so that it can operate in
favour of a victim.
The guardian of the operation of this rule is that the
court has to ensure at all times that there is a fair trial
and that the trial of the accused is not prejudiced in any
way. That is a very sensible benchmark to apply to this
because, going back to the very first principle that I
have been discussing, the essence of our criminal
justice system is that it begins with the fact that every
person who is charged with an offence is innocent until
proven guilty. They are entitled to a fair trial and it is
around that core principle that this provision is built. So
I am pleased to see that important rider does apply. It is
with those few comments that I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak in support of the Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill, particularly because this bill is an
overdue recognition that the impact of crime upon
victims should be given a more clear and defined
position within our criminal justice system. It is part of
a whole raft of reforms that have been introduced in the
last 15 years to give a greater voice to victims and
greater recognition to the impact of crime on victims in
our community. It was one of the key elements and
priority initiatives outlined in the Attorney-General’s
justice statement back in May 2004 and I am pleased to
see this bill introduced into the house.
The bill does a number of important things to recognise
the rights of victims of crime. Firstly, it ensures that
victims are properly recognised during sentencing
proceedings. The bill requires for the first time that
when deciding on an offender’s sentence judges must
take into account the full impact of that crime on a
victim. This recognises that the impact on a victim of
crime is not only the direct impact of injury and trauma
or the property loss that they experience, but that there
is also far broader harm done to victims in terms of
their health, relationships, sense of safety and quality of
life. This is something that I think the community has
wanted us to take into account and we have responded
to that and are taking it into account.
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The bill also gives victims a much greater voice in
sentencing proceedings. When a victim wishes, the
prosecutor will be required to read aloud a victim’s
impact statement during the sentencing hearing. The
Leader of The Nationals, who has now left the
chamber, asked, ‘How will victims have any control
over what is being read out? How will they ensure that
what is being said in the court is something that they
are happy to have said?’. It is obvious. The statement
will be the victim’s statement. The prosecutor might be
making the statement but that will be on behalf of the
victim and it will of course have been discussed with
the victim prior to it formally being read out in court.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr HUDSON — Of course it will be discussed. It
will be the victim’s statement. The victim will get the
appropriate help needed to be able to make the
statement in court and of course the prosecutor will
want to ensure that what is said in the statement is
something that the victim is happy with.
There is a contradiction here for members of the
opposition because they have not mentioned in the
whole debate today that we are talking about discretion.
We are talking about judges taking into account the
impact of crime on victims and that the statements will
be read out so that judges can take into account how
victims have experienced the impact of that crime on
them. If we had the opposition’s way of doing these
things, we would not have any of this at all. A judge
would not be required to take any of these things into
account because he would be left with simply a
mandatory sentence to impose in all circumstances. It
points up the absolute contradiction in the opposition’s
position. Here we have a bill that will ensure that judges
take into account the appropriate level of discretion.
Members of the opposition look at all the circumstances
of the crime, including the impact on the victim, which
they support, and yet they want to see mandatory
sentences introduced.
Secondly, this bill allows victims to remain in court
during the proceedings. One of the common complaints
made by victims who participate in court proceedings is
that they feel excluded from the process — that their
thoughts and views and the impact on them are not
taken into account. So much of the court process and
focus is on the conviction of the defendant that at the
end of the process the victims are left feeling empty.
That is because their voice has not been heard or
because often they are excluded from the court while
those issues are taken into account. What this bill does
is ensure that victims who want to observe proceedings
will not be automatically excluded from the court when
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the court orders all witnesses to leave the court. For the
first time our judges will have to turn their minds to
whether it is appropriate for victims to remain in the
courtroom. I think that is an important development.
The opposition might describe it as minimal but the fact
is that it is one which will give greater recognition to
the rights of victims.
This bill is the latest in a series of initiatives by the
government to make sure that the justice system is more
responsive to the needs of victims of crime. It has been
one of the key things we have pursued while we have
been in office. For the benefit of the house I want to run
through some of the things this government has been
doing to improve the situation for victims of crime.
First, we have reintroduced compensation payment for
pain and suffering for victims.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr HUDSON — The shadow Attorney-General
can laugh, but one of the things that the previous
government did was abolish payment of compensation
to victims of crime for pain and suffering. We have
reinstated it. It is something you should be ashamed of.
It is something that we have done — brought it back.
Second, we have streamlined access for victims of
crime to counselling and financial assistance. We
amended the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 to
enable the Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal to
provide immediate counselling and financial assistance
and not to have undue delays, with victims swinging
after the proceedings were over without any help at all
but ensuring that they got the help when they needed it
and in a timely fashion.
Third, we have established a new victim support
agency. We undertook a comprehensive review of all
the government’s victim support services. We have
brought them together in a victim support agency, and
we have significantly improved both the funding and
the support for victims through that agency.
Fourth, we have established a Sentencing Advisory
Council. This was one of the key recommendations of
the sentencing review undertaken by Professor Arie
Freiberg in 2002. It is a groundbreaking report, because
we have been able to establish a council with
community input, including input from victims
themselves. I am pleased to note the appointment of
Carmel Arthur, alongside Jenny Morgan and Barbara
Rozenes, who are three council members who
specifically represent the interests of victims. What we
have recognised with that advisory council is that we
need community input. We need to understand how the
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community feels about the nature and type of certain
crimes, and we need them to be providing a community
benchmark or standard that judges can refer to in
considering what sentences would be imposed.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr HUDSON — The shadow Attorney-General
interjects — but what would the opposition do? The
opposition would have mandatory sentences. It would
not have this kind of input. Opposition members would
not have this kind of discretion. They have made it very
clear that they are all in favour of mandatory sentencing
and that they would not take into account individual
circumstances in each and every case.
Fifth, we have introduced guideline judgments. The
Court of Appeal is now responsible for drafting
guideline judgments so that we get more appropriate
and consistent sentencing. The court will be able to
publish those guideline judgments, with the input of the
Sentencing Advisory Council, so that we get greater
consistency at all levels of the judiciary in terms of the
types of sentences that are passed down. I believe that is
an important development. At times we have had
inconsistency, which the community has not
understood, in terms of similar circumstances and types
of crimes, and this will ensure that we get greater
consistency.
Sixth, we are developing a victims charter. We have put
out a discussion paper on victims rights, which has
been released for community consultation. That charter
will clearly state the rights of victims of crime, such as
their right to protection, to information, to
compensation and to support during the court process.
This is a first for Victoria. It is something that the
Bracks government has done. It will be a clear
statement given to victims of their rights in the criminal
justice system.
Seventh, we have established a judicial college, which
again is going to play a role in educating the judiciary.
In summary, I think this bill is important. It gives much
greater focus to the impact of crime on victims,
allowing them to make statements to the court. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I would like to thank the
Opposition Whip, a fellow Essendon supporter, who
has given me the opportunity to speak now on this bill
rather than later in the debate.
I wish to make a couple of comments in relation to the
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill. The rhetoric of
the Attorney-General that accompanies this bill is of
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victims rights. As a non-lawyer, this is an area that I am
pleased to have seen the government — and indeed the
previous government — move a fair way into over the
last 10 to 15 years, as the member for Bentleigh has
said. Our contention, though, is that in the first part of
this bill the Attorney-General has basically restated
existing law rather than introduce something new into
the equation — and that is that victim impact
statements are required to be considered as part of the
sentencing process.
The Attorney-General and the government will
probably argue that they have expanded the grounds on
which victim impact statements are admissible; but I
am not so sure, as the shadow Attorney-General has
said, whether there is a vast difference between a
reference to ‘any injury, loss or damage suffered by the
victim’ and ‘the impact of the offence on any victim’. I
note that in the second-reading speech the
Attorney-General claims that this is broader, but I think
it is much of a muchness. However, I am pleased at the
direction and at the restatement by this government of
the importance of victim impact statements.
The new element in relation to victim impact
statements is the provision whereby, should the victim
wish, the prosecutor must read to the court the relevant
parts of the victim impact statement. As the current act
is applied, it is not obligatory to have it read out,
although courts may do so. But this bill makes it
obligatory when the victim requests this. I note the
interesting issue raised by the Leader of The Nationals,
and I also note the explanation which appears to have
emanated from departmental officers. I will leave it to
the lawyers to argue whether people can have read out
bits of statements that they do not want. I will take at
face value — perhaps that is not the greatest thing to
do — the claim in the second-reading speech that it will
be at the victim’s discretion, and that is as it should be.
I want to make a couple of observations about the two
elements of the bill that relate to victim impact
statements. There is probably a small difference insofar
as the government is concerned — along with a lot of
spin, as always — but I would make the point that the
Labor Party has taken a while to support victim impact
statements. I commend the government for being strong
in their support these days, but this was not always so. I
recall well the debate on the Sentencing (Victim Impact
Statement) Bill, which came before this place on
20 April 1994. The then shadow Attorney-General,
Neil Cole, made the following comments, and it is
worth while putting these on record to point out how far
the Labor Party has come in terms of victims rights.
The then shadow Attorney-General said:
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The opposition supports the bill with some reservation.

He then went on to say:
… the opposition in general terms has many problems with
victim impact statements. It is the opposition’s view that they
provide very little protection for the victim. Indeed, we on this
side of the house would argue, and I think it is a
predominantly academic opinion, that the only value they
have is, firstly, to allow victims to participate in the process in
a manner which has not often happened in the past, and
secondly, to allow them in a sense to cleanse themselves of
their feelings about the crimes perpetrated upon them.

As I said, I think this is a significant shift of opinion,
although in fairness to members of the ALP still in this
place, that was not a universal view at the time this
particular change to the Sentencing Act was introduced
by the previous Attorney-General, Jan Wade. At the
time the Labor opposition was particularly concerned
with the issue of the cross-examination of victims
making impact statements, and it moved an amendment
in 1994 to allow cross-examination under some
circumstances and not others.
It is quite useful to look at the debate on the initial bill
and the debate and rhetoric here today. My information
is that this level of cross-examination does not happen
in relation to victim impact statements, because, as the
shadow Attorney-General indicated in his contribution,
if the victim is alive they are usually a witness, and of
course it is the evidence they tender to the court that is
subject to cross-examination rather than the victim
impact statement itself.
For my own part I wish to place on record my very
strong support for the trend in recent years towards
victims rights. This issue — the promise of victim
impact statements being considered as part of the
sentencing process — was a Liberal Party promise in
the run-up to the 1992 election. I am pleased there has
been a shift in thinking in the ranks of our political
opponents. Again I think it is fair to say that the current
Attorney-General, notwithstanding the fact that he got a
bit excited over victim impact statements and promised
to amend legislation which already did what he claimed
his amendments would do, appears to be a strong
supporter of victim impact statements. It is good, and it
is a significant shift since 1994.
Of course these changes were driven by organisations
such as the Victims of Crime Assistance League —
then called VOCAL — and by the Herald Sun and
other newspapers like that in the early 1990s. Legal
experts and legally qualified people took a long while
to cater for the needs of these victims groups and to
address quite blunt community opinion about the rights
of victims and certainly about the need for the courts to
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take account of the impact of crimes on victims when
making sentencing decisions.
With those few words, I support the bill, which the
opposition obviously does not oppose. I am pleased that
the movement to recognise the rights of victims is
gaining momentum, but I would remind the house that
this was not always the view of the ALP in Victoria.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Minister for Police and Emergency Services).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — This bill certainly
appears on the face of it to be rather non-contentious,
and the vast majority of it certainly does not cause the
opposition any real concern. I must say at the outset that
the Justice Legislation (Amendment) Bill makes a
number of amendments.
The first amendment the bill makes is to the Legal Aid
Act 1978 to facilitate Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) in its
use of alternative dispute resolution programs when it is
making determinations on the granting of aid or any
other matter that may be referred to VLA for alternative
dispute resolution. The second amendment the bill
makes is to the Summer Time Act 1972 and the
Supreme Court Act 1986 to switch from Greenwich
Mean Time to coordinated universal time. This
improves the way we as a state record and use time, and
it is part of a national agreement. Accordingly, it should
be supported. The third amendment made by the bill is
to the Victorian Law Reform Commission Act 2000.
This act is to be amended to allow the Attorney-General
to table interim and final reports of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission while Parliament is in recess.
The principal danger of omnibus legislation is that it
amends a variety of acts in a variety of unrelated ways.
The first amendment made by this bill, which is the
granting of alternative dispute resolution powers to
Legal Aid Victoria, is something the opposition would
support. Alternative dispute resolution programs that
have been implemented progressively in this state in a
variety of ways play a very important part in the
process of citizens resolving their disputes and are to be
supported. Any improvement in alternative dispute
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resolutions would be supported by the opposition. It has
no concerns about this aspect of the bill, and I will talk
about that in more detail in a moment.
In respect of the amendment dealing with coordinated
universal time, it is an improvement in the way we
record time in this state and it is the subject of a
national agreement between all states and the
commonwealth. Accordingly it should be supported,
because it is part of the national model. The third
amendment made by the bill, which relates to the
Victorian Law Reform Commission’s tabling reports
outside normal parliamentary sittings, causes the
opposition a lot of grief, but I will conclude my remarks
in respect of that matter.
I will just return to the first of the non-contentious
matters, which concerns Legal Aid Victoria. In a
determination as to whether the Legal Aid Victoria is to
grant assistance in a particular matter the usual process
is that where a decision is made the process can be
referred to a body that can sit in appeal. The body is
made up of practitioners and others who decide whether
there should be a grant of aid within the parameters
provided by Legal Aid Victoria.
What is allowed now is that as a mechanism it can be
referred to a round-table conference where the dispute
can be resolved by the process of alternative dispute
resolution — a mediation. Alternatively, a matter can
be specifically referred to the Legal Aid Victoria. Even
if someone is not applying for aid, if a matter, criminal
or otherwise — it would seem to be a very broad
ambit — is referred to Legal Aid Victoria, and
presumably if all parties agree, then LAV itself can
provide that alternative dispute resolution in whatever
form may be constituted under the provisions of this
legislation.
It is a matter of some note that matters that may be
disclosed in a round-table conference would not be the
subject of any form of evidence before a court and there
are strict confidentiality provisions. The matters
disclosed are not subject to the Freedom of Information
Act, and understandably so. There is also a provision to
the effect that the chairperson of an alternative dispute
resolution body should be immune from any direct
personal liability. While there can be liability on the
part of Legal Aid Victoria, it does not attach to the
individual. It is a matter for comment that we are
currently looking at the whole issue of whether
barristers or anybody who appears as an advocate
before a court or tribunal is subject to the common-law
immunity from being held liable for matters relating to
in-court behaviour and advice provided about a
courtroom situation.
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It is a matter of some note that the Attorney-General,
who introduced this legislation, has been critical of
professional advocate immunity that currently exists as
a matter of common law. It is also of concern that we
have seen the Attorney-General provide similar
immunity to Crown prosecutors — again we have
immunity being provided to the chairpersons of the
alternative dispute resolution panels in these
circumstances — yet the Attorney-General is taking a
perhaps populist line by attacking professional
advocates’ immunity, which is traditionally seen to be a
privilege of a barrister. It may be seen to be a privilege
to the barrister, but there is a real concern about that
immunity.
The Attorney-General’s introducing legislation to
provide immunity for Crown prosecutors and
chairpersons in Legal Aid Victoria is a reflection of his
desire to ensure that a person who conducts the
alternative dispute resolution process or prosecutes a
criminal trial in this state should not be prevented from
being able to properly prosecute a case or deal with an
alternative dispute or in any way be fettered by the
threat of a civil action for negligence or otherwise. Yet
when the Attorney-General talks about the so-called
barrister’s immunity — the professional advocate
immunity — he does not extend the same privilege to
those people.
It is of profound concern, as I have said in this place
before, that one of the principal reasons that immunity
applies at common law is because professional
advocates — largely barristers, solicitors or
professionals as appear in tribunals where advocates
appear within the ambit of their rule, such as the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal — owe
their prime responsibility not to their client but certainly
to the court. Any interference with that immunity will
attack the fundamental notion that the advocates owe
their primary obligation to the court or tribunal and
would be a retrograde step.
Secondly, the so-called cab-rank principle, by which
anybody in the state can brief any barrister of the
Victorian bar, is a very important part of the bar’s rules.
Any person who wants to brief any advocate can secure
the services of any barrister, as long as they profess to
practise in that area and the appropriate amount of
money is agreed upon to be paid as a professional fee,
for whatever case on either side of the equation. The
cab-rank principle is strongly entrenched in the
principles of the bar. The member for Prahran, who was
a practitioner with me, would be well aware of the
importance of the cab-rank principle for the Victorian
bar. Interfering with that immunity for a professional
advocate will severely undermine that principle. A
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barrister may have to make a judgment as to whether
they are appearing for somebody who is likely to
prosecute them for negligence at some later stage.
It is interesting to note that in one breath the
Attorney-General is providing immunity for the new
chairpersons of Legal Aid Victoria but in other forums
is making public comments attacking professional
advocates’ immunity. As I said, apart from those
passing comments about the immunity, I do not
disagree with the immunity being provided by the bill.
There is certainly residual opportunity for any
aggrieved person to take a case directly against Legal
Aid Victoria.
In relation to summer time, as I said, it is an
improvement to the recording and use of time in the
state. It is the subject of a national agreement, and the
opposition certainly supports that proposal.
The last matter causes the most amount of profound
grief to the opposition. Unlike parliamentary
committees, which are all joint-party committees and
have a mechanism for reporting and tabling interim and
final reports out of the normal sittings of Parliament —
at least the opposition has an opportunity to participate
in the process of the release of reports to the public —
the Law Reform Commission includes no opposition
representation. There is no formal mechanism to inform
the opposition, The Nationals or the Independents as to
when, under this legislation, the Attorney-General may
decide to release a report. Notwithstanding that the
report will have attached to it all the privileges that can
be provided by this Parliament — and they may include
the freedom to be critical of other citizens and to refer
to evidence that may otherwise be the subject of
concern out there in the public arena — in the broader
sense that Parliament is a public forum which these
matters should properly be brought before, we are
provided with the privilege of freedom of speech. The
same privileges then attach to any form of document
that is formally tabled, including a report from the Law
Reform Commission.
It is a matter of profound concern that the
Attorney-General can choose the day and the time of
the release of a report. If it is an adverse report about
any aspect of the current executive government or if it
may cause some concern to the Attorney-General, then
of course the report can be hidden — at his behest, and
his behest alone, because he chooses the time for the
release. For example, the report of the dud ambulance
royal commission cost nearly $100 million.
Notwithstanding that, only two minor bureaucrats were
recommended for prosecution, and the dramatic
criminal conspiracy that had been alleged completely
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evaporated. That $100 million was completely wasted.
That report was released when Cathy Freeman won her
gold medal at the Sydney Olympics. The way this
government has behaved in the release of adverse
information is something that is stunning to believe.
The government must remain accountable for the
actions of the executive government.
If ultimately the Victorian Law Reform Commission,
no matter how independent it may be, produces a
report, it is at the behest of the Attorney-General as to
the timing of that report. Indeed, one would speculate
that if there was something terribly dramatic, it would
probably have been released Friday two weeks ago,
with world events focusing on what was happening in
Rome. Certainly with such events over the Christmas
holidays as the tsunami there would have been very
little opportunity for matters relating to state politics to
be focused on. The practical reality of politics would
mean the Attorney-General would be able to select the
time for release of this documentation.
These provisions also treat this place with utter
contempt. This place should be the place for proper
debate, the forum for public debate. This government
treats this place as if it were an electoral college that
meets only once every four years to determine who will
be the Governor of the state for the subsequent four
years. It is treated as part of the process the government
has to go through to get something done. Accordingly,
this is a matter of real concern. It may be only a minor
step in the demise of this place as a forum for public
debate, but it is a matter of the utmost principle to the
opposition. Notwithstanding the fact that we agree with
alternative dispute resolution being provided by
Victoria Legal Aid and notwithstanding that we agree
that national agreements should be adhered to and that
there should be a mechanism for having a national
agreement on time enforced, in this case this last matter
is of such significance, it is a matter of such principle
and such a dramatic change in the way we go about
things, that we are forced to vote against this
legislation.
I make it perfectly clear that if the Attorney-General
wanted to split this bill and deal with the first parts of
the bill — the amendments to the Legal Aid Act, the
Summer Time Act and the Supreme Court Act in
relation to time — we would be quite happy to deal
with those matters as soon as possible. We would be
happy to get them out of the way, adhering to the
principles, as I have said, of improvement in the
system. It is only the last aspect of the bill that causes
us to vote against the legislation.
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I will give an example of the way these provisions
would operate to the benefit of the executive
government and would exclude this place. Last year we
had the release of the report on defences to homicide. In
normal circumstances that probably would not have
caused much concern or attracted much public
attention, but it just happened that it was released about
a month after the so-called Ramage trial. You may
recall, Acting Speaker, that in that case a man who
killed his wife then availed himself of the defence of
provocation. The defence of provocation was accepted
by the jury, and he was convicted of manslaughter. It
was the subject of a lot of public debate.
Certainly I received representations from members of
the family and friends of the family, who were appalled
by the way the provocation defence played out in that
case. I am not suggesting anything one way or the
other, I am just saying that these matters were
represented to me. I am also aware that similar
representations were made to many other people in this
place. It was a real issue at the time.
Once the sentence had been passed by the court, the
Liberal Party announced that it would amend the
criminal law in this state to ensure that provocation was
removed as a defence to murder. Yes, we accept what
was later put out by the Victorian Law Reform
Commission about justification and the defence being
anachronistic. Although the way the commission set it
out in its report was a matter of some debate, the VLRC
did indicate that the defence worked against women in
this state. For all those reasons a rejection of that
anachronistic defence of provocation was announced
by the opposition — with little or no fanfare, I have to
concede.
But because of that environment, when the Law
Reform Commission dealt with the defences to
homicide — of which provocation was one, although
the report was far more extensive in relation to that
matter — a very public press conference, if you like,
was called upstairs in room K. Professor Marcia Neave,
the chairperson of the Law Reform Commission, spoke
on that day, as did a number of other people, launching
that report in a very public circumstance.
The opposition, certain victims of crime, members of
the Ramage family and friends, and the
Attorney-General all participated in that process.
Indeed there was a media scrum immediately out the
back of Parliament House, where the issue of
provocation was clearly put on the agenda and both
sides of politics were getting a hearing. I personally
have been criticised by a number of my former friends
and colleagues at the Victorian bar as a result of our
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announcement to abolish the anachronistic defence of
provocation. I have no doubt the member for Prahran
was subject to the same criticism when the government
came out at a later stage and formally announced that it
too agreed with the Ramage family, the Law Reform
Commission and the opposition and that it would also
abolish the defence of provocation.
If this piece of legislation goes through no longer will
the document have to be tabled in this house to attract
all the privileges of Parliament, which enables all of us
to participate in the public debate on whether we
advance the law or not. That becomes a public debate
based on what happens in this place and we can all
speak to those particular matters. It is a matter that I
have raised in this place, and I am sure that when we
deal with the legislation other members will be able to
advance their views. But at the end of the day it is still a
public issue, and I have no doubt because it was put
into this place that it remains that.
What concerns me is that if this bill goes through and
the Attorney-General has the call as to when the report
will be released, we will get an all-singing, all-dancing
media conference, with the spin doctors working on the
Attorney-General’s lines — and it will be released with
whatever spin the government wants to put on it — a
raft of supporters sitting behind, but nobody out there
criticising and saying, ‘No, you’re not doing the right
thing’. You always run the risk when dealing with
victims of crime that they do not think the measures go
far enough and that other issues may need to be taken
into account.
Certainly all of those matters would be eliminated, and
there would be an all-singing, all-dancing media
conference, with a whole group of supporters standing
behind the Attorney-General screaming in adulation
about what a great job he was doing. Of course all the
media would be there, and unfortunately the first time
that people who actually might have a different view of
the world will hear about it is when they listen to radio
that night, or watch it on TV, or more particularly when
they read it in the newspaper the next morning. That
does not promote public debate in this forum. It does
not promote public debate about important issues the
Law Reform Commission might be considering.
I am sure there will be many parts of reports released
by the Law Reform Commission that everybody will
agree upon. It may take some time, as indeed occurred
in relation to the government’s announcement about the
abolition of the defence of provocation in murder cases.
That may not necessarily be agreed with by
organisations like the Victorian bar and the Criminal
Bar Association, which has been very critical of the
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government, the opposition and the Law Reform
Commission over the abolition. But most importantly
everybody should be able to participate in that process
and debate, and they should not be excluded simply at
the behest of the executive government.
In his second-reading speech the Attorney-General said
that the bill will ensure better management and provide
the opportunity to facilitate a release. The
Attorney-General principally refers to the Law Reform
Commission. Surely after months and months, if not
years and years, of research by a significant body into
the defences of homicide — there will be some parts
that we will all agree on and there will be some parts
that will not be agreed with, and I assume these changes
will be brought in over a period of time — we will have
the opportunity to at least participate in the debate and
discuss the matter properly so both sides of the
argument can be put.
If we do not, then what we will have is effectively the
way this government likes it to happen, which is to go
out there and do the all-singing, all-dancing media
conference, spin it whatever way it wants to, and then
we all read about it the next day. We become excluded
from the process, the media moves on, and accordingly
there is no real debate about these particular issues. If
that debate does not occur we effectively have a
one-party state here, and most importantly it is another
nail in the coffin of this place as a forum for public
debate.
It is a simple amendment. I do not really see why there
is any practical or cogent reason why we need to go
through it. As I have said, regrettably the opposition
will have to oppose this legislation.
In conclusion, can I just point out that the opposition is
more than willing to allow this bill to be split to ensure
the first part relating to legal aid and the third part in
relation to coordinated universal time can be put
through as expeditiously as possible. The second matter
is a matter of the utmost principle to the opposition. It
reduces the function and utility of this place to the point
where it is another nail in the coffin for it and it
becomes merely an electoral college. For that reason
the opposition is obliged to vote against this entire piece
of legislation, which demonstrates the danger of
introducing these sorts of omnibus bills.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — There are
three elements to this bill. The first deals with the
important issue of alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
programs. In essence what is contemplated here is that
Victoria Legal Aid will now be able to provide an ADR
program to two categories of people. The first of those
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will be persons who have applied to VLA for legal
assistance, whether or not that application is successful;
or alternatively for persons who have not actually
applied to VLA for assistance, but have been referred to
VLA nevertheless so they can engage in an alternative
dispute resolution program.
I was a mediator when I practised law and I did many
mediations over the years. I was opposed to mediations
and ADR programs going back years and years ago, at
a time when my firm and I personally used to run most
of the cases that used to come from the Supreme and
County courts at Sale. In those times we had the
Supreme Court there for two or three months through a
year, and sometimes the County Court for five and six
months of the year.
I can say now all these years on that there was a
measure of vested interest in not having ADR programs
prevail, in essence because all the cases were mine and
we could structure the list of cases going before the
court on a basis which best suited us for the purposes of
the mechanics of running them. So if there were
30 cases in the list for the month we would know before
we started which 6 or 8 we wanted to really fight, and
we would dot them in amongst the list of 30 when the
all-important call-over of the cases was conducted at
the start of the circuit. That enabled us to structure the
running of the cases through the course of the month.
The ADR system, we felt and I personally felt, risked
the prospect of being able to get maximum and best
outcomes for clients and so initially we were not part of
it. With the passage of time, though, I found that by
participating in these programs you could in net terms
get better results for your clientele right across the
board. It meant there was an ability to deal with the
very difficult cases in a manner which enabled you to
get a result without the risk of having to run these
claims and where you had a chance to talk to an
opponent fully and frankly about the merit or lack of
merit of a given case. If the mediations were done in the
right spirit I came to see over the years that they were
usually productive. As I said, eventually I became a
mediator, and I think over the course of doing hundreds
of them I was able to facilitate settlements in 95 per
cent of them.
In a lot of instances people came to them reluctantly
and would sit in the room at 8.30 in the morning, arms
akimbo, protesting about having to be there and saying
they were only there because of they had been ordered
to be there by a court. Yet amazingly by 7 o’clock that
night you would be signing up terms of reference for
settlement provisions. That happened because you were
able to bring parties into an environment where, if you
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did your job properly as a mediator, you could get the
best outcome. It was a good teacher, I think, of the
principle that there are often lateral solutions that
people close to problems sometimes cannot see and that
often you are best to have someone involved who can
look at these things a bit more dispassionately than the
parties to a proceedings. I am a strong supporter
therefore of alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
programs.
I note that clause 3 defines ‘alternative dispute
resolution program’ as:
… a program for the resolution of disputes out of court and
includes conferencing.

It is no more specific than that. I do not know whether
these programs are intended to include conciliation,
arbitration, mediation or conferencing as defined in the
course of this legislation. Certainly by definition it
includes conferencing, but I wonder if whoever is going
to deal with this on behalf of the government can clarify
that situation. Mind you — and be it on my own
head — I had the opportunity of a briefing and did not
avail myself of it, so when the answer comes I am sure
it will be in the nature of what I would have been able
to access had I bothered to avail myself of the briefing
in the first place.
Be that as it may, I seek clarification on that issue. The
notion of having ADR programs is very sensible, and I
think the capacity which will exist in this legislation to
give Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) an ability to assist the
parties to become involved in ADR programs is also a
sensible amendment. Sometimes from outside the ring
in which parties are involved in, say, litigation that
might be about to go to court, a judge might determine
that, even though the people involved have not applied
for legal aid, they can nevertheless be steered to the
offices of VLA to see if assistance can be rendered in
the form of one of these programs.
I think the breadth of the ADR programs is a good
thing, and I am sure the ultimate application of the
principle behind them is good. If more people are able
to resolve their litigious disputes through the processes
contemplated by this bill, that will also be a good thing.
The Nationals certainly support that initiative.
The second element of this bill is to do with standard
time, and there are amendments to both the Summer
Time Act 1972 and the Supreme Court Act 1986. I
have left my copy of the Summer Time Act 1972
beside the bed at home, so I have not had immediate
reference to it of late. Again, having failed to avail
myself of a briefing, I am not across the absolute
specifics of this. I note that clause 6 will amend the
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Summer Time Act 1972 with respect to ‘standard time’.
A note under that clause says:
Under section 8AA of the National Measurement Act 1960 of
the Commonwealth the Chief Metrologist is required to
maintain Co-ordinated Universal Time (UTC) —

I am not sure why it is not CUT, but anyway —
as determined by the International Bureau of Weights and
Measures.

I am sure that makes an enormous amount of sense to
someone, and it has been incorporated into this bill for
very meaningful reasons. A similar amendment appears
in clause 7, which amends the Supreme Court 1986.
That is the second element of this bill.
The third element relates to the somewhat vexed issue
of the tabling of reports of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission outside the times of parliamentary sittings.
I have heard the concerns expressed by the member for
Kew. I note that the terms of the legislation reflect in
many parts those that apply to the parliamentary
committees legislation. The member for Kew made the
point that the same provisions cannot be said to
properly have application here, because there is no
member of the opposition parties on the Victorian Law
Reform Commission. I see nevertheless that throughout
clause 9 there is a series of checks and balances which
are going to enable the giving of immediate notice to
members of reports that are filed and the
communication of those reports to those members who
want to have access to them. There is a built-in capacity
to enable the clerks of the respective houses to have
discussions with members who may want to have them.
In the scheme of things I see and hear the concerns
expressed by the member for Kew, and I respect
entirely the passion with which he puts his point of
view and the principle he seeks to protect. But from the
perspective of The Nationals — in reporting this bill to
my own party room I did not take exception to such an
extent — we will not oppose the provision, nor the
legislation as a whole.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — It is pleasing for me to
be able make some comments in support of the Justice
Legislation (Amendment) Bill, which seeks to address
three issues. It makes some amendments to the Legal
Aid Act in relation to facilitating alternative dispute
resolution procedures; it provides for an expanded
ability to table reports of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission; and it makes amendments which bring in
coordinated universal time in relation to the Supreme
Court Act and the Summer Time Act. I want to deal
with the three matters separately, because they are
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separate issues. This is an omnibus bill that deals with
three discrete issues.
I will deal with the amendments to legal aid alternative
dispute resolution first. Currently Victoria Legal Aid
provides an alternative dispute resolution system called
the round-table dispute management service. VLA
introduced that innovation, and it is working extremely
well. It enables early settlement of a number of cases
that would otherwise have to go to court, which would
incur greater expense over a longer time and would no
doubt increase the emotional cost to the parties. The
legislation before the house will give proper legislative
structure to alternative dispute resolution programs such
as the round-table dispute management service. It will
enable VLA to provide that service to a greater number
of people. That is a sensible and appropriate thing for us
to be doing.
The history of alternative dispute resolution is
interesting. Some previous speakers have referred to the
fact that over the last 20 years or so it has become a
more common and accepted form of resolving legal
disputes. In my 15 years as a barrister before I was
elected to this place I was engaged in a vast number of
cases that involved alternative dispute resolution. It
increased dramatically over the more recent years.
When I was first admitted to practise in the mid-1980s
alternative dispute resolution was largely unknown in
this state. It was brought in around about that time,
particularly in areas of personal injury, as an
innovation. It met with some degree of scepticism — I
think that is an appropriate way to describe it — by
sections of the legal profession. As time went on it was
more highly regarded and accepted. The benefits it gave
to the parties and ultimately to all those who were
involved in the legal process have been well accepted.
Only the cases that really do need to be fought out to
the bitter end in court should be fought out in that way.
Any cases that can sensibly be resolved by agreement
between the parties at an earlier date are resolved, with
clear savings in cost to the parties, the legal profession
and the court system itself. The degree of emotional
involvement of the parties in litigation, which is very
often stressful, is definitely reduced. All round
alternative dispute resolution has been a particularly
good innovation in this state and has grown in
popularity. Between 70 and 90 per cent of legal
disputes that are capable of being sent to alternative
dispute resolution of the mediation sort are ultimately
settled at those mediations. That is a good thing for all
concerned.
I note that the Leader of The Nationals asked a
rhetorical question concerning the meaning of
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‘conferencing’ and ‘ alternative dispute resolution’ as
defined in this bill. The bill defines ‘alternative dispute
resolution’ and states that it is to include conferencing.
It then sets out a definition of conferencing. The notion
of alternative dispute resolution is one of a voluntary
process between the parties to litigation. It is not an
arbitrated outcome. The process involves the parties
being brought together and if they are able to consent to
settlement of the case then alternative dispute resolution
of this type will facilitate that process. It does not
involve arbitration, which is generally regarded as a
way of enforcing an order on parties where they would
otherwise not voluntarily agree to it.
I move now to the issue of coordinated universal time.
This matter has been the subject of agreement between
all the state and territory governments in Australia to
change references in our legislation to Greenwich Mean
Time to coordinated universal time, a time scale based
on the use of atomic clocks. It is a more accurate and
precise way of measuring time than Greenwich Mean
Time which has of course been historically of great use
and interest to those of us who have read such books as
Longitude and are familiar with the history of
Greenwich Mean Time and how important it has been
to such things as navigation over the years. I remember
on one occasion going to the observatory at Greenwich
in England and having my photo taken standing with
one foot on each side of the prime meridian. I know we
will still be able to do that.
Greenwich Mean Time will not change. What we are
doing here by referring to coordinated universal time is
making sure that for such things as the use of
high-speed data transfer in computer technology the
most accurate and precise measure of time is able to be
used. It is necessary under the national agreement that
this be brought in before the start of summer time or
daylight saving time on 1 September 2005. I note that it
will have no effect on summer time or daylight saving
time but it will ensure that all the states in Australia are
in legal agreement on their measurement of time. One
thing it will not do, however, is shed any light on where
the Liberal Party may be keeping its policies from time
to time or whether they have any at all — but that is
another matter.
The Liberal Party is opposing the other section of this
bill, that allowing for Victorian Law Reform
Commission reports to be tabled while Parliament is
not sitting. I think the opposition to this particular
amendment shows that the Liberal Party opposition in
this state is really spending too much time looking over
its shoulder and seeing ghosts and shadows moving
about everywhere, without looking at the content of the
legislation. I am pleased that the Leader of The
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Nationals in his earlier contribution said he had
considered the checks and balances provided in this
legislation and that The Nationals would be supporting
the Labor government in amending the legislation to
enable the tabling of Law Reform Commission reports
while Parliament is not sitting.

reviews the way in which this Parliament is operated.
There is no doubt, and the opposition agrees, that the
current act requires some change. We have no difficulty
with the government moving in that particular
direction. There are, however, some issues which we
have some concerns with.

Of course there are appropriate safeguards in this bill to
ensure that all parties and all members of Parliament
are given advance notice of the tabling of a Law
Reform Commission report. The same process already
applies under the Audit Act and the Ombudsman Act.
That process works well. The concerns of Liberal Party
members are in fact completely misplaced and show
that they do not understand the legislation that is before
the house. The legislation will enable the most timely
and efficient tabling of Law Reform Commission
reports at an earlier date than would otherwise be the
case and it is very appropriate and sensible legislation.
It is in the interests of the public of Victoria that it be
passed, and I commend the bill.

Firstly, I want to move to part 2 of the bill and to the
issue of parliamentary officer values. It is interesting to
see that the values set out in the bill for parliamentary
officers are responsiveness, integrity, impartiality,
accountability, respect and leadership. These are
admirable qualities, and one would hope that they
would be evident in anybody who is employed by any
organisation, whether it is public or private. I always
remember, when I was under the tutelage of my father,
his saying to me that there are two qualities one should
look for in an employee. One is their ability to do the
job, and the other is loyalty. He said to me that if you
could find people who are 90 per cent capable of doing
the job and 100 per cent loyal, they are the ideal
employees, because you can always get people to
improve their capacity to do a job but you can never get
people to improve their loyalty. If they are not 100 per
cent loyal, that should be a major mark against them.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr COOPER
(Mornington).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PARLIAMENTARY ADMINISTRATION
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Opposition amendment circulated by Mr COOPER
(Mornington) pursuant to standing orders.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member for Mornington, speaking on the bill and
the amendment.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — The Parliamentary
Administration Bill is not being opposed by the
opposition. However, we do have some concerns about
some matters in the bill, and of course we have
significant concern in regard to the Parliamentary
Librarian’s position. That is the subject of the
amendment which we propose to move when the bill is
considered in detail by this house.
It might be worth while if I basically go through the bill
and touch upon some of the items I wish to comment
on, and particularly deal with some of them in detail.
This bill, as was said by the Premier in his
second-reading speech in the house on 24 March,

The point I would like to make regarding these values
and about parliamentary staff in general is that although
they are required to be responsive, to have integrity, to
be impartial, to be accountable, to demonstrate respect
and to show leadership, it is a two-way street. It is
important that members of this place and the other
place also demonstrate those qualities in the way they
deal with parliamentary officers. In my 20 years of
experience in this place I have witnessed a number of
cases where members of this Parliament, from both
houses, have not demonstrated those kinds of values in
their dealings with the people who have been employed
here. I trust that those value will be taken into account
not only by members of the present Parliament but by
members of Parliament in future.
I move on to division 3 and to clause 18 on the
employment and retirement of parliamentary officers.
In particular I refer to clause 18(2)(f). We have a
three-department-head structure under this bill — and
in fact it is an important and integral part of this bill that
the three-department-head structure is set up and
maintained. The three heads are of course the Clerk of
this place, the Clerk of the other place and the person
who is appointed as the Secretary of the Department of
Parliamentary Services. Under clause 18(2)(f) the
appropriate department head:
may transfer Parliamentary officers to duties in other
Departments or in public service bodies or public entities …
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In the private sector and perhaps in government
departments that would seem to be a reasonable thing,
but I point out to the house that that clause can now,
under the terms of this legislation, include the
Parliamentary Librarian and the head of Hansard. They
will no longer be departmental heads but will be liable
for transfer under clause 18(2)(f). I will come back to
that because it is an important point, and I would like
members to bear that in mind. In defence of that clause
I am sure we will hear members on the other side
saying that clause 19 deals with the review of actions.
Nevertheless we are talking about — certainly in the
case of the head of the Parliamentary Library and
Parliamentary Debates — senior people in this
Parliament. That certainly should be borne in mind.
As I move through the bill I come to part 4, headed
‘Employment of electorate officers’. This is a minor
query, and it is one that perhaps the member for
Richmond will be able to answer. If he does not know
the answer, I am sure he will rush off to get it for me so
that we will have it. It is interesting. Clause 30(1) states:
(1) The President and the Speaker, acting jointly, may, on
behalf of the Crown, employ as an electorate officer to
assist a member of Parliament, a person nominated by
that member.

That clause is going to replace clause 26(1) of the
Parliamentary Officers Act 1975, which states:
The President and the Speaker, acting jointly, may, on behalf
of the State, employ, as an electorate officer to assist a
member of Parliament, a person nominated by that member.

The word ‘State’ in the 1975 act is now being replaced
by the word ‘Crown’. Why that is so is a matter of
interest to me. One would have thought that, given the
debate that has been raging for a long time in certain
circles in this country about the republic, it should have,
as the member for Rodney said, gone the other way —
we should be replacing the word ‘Crown’ with the
word ‘State’. As I went through the bill I thought that
was an interesting point. I am sure the member for
Richmond, having had that placed on his plate, will
come up with a response.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr COOPER — I notice that he is nodding
furiously in agreement and will in fact do that. I will be
obliged to him for the answer he gives me at some
appropriate time during the debate on this bill.
I move on to part 6 of the bill, particularly clause 39.
This clause sets up a new joint parliamentary
committee, the Electoral Matters Committee. This is
great — we are adding to the army of joint
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parliamentary committees that we have in this
Parliament! This will be another job for a Labor MP as
chairman; another little carrot to be thrown out to some
backbencher in the Labor Party. They will be
cheering — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr COOPER — You say it is a joint committee,
but it will not be chaired by a member of the Liberal
Party or The Nationals. We know that. Do not try to kid
us! We know full well where the benefit of the
parliamentary committee chairman’s salary will go, it
will go to a Labor Party MP. I am sure that all those
who have not got a committee chairmanship will be
lined up looking for that.
I am very interested in the functions of the Electoral
Matters Committee, because it is going to be charged
with inquiring into, considering and reporting to the
Parliament on the conduct of parliamentary elections
and referendums in Victoria. That is fair enough, I
suppose. The next subclause adds the conduct of
elections of councillors under the Local Government
Act 1989. I do not know whether I am paranoid; I do
not know whether I am a cynic; I do not know whether
I am just overly suspicious, but I find that fairly
ominous. We have already seen quite strange activities
from the Victorian Electoral Commission in regard to
changes to boundaries. I can refer to the activities of the
VEC on the review of boundary changes for the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. It called for
public submissions, and within two days of the closing
date for those public submissions it had drawn maps
and had them in the hands of local newspapers, and its
no. 1 proposal was something that was totally contrary
to 98 per cent of the public submissions it received.
With that in mind we now have the prospect of a joint
parliamentary committee looking into the conduct of
elections of councillors. I would have thought, if the
conduct of elections of councillors were something that
needed to be looked at in any way, it should be looked
at by the Victorian Electoral Commission and not by a
parliamentary committee.
I am deeply suspicious of the motives behind the
creation of the Electoral Matters Committee. I do not
believe it is being created just to give a Labor Party MP
a job as chairman and the additional salary that goes
with it — even though that will be seen as a matter of
great joy by the backbench of the Labor Party! — what
I am suspicious of are the deeper motives, the motives
that were not spoken of in this house by the Premier
when he moved that this bill be read a second time and
no doubt will not be spoken of by any member of the
Labor Party in the debate on this bill. This will be
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something they will want to see slide through without
too much comment. That has not occurred, and there
will be further comment — if I am any judge, it appears
to me that the member for Rodney might even want to
raise the matter when he speaks on this bill, and more
power to his elbow if his does! — because it is
important that we get the real reasons out of this
government, which has so proudly proclaimed itself as
being honest, open and accountable. Let it be honest,
open and accountable in regard to that new
parliamentary committee.
I will move right along to division 4, which is indeed a
fascinating part of the bill. Under clauses 47, 48 and 49
of division 4 a whole lot of amendments are being
made to legislation that was passed by this Parliament
as recently as December 2004 — that is, the Public
Administration Act 2004. Changes are being made to
that act under those three clauses. It may well be that
the government will again argue that these changes are
very unimportant and just a bit of i-dotting and
t-crossing, but does it not again demonstrate just how
badly this government runs?
Mr Maughan — Sloppy!
Mr COOPER — It is sloppy, as the member for
Rodney said. ‘Incompetent’ is another word for it, and
in many cases it is corrupt. It really does show that the
government cannot get anything right. Is it not
amazing — the government produced that bill, and it
went through in December 2004 — that this is not the
first time that this has happened?
I have lost count of the number of times that this
government has brought in bills to correct legislation
that had only been passed two or three months before.
The member for Kew, who is the shadow
Attorney-General, has just reminded me of some real
classics in his portfolio area where this government
could not get it right and had to bring in amending
legislation. Here we are in April 2005 amending a bill
that passed through this Parliament in December 2004.
But it gets better or worse — depending on your point
of view. Clause 50 is headed ‘Amendment of
consequential amendments’ and contains another range
of amendments to the Public Administration Act 2004,
but these are retrospective amendments. What a classic!
It is a classic that was not lost on the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee. Its report was tabled in the
Parliament this morning and states:
The committee notes that the explanatory memorandum
states — clause 50 makes a number of technical amendments
to the consequential provisions of the Public Administration
Act 2004.
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The committee notes the clause appears to have retrospective
operation and as such the committee repeats its comments
and concerns (refer to clause 37 above) in respect to
inadequate or unhelpful explanatory memoranda.

Why would the committee be surprised about a
memorandum that was inadequate and unhelpful? Of
course it was going to be inadequate and unhelpful. If it
were helpful and adequate it would have drawn
attention to the fact that this government cannot get
anything right. Not only can it not get anything right, it
then has to introduce amendments to a bill that are
retrospective back to December 2004. What a disgrace!
What an abomination of administration by a
government that it has to do this kind of thing. It is a
catastrophe as far as legislation is concerned, and it
shows just how bad the government is.
Finally, before I get back to the question of the
Parliamentary Librarian, I refer to division 5 of part 6,
which is headed ‘Amendment of Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003’. In my view the
Parliamentary Administration Bill has nothing to do
with the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003.
When the Liberal Party was briefed on this bill, the
person from the Department of Premier and Cabinet
who gave the briefing was asked a question about this
and said, ‘This particular division is not related in any
way to the bill, but it was just a handy place to pop it’.
A handy place to pop it! So we now have a situation
where you can just dump anything into a bill.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr COOPER — And the member for Richmond
says he does not see anything wrong with that. I find it
absolutely extraordinary.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr COOPER — I never did it, and I can tell you
now that the Premier I served under would have been
absolutely outraged by it. However, it appears that there
are different standards now, and they are not only
different, but they are very low standards indeed.
Let me get back to the question of the Parliamentary
Librarian because we have a situation advanced to us
by the government that says this is the way forward.
The Premier in moving the second-reading speech last
month, said at page 4 of his speech:
These arrangements for the Secretary of the Department of
Parliamentary Services are similar to arrangements currently
in place in the commonwealth Parliament.

The Premier is wrong. He has misled the house in
saying that and I am going to demonstrate why, because
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in the case of the Parliamentary Librarian they are very
different indeed. The Senate and the House of
Representatives earlier this year, in fact last month,
dealt with a bill called the Parliamentary Service
Amendment Bill 2005 and I quote from the
second-reading speech reported in the Hansard of
9 March, which referred to the recommendations of the
Podger review:
Another key recommendation was the creation of a statutory
office of Parliamentary Librarian.
In the August resolutions, the house and the Senate expressed
their support for the Presiding Officers in bringing forward
amendments to the act to provide for a statutory position of
Parliamentary Librarian within the new joint department and
conferring on the Parliamentary Librarian direct reporting
responsibilities to the Presiding Officers and the library
committees of both houses of Parliament.
A focus of the bill is to protect the independent provision of
library services to the Parliament. Throughout the history of
the Parliament that independence has been central to the
Parliamentary Library’s contributions to the deliberations of
the Parliament. It will be guaranteed by the package of
amendments in this bill.
The continued independence of the Parliamentary Librarian is
established by the legislative requirement that the
Parliamentary Librarian’s functions must be performed in a
timely, impartial and confidential manner and on the basis of
equality of access for all Senators and members.
The independence is reinforced by the need for the
Parliamentary Librarian to have professional qualifications in
librarianship or information management.
The independence is further underpinned by the direct
reporting lines between the Parliamentary Librarian and the
Presiding Officers and the Library Committees.

In the debate in the Senate on 10 March Senator Chris
Evans, who is the leader of the Labor Party in the
Senate, is reported in Hansard as saying:
The main provision establishes the office of the Parliamentary
Librarian, which will be established within the Department of
Parliamentary Services. The Parliamentary Librarian’s
function will be:
… to provide high quality information, analysis and
advice to Senators and members of the House of
Representatives in support of their parliamentary and
representational roles …
That is a description which we all absolutely agree with, but
of course such a description can only become a reality if
independence is preserved and proper funding is provided.

That is what Senator Evans said. I move on to another
comment that was made by somebody well known to
Labor members in this place, the federal member for
Lalor, Julia Gillard, who is reported as saying:

603

The impartial information and analysis provided by the
Parliamentary Library is crucial to the effective scrutiny of
government in the Parliament and to ensuring that the
Australian people get the highest quality of debate and
legislative engagement as possible.
For those members of the opposition who obviously find
themselves without many of the resources that flow in
government, the access that we have to the Parliamentary
Library makes all the difference in the world and is one of the
foundation stones for enabling an opposition to play the role
that it must play in our parliamentary system: holding the
government to account and providing scrutiny of the bills that
the government brings before this Parliament.

She goes on to say:
One of the foundation stones of our system of democracy is
that this Parliament can hold the government to account. That
can only happen in any meaningful way, rather than simply
being a symbolic statement, if there are resources on which
the members of Parliament can rely to assist them in that task.
The Parliamentary Library is the key to enabling members of
Parliament to do that task. It is difficult to envisage how much
debased the debate in this place — and public policy debate
in the broad — and the ability to hold the government to
account in this house and in the Senate would be if we did not
have the sorts of assistance and resources that are available
through the Parliamentary Library.

You cannot get stronger statements than that in support
of the independence of the Parliamentary Librarian’s
role. They are statements of power and substance and
they are absolutely right. They have come from leading
members of the Labor Party — the leader of the Labor
Party in the Senate and the member for Lalor in the
House of Representatives, a person who has been
touted on more occasions than one as being a future
leader of the parliamentary Labor Party in the federal
Parliament. They are standing up for the role of the
Parliamentary Librarian being independent, and they
are doing so very correctly, and they are supported in
that, as I understand it, by all sides of the federal
Parliament. They recognise the need for that
independence. They recognise the need for that person
to be free of the kinds of threats that can occur, as I said
earlier, under clause 18 in division 3 of the bill, wherein
it states:
(1) A Department Head, on behalf of the Crown, has all the
rights, powers, authorities and duties of an employer in
respect of the Department and Parliamentary officers
employed in it.
(2) Without limiting sub-section (1), the appropriate
Department Head …
(f)

may transfer Parliamentary officers to duties in
other Departments or in public service bodies or
public entities.

What kind of a threat or possible threat is that to hold
over the head of somebody who is trying to carry out an
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independent and very important role in this
Parliament — a role that, as Julia Gillard and
Senator Chris Evans have said, is very important to the
operation of an opposition in the Parliament? That is
what it is all about: removing the assistance and help
that can be made available to this opposition in this
Parliament. We have seen since the election in late
1999 the assistance, help and staffing that is available
systemically reduced and carved up, so that this
opposition has less and less available to it in its ability
to research and to deal with legislation.
Now we have another example of that. The independent
role of the Parliamentary Librarian is now also about to
be pushed down the food chain. So we have a situation
where the Parliamentary Librarian, who has for years
and years been a departmental head in this Parliament,
as was the head of Parliamentary Debates, will be a
second string officer. They will be subject to the
possibilities under clause 18 in division 3 of this bill in
regard to their employment conditions. It is simply not
good enough for this government to say it is doing it in
order to have a streamlined administration.
We know that there is an agenda behind this. We know
what it is all about — and it is something that this
government needs to recognise. Not only do we know
what it is all about, but their federal colleagues also
know what it is all about. It would be very interesting, if
Senator Chris Evans and Julia Gillard were here now
and able to speak to this house and the other place, to
hear their views on what this government is proposing
to do to our Parliamentary Librarian. I suggest that if
they are honest and honourable people — and I suggest
they probably are — they would be standing up and
saying the identical words that they said in the House of
Representatives and the Senate earlier this year in
regard to the Parliamentary Librarian’s position. And
why should they not? They know, having been in
opposition for some years, how important the library
and the role of the Parliamentary Librarian are to their
ability to do their job.
What we are saying to this government is, ‘You need to
be taking that into account. You need to be
understanding that this is so’. Members of this
government seem to have the view that the wheel is no
longer spinning and they are going to remain in
government for years and years. The word is out among
the people of Victoria that this government is on the
nose. If there is a change of government at the next
election, who will be pleading for changes then? Who
will be coming cap in hand for resources then? Who
will be saying, ‘There need to be some changes made to
the way this Parliament is run in regard to the
Parliamentary Library and the Parliamentary
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Librarian’s position’? That is what they will be saying
because after 1992 they were very good at it — very
good indeed — and they will be back again. In the
meantime they are trying to slow down the wheels of
this Parliament in order to truncate and curtail the
ability of the opposition to operate in Parliament in a
decent way.
It is just not good enough for them to come in here and
say that this bill is just a nice piece of administrative
streamlining and there are no hidden agendas. We
know there are hidden agendas, and this is one. It has
been exposed by Senator Chris Evans and Julia Gillard.
They have shown that the identical reasons we are
arguing here are the reasons they were arguing in the
federal Parliament. And yet we had the Premier reading
this second-reading speech, which was written for him
by somebody. He obviously did not know what he was
talking about, because he made a statement which is
clearly wrong when he said:
These arrangements with the Secretary of the Department of
Parliamentary Services are similar to arrangements currently
in place in the commonwealth Parliament.

Nothing could be worse than to say that because they
are clearly not, and that has been exposed by the words
of his federal colleagues Senator Chris Evans and Julia
Gillard. We are saying that enough is enough. That is
the reason we have brought this amendment into this
place. I hope that this government will have the
decency to allow this bill to go to consideration in detail
so that we can delve into the situation of the future of
the Parliamentary Librarian. We believe that it warrants
it and we believe that if this government is fair dinkum
it will come with some clarity, honesty and openness to
the debate in detail and respond to the concerns that we
have that I am sure are shared by a great many people
in this place.
As I said at the beginning, we do not oppose the bill but
we have some grave concerns about some aspects of it,
and those concerns we would certainly like to deal with
later when the bill is considered in detail.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I rise with a great
deal of pleasure to speak on the Parliamentary
Administration Bill and to support the comments of my
colleague the member for Mornington because I think
he made some very sensible comments and ones that I
certainly support. I will talk about that as I go through.
This bill really did have its origins in the One
Parliament project that was led by the Speaker and the
President. It reviewed the administration of the
Parliament. As the member for Mornington has pointed
out, and as we all know, last year part 9 of the Public
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Administration Act 2004 was implemented to provide a
new administrative structure for the Parliament and to
start to implement some of the findings of this One
Parliament project. The bill before the house this
evening takes further those reforms and completes the
process of legislative reform.
I guess there are three main reasons for the bill that we
are considering tonight. The 1975 act no longer reflects
current employment arrangements used in this
Parliament and this bill attends to that.
The second reason is that it is hoped that the new
administrative arrangements in the bill will mean the
provision of more efficient and effective services to
members and the general public.
I take this opportunity to commend all the officers of
Parliament — the staff in the Parliamentary Library,
Hansard and the dining room, the clerks and the Joint
Services Committee on the excellent services they
provide to members. We are all very appreciative of the
services provided by parliamentary officers, who do
their best, sometimes under very difficult
circumstances. All of those officers, particularly the
clerks, provide excellent service.
Mr Cooper — They have to deal with us!
Mr MAUGHAN — The member for Mornington
quite rightly says they have to deal with all the
individuals who make up this Parliament, including all
their various idiosyncrasies. The clerks seem to be able
to work through those with equanimity, aplomb and
courtesy, giving good advice to both sides of the house.
After all, that is what democracy is all about. It comes
back to the point that the member for Mornington made
so passionately in talking about the independence of the
Parliamentary Library. If we really do believe in a
democratic system of government — and I sometimes
doubt that the present government does — then you
need an independent librarian and independent
parliamentary services — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — The Minister for Education
Services makes light of that, but this legislation before
the house in some way comprises the independence of
the Parliamentary Librarian and is at odds with what
has happened in the commonwealth Parliament. Those
reforms were certainly supported by the Labor Party
federally, and I wish the Victorian Labor Party had the
same view and did a bit more to maintain the
independence of the Parliamentary Librarian.
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The third general reason for this legislation coming
before the house tonight is that the administration of
Parliament should be consistent with the broad aims of
the Public Administration Act 2004. That act talks
about a whole range of those qualities that we expect
from members of the public service — integrity,
impartiality, accountability and likewise.
Before getting into some of the detail of the bill I will
comment in general terms about parliamentary
committees, because we will also be dealing with them
in this debate. From my perspective the work of the
all-party parliamentary committees is one of the best
features of the Parliament. Members of all political
persuasions work together — —
Mr Cooper — You are not going to be the chairman
of the new one, Noel.
Mr MAUGHAN — I realise that, and the member
has raised a very interesting point which I will deal with
on another occasion. I have no problems with that at all.
All of the joint all-party parliamentary committees do
excellent work. Their members work together,
irrespective of their parliamentary differences. Given
that there is bipartisan support, generally the
committees’ recommendations are adopted by the
Parliament. We have a terrific committee system, and I
just wanted to make those comments before
proceeding.
I want to also comment on the quality of the staff, in
particular the clerks and the standard of service they
provide. I again support the comments made by the
member for Mornington about the quality of the staff
and the loyalty and integrity they show towards
members. He made a valid comment when he said that
there are some members of this place — a minority, I
accept — who do not show the same qualities of
integrity, loyalty and respect to officials of this house in
return. They are small in number, but the point made by
the member for Mornington is very important. If we
expect loyalty, respect and integrity, we need to return
the same to the clerks.
As I have indicated, this bill is a flow-on from the One
Parliament project led by the presiding officers that
reduces the number of parliamentary departments from
five to three. We used to have five departments in this
place — the Legislative Assembly, the Legislative
Council, Hansard, the Parliamentary Library and Joint
Services. This bill brings that down to three — namely,
the Legislative Assembly, the Legislative Council and
Parliamentary Services, which is all the others rolled
into one.
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The bill replaces the Parliamentary Officers Act 1975
while retaining and updating many of the key features
of that act. As I indicated earlier, it recognises current
industrial relations principles such as merit and equity,
which were not even contemplated when the legislation
was written some 30 years ago. It retains the process for
appointing the heads of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly, and that very important proviso
is spelt out in clauses 9 and 10. The appointment of the
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly or the Clerk of the
Legislative Council, and the remuneration each
receives, is essentially a decision made by the Governor
in Council on the recommendation of the Speaker or
the President as the case may be. Both clerks receive
the same salary.
Clause 5 of the bill spells out the virtues, values and
principles that we should be looking for in
parliamentary officers. They are such things as
responsiveness, integrity, impartiality, accountability,
respect and leadership. I am sure we all agree with all
those principles. Subclause (2) of clause 5 states that
departmental heads must promote the values set out in
that section of the bill — that is, accountability, respect,
leadership, integrity et cetera — and ensure they are
adopted.
Clause 6 deals with parliamentary administration and
employment principles. Again, they are motherhood
things, but it is good that they are in the bill. Clause 6
stipulates that employment decisions should be based
on merit, that parliamentary officers should be treated
fairly and reasonably, that equal employment
opportunity should be provided and that parliamentary
officers should have redress against unfair or
unreasonable treatment.
We have no argument with any of those principles. We
all agree with them.
Under part 3, which is headed ‘Employment of
parliamentary officers’, clause 7 specifies the three
administrative departments — that is, the Department
of the Legislative Council, the Department of the
Legislative Assembly and the Department of
Parliamentary Services. Division 1 of part 3 gives the
break-up of the departments and division 2 defines the
department heads — the Clerk of the Legislative
Council, the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly and the
Secretary of the Department of Parliamentary Services,
with all the conglomeration of the library, Hansard and
the other parliamentary services that make — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
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Mr MAUGHAN — They do provide important
services, as the member for Lowan points out, that we
all rely on very much. The Secretary of the Department
of Parliamentary Services has a huge responsibility in
administering all of those diverse services that we as
members rely on so much.
Division 4 talks about financial management.
Division 5 sets out the restrictions on parliamentary
officers doing other work, and that is as it should be.
They need to devote their time, energy and intellectual
capacity to serving this Parliament. Again, there is no
argument about that.
Part 4 deals with the employment of electorate officers.
The member for Mornington, in his contribution to the
debate, touched on this. It is important that members of
the Parliament be adequately resourced to carry out
their functions and serve their electorates and the
Parliament properly. It is important that we have the
best possible staff and that the electorate staff are
chosen by the member and employed by the
Parliament.
I want to make a couple of comments in passing here.
Electorate officers should be paid according to their
experience and length of service. While the system now
is much better than it was in the past, there are still
some deficiencies in that length of service is given too
much emphasis as compared to experience. If a
member wants to employ a person who is highly
experienced, then to some degree they suffer a loss of
salary in those first few years until they build up the
length of service. That acts against employing people of
ability and capacity that otherwise might take positions
as electorate officers. It is skewed too heavily in favour
of length of service as opposed to experience.
Members of Parliament rely heavily on their staff. In
my own case I would argue that I have two of the best
that are available — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAUGHAN — Members can argue, they can
push, but I just want to say that I have two fantastic
electorate officers, Wendy Nolan and Leonie Canham,
who do a marvellous job. They are dedicated, caring,
hardworking, innovative and all of that.
An honourable member — They deserve a pay
rise!
Mr MAUGHAN — I wish I could, because they
certainly deserve one. I think all members agree, in
spite of the jocularity, that we rely heavily on our
electorate staff and think highly of them.
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Part 5 of the bill is headed ‘Miscellaneous’. It refers to
the delegation of powers, the making of regulations,
transitional arrangements and so on. They are
mechanical-type things. Part 6 refers to amendments of
other acts and the repeal of the Parliamentary Officers
Act 1975. I refer to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee report. In its summary of
comments on clause 37 of this legislation SARC
reports:
The committee notes the brevity of the explanatory
memorandum, which only repeats the provision found in the
bill. The committee is of the view that an explanatory
memorandum should explain the intention and operation of
the bill’s provisions.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
Mr MAUGHAN — Before dinner I spoke about the
background leading to the legislation before the house
tonight. I talked about the quality of the clerks and the
staff in this Parliament and how they serve this
Parliament with such distinction and with impartiality. I
spoke about the importance of the library — and I will
have a little bit more to say on that in a minute — and
the impartiality of the library and how we need to have
a good library service and an independent librarian. I
commented on the remarks that were made by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee on the
paucity of information that was contained in the
memorandum in the front of this legislation,
particularly on clause 37, on which it really said
nothing.
In that reference SARC indicated that it would write to
the Premier to seek an assurance that future explanatory
memorandums will better assist members of Parliament
in their consideration of legislation before the
Parliament. I commend SARC for that. I think it shows
that some of the explanatory memorandums leave a
little bit to be desired.
Going further into the bill we come to page 32 and the
amendment of the Parliamentary Committees Act. I
want to comment on that particularly. I spoke earlier
about my support for parliamentary committees and the
excellent work they do. Proposed section 9A in
clause 39 states:
The functions of the Electoral Matters Committee are, if so
required or permitted under this Act, to inquire into, consider
and report to the Parliament on any proposal, matter or thing
concerned with —
(a) the conduct of parliamentary elections …
(b) the conduct of elections of Councillors …

607

(c) the administration of, or practices associated with, the
Electoral Act 2002 …

I simply ask the question: why do we need such a
committee? By way of background I indicate that when
this government came to office there were eight of
these all-party committees. There are now 11, and this
one will bring the total to 12, with each of those
committees having a chair who gets an additional salary
of $10 000-plus, and having the power to travel
overseas.
I am not against the committees. As I indicated earlier, I
am a great supporter of committees. What I am against
is the hypocrisy of this government, which made great
play of the fact that it abolished those Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association trips because it believed they
were not being used to advantage but has then added a
whole range of other opportunities for members to
travel overseas as members of committees.
The government is creating yet another committee. I
have some concerns about the role of this particular
committee. Where is the justified need for this
committee to inquire into electoral matters? Where did
the government get the idea that it was actually needed?
What sort of consultation was there about this
committee? Where did the government go to consult? I
have no idea at all. What about the resourcing of this
committee? Will there be additional funds? We will
now have another parliamentary committee. I see
nothing in this legislation to indicate that more funds
will go with that. One can only presume that all the
other existing committees will have their resources
reduced to a degree to fund the activities of this new
committee. I ask that in responding to wrap up debate
on this legislation the minister answer the question
about whether additional resources will be provided for
this additional committee.
I have already spelled out the committee’s terms of
reference. Why can this work not be done by the
Victorian Electoral Commission? Why do we need a
political committee to inquire into these electoral
matters? I have grave concerns about what this
committee might be up to and its impartiality.
In summary, what I am concerned about is the Library
Committee, the Parliamentary Librarian and the
independence of the library. The amendment that has
been circulated by the member for Mornington is good.
It will ensure the continuation of the position of the
librarian. There is no demonstrated need for the
additional committee. The function could be carried out
much better and more impartially by the Victorian
Electoral Commission.
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Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support the
Parliamentary Administration Bill and in doing so
indicate from the outset that the government does not
support the proposed amendment circulated by the
Liberal Party. This bill is designed to modernise the
administration of the Victorian Parliament and to create
a single and efficient Parliament. It builds on the
structure of three departments, already put in place in
the Public Administration Act last year. It is important
that we understand this bill is a logical consequence of
the Public Administration Act 2004.
As was indicated, there are three departments of
Parliament: the Department of the Legislative
Assembly, the Department of the Legislative Council
and the Department of Parliamentary Services. Indeed
it would be fair to say the structure does recognise a
need for more streamlined, accountable and — can I
say — modern administrative practice which we hope
will ensure the more efficient and effective running of
the Parliament.
The legislation incorporates the principles and
procedures applicable in the public service as a whole,
as set out in the Public Administration Act, and retains
those sections of the Parliamentary Officers Act that are
still applicable. Modifications have been made to the
principles in the Public Administration Act to take
account of the separation of the Parliament from the
executive government. It is obviously very important
that we acknowledge that. For instance, it is not a
principle that employees in Parliament implement the
policies of the government of the day. That is a
fundamental point.
The bill has been prepared in consultation with the
Presiding Officers and the heads of the three
parliamentary departments. Parts 2 and 3 of the bill set
out modern employment practices, including principles
that the department heads are to apply — they are in
part 2 — and making those department heads
responsible for the efficient running of those
departments. These changes have been made to ensure
that the departments and the employees within them
work in the most effective way possible to meet the
needs of not only the Parliament but of course the
people who work here and the people we were all
elected to serve.
Whilst the presiding officers will continue to be
consulted and advised on the running of the
departments, department heads will be responsible for
day-to-day employment matters and all employment
decisions. This reflects, of course, what occurs in the
broader public service.
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The clerks’ roles and responsibilities — and,
importantly, independence — are preserved in the bill.
They will continue to be appointed by the Governor in
Council. This is appropriate given their role in
providing independent expert advice to the Presiding
Officers in the two houses.
The head of the Department of Parliamentary Services
will be appointed by the Presiding Officers. We submit
that is appropriate given that department’s explicit
roles, which in general go to providing quite critical and
fundamental logistical support to the Parliament,
including responsibility for the facilities of the
organisation, the building itself and catering, as well as
the critical areas of library, Hansard and information
technology.
The bill also retains the provisions relating to electorate
officers contained in the current Parliamentary Officers
Act — that is, the provisions in part 4 of the bill are
completely unchanged.
I want to touch briefly upon a couple of issues raised by
the member for Mornington in his contribution. In
tabling his proposed amendment for consideration he
essentially submitted a case that suggested that the
office of librarian ought to remain independent from the
structure proposed here. There was at least a suggestion
that an attempt was being made to in some way
possibly fetter the role of the Parliamentary Librarian or
the staff of the library. Indeed an accusation was made
that there would be a diminution in the resources
provided to the Parliament through that most critical
role of the library. I submit that there is nothing in this
legislation in any shape or form that could lead a
fair-minded person to that conclusion.
The resources of the Parliamentary Library are highly
valued by both sides of this house. The office of the
librarian is critical to this Parliament. Indeed the staff I
have had the pleasure of working with and seeking
assistance from have been unfailingly courteous,
efficient and utterly professional in an unbiased way.
To suggest there is some — —
Mr Crutchfield — Conspiracy.
Mr WYNNE — To suggest there is some
conspiracy, as my good colleague the member for
South Barwon interjects, is entirely inappropriate and,
frankly, is unworthy of the member for Mornington,
who, as he indicated in his contribution, has been a
member of this house for in excess of 20 years. He well
knows the critical role that the library plays. There is no
suggestion in this bill — and it was quite erroneous for
him to make those accusations — that there will be any
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diminution in the services provided to Parliament or
that the professionalism, integrity and independence of
the role of the librarian, and in this case her staff, in
serving both sides of the Parliament would be in any
way inhibited.
A couple of technical matters were raised. The member
for Mornington raised a matter pertaining to
clause 30(1) under the heading ‘Employment of
electorate officers’, where in that context the term
‘Crown’ replaces ‘state’. It is a fairly technical question
raised by the member, and I will go to that clause,
which reads:
The President and the Speaker, acting jointly, may, on behalf
of the Crown, employ as an electorate officer …

The Public Administration Act 2004 says ‘the Crown’.
There is no sleight of hand involved here; it is merely
about ensuring that we maintain contemporary
language in the drafting of new legislation. It is in fact
lifted straight from the Public Administration Act 2004,
where ‘the Crown’ is the contemporary term used
throughout.
I want to briefly touch upon the resourcing of
parliamentary committees in the short time I have left.
There is a proposition embedded within this bill that
says we will be having a joint parliamentary committee
which will review and comment upon, on a four-yearly
basis, the operation of state and local government
elections. What better organisation to reflect upon these
matters and to offer advice than a joint parliamentary
committee, which in my experience, at least on the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee, always acts in
a bipartisan and utterly professional way? The
Nationals’ representative asked me a question in
relation to the resourcing of such a parliamentary
committee, and I can say that the resourcing would be
very much along the same lines as the resourcing of
joint parliamentary committees and the way they
operate now. There is no suggestion that this would not
be a bipartisan committee, and I am sure members on
both sides of the house will tackle that important task in
the way that they are well known for.
I commend this bill to the house. It will modernise the
Parliament and will be excellent for the administration
of democracy.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I rise to represent
the opposition in speaking on the Land (Revocation of
Reservations) Bill. This in itself is not a big bill.
Revocation of reservation bills are not unusual to this
house, but this bill is unusual in that two reservations
are being revoked — one in Sandhurst near Bendigo,
and one at Burnley Gardens near Richmond. They are a
long way apart, and they have entirely different
impacts. It is with that in mind that we will be moving a
reasoned amendment.
There are, as I said, two revocations. Clauses 4 and 5
deal with the revocation of the reservation in Sandhurst.
This land is currently reserved for an abattoir. The
reservation was made in 1874 and is of 2 hectares; it
has not been used as an abattoir for approximately
70 years. In recent years the land has been used as
stockyards, cattle yards and pig yards, but now it
contains mature box-ironbark vegetation. The Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) did not
consider this site in its box-ironbark report of 2001,
even though it had been previously identified as being a
possible candidate.
The council agreed to have a second look at it and it is
now proposed to revoke the current reservation and
have a re-reservation of this site under clause 5 with a
view to preserving it for nature conservation. It will
form part of the Bendigo bushland trail network and the
associated linear parks. It enjoys council and local
support, very strong opposition support and obviously
government support. There is absolutely no problem
with this reservation and we wholeheartedly support it.
The second revocation though, which is represented in
clause 3, is a revocation of parkland reserve at Burnley
Gardens in Richmond. The purpose of that revocation
is to alienate the parkland to assist a commercial
development. The site is adjacent to Swan Street on the
corner of Swan Street and The Boulevard in Richmond,
on the west side of the Yarra. Members might be more
familiar with the Leonda Reception Centre which is on
the opposite bank of the Yarra. We have serious
concerns about this revocation, so we are moving a
reasoned amendment. I desire to move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to —
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(a) retain the provisions relating to the revocation of land at
Sandhurst; and
(b) take into account results of a comprehensive,
independent and public investigation into alternative
proposals which would avoid the alienation of public
parkland in relation to the proposed road widening at
Richmond’.

I do not intend to go over the Sandhurst site any
more. We support that.
The history of the Burnley site is that in October 1873
the reservation was made for public parkland and
recreation. Maps of that original reservation are on the
wall at the City of Yarra offices and I recommend that
members have a look at them. I have an aerial
photograph in my office taken in the 1930s showing
parkland and some horticultural gardens. The Burnley
Horticultural College occupied part of the site, which
was later acquired by Melbourne University. Currently
Melbourne University occupies part of the site with its
Institute of Land and Food Resources. It is also
occupied by a commercial business, Amrad
Corporation, which has General Electric as a tenant.
We are told that at present there are some 41 000 trips
down Swan Street past the site, which is on the south
side of Swan Street.
This is a prominent site in the middle of parkland. The
Richmond Boulevard, which is adjacent to it, is a
designated scenic route, although I note some of the
signs that indicate it is a scenic route have been recently
removed. There are still some there, but I invite the
member for Richmond to get the other ones returned to
their original place. It is also a designated Capital City
trail. The Richmond Boulevard was built in the 1930s
by sustenance workers with the assistance, I believe, of
Sidney Myer. There are some plaques along the trail
which mark the memory of those sustenance workers.
The area around Richmond Boulevard and Richmond
Park, which is essentially the parkland involved here, is
a place of tranquillity, calm and peace. It separates
Richmond and Burnley from the river and Hawthorn.
The site in question is part of the original Richmond
Park. I have to say it is the most delightful area.
The recent history of the site unfortunately is different.
In 2003 Amrad sold its portion of the site to
R Corporation for some $47 million. On 25 September
2003 the former Minister for Planning, the member for
Northcote, called in control of the site from the City of
Yarra for the purposes of a commercial development.
Considerable concern was expressed at the time. Public
meetings were held protesting the government’s
intervention. On 29 March 2004 a full-page
advertisement was placed in the Melbourne Leader
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protesting what was described as ‘the boulevard of
shame’. I seek leave to incorporate that advertisement
in Hansard. I believe that has been agreed to by the
government and other parties.
Leave granted; see advertisement page 635.
Mr BAILLIEU — I thank the government for
incorporating that document. That advertisement very
clearly expresses the community’s outrage at what was
proposed on this site. Indeed ‘the boulevard of shame’
is a phrase that has stuck.
On 13 July 2004 the previous planning minister granted
planning approval to rezone the site to Business 2 and
retained responsible authority status for the site. In
August of last year a lease deal was signed with the
developers signing up a major corporation to some
24 000 square metres of leased office space, which
represented about 35 per cent of the proposed
development, not entirely the whole thing at all. In
September of last year there was a sale of some
government land to the corporation to assist in the
development. In October last year, lo and behold,
another company bought out the buildings that had
been leased to this other significant company. They
paid $115 million. Essentially what was happening was
that $50 million to $60 million had been made as profit
simply as a result of the approval that had been given
by the government.
In February this year the Treasurer, the Minister for
Transport and others turned a sod. I wonder where the
Minister for Planning and the Premier were. They had
been there earlier. The reality is there has been
considerable concern expressed about this
development. I think the Premier is staying away,
because the phrase which keeps coming up is ‘Bracks
buggers Burnley’. Excuse me, but that is the quoted
phrase of those who have been upset about what is
proposed, as reported in many of the publications.
General Electric is to be the tenant of the proposed
development; it is said to be establishing its
headquarters, a training centre and a call centre at the
site. The second-reading speech referred to it as being a
development of $98 million. I note the web site for the
project, which is now called the Botanica project, refers
to a $260 million site project value, and a press release
on the web site refers to a $200 million development.
We are not quite sure what the real value of the
development is.
The site has some 4.7 hectares. There will be
70 000 square metres of commercial office building, six
buildings up to seven storeys, 1000 square metres of

LAND (REVOCATION OF RESERVATIONS) BILL
Wednesday, 20 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

retail space in three buildings and 4000 employees on
site. In previous meetings we were told some
4500 employees would be on site. Currently on the site
there are about 1000 employees of Melbourne
University, Amrad and General Electric. We are talking
about an increase of between 3000 and 3500 in the
number of people on a site that is in the middle of one
of Melbourne’s most special parkland areas.
It is difficult to find accurate information because we
are told on the web site there will be 4000 employees
but elsewhere on the web site it says 2500. There are
2000 on-site car parks, the web site claims, but
elsewhere on the site it also says there are only 1650.
So again there is some confusion. Indeed, it says ‘1650’
in a 13 July 2004 release.
There are some other tenants that have been secured in
the process, but the reality is that only half the
development has been pre-leased as such.
Mr Cameron interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — Save it! The interesting thing
about this development is that considerable concern has
been expressed about it. Let me quote David and
Shirley Goldsworth from Hawthorn, who referred in a
letter to the former planning minister, the Minister for
the Arts, to ‘this draconian overdevelopment’. Let me
also quote John Dwyer, QC, of The Vaucluse in
Richmond, with whom I am sure the member for
Richmond is familiar. He said:
The development actually relies on the Burnley Gardens to
reduce the impact of the development on the River Yarra but
does not sufficiently acknowledge the impact of the
development on the gardens themselves. Thus the developer
seeks to use this heritage place, a public asset, to make
possible a development for private profit. To diminish a
community asset for private gain is to expropriate public
property.

He went on to say:
The proposed development is inconsistent with the
Melbourne 2030 strategy recently adopted by the
government. It is not in one of the designated activity centres
included in that strategy, and for good reason. The site is not
suitable for development as a commercial and retail centre
within the guidelines set out in that strategy. The proposed
development is an ad hoc proposal put forward for
commercial gain and not as a contribution towards planning
for sustainable growth for Melbourne.

That is the whole point. This development is an
out-of-centre development which will create a
significant increase in traffic.
Mr Cameron — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask you to bring the member back to the bill.
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It relates to land and the revocation of reservations, in
this case referring to a tram stop. While the honourable
member may want to speak about what has previously
happened, the fact is that it has happened and we are
dealing now with a tram stop. He has to bring himself
to address the issues in this bill and not to previous
planning matters.
Mr BAILLIEU — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the tram stop has been proposed there because
of the bill.
Mr Cameron — Exactly: it has already happened.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — Thank you for using up some
time, Minister!
This is an out-of-centre development, and it will set a
precedent. Parkland is being used here for a commercial
development. The role of Parliament in this has been
presumed. If you look at the promotional and
advertising material on the development, you will see
that all these decisions which we are set to make here
today have been presumed.
It is the view of many that this is an inappropriate
development. It is an overdevelopment of parkland —
and it is right on the Yarra. In addition it is claimed to
be a project of state significance. Seventy-thousand
square metres is a substantial piece of development, the
equivalent of a 35 to 40-storey building. But if every 35
to 40-storey building is going to be a project of state
significance, then I can imagine that we are going to be
in the situation where the minister calls in just about
every development in the City of Yarra.
The problem we have with this development is that it is
creating massive traffic and parking issues. When it
comes to parking issues, the employees on site — some
400 to 500 — are already parking on the Richmond
Boulevard and destroying its amenity. The scenic route
has been undermined as a consequence. If you add
another 3000 to 3500 employees, with inadequate car
parking on site, there will be additional parking and
traffic issues.
Mr Cameron — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is referring to car parking, which
is not on any of the land referred to in this bill. If he
disapproved of the previous planning approvals, he
would have put in a disallowance motion, but he did
not. That was his opportunity to debate it, but he did not
take it. What we are talking about in this bill is a
specified piece of land which relates to a tram stop.
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None of that land relates to any of the development the
member is referring to, about which he had the
opportunity to move a disallowance motion.
Mr BAILLIEU — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I invite the minister to look at the notices of
motion on the notice paper. If he does, he might get
some idea of the previously expressed views on this.
There are traffic issues here associated with the
proposals for the road widening.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — Thank you again for wasting
some more time, Minister!
The proposed revocation at Burnley is of approximately
2500 square metres of parkland on the north side of
Swan Street, directly opposite this development. There
are 14 or 15 mature trees there, including some large
eucalypts, and the intersection that links the Yarra
Boulevard and Swan Street is being substantially
expanded as a consequence. Along with the expanded
intersection of The Boulevard and Swan Street the road
width will be enlarged to three plus two lanes and two
tram lines. There will be a slip lane off The Boulevard
to eastbound Swan Street and a slip lane out of the
Botanica development to westbound Swan Street. The
traffic lights will remain but will be repositioned, and
there will be two tram super-stops. One eastbound lane
is to be dedicated to a right-turn lane, which will mean
a right-turn arrow and a slowing of the intersection
traffic.
The extent of the parking restrictions in Swan Street on
the west side of the proposal is still to be confirmed.
The revocation consumes approximately 2500 square
metres of parkland on the north side, as I said. Although
the second-reading speech refers to that as a small
portion of land, it is a substantial portion of land, and I
invite members to go down and look at where it has
been pegged out. On the photomontage of the
development you can see a photograph of the
intersection. Unfortunately that photograph does not tell
the truth about what is being proposed, because it is
much more substantial. What will that intersection be
like? Sadly it will become almost a mirror image of
what is now outside Victoria Gardens in Abbotsford.
That by any standard is a piece of urban design blight.
It is a widely held view that the transition from Victoria
Street, Abbotsford, into Barkers Road is unfortunate.
The sad thing about what is involved in this revocation
and the proposal is that alternatives have not been
contemplated. This development is going to go ahead
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because the minister has given it the nod. It assumes a
property right, it is not going to go away and it will
generate traffic and parking issues — but no-one has
given any thought as to how best to handle it.
Mr Cameron — You said there was a motion to
disallow it.
Mr BAILLIEU — No, I did not.
Mr Cameron — Yes, you did.
Mr BAILLIEU — No, I didn’t.
Mr Cameron — Yes, you did. You said, ‘Look at
the motions’. I am looking at them, and there is no
motion of disallowance. You have gravely misled this
house.
Mr BAILLIEU — Darling, go away!
The problem with this proposed revocation is that it is
essentially a dumb solution to what will be a substantial
problem. It has not been thought through and the
alternatives have not been considered. It is not
necessary; it will create traffic and parking chaos in the
process. Some guy somewhere in the department has
dreamt this up as the solution. In fact the drawing we
have of this dates back to April 2004 and we have had
nothing more sophisticated since than this proposal,
which is an indictment of the government. The reality is
that this is a travesty of urban design.
Let me explain. I have widely consulted on this and it
has been drawn to my attention that there are many
possible alternatives, including a whole-of-precinct
traffic management plan, because just down the road
west of this proposal Loyola Grove crosses the Glen
Waverley railway line at Burnley. There is a major
traffic problem there that has not been considered in
regard to this issue. A whole-of-precinct solution is
needed. The increased traffic at the north end of the
Yarra Boulevard in Richmond, which I am sure the
member for Richmond knows well, is already a very
difficult situation. A whole-of-precinct solution might
have been useful. Indeed, use of the commercial land
might have been considered and is possible.
But there are also creative solutions. Just in the last two
weeks I have had creative solutions sent to me from
local engineers, who have made very creative
suggestions about how this issue might have been
addressed. Andrew Caroe, a gentleman from Hawthorn,
has written to me with extensive plans and proposals to
make this work without using public parkland at all, let
alone using public parkland to assist in what is
essentially a commercial development. It really is an
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indication of the lack of thinking that has gone into this
proposal. That in itself is a great shame.

sure his constituents will be interested — has been
silent on this issue.

We are assured that everybody will need the two tram
stops that will be provided by using public land to
widen the road. The reality is that hardly anyone uses
the current public transport. There is substantial car
parking and not many people arrive by tram or train.
The proposals for the development include one for
people to use Heyington station, 15 minutes walk away
across an elevated bridge. The local community was
assured that there would be an upgrade of this
pedestrian link so that Heyington would be the station
of choice.

He has had not put out a press release, but he has had
plenty to say about other issues. Indeed he issued a
press release last year about open space being
‘protected in the City of Yarra’. When talking about
Melbourne 2030 he said about a particular amendment
that ‘it protects open spaces for the benefit of future
generations’ and that ‘it recognises the importance of
local space for recreation, conservation and lifestyle
reasons’. But there is not a word about Burnley
Gardens or the consumption of public parkland in the
name of a commercial development when, above all, it
does not need to happen. I simply implore the member
for Richmond to think again. The opportunity exists to
do this without taking parkland. Yes, the government
will no doubt pass this bill, but it still has a chance to
think about the alternatives and have a serious look at
doing something which will not destroy the amenity of
this area.

At a briefing we discovered this would simply involve a
resurfacing and some lighting. It is an exposed, elevated
location. It will not be used; most people come there by
car. The other two stations are Burnley and Hawthorn.
Again they are 15-minute walks away — and very
tortuous walks at that. The second-reading speech
referred to the regard in this development for local
amenity and said that local amenity would be protected
and improved. There is not a soul in Richmond or
Hawthorn who thinks this proposal will improve or
protect the existing amenity. In that sense it really is a
travesty.
We were told at the briefing that Richmond Park is
managed by a committee of management and trustees. I
asked — I thought half reasonably — whether the
committee of management or trustees had made a
decision on this. I was told that no, they had not; they
had not even met on the subject. You might have
thought that that would be a starting point. It is
extraordinary that this group had not even considered it.
The developers of this project are simply doing what
the government will allow them to do. They have no
hesitation in understanding what is going on here. They
promote this development in their own advertising on
their web site with statements like ‘surrounded by river
and parkland’, ‘surrounded by Crown land and can
never be built out’, ‘commanding views over the golf
course’ and ‘set in a unique location surrounded by the
Burnley Golf Course and the Yarra River. As I said, the
parallels with this are the same as in Victoria Gardens.
The super-stop is there, and it really has created an
urban blight in a sensitive area. The hypocrisy of this is
that the government promised to protect the Yarra and
locate development in activity centres. There has been
enormous opposition to both this development and this
revocation in the local community. The sad thing is that
the local member — and I am sure the member for
Richmond will be speaking on this subject, and I am

In case there is any notion that locals do not think that is
true, I will quote from some material I have received
specifically on this revocation and this bill. Shirley and
Colin Bailey of Fordholm Road, Hawthorn, said:
The result … will be a totally congested Burnley railway
crossing and certainly a hold-up in the tram service …

Mary Murdoch of Hawthorn said this loss of park space
is unacceptable and that traffic congestion will become
a nightmare. She said, ‘The loss of parkland is
devastating’. She also said of those who currently use
the area that they do not use the trams.
Further, the Glassons of Morang Road, Hawthorn,
which is directly opposite this site, said:
Unfortunately this is yet one more example of how
developments get approval under Melbourne 2030 regardless
of the capacity of the infrastructure to service it.
A new tram stop here will not avoid major traffic impacts …

Walter Jona, a former member for Hawthorn — when
he was the member for Hawthorn he was the member
for Burnley because the seat of Hawthorn covered
Burnley and the Yarra — said in a letter he wrote to me
just recently:
I strongly oppose the planning approval. My prediction is the
proposed erosion of public land at that time would create a
precedent for further encroachment of additional public land.
The damage from the original planning approval has already
occurred and the ultimate ruination of the Burnley Gardens
site and precinct is about to begin with this legislation.
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The Friends of Burnley Gardens in its document, which
we have incorporated in Hansard, described this as a
boulevard of shame and said:
It is scandalous how the government has proceeded here,
having called in this project and taken licence with public
parkland.

Who was the patron of the Friends of Burnley Gardens?
None other than former Premier Dick Hamer, someone
the government sought to enlist in many of its
exercises. Dick Hamer attended, as I did, public
meetings at the town hall in Richmond, and he, like
many in the community, was despairing of what is
proposed here.
In short, what we have here is very much a con job,
because it does not need to happen. This is really
naivety.
Mr Cameron — You wanted a disallowance
motion, but your leader overruled you. This is private
Liberal Party stuff here.
Mr BAILLIEU — You are dreaming. This is a
commercial real estate development, and as yet it has
barely 50 per cent of its capacity for committed tenants.
As I and the Friends of Burnley Gardens have said, this
is a case of Bracks buggering Burnley. It is most
unfortunate; it does not need to happen. The reality is
that this is not an owner-occupier development. This
has been sold on and the profit has been made, and now
we are simply taking public parkland and converting it
for the purpose of a commercial development. It will be
a monument to the previous minister, it will be a
monument to the Premier and it will be a monument to
the Treasurer. In 5 or 10 years time people will be
asking, ‘Who was responsible for that? Who did it?’.
The current planning minister should be getting out the
mop and the bucket, because he has so much of a
clean-up to do to remove the mess the previous minister
left behind. This is one of those terrible messes that
have been left behind.
I will conclude by quoting some others who have
expressed their views about this. The Friends of the
Elms, from Richmond, wrote in a letter to the previous
minister:
The Boulevard is one of the most beautiful roads in
Melbourne and must not be turned into a car park for
overdeveloped areas.

Peter Roberts of Hawthorn said:
As past supporters of the Labor Party we feel betrayed.

Another letter to the Premier is from Pat Stone — I am
sure he is not unfamiliar to the Premier. He wrote to the
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Premier and got a pat response from him, which is
perhaps not surprising. Mr Stone said:
In this case I am appalled by your abuse of process as its
encroachment on inner-urban parkland, natural green areas
and tranquil river proximity will be profound.

He continued:
I hope the new name tag of urban green belt environmental
vandal will sit uncomfortably on your shoulders.

In case the Minister for Agriculture, who is at the table,
thinks I have not been involved in this area, I can tell
him that I have been involved in it almost since the day
I came into this house. I wrote to the member for
Richmond of my concerns about traffic and parking
along The Boulevard and Swan Street. Efforts were
made to pursue this issue and find out who was
responsible. That is the question: who is responsible in
this government? When it comes to planning you can
never find out; it is always somebody else’s fault.
A series of letters was written to a constituent of mine.
Jim Claven — he is not unknown to the house — tried
to identify this. My constituent wrote to the office of the
Minister for Tourism about the parking and traffic
issues on The Boulevard and Swan Street. Mr Claven
said in response:
The minister appreciates your concern; however, I note that
the specific responsibility for the matter raised in your
correspondence rests with the Minister for Transport, the
Honourable Peter Batchelor, MP.

Then the Deputy Premier’s chief of staff, Phil Martin,
replied to the same constituent:
The City of Yarra has responsibility for enforcement of
parking regulations in that area.

What did the Department for Victorian Communities
say on the subject? In a letter received in October 2003
it stated:
The City of Yarra is therefore not responsible for the parking
arrangements along the road.

That was from Brian Negus of the north-western
metropolitan region of the Department for Victorian
Communities.
The reality is that no-one is responsible for what is a
lousy outcome here that does not need to be.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill on
behalf of The Nationals. The purpose of this bill is to
revoke permanent reservations over parkland at
Richmond and to revoke the related Crown grant over
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the same parkland. The bill also revokes the permanent
reservation of certain land in the parish of Sandhurst
near Bendigo, and it temporarily re-reserves that land
for public purposes or nature conservation.
I will deal first with the Sandhurst abattoir site. The
land was reserved on 10 August 1874. The purpose of
that reservation was as a site for abattoirs. It is situated
in the parish of Sandhurst at Bendigo, and there is
almost 2 hectares of land. The land has not been used
for an abattoir for at least 70 years.
Clause 5 of the bill says:
that land is deemed to be temporarily reserved for public
purposes (nature conservation) under section 4(1) of the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.

When this reservation is revoked the land will then
belong to the Crown. It will be freed and discharged
from all trusts, limitations, reservations, restrictions,
encumbrances, estates and interests and any committee
of management appointments will also be revoked. The
registrar of titles must also record the changes made
because of this bill.
On dealing with the land in Bendigo I spoke to the
property manager, Mr David Wright, of the Bendigo
Council who said that the land is in Crane Street, North
Bendigo, which is White Hills. It is a residential area
and it is quite unsuitable for abattoirs and as such the
council supports the revocation of the reserve. I was
told that Bendigo needs an abattoir but the location
needs to be further out in a more appropriate zone.
Council unsuccessfully tried to rezone land near the
saleyards but due to public pressure has dropped the
issue. I have also spoken to the Honourable Damian
Drum, a member for North Western Province in the
other place, who lives in Junortoun near Bendigo and
who supported the revocation. His concern was that if
an abattoir is placed in that position now there will be
all sorts of problems.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs POWELL — The community would be very
concerned about the issue and also the traffic would be
a problem because you would have stock trucks going
through residential streets to get to the holding pens and
to the abattoirs. Mr Drum believes that there would be
huge community opposition. The community
opposition was shown in 2003 when a developer called
Lincoln Valley applied to build a abattoir in Huntley.
That would have been worth $4 million a year to the
Bendigo economy. It said it would walk away if the
community did not support the proposal. It had already
been rejected by the Melton shire so it then came closer
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to Bendigo thinking it would be good to have one in the
north-west.
The proposal was to build an export quality lamb
slaughtering plant near the livestock exchange which
would directly employ 45 to 50 people and indirectly
offer about 50 more positions. But the residents around
the area opposed the plan. The council received
40 objections but approved the proposal. The residents
then applied to go to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal and were going to fight it
there. Before that happened the developers decided to
pull the pin because they wanted to go where they were
actually supported rather than having the community
against them. They did say that they were going to try
somewhere else and were intending to go to the Ballan
or Ballarat region.
I have seen some photos of the abattoir site at a briefing
I was given and there is lots of native vegetation on the
site. The trees include box-ironbark and I can see the
need to protect that area. The Nationals support the
protection of the site and its retention in public
ownership. I asked the council if it would be needed for
uses other than as an abattoir site and other than being
put into native conservation, but Bendigo council has
earmarked other areas for industrial development.
In March the Honourable Damian Drum and I visited
the sites in Bendigo. The visit was organised by
Mr Brian Gould who is the economic development
officer. Interestingly, he is also the brother of the
President of the Legislative Council. We were shown
around by Mr Geoff Bothey, the manufacturing
industry development officer, and we saw Hazeldene’s
new hatchery site, which is one of Bendigo’s largest
employers. We toured through the old Mayfair Park
which currently accommodates Gillies Pies, Rositas
corn chips and Pasta Masta.
That land will not be needed for those sorts of
industries because they will be moving to the new
manufacturing precinct, which is 40 hectares of
bushland. It is fairly unique and has natural bushland,
which will be a buffer zone; and they are also going to
have some unique facilities, which they will share.
Bendigo has many big employers — B & B Truss &
Timber and a $40 million skin export business, which
we also saw. Therefore the council will not need that
land for an abattoir site or for any businesses or
industries.
The government is putting both revocations together.
One is straightforward and supported by the council;
the second is contentious and not supported by the
Yarra council or the community. At the briefing I asked
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if there were any thoughts of splitting this bill and was
told no, that often reservations are put together.
The Nationals will be supporting the reasoned
amendment put forward by the member for Hawthorn
to seek other alternatives for the use of that land, so that
public land is not used to benefit developers. The
Richmond Park land was reserved on 13 April 1873 for
public park and recreation, and that is what the
community expects it to stay as. The government wants
to take away some of that public land to now create an
extra road capacity. This is in Swan Street. This will not
only be about road widening; it also will be about
having a huge impact on the parkland that is near that
development. Due to the larger proposed development
on the Burnley Gardens, the parkland there will be
adversely affected. The member for Hawthorn has
spoken extensively about the concerns of the
community and the concerns of the motorists who will
be travelling through that area.
This has also been highlighted by the Friends of
Burnley Gardens in a full page advertisement in the
Melbourne Yarra Leader on 29 March 2004. I know
that the member for Hawthorn has had that
incorporated into Hansard, but for the members who
are listening I will read out a few comments made in
that advertisement. The Friends of Burnley Gardens
group felt so strongly that it decided to pay for the full
page advertisement, which says in part:
Shame! Nine new high-rise commercial and retail office
buildings will be constructed, up to six storeys high, including
a massive call centre operating around the clock. This is all
overpowering the existing Burnley Gardens, the beautiful
Yarra Boulevard and the Burnley golf course.
Shame! Up to 4500 additional people are expected to invade
in the new gardens/development site buildings every day.
Shame! Up to 3000 extra cars are expected to look for
parking and will clog up The Boulevard and residential streets
every weekday and much of the weekends.
Shame! Thousands of extra business people from associated
industries will enter and leave the gardens/Boulevard site, in
cars and trucks, each week.
Shame! On-site parking will only allow for 1500 (approx)
cars. The remaining thousands of cars will have to park on
and around the already overcrowded Boulevard.

I know they were seeking comment from the residents
and I think this shows you how much the community is
really against what this government is trying to do on
this land. I have spoken to the Yarra council media
officer who put out some media releases and she said to
talk to her if I wanted to know anything about the
council’s concerns.
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Their concern was that the community was not
consulted. They also said that they wanted the trees on
the site kept. The member for Hawthorn talked about
some comments and letters from residents who wanted
those trees kept. That area is the gateway to the Yarra
Boulevard and I know the community very strongly
wants those trees protected. The city of Yarra is a
thoroughfare, with traffic from many places going
along Swan Street — —
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mrs POWELL — I am going to get to that,
member for Hawthorn, in my debate. The city of Yarra
is a thoroughfare with traffic from many places going
along Swan Street to get to the freeway. It is a collector
road, not just a local road, so this proposal will have an
impact on much of the traffic that is using it as a
thoroughfare and coming into the area to use the
freeway to get to other places.
The council did say that it wanted the super-stop but it
does not need and does not want the road widened. The
reason for that was quite interesting. I spoke to the
mayor of the Yarra council, Cr Kay Meadows. She said
they want the super-stop but they do not want the extra
lane. She told me that research shows that if you create
more road space you create more traffic and then you
create congestion. The councillors’ idea was to have
only one lane so that congestion is created and therefore
people would not use that route; they would go along
an alternative route and not go through that area. I think
they were also trying to convince people to use public
transport. That is a laudable aim because a lot of people
do use public transport. If we are being realistic, people
who go along Swan Street to get onto the freeway
certainly would be very angry. You would probably see
a lot more road rage if there were congestion there
because of the super-stop and because the laneway was
not widened. Therefore the traffic would not go
anywhere else, because it has to go that way, but you
would get a lot of angry motorists. So whilst I heard the
mayor’s comments, I certainly did not agree with that
side of it.
I also believe that the government should have had a
permit condition when the development was approved
by the government, so that when the developer applied
for the extra development it should have had some
conditions on it. The developers themselves made
reference to the extra laneway. Using public land for
development’s gain is a bad precedent. As the member
for Hawthorn said, I have been on the record many
times about public land being used for development —
and I will speak about that again later in my
contribution if I have more time.
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The Botanica development was one that we heard the
member for Hawthorn talk about and also one that the
mayor of Yarra city spoke about. Cr Meadows was
quite concerned that the development was taken out of
the hands of Yarra council. The council believes it is an
overdevelopment of that site and therefore it would not
have approved it, so councillors were concerned that
they are now not the planning authority. I was told at
the briefing that the state government took the
development out of the hands of Yarra council because
the government believed the project was of such state
significance because of the extra employment that
would be provided. I was told there would be an extra
1500 people, with the potential of 4000 people, on the
site.
At a public meeting the government heard the concerns
of Yarra council and so it knew which way the council
was going to go. The government was concerned that
the development would go somewhere else. While it is
a laudable aim to try to get employment opportunities
into areas, we have to bring the community with us
when we are looking at having an impact on their local
environment.
Cr Meadows also said that the Yarra council is the
busiest or second busiest for planning applications in
the state. She also said that the Botanica developers had
unrealistic time lines on the approval of the application,
and they went to the government purely to have this
application fast-tracked. I think it is another instance of
the government coming in over the community to look
at a development that will have a huge impact on the
local area and on the community, but with some state
significance.
As the member for Brighton said, I have been on record
as being very supportive of retaining public parkland
and opposing the use of public for the gain of
developers. I have been on the record many times in
notices of motion and also bringing forward in this
house a number of times the community’s absolute
outrage about Parkside Gardens in Shepparton — —
Mr Baillieu — And quite rightly, too.
Mrs POWELL — And quite rightly, too, as the
member for Hawthorn says. Their outrage is at using
public open space, a beautiful 21 hectares of public
land, and developing it by the government’s own
development arm, VicUrban, to build 150 homes on
that site.
On 1 April I attended with a number of protesters when
VicUrban and the council were at the beautiful Parkside
Gardens to change the name of the gardens to the
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Grove Lakeside. There was no consultation with the
community on that name change. While The Nationals
support having public parkland, the community needs
to be consulted much more. The Nationals support the
revocation of the reservation of the land in the parish of
Sandhurst near Bendigo as an abattoir site and its
re-reservation for public purposes or nature
conservation, but we certainly oppose the use of public
parkland for gain by developers. As such we will be
supporting the reasoned amendment of the Liberals
moved by the member for Hawthorn.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support the
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill before the
house this evening. It is important to indicate that this
GE development at Burnley is the largest job
generation project in this state for 25 years — perhaps
longer than 25 years. There are 1500 new jobs being
created through this development.
The member for Hawthorn in his contribution has
sought to trawl over some ground around the planning
process. The government made it very clear when it
assumed responsibility for the planning for this project
that it was a project of state significance. By any
measure, the investment of many millions of dollars
and the creation of 1500 jobs in my electorate is one
that I welcome and it is certainly welcomed by the state
government. This investment has been widely
applauded throughout the community.
The member for Hawthorn in his contribution has
sought — I am not sure whether it is deliberate or by
omission — to mix up two different sites here. He
talked about development in the Burnley Gardens, but
he neglected to acknowledge that it was in fact this
government that placed the Burnley Gardens on the
heritage register, thereby protecting the Burnley
Gardens. FR Smith Drive, which is the access point for
the Kevin Bartlett Reserve, was also built during the
depression by susso labour. Some quite important
historical remnants of those walls remain intact, and of
course they were also protected by the government in
that heritage listing. Similarly, there are some very
significant trees on the south side of the development.
So I think the member has been deliberately seeking to
mislead the house in relation to this land revocation.
This land revocation will in no way, shape or form
affect the historic Burnley Gardens. In fact it enhances
the Kevin Bartlett Reserve by providing quite a
significant amount of public car parking on weekends
when the reserve is extensively used by the local
community for soccer and various other activities.
The member for Hawthorn proposes that he has an
alternative. Lo and behold, he has an alternative to the
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development of the disabled access super-stops for this
development! He asked, ‘Why did you not take more
land off the private developer on the GE side of the
road?’. That is the south side of Swan Street. Guess
what? If he had read the plan properly he would have
understood that 500 square metres has been taken off
the GE development site.
Mr Hulls — He had it upside down.
Mr WYNNE — Perhaps, as the Minister for
Planning indicates, he has read the plan upside down.
Guess what — 500 square metres has been taken off
the GE site. Why would you not take more? Lo and
behold, you cannot take any more because it butts up to
the buildings. It is important when you go on the public
record that you outline exactly what the proposal is.
Yes, there is an annexation; there is a revocation of land
on the north side of Swan Street, and that is what this
bill is on about today. It is not a revocation of Burnley
Gardens land, but in fact of Richmond Park land.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Lo and behold, the member for
Hawthorn says, ‘Why did you not go and consult the
committee of management?’. Does he understand
anything about the way government works? The
committee of management is not a group of people out
there, it is the City of Yarra.
This is a revocation of land. It has a length of
approximately 400 metres and at its greatest width it is
10 metres. That provides a slip lane as you are leaving
the city. It provides a slip lane to go around The
Boulevard, two through-lanes and one lane turning
right into the GE development. The honourable
member for Hawthorn, as he tools off on his way home
at night, would know what a difficult situation we have
there already in terms of traffic movement. As you go
around Lisson Grove and up Swan Street there is
currently an immediate conflict between road vehicles
and trams, and the member for Hawthorn well and truly
knows this. What we will have when this legislation is
introduced is a much more streamlined balance
between the need for traffic movement in that precinct
and the development of high-grade public transport —
disabled access, super-stops; that is what this is about.
The member for Hawthorn can shake his head, but the
advice I have been provided with is that up to a third of
the people currently employed at the development —
and the projections for future employment are that a
further 1500 new jobs will be created — will be coming
to the site by public transport.
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Mr Hudson — As they should.
Mr WYNNE — As they should, the member for
Bentleigh says, and as any government ought to
encourage.
The member for Shepparton indicated in her
contribution to the debate that the City of Yarra
opposes the road widening — I understand that — but
it does not oppose the super-stop. I will share with the
member for Hawthorn the fact that I have driven the
Minister for Planning — and indeed the bureaucracy —
absolutely crazy in ensuring that we explored the full
range of options in case there were any possible
alternatives to the proposition before us tonight. The
City of Yarra had an alternative proposition that was
extensively explored by the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development and by VicRoads
and other authorities. It was ruled out on the basis that
the proposition was simply unworkable.
I am satisfied that I have taken a very close interest in
this particular development — —
Mr Baillieu — Why is it not on your web site?
Mr WYNNE — I am pleased to see that the
member for Hawthorn is looking at my web site — it is
an excellent one, I think — and I will tell my colleagues
that.
This revocation and the development of the super-stops
have been very carefully worked out. You have to
strike a balance, and that is recognised. You have to
strike a balance between the need for reasonable traffic
movement through the precinct and the development of
high-quality public transport access for people who will
be working in that area.
It is a balance. Yes, this is a revocation; it will be taking
away some public land. Would we like that to be
different? Of course we would, but the practical reality
is that if you want to achieve an outcome that strikes a
balance with high-quality public transport access for
people in the area, this legislation is the result. I look
forward to seeing this development completed, and I
look forward to the further 1500 jobs that will be
created in our area — one of the biggest job
investments in the history of Victoria over the last
20 years.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debated adjourned until next day.
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PARLIAMENTARY ADMINISTRATION
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to make a few
brief comments in respect of the Parliamentary
Administration Bill. This bill follows on from the
Public Administration Act, which in part changed the
structure of the parliamentary departments as we have
known them for some considerable time. The Public
Administration Act was debated in December 2004,
and the opposition opposed the bill; however, some of
the themes are still pertinent. The theme of centralised
control is still pertinent in relation to this bill, but other
aspects of the Public Administration Bill to which the
opposition objected are not present in this bill.
For example, fines and jail terms for perceived
detrimental action against the government, gags on the
public sector and an obligation to follow various
government directives are not features of this bill;
therefore the opposition will not oppose it. However,
the opposition has already flagged an amendment to the
bill which would guarantee the independence of the
Parliamentary Librarian.
The bill does not change the role or the method of
appointment of the two clerks — the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly and the Clerk of the Legislative
Council. However, a departmental head of
Parliamentary Services will be appointed by the
Speaker and the President for a four-year term.
Previously, Acting Speaker, as you would be aware,
there were five departments of the Parliament, and this
bill, as flagged in 2004 in the Public Administration
Act, will reduce the number of parliamentary
departments from five to three. The Department of the
Parliamentary Library and the Department of
Parliamentary Debates, or Hansard, will be merged
with the former Joint Services Department.
I wish to touch briefly on the Parliamentary Library,
which is where the opposition has most of its concerns.
The Parliamentary Library is a key backbench and key
opposition service within the Parliament. Having held
government and opposition offices in this Parliament I
can say that in the early days as a backbencher one is
enormously dependent on the Parliamentary Library
until one discovers or makes friends in the ministry —
or until one discovers that great briefing note, the
lever-arch folder and is able to use that folder as a point
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of research. Backbenchers are very dependent on the
library for impartial and independent research.
Ministers, of course, have their own departments, and
parliamentary secretaries — the people close to
ministers — will always get lever-arch folders of
briefing notes prepared by the department.
Oppositions in particular are completely dependent on
their own small staff or on the Parliamentary Library. In
terms of providing information to oppositions, if one
wished to be idealistic one would say that the library
plays a key role in the functioning of democracy in this
state. I would imagine it is no surprise that the
opposition is so concerned about the role of the library
in this bill.
The bill abolishes the Library Committee. Under the
previous President the Library Committee was a
particularly active committee which sought to
maximise resources for all members of Parliament,
even ministers, who have access to vast resources. The
current librarian is quarantined from the changes in the
bill, as she should be.
However, our concerns centre around the independence
of the library in the future, and in that light I wish to
draw to the house’s attention a couple of clauses in the
bill. Clause 18 relates to the employment and retirement
of parliamentary officers. Under this clause vast powers
are given to departmental heads. This is consistent with
the way the public sector operates these days, but as an
opposition we have some concerns about the way this
will impact on the operations of the library.
Under clause 18 the appropriate departmental head can
do a number of legitimate things, such as employing as
many people as they want and so on and so forth.
However, under clause 18(2)(b) the departmental head
can assign work to parliamentary officers. Under
clause 18(2)(c) the head may issue lawful instructions
that must — must! — be observed by parliamentary
officers, and under clause 18(2)(f) the head may
transfer parliamentary officers to duties in other
departments, in public service bodies or in public
entities. So after the employment of the current
Parliamentary Librarian terminates, the head of the
library will be under the jurisdiction of the head of
Parliamentary Services, who will have these very wide
powers, including the power to assign work and
transfers.
I draw the house’s attention to the termination
processes itemised under clause 29, whereby this same
head can terminate the employment of a parliamentary
officer for many legitimate reasons. I strongly support
that, for example, if an officer has abandoned his or her
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employment, or is inefficient or incompetent or guilty
of serious misconduct. These are all areas where it is
quite legitimate to terminate employment.
However, it is not legitimate under certain
circumstances, and I take up the member for
Richmond’s comments that the opposition sees this as a
conspiracy. That is not necessarily so. We see this as a
reading of what could happen with our resources. For
example, if the Parliamentary Librarian under
clause 29(1)(b) refuses a transfer to other duties, they
could be sacked. It is all very well for the member for
Richmond to tell us this would not happen; the fact is
that under this bill it could. Under a government
wishing to curtail opposition resources — a
hypothetical example, I concede — if a Parliamentary
Librarian refuses a transfer to other duties, then under
clause 29(1)(b) the librarian’s employment can be
terminated. These are the bases of our concerns.
We in the opposition are therefore supporting an
amendment which reads:
There continues to be an office of Parliamentary Librarian in
the Department of Parliamentary Services and the department
head of that department must ensure that a person is at all
times employed as Parliamentary Librarian.

I reiterate the point that oppositions are completely
dependent on the services of the Parliamentary Library.
We do not have the staff that the government has — we
do not have ministerial staff, and we do not have those
lever-arch folders — so we are completely dependent
on the functioning of the Parliamentary Library. The
bill, in its wording, threatens the ongoing employment
of the Parliamentary Librarian.
I wish to conclude by making a couple of additional
comments about the bill. A new parliamentary
committee will be formed on electoral matters. I
understand this will be convened after each state
election and that the committee will investigate both
state and local government elections. I seek from the
Minister for Gaming, who is at the table, an assurance
that notwithstanding the balance of power in any
Parliament, legitimate issues arising from the conduct
of an election and put forward by any opposition of
either persuasion would be analysed by that committee
in a serious and legitimate way.
The other issues I wish to touch on are in division 5 of
part 6. We see a whole range of amendments related to
terrorism which again makes out the opposition’s point
that in so many of these bills brought before the
Parliament the government appears to be dealing with
errors it has made in previous bills. Even more
fundamental to my point on this issue is that in
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division 4 of part 6 there are a range of corrections to
the Public Administration Act 2004. This act was
debated in the house in December 2004, and already —
and the opposition has made this point time and time
again — the government has acknowledged in the bill
before the house that it has made a series of errors and
is seeking to correct them. If this was a one-off feature
you could understand, but this is a regular feature of
this government, an area where it needs to get its house
in order.
Clearly the existing act is antiquated; it is in need of
update and change. I do not oppose the concept of
modernising the Parliamentary Officers Act. However,
the opposition feels very strongly, given its dependence
on the Parliamentary Library, that the government has
been too draconian in its new structure and needs to
heed the opposition’s amendment.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the Parliamentary Administration Bill, which seeks to
modernise and bring up to date the structure covering
the governance of the Parliament of Victoria and
replaces the Parliamentary Officers Act 1975. I was a
parliamentary officer in 1975, interestingly enough, a
young graduate clerk in the federal Parliament. It is
only appropriate, given the extensive changes that have
occurred in the public sector over the last 30 years, that
it is time to modernise the act dealing with the
Parliament through this Parliamentary Administration
Bill.
The bill seeks, as other speakers have already
remarked, to update the arrangements for the
employment of parliamentary officers and to make sure
they are consistent with current and modern
employment arrangements for the delivery of public
services. Indeed, last year we passed the Public
Administration Act, and many of the provisions in this
particular bill draw their strength from that particular
act.
There has been a process of wide consultation and
project work led by the presiding officers of the
Parliament over the last couple of years aimed at
creating a new administrative structure for the
Parliament of Victoria. I would like to place on record
my own personal appreciation of the work of
parliamentary officers. Indeed right through the
Parliament, from parliamentary services officers and
the clerks to the committees, Hansard and the library,
they all do an excellent, supportive job. As I said, I
have had experience in my own career of the work of
parliamentary officers. It is a task indeed to ensure the
continuation of the essence of our democracy here in
Victoria and in Australia. The work of these officers is
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crucial to this and we rely on them to ensure that this
continues, with the great tradition of balance and fine
administration we actually have in Victoria.

accountability. This bill continues a very fine tradition
of service by parliamentary officers, and I commend it
to the house.

As many speakers under various circumstances have
mentioned, we have a fine democracy here in Victoria.
Its strength is that it is a parliamentary democracy, a
representative democracy, and very much underpinned
by the work of the parliamentary officers in support of
that, in support of this house and the other place.

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
make a brief contribution to the debate on the
Parliamentary Administration Bill on behalf of The
Nationals. The Nationals do not oppose this bill. Its
purposes are to change the framework of governance in
the administration of Parliament; to reduce the number
of parliamentary departments from five to three; and to
abolish the Library Committee. The functions of that
committee will be performed by the House Committee.
It is for that reason I would like to make some
comments on this bill.

The Parliamentary Administration Bill completes the
process of legislative reform of the public sector. As
has already been mentioned, it reduces the number of
parliamentary departments from five to three, and it
provides a more modern administrative structure and
ensures it is totally consistent with other practices.
I commend those provisions.
The bill also elaborates on the new parliamentary
officer values, the standards that are expected in the
performance of their duties, the principles and the
processes through which their employment is
proceeded with. It seeks to retain the appointment
process for the department heads of the Legislative
Council and the Legislative Assembly.
I know there has been a lot of discussion about the
office of the Parliamentary Librarian. This government
is very supportive of the Parliamentary Library. Indeed,
as a member I am also very supportive, having used its
services extensively. It is not just the focus of the
opposition but also the focus of government members,
who do use the services of the library. I use them quite
often. Even this week I have used them on a couple of
occasions to help me with my research for various
speeches.
I also commend the very fine job they do in terms of
the parliamentary interns. I have had quite a number of
these in my office over the last few years, with the
support of the Parliamentary Library, and I very much
commend the work it does in support of those interns
through two universities, Melbourne University and
Monash University. I understand the program is being
further extended this year to other universities and
institutes. We recognise that the Parliamentary
Librarian is no longer a department head, but this was a
process of review, and the advice is that the review saw
no need for the librarian to be a statutory officer.
I support this legislation. It is modernising and bringing
the parliamentary administration up to date. It ensures
merit and equity in the operation of the Parliament. It
ensures appropriate values, which include
responsiveness, integrity, impartiality and

I am a member of the all-party Library Committee on
behalf of The Nationals. The Liberal Party has the
member for Sandringham, and Mr Strong and
Mr Dalla-Riva from the other place; Labor has the
Speaker, the President of the Legislative Council, the
member for Brunswick and the member for Keilor, as
well as Ms Argondizzo and Ms Darveniza from the
other place. So the committee certainly has a broad
representation of people and members of Parliament
who make their comments known to the Library
Committee and also to Hansard.
Can I just say that the Library Committee was not
informed of the changes made by this bill, and that is
very disappointing. I would have thought the Library
Committee would have been asked for its comments
and would have been made aware and consulted with to
let us know. But we have not met since last year. We
had our last meeting on 10 November 2004, and
I would have thought we could have been given a bit
more time to consider how the changes would affect
not just the Library Committee but, more importantly,
the Parliamentary Library and Hansard. When we look
at the Parliamentary Library and Hansard, we have to
understand that that is where the communication of this
place is. In fact the current Parliamentary Librarian,
Gail Dunston, is doing a great job. I know it has
probably been of some concern to her that the Library
Committee was not able to be informed.
Under this bill the Parliamentary Librarian will be
demoted from department head to parliamentary
officer, so no matter how the government wraps it up,
the Parliamentary Librarian will be demoted. The
Parliamentary Librarian will probably retain the same
remuneration, so that is not an issue, but there will
certainly be a change in her role, in which she is able to
have a vision of what she thinks or what members on
the committee think is needed by the members in this
house and what is a quality service from the library. I
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think many of us consider it a great shame that the
librarian will now not be independent.
The members for Mornington and Rodney and a
number of others have talked about the importance of
the independent role of the librarian, so that she or
whoever takes that position in years to come can
continue to provide services not just to members of
Parliament but to others. The library does not provide
services just to members of Parliament, it provides a lot
of services to our electorate officers. I know that the
country members of Parliament are very appreciative of
the work the Parliamentary Library does — and
Hansard — and the resources that are made available to
our officers. Quite often I hear from our electorate
officers what a great job the library is doing.
I know that people will say that that may not change
under this bill, but we are not sure. We do not know
what the government will say is going to happen to the
library. We are also told that going from five
departments to three is to simplify administration, but
again we do not know whether the library will be able
to look ahead to provide quality services, to look at any
skill shortages that we need to fill or to look at any gaps
in the services that are provided to us. We are not sure
what will happen there. As a member of the Library
Committee I am very saddened that our role will not
continue — not that I particularly wanted to always be
a member of the Library Committee, but I felt that it did
a great job.
The Library Committee has been seen as being
valuable. The original Library Committee was set up on
14 November 1851 by the Legislative Council, on the
same day as the standing committee was established.
So way back then it was seen that communication to
members from the Parliamentary Library was vitally
important. The current Library Committee has
continued to listen to the views of both opposition and
government members to make sure members have the
services they need. We still have not been told formally
that our services are not needed, so I guess this is our
resignation notice.
The library is always very helpful, not just because we
are members of opposition parties. It is always helpful
on matters of legislation, where you do not always have
time to do the research and get background information.
When you know you cannot actually look through the
archives and some of the newspapers, the library
researchers are always very helpful, knowing the
members will need that information. It is not available
just to the member who asks for that information, it is
actually packaged up and made available to any other
member who needs it. That work is done on behalf of a
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member, but it is not used just for that member; it is
also used for any other member who wants that
information. It is a resource that is valuable to this
Parliament. While members of the government say that
will not stop, we have not had any discussion to say that
that will continue, and we do not have any assurances
that that will not be changed. We do not have any
assurances to say that, although the parliamentary
committee did not get any remuneration, the issue is not
about budgets rather than simplicity, that the issue is
not about cutting back services. I would like an
assurance from the government that that certainly is not
the case.
Many good ideas came from the Library Committee,
which is as I said an all-party committee, so members
came from all sides of politics. There was the MP
survey, which was brought about under the former
librarian, Mr Bruce Davidson, and carried on brilliantly
by the current librarian, Gail Dunston. Those surveys
went around all the electorates to see what sorts of
services and information we needed and wanted from
our library and whether there were any gaps in the
services provided. Talking books were made available
because many country members travel a lot and for
many hours. The Library Committee put forward the
suggestion that talking books should be made available
to country members — and to city members who travel
into the country — who travel long distances, so that in
the middle of the night they are not listening to talkback
radio but actually listening to something of interest.
There was discussion about putting legislation and
background information on CD. That would be
important for members who travel a lot and do not have
the time to read all the information; they could listen to
the CD and have all that information at their fingertips
so that they could later comment on it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs POWELL — Members opposite are talking
about the long boring trips, but we members from the
country travel many miles on those roads quite often to
come to Parliament, and we do not mind doing it,
because we represent our communities.
The library also has links to other sites, which are very
valuable — federal sites, state sites and other MPs’
sites. An issue brought before the Library Committee
by some MPs was the importance of radio and TV
monitoring, and the library has now brought about
‘Who said what’, a pilot program which will be in use
shortly about who has said what — was it a member?
Was it somebody from a state, from federal
government, from other state jurisdictions actually
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talking about pieces of legislation or other issues of
interest? We will be able to access online whether a
minister has said something about, for example,
legislation, another member of Parliament’s comments
about a topic and so on. The library has provided
training to electorate officers and MPs.
As regards Hansard, a contentious issue raised by the
parliamentary committee was that people in the
Legislative Council gallery could not hear the
proceedings. The installation of microphones in the
Legislative Council chamber, which has now been
completed, became a contentious issue because some
members did not want them there. They felt the
microphones changed the ambience of the chamber, but
I think it was a good initiative, because people in the
gallery can now hear what is going on in the chamber.
There have been a number of other great initiatives by
Hansard. They want to develop multimedia facilities.
While we do not oppose the bill, we would like the
Parliamentary Librarian to maintain some
independence and be able to continue the great job of
ensuring that members have quality services and is not
nobbled by budget constraints or the government
saying it is not allowed to do what the members want it
to do.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
speak on the Parliamentary Administration Bill. A
number of members have raised issues with respect to
this bill. Thankfully, members opposite are joining with
us in supporting it, but they have an amendment which
raises some concerns for all in this place. This bill has
arisen through the One Parliament project from last
year, which members would be well aware of. It
implements a new administrative structure in respect of
the Parliament of Victoria, but it does cause some
angst. Let us be quite clear about this. Any restructure
in any organisation, whether it be in Parliament, the fire
service where I was employed, the teaching service, or
whether it be in legal circles in terms of private firms,
causes some angst amongst the employees. This is
absolutely no different.
The bill reduces the number of department heads from
five to three, and clearly there are some ramifications
for the staff whose employ we enjoy, whether it is staff
from IT, Hansard or the catering department, whether it
be the staff out in the gardens or the people who help us
park cars, whether it be staff in this chamber or the
other chamber. We enjoy their employ and we celebrate
their civility in the face of some difficult circumstances.
I certainly do not think any of us here can say that we
are all wonderfully behaved all the time.
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There are people here who are impacted on by our
behaviour both in this place — and I think all of us can
understand in this place we do get heated — and
outside this place. There are people amongst us who
behave in ways that I do not think any of us would
celebrate. I am talking in quite a bipartisan way about
both sides of the house. We need to be conscious of the
fact that the way we handle ourselves impacts on staff
members. I know I have been here a very short time,
but there have been incidents involving people’s
reactions to staff that have concerned me.
I certainly empathise with the changes being made in
this fair place, and changes have been and should
continue to be made. There are female heads of both the
lower and the upper house, and we are continuing with
the changes to the apparel of our staff in the house. In
this bill we are modernising the 1975 legislation.
I know that members opposite have talked about library
services. I am concerned that in particular the member
for Mornington was effusive and animated in speaking
about his conspiracy theories. I note that the member
for Shepparton is on the Library Committee. My
understanding is that members of the Library
Committee can in fact attend the House Committee
until the end of this term of Parliament. It is my
understanding that the Library Committee will continue
to have input into the operation of both the library and
this house.
In respect of resourcing it would be biting your nose off
to spite your face if you were to hinder or hobble library
services provided to us all. I also am a country member,
and I can speak as effusively as the member for
Shepparton about the services which I have received
here and which the members of staff in my electorate
office have received. It is not about a reduction in
services. It is not, as the member for Mornington
says — he is the only one in this place who has been
quite vocal — about truncating opposition resources. It
is nothing to do with that.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I know there will be
another member who will also get excited. At least The
Nationals have been quite considered and measured in
their contributions to the debate and in bringing forward
some of the concerns they have. I can only speak from
my view of this legislation. If you wanted to raise
conspiracy theories like the member for Mornington
and perhaps the member for Warrandyte, there are
other bills in regard to which they should do it. They
should not use members of this place as pawns in their
attempts to have a go at this government. I am sure we
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can use other resources to further some political agenda
than the people we all have to interact with on a daily
basis.
I would certainly discourage members who will speak
after me from continuing these conspiracy theories.
They do nothing for the people who espouse them nor
for the people who may be affected. The member for
South-West Coast has come back in. He should not
hide. I welcome him back.
Before I finish I want to comment on another
conspiracy theory, this one regarding the Electoral
Matters Committee. It will be a bipartisan
parliamentary committee and will be allowed the
resources that other parliamentary committees have. It
should be, because it will look at the quite significant
issues that concern local government and people in this
place, including the election of 2006 and any
referendums we may undertake. It will not be a vehicle
to persecute local government. I refer back to the
member for Mornington’s speech about persecuting
local government. Referring back to that hypocritical
comment, we do not have to delve far back into history
to remember the sacking of councils.
Mr Wynne — You were a victim of it.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Actually I was one of the
successors of the people who were sacked. This is
about transparency, supporting local government and
being accountable in this place to the people we serve.
In summary this bill improves the 1975 act. It makes us
and the staff more accessible to the people who are in
the chamber tonight. It makes this place more
accessible; it makes the library and all our staff more
accessible; and it makes us more accessible. It is in fact
a bill that should be supported wholeheartedly without
amendment.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — Let us cut to
the chase here. After the mealy-mouthed apologist
opposite who went on about apparel in the house, about
looking after staff interests — the hypocrisy coming
from the other side tonight is incredible, and we will
not give any examples of how government members
have looked after the staff here — let us cut to the
chase: this is all about diminishing the resources of the
opposition of the day. Of course it is not good enough
for the government to have cut the opposition staffing
component to the bone. Here I am as Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, and what do I have? I have two
members of staff, exactly the same as the lowliest
mushroom opposite. I have two members of staff! That
is the total staff complement that we are entitled to as
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opposition members under this government, because it
does not want an opposition that can critique it.
At the end of the day this is what the legislation before
us is about. It is about the last bastion available to any
opposition — that is, an independent parliamentary
research staff — being subjected to interference and
dilution of the right to have an independent
Parliamentary Librarian. Whoever the poor old librarian
is, they will have to answer to a separate head of
department. It is about the government of the day, in
this case the Labor Party, which is worried about its
Newspoll results and the fact that it is behind in the
polls, ensuring that there is no additional research staff
support — even though it is objective when it comes to
the Parliamentary Library — for the opposition of the
day. That is what this legislation is all about.
I could dwell on clause 28, because it places restrictions
on parliamentary officers doing other work. Can you
imagine for one instant a Labor member of
Parliament’s electorate officer being subjected to clause
28 and any restriction on their doing other work? Half
of the electorate officers of members on the other side
are doing other things. They are either mayors or Labor
councillors! In the City of Hume most of the
councillors are Labor Party electorate officers. When
they are not on the take, when they are not getting
money for little development opportunities, they are
getting money from the Parliament of Victoria as
electorate officers, and then they are not just double
dipping, they are triple dipping by getting money as
councillors as well.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD — This is on the bill.
Mr Crutchfield — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Warrandyte says belatedly
that he is on the bill, but it is a question of relevance. I
ask you to ensure that the member for Warrandyte
speaks on the bill rather than giving his usual diatribe
with its characteristic assassination of people in
electorate offices.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member for Warrandyte is
speaking on the bill, and the bill affects parliamentary
officers. I ask him to continue.
Mr HONEYWOOD — We heard about the pizza
delivery today. We heard about the member for
Greensborough, the Minister for Community Services,
who has an electorate officer who is paid a full-time
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salary as an electorate officer and who is then paid a
councillor’s allowance — —

speaking on the point of order but he then continued to
talk on the bill. The point I wish to make — —

Mr Crutchfield — I raise a further point of order,
Acting Speaker, and once again it is about relevance.
The member is straying into areas that are libellous; he
is well aware of that, and he is again using this house to
attack people about whom he would not use other
forms of communication outside this place to get out
his message.

Mr HONEYWOOD — Could I have my time
extended because of these frivolous interjections? What
standing order is he quoting from? What standing
order?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! Even though the bill is quite wide, and in
particular clause 28 refers to other work by
parliamentary officers, in the main that is restricted to
the Parliament. It would be quite broad to expand it to
electorate officers as the honourable member was going
to do. He can refer to it in passing, but he should then
come back to the bill.
Mr HONEYWOOD — They are very precious and
sensitive on the other side tonight! Parliamentary
officers include our electorate officers, therefore I am
totally relevant in addressing clause 28. If it is not good
enough for them to get a full-time salary from the
Labor Party via the taxpayer, then double dip to get
their salary as a part-time councillor or half-time mayor,
then get the bundle of $50 notes across the pizza
counter for allowing parking privileges to certain pizza
shop owners, then at the end of the day — —
Mr Crutchfield — Again on a point of order,
Acting Speaker, and again on the question of relevance,
the member is again using this parliamentary forum in a
very cowardly way and is straying from the intent of
the bill. If he wants to keep to the bill, then he is quite
entitled to use the remaining period of his time. If he
does not, he will get very little time.
Mr HONEYWOOD — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, if the new member with the learner
plates opposite gets up again you might like to extend
my time, because these are just trite, trivial interjections
on the part of a member with a learner plate on his
backside. At the end of the day we have a Labor Party
that can dish it out but cannot take it. It is quite happy
for its electorate officers to double dip and triple dip,
but it does not want them to be subjected to any attempt
at scrutiny by this Parliament.
I will turn back to a number of clauses in the bill before
the member for Burwood, like the drover’s dog, jumps
to his feet.
Mr Stensholt — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I thought the member for Warrandyte was

Mr Crutchfield — Sit down!
Mr HONEYWOOD — What standing order is he
quoting from?
Mr Crutchfield — Sit down, Phil!
Mr HONEYWOOD — This is a deliberate attempt
to obstruct debate. What standing order is he quoting
from?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Stensholt — The point I wished to make is that
this debate on the point of order which was raised by
the member for South Barwon was inappropriately
going off the matter of the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I also thought the honourable member for
Warrandyte was speaking on the point of order. I ask
the honourable member for Warrandyte to complete his
point of order, and then I will ask the honourable
member for Burwood to also speak on the point of
order, unless I rule on it.
Mr HONEYWOOD — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, I declare dissent from your rulings
from the Chair and call on the Speaker to come into the
chamber, because you are allowing trite interjections to
take away the time for my contribution to the debate.
This is an outrage. There is no point of order from those
opposite, and for me to have to speak on the point of
order means that I have no time to debate this bill
whatsoever.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I have ruled repeatedly on the matter raised by
the member for South Barwon and continue to support
the honourable member for Warrandyte’s right to speak
on the bill in regard to the matters he has raised. I am
more than happy, if the honourable member for
Warrandyte wants me to, to call the Speaker in regard
to this particular matter — but I will not! The
honourable member for Warrandyte, to continue.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Acting Speaker, you have
explained how relaxed you are in the chair, but I would
like you now to call the Speaker in and to stop the
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clock, because we have now had five points of order
within 5 minutes and your rulings from the Chair have
been totally contradictory. You are very confused
tonight, Acting Speaker, so I ask that the Speaker take
the chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! On the point of order raised by the honourable
member for Warrandyte, what he has just said reflects
upon the Chair, regardless of whether it is me or
somebody else who is in this position. It is nearly time
for the adjournment debate, so I am happy to call for
the Speaker. I ask the Clerk to call the Speaker.
The Speaker took the chair.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I cannot hear the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition at the moment, because the
time is 10 o’clock and I am required to interrupt
business.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order?
The SPEAKER — Order! I cannot hear a point of
order.
Ms McTaggart interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Evelyn
will cease interjecting in that manner. The debate will
not continue tonight. What I suggest to the member for
Warrandyte is that he comes and sees me in my
chambers. We can talk about the matters he has raised,
and I can give a ruling in the morning, but we have now
come to 10 o’clock, so we have to move on to the
adjournment debate.
Mr Honeywood — I want to point out that the
Acting Speaker was totally incompetent in the chair
tonight.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand that the
member for Warrandyte is concerned; however, he
must not make reflections on the Chair, whoever is in
the chair at the time. I have done all I can do at the
moment, but because it is 10 o’clock we cannot
continue this debate any further. The member for
Warrandyte is welcome to come and discuss it with me,
and I will report back to the house in the morning, but it
is not appropriate, regardless of whether he agrees with
the decision or not, to make reflections on the Chair in
that manner.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Police: schools program
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I raise a matter of grave
concern with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. It is about the government’s apparent decision
to cut the police schools involvement program. The
action I seek is for the minister and the Chief
Commissioner of Police to ensure that this program is
fully reinstated.
I have visited a number of schools across the state. In
particular I visited one in the Keilor electorate, and it is
obvious that this program is working well. The police
have an immediate impact on the schoolchildren,
whether at primary or secondary level. The program
has particular impact on those young students who are
born overseas. The reason I say that is that in some
countries they do not have the same respect for police
as we do here. There are levels of corruption in some
countries and there is a lack of trust between the young
people and the police. Also in some cases older
members of their families may have had poor
experiences with the Victoria Police or the police force
in the country they have come from, so they do not
have respect for or a rapport with the police.
This is one of those proactive policing programs that
actually works, and it is strongly supported by the
Liberal Party because it believes it will create better
citizens. We continually criticise the police for being
reactive rather than proactive, but this is a proactive
program.
The real reason the Bracks government is trying to cut
out the police schools involvement program is that it
promised 600 police at the last state election in
November 2002, but to date it has delivered only 232.
So with only 18 months to go that means it will have to
more than double the number of police it has been able
to put through. It is saying it is going to put the
83 police officers who are in the police schools
involvement program at the moment back out on the
front line, but it will destroy a program that is working
and the proactive role with the schoolchildren.
The media spin — and you can count on the Bracks
government to come out with all the media spin under
the sun — is that it is widening the program to include
other youth. That is total rubbish; it is Bracks talk for
cutting and slashing a decent program. As the shadow
minister for education has pointed out, there is an
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increase in bullying and violence in school
playgrounds, and the police could be there to assist and
build up a rapport with young people. I ask the minister
to take immediate action to have this program
reinstated. It is a crucial program, and we have to find
the police to ensure that this program is a success.

Schools: Gembrook electorate
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education and Training. The
action I seek is for the minister to visit my electorate of
Gembrook to see the need there for further works in
schools.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Polwarth! The member for Gembrook
should continue and ignore the member for Polwarth.
Ms LOBATO — I am asking for the minister to
visit certain schools in my electorate that still need
some additional work. We all know that the Bracks
government has committed an unprecedented
contribution to or investment in state schools to the tune
of about $4.36 billion, but there are still some schools
in my electorate that need improvements and upgraded
facilities.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Polwarth is being extremely
discourteous, and I ask him to cease.
Ms LOBATO — Over the last couple of years I
have participated in many school openings and assisted
schools with the development of master planning,
which has assisted these schools enormously. I have
participated in the opening of the new Berwick Primary
School and also recently opened the upgraded facilities
at Upper Yarra Secondary College, which were very
welcome indeed after years and years of neglect. The
Beaconsfield Upper Primary School recently received
an upgrade to the tune of about $1.5 million, which was
also very welcome there. The Berwick Secondary
College has also blossomed with new facilities and
extra funding from the Leading Schools fund and as a
centre for excellence in language.
There are a number of schools that I would like the
minister to visit. One is Beaconsfield Primary School,
which is in the growth corridor of the south-east and is
experiencing an unprecedented increase in its
population, so it very much needs new facilities to keep
pace with the demand. Another is Gembrook Primary
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School. I am sure that most members in this house
would know the passion I have for Gembrook Primary
School. It has been my no. 1 priority since my election.
The school is in need of some upgraded facilities, so I
would like the minister to have a look at that school.
Another is Emerald Secondary College, which is also a
very well-attended school that needs upgraded
facilities. That school has an enormous success rate and
is very committed to vocational education and training
and the Victorian certificate of applied learning
programs. I ask that the minister attend these schools to
see the further need.

Bridges: maintenance
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — This is terrible stuff.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Murray Valley will continue, without
any conversation in the chamber.
Mr JASPER — I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Transport, who I
understand is unwell, and in his absence the Minister
for Gaming, who is at the table. It relates to the
replacement of bridges across the Murray River
between towns, and the most recent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I ask members to allow the member for Murray Valley
to raise his matter without interjections across the table.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Mulgrave!
Mr JASPER — I raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Transport, who is ill, and in his absence
the Minister for Gaming, who is at the table. It relates to
the replacement of bridges across the Murray River.
In recent years we have been most successful in
achieving progress in this area. In 2001 the bridge over
the Murray River at Howlong was replaced, and more
recently the bridge at Corowa was opened, with an
official opening on 2 April which was attended by the
Minister for Transport, and an informal opening on
24 February.
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The issue I wish to raise for the minister’s attention
refers to the agreement which had been made between
the Victorian and New South Wales governments that
when the Federation bridge at Corowa was opened
funding would be provided for the refurbishment of the
John Foord bridge. This bridge is over 100 years old
and it is a single-lane bridge with traffic lights. The
arrangement that had been made by the two state
governments was that this bridge would be renovated
and that once it was renovated it would be returned to
the councils of Indigo and Corowa for their
maintenance into the future. There appears to be some
discussion now as to the funding and the proposal as to
when these works will be undertaken.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr JASPER — Late last year I made extensive
representations to the Victorian Minister for Transport
and wrote to the New South Wales minister as well,
and it was indicated that the program for refurbishment
of this bridge would not be undertaken until 2006.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr JASPER — The Corowa shire now has
concerns relating to this refurbishment program and
when it will be undertaken.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order,
please!
Mr JASPER — What I seek is assistance from the
minister and discussion with the New South Wales
government, giving a firm indication that funding will
be provided for the refurbishment, that the councils
understand that the funding will be provided, that the
refurbishment program will be undertaken, to
commence in early 2006, and importantly that there
will be discussions with not only the two councils but
also the local community so that they can be involved
in deciding how this program will be continued into the
future and funded by the two state governments.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
When the member for Polwarth raises his matter on the
adjournment I would encourage the member for
Murray Valley to stay in the chamber and do the same
thing that the member did!
Honourable members interjecting.
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Multicultural affairs: grants
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs. The matter that I draw to the
minister’s attention is the need of many multicultural
groups in my electorate of Prahran to secure funding and
ongoing funding support through the Victorian
Multicultural Commission and its grants programs for
organisational support and senior citizens organisational
support. My electorate of Prahran is one of the most
diverse and vibrant in the state of Victoria. According to
the 2001 census the electorate of Prahran, which is in the
City of Stonnington, had something in — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, on the issue of relevance, the honourable
member has mentioned in passing various multicultural
groups. It could be anything from the Callithumpians in
Mildura to the Callithumpians in East Gippsland. In
terms of being relevant this evening I ask that the
member for Prahran, particularly as I have just had five
points of order raised in 3 minutes while making my
contribution, details the specific ethnic communities he
is referring to. I suggest that my point of order, Acting
Speaker, is far more relevant than the five points of
order raised a moment ago.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
On the point of order, the member for Prahran has
asked for action regarding groups securing funding. I
will allow him to continue on his matter.
Mr LUPTON — I urge the Minister assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs to secure that funding
for the multitude of multicultural and ethnic groups in
the electorate of Prahran. The groups that are
represented in Prahran cover a wide spectrum of the
multicultural community, including the Greek Senior
Citizens of South Yarra, the Ptolemei Association of
Greek Senior Citizens, the Grupo Primavera Prahran
Latin American Association, the Asklipios Greek
Women’s Group, the Ethnic Discussion Club, the
N’Adezhda Russian Senior Citizens Club, the Victorian
Association of World War II Veterans from Former
Soviet Union, the Prahran Chinese Women’s
Association of Australia, the Prahran Chinese Elderly
Citizens Association, the Society Kalamata 23 March
Brotherhood, the Chile Lindo, the Jewish Museum of
Australia, the Melbourne Hebrew Congregation, the
Australian Western Thrace Turkish Women’s
Association and the Australian Western Thrace Turkish
Association of Victoria.
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Road safety: hoons
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
and the action I call for is for him to provide police
resources in the Doncaster area to deal with the
problems that I outline. I draw to the attention of the
house the concern of many Doncaster residents who are
being terrorised by the disturbing activities of late night
vehicle hoons. Last week a George Street, Doncaster
East, resident wrote to me saying that she is at the point
of despair. This lady said she feels like a victim in her
own house due to the activities of rowdy drivers. She
wrote:
Every night … I am deprived of sleep because of the roaring
of motors from hoons in their hot cars. They are either
burning rubber or racing around streets in Doncaster East.
I now feel that this situation is getting out of control and the
residents of this area are being victimised by these hoons …

Her letter was penned just after midnight on Monday
morning, written amidst the roar of the motors. She said
further:
There must be a way to stop residents being terrorised by
these young drivers — —

Mr Lupton — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
perhaps the member for Doncaster may not be aware
that the government has recently — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
There is no point of order. I ask the member to sit
down!
Mr PERTON — Doncaster residents are being
disturbed by loutish behaviour at the park-and-ride
facility near the freeway in Doncaster. Neighbours who
live in parks have had bottles thrown at them by people
lurking in the grounds late at night, and there have been
reports of illegal drug-taking and vandalism which has
damaged a hall housing a local scout group for
physically disabled children — and I do not notice the
member for Prahran having done anything about that at
all.
The Liberal Party has already indicated that it will
impose tough measures to take these hoons off the road
when it resumes the Treasury benches after November
next year. As indicated, it will introduce legislation that
provides for a range of penalties, including fines and
the confiscation of vehicles. It will bring in a hoon
hotline in an effort to curb the alarming increase in
dangerous and antisocial driving on our roads. Operated
by the Victoria Police the hotline will help identify and
apprehend offending and dangerous drivers who
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persistently disregard road laws and safety on our
roads. The Liberal Party believes the safety of Victorian
pedestrians and drivers must be of paramount
importance.
Drivers who do not understand their responsibility or
who persistently flout the law and thereby endanger
lives will be removed from the road. At the moment the
Bracks government is failing to respond to this grave
community concern. It was only after the Liberal Party
announced that it would crack down on this behaviour
that the government finally made some move to
respond to this growing community problem. Despite a
task force paper being released last month, the Bracks
government has only acted after the Liberal Party
policy announcements, and it will be many months
before concerned residents see any tougher laws in
place. It seems to be a press release-led campaign by
the member for Prahran rather than any substantive
action by the government or the police.

Schools: Star 6 program
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I wish to raise a
matter for the consideration of the Minister for
Education Services. I ask her to continue to assist
students in my electorate to access the Star 6 program. I
understand the program is for the benefit of rural and
regional students, enabling them to access a bus trip and
entrance to the Scienceworks museum. I raise for the
minister’s consideration the difficulty experienced by
students in rural and regional areas in accessing centres
of educational excellence in Melbourne.
There has been considerable interest in the press in the
last couple of days about the decline in the numbers of
people teaching science and a lack of interest — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, you have been a member of this place for
almost as long as I have, and you would be well aware
that when you ask, as the member for Seymour has
done, for someone to ‘continue to’ do something —
and I quote the member — you are not asking for any
new action. The member for Seymour has asked for
something to continue. That would assume that
something is already in place, and therefore there is no
new action being asked for. If all he is doing is reciting
from a government policy and is not asking for any new
action — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I have heard enough, thank you. The member has more
time to ask for action.
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Mr HARDMAN — So it is a matter of concern for
this program to continue. Students from the whole of
the Seymour electorate have enjoyed this assistance for
some time. I would like the minister to clarify that the
small towns in my electorate that are in metropolitan
shires such as Yarra Ranges and Nillumbik, and the
towns of Healesville, Chum Creek, Badger Creek,
St Andrews, Strathewen and Dixons Creek can also
access this program, and I would like the minister to
clarify that tonight.
Students from the whole Seymour electorate really
need this program. In my time as a principal and
teacher in rural schools, a number of schools used to
utilise this funding to visit a number of other places, be
it the Parliament or the museum, to get those students
from there to come down and enjoy the learning that
can happen. I think the continuation of this program
would be a really important thing, but if the minister
can clarify that all the students from the Seymour
electorate will be able to continue to enjoy this in the
future, I would very much appreciate it.

Murray Valley Aboriginal Cooperative:
administration
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I raise an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs in
another place. The Murray Valley Aboriginal
Cooperative at Robinvale administers in excess of
$700 000 of Victorian taxpayers funds to the
indigenous community. There are also quite
considerable funds from the federal government.
Regrettably the majority of Murray Valley cooperative
directors — chairperson Lal Pearce, Richard Kennedy,
Wayne Johnstone and Jean Baxter — are under
investigation for their involvement in the community
development employment program. Their level of
appropriate governance skills is unacceptable, and they
are also misusing cooperative funds.
The action I ask for as a matter of urgency is that the
minister use her powers under the Cooperatives Act to
stand all the current directors down and put in an
administrator to run the cooperative. For example, last
week cooperative director Richard Kennedy borrowed
$3000 from the Murray Valley cooperative to give to
his ex-wife for funeral expenses. There is no funding
for such contingencies, and therefore this is a serious
misuse of cooperative funds.
Former chairman and current director Wayne
Johnstone, against the rules of the association, has run
up a personal mobile phone debt of between $6000 and
$10 000, which the cooperative is liable for. Johnstone
has refused repeated requests to stand down as a
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director and is therefore in breach of his director’s
responsibilities. Significant private and personal
expenses have been billed to the cooperative by the
chairperson Lal Pearce. Unjustified travelling and
accommodation expenses were also billed to the
cooperative for attendance at the recent native title
tribunal at Bendigo. This is not cooperative funded and
is again a misuse of its funds.
There is also continued misuse of petrol vouchers paid
for by the cooperative for personal use. I am also
advised that an intensive audit is proposed by the
Department of Human Services, but this would take
some weeks to instigate.
There are a number of very concerned indigenous
community members in Robinvale who are calling for
help. This is not the first time I have raised this issue,
Acting Speaker. Unless some intervention is made very
soon, there will be a receiver appointed — as was the
case in Swan Hill, when assets had to be disposed of
when the cooperative folded. The indigenous
communities are the ones that suffer as a consequence
of that. I ask the minister to intervene under the
provisions of the Cooperatives Act, remove the
directors and appoint an administrator.

Child care: funding
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise tonight to
bring a matter to the attention of the Minister for
Community Services. It regards child care and concerns
both parents and the providers of child-care services in
my electorate. I call on the minister to investigate the
possibility of centralised waiting lists as a mechanism
to combat confusion and increase efficiency. In
response to the imminent wage rise for child-care
workers on 1 July, I ask the minister to work with the
federal government to ensure that the child-care costs
remain affordable to families. Over my time in
Parliament — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the member checked the rulings of previous
speakers she would find — I do not mean any offence
to the member for Forest Hill, and she will be aware
that this is not personal — that it is not allowable for a
member to read their contributions in the adjournment
debate. The member for Forest Hill is reading her
speech verbatim, and I would ask — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I have heard enough, thank you. Is the member for
Forest Hill reading or referring to notes?
Ms MARSHALL — Referring to notes.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member is referring to notes. The member for
Forest Hill, to continue.
Ms MARSHALL — Over my time in Parliament I
have spoken to many young families and child-care
centres in the Forest Hill electorate. A concern that
repeatedly arises involves waiting lists and the
enrolment process. When a parent calls a child-care
centre and there is no place available, the child is placed
on the waiting list. This occurs frequently with the
centres in Forest Hill which report waiting lists of
between 2 and 12 months. I personally have had to go
through this dilemma and have found that most of the
waiting lists exceeded 12 months; on many occasions
they were 18 months long.
As a result and in order to maximise their chances the
parents will often place their own children, as I was
forced to do, on 5 or 10 different waiting lists. Once the
child is given a place somewhere, the child remains on
the waiting lists for all of the other child-care centres
unless the parent calls the child-care centre and asks for
them to be removed individually. If there were some
form of centralisation within the local areas, parents
could easily view the list of all child-care centres and
child-care centres could maintain more accurate waiting
lists.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I am having some difficulty hearing the member for
Forest Hill. Could members keep their voices down.
Ms MARSHALL — Given that the responsibility
for and funding of child-care centres are split between
the local, state and commonwealth governments, I call
on the minister to investigate ways in which the three
tiers might work together to solve this problem.
Another issue is obviously child-care affordability. On
1 July the commonwealth award wage for child-care
workers will increase. This increase is certainly well
deserved — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Electricity: Otways supply
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The issue I raise is for
the Minister for Energy Industries and Resources in
another place. In line with your previous ruling, Acting
Speaker, if members of the government should interject
during my contribution, I will attempt to deal with
them.
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Tourism operators, Country Fire Authority volunteers,
farmers, businesses and residents in the southern Otway
Ranges have had an absolute gutful of lame-duck
excuses in relation to their poor power supply, and I call
on the minister to act immediately to protect their lives
and livelihoods. These people and their businesses are
bearing the brunt of frequent and lengthy power
outages.
Ms Marshall — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, given the previous situation with my
adjournment matter, I consider that the member for
Polwarth is reading from notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
Is the member for Polwarth reading or referring to
notes?
Mr MULDER — I am referring to notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Polwarth is referring to notes.
Mr MULDER — These outages have resulted in a
loss of business, reputation and income for tourism
operators and a loss of income and damaged equipment
for dairy farmers. Kids at school have to put up with
computers that shut down, along with no heating.
People in Melbourne would not put up with it, and nor
should the residents of the Otways have to put up with
it. These people have had enough. They are calling on
the minister to intervene and ensure that they have a
reliable power supply to support their businesses and
keep their schools and homes warm throughout the
winter months.
Most of the problems are caused by trees, limbs and
bark falling on the powerlines, along with inappropriate
and ageing infrastructure. Powercorp’s staff have great
difficulty in locating damaged powerlines due to the
rugged terrain and thick vegetation. I learnt this from
discussions I had with them. An outage on 2 February
caused the ground to be scorched. If it had not been for
the fact that it rained on the day in question, a wildfire
could have occurred, resulting in loss of life and
property.
These business operators and residents are also
concerned that the impending Otway National Park will
result in a further reduction in clearing around
powerlines, which will in turn exacerbate the problem.
They only want a fair go and ask for nothing more than
a reliable power supply, along with a code of practice
that allows clearing around powerlines to ensure that if
a tree or branch falls, it does not drop onto a powerline
and shut the power supply down. People who live on
the southern slopes of the Otways endured 31 power
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outages last year and have endured 7 so far this year. I
call on the minister to act to protect their lives and
property.
As all members would admit, we do not need to think
back all that far to remember the horrific fires of Ash
Wednesday. Knowing that we have a problem in the
Otways that could be the root cause of a similar disaster
which would put the lives of residents and volunteers at
risk is totally unacceptable. I have a letter and a petition
which I will forward.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Health: Lilydale super-clinic
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Health. The action I seek is
for the minister to secure funding for the urgent
construction of the Lilydale super-clinic in my
electorate. The residents of my electorate of Evelyn and
the adjoining regions have been deprived of adequate
health services since the previous Kennett government
closed hospitals all over the state. It was with much
relief that during the last state election the Bracks
government announced the establishment of three
super-clinics to be located at Melton, Craigieburn and,
more importantly, Lilydale to service those regions.
These much-needed services will provide an alternative
to hospital-based services for same-day and outpatient
care. The health services may include renal dialysis,
chemotherapy, nursing care, pathology and radiology,
as well as allied health services.
Last year the Premier announced the availability of a
site in Clarke Street, Lilydale. This new super-clinic
will complement the existing Ranges community health
service. It will strengthen patients’ capacity to
effectively maintain their personal health by utilising
the support and education that the Ranges community
health service provides. As the chair of the community
advisory group (CAG) I would like to thank the CAG
members for their support of and input into the
development of the Lilydale super-clinic. This group
comprises community members from throughout the
Shire of Yarra Ranges, and I certainly look forward to
working with them as this project progresses.
I thank the Minister for Health for her efforts in
rebuilding the health system in Victoria. I know she is
very aware of the lack of health services in the outer
east, and I ask for her continued support in securing
funding for the Lilydale super-clinic.
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Responses
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — The member for Gembrook raised a
matter concerning capital works at Beaconsfield
Primary School, Emerald Secondary College and
Gembrook Primary School. I am certainly aware that
Beaconsfield Primary School is at stage 2 of a two-part
redevelopment of the school. Emerald Secondary
College is at stage 1, involving general purpose
classrooms and student and staff facilities; and
Gembrook Primary School is at stage 1, involving
general-purpose classrooms and art, craft and student
facilities.
I know these schools have done all their planning works
and are hoping to get funding through the budget.
Obviously I cannot provide that detail, but I would be
happy to visit those schools either before the budget is
delivered, if possible, to talk with the presidents of the
school councils and the school principals about the
work that is needed, or post budget, if it is impossible
for me to visit beforehand. I know that on previous
occasions the member for Gembrook has raised with
me the importance of these works and the fact that
these schools have worked very hard, together with
their communities, to detail the work that is needed. I
am very happy to oblige, either before the budget or, if
needs be, after the budget.
However, I have to say that we may need to reconsider
the funding of these schools — in fact the funding of
the entire capital works strategy — if the member for
Doncaster is to be believed. We would need, if he is to
be believed, a major reinforcement of roofs on every
school around the state as well as reinforced plaster
works and bolted-in light fittings — if the sky really is
falling in. But I have been told that the sky is not falling
in as Henny-Penny said, but the member for Doncaster
still walks around with his head in the clouds. We are
certainly very pleased to be able to respond to the
concerns of the member for Gembrook.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Education Services) —
The sky is not falling in on education, that is for sure.
There are plenty of positive announcements around
education, and tonight I am pleased to confirm another
positive announcement in response to an adjournment
item that the member for Seymour has raised.
The member for Seymour is a terrific local member and
a fierce advocate for schools in his area. He understands
the importance of providing services to country
schools. It is fortunate for the Seymour electorate and
for schools right across country Victoria that the
member for Seymour got elected and put a stop to the
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rot that happened during the seven years of the former
government, when it closed schools right across the
state.
I wish to confirm the very successful and popular Star 6
program, which has been in operation since 1997.
Supported through the Community Support Fund, it is
not just going to be continued, it is going to be funded
from within the Department of Education and Training.
This is in recognition of the unique education
opportunity this program provides to grade 6 students
right across country Victoria.
The program was expanded by the Bracks government
in 2000 to include the full transport costs of all year 6
students going to Scienceworks, some administrative
support for the Scienceworks centre, a $2 subsidy
towards the cost of a visit to the Melbourne
Planetarium, and a $3 subsidy towards the costs of all
metropolitan year 6 students. But we did not stop there.
The provision of free admission for all children to the
Immigration Museum, announced a couple of budgets
ago, gave country students the opportunity not only to
visit Scienceworks and the Planetarium but to see other
museums and art galleries. This is a terrific program,
and we have seen it work in schools.
I want to appreciate the support that has been shown by
a number of schools which have written to me urging
its continuation. Tonight the member for Seymour was
obviously concerned to see that every school in his
electorate has the opportunity to take advantage of the
program. I am pleased to confirm for him that every
school in the Seymour electorate will be eligible to
participate in the program.
It is terrific to note that the program has been welcomed
by schools right around the state, as I have indicated,
and by members of this place such as the member for
Seymour. The member for Morwell has also supported
it. It is also pleasing to get support from the other side
of the house. Unfortunately we did not see any support
from the Liberal Party. We have seen support for the
initiative from the member for Swan Hill and the
member for Lowan, with honourable mentions to the
members for Murray Valley, Benalla and Rodney, who
have also been keen to see this continue.
What a contrast that is to the attitude of members of the
Liberal Party, who, whilst the member for Seymour
was on his feet sticking up for his schools, were raising
petty points of order through the so-called Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. The only leadership we on
this side of the house have seen tonight is indicative of
what the member for Doncaster said on radio earlier
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this week: the sky is falling in. It certainly is on his side
of the house!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs) — We have a tough
lot here tonight. I thank the member for Prahran for
raising issues about multicultural communities in his
electorate. I know he is a passionate and hardworking
local member not only across the board but also with
ethnic communities. It is a shame that the house could
not hear much of the contribution because of the
interjections, a lot of which were untoward and quite
rude, particularly those from the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. This was unfortunate, given that he was a
minister in this area.
The member for Prahran has been supporting
community groups for a long period of time, given that
he has large community organisations in his electorate.
Some peak groups such as the Federation of Indian
Associations of Victoria are seeking funding, as are a
lot of the locally based groups that he mentioned, such
as Jewish community groups and Chinese groups.
I am pleased to let the member know that 40 groups
have received funding from the Victorian Multicultural
Commission. Just over $39 000 has been provided as
part of the organisation support grants. Some of these
organisations are senior multicultural groups, and this is
the third year in a row where we have gone into
triennial funding, with multicultural groups only having
to apply once every three years.
I am also pleased to announce that for this year and
next year under the organisation support grants program
the other organisations — non-senior citizens groups —
will have a two-year funding deal to give them some
certainty. I thank the member for his hard work and his
encouraging local ethnic community organisations in
his electorate to apply for the growing dollars that have
been available for Victorian Multicultural Commission
grants and for helping them to know that they exist and
that there are opportunities available to them in
applying.
I thank the member for Murray Valley for his request to
the Minister for Transport about Murray River bridge
replacement issues and particularly about discussions
with the New South Wales government over, I think,
the Corowa bridge. I think this was the rowdiest
session — —
Mr Jasper — It should not have been.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Certainly. To pay the
member for Murray Valley respect, he is quite
respectful on most occasions in this house.
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An honourable member — The father of the
house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — He is not only the
father of the house, he is quite respectful in his
contributions and his thoughtfulness in approaching
ministers privately about matters he wants to raise to
give us an opportunity to prepare. I appreciate that. I
thought it was particularly rude, given that it was a
transport issue, that the shadow Minister for Transport
was the one making all the noise. He showed so much
concern — feigned concern — about road transport and
transport issues in Victoria that when the member for
Murray Valley was trying to raise a genuine issue we
could hardly hear him. It was extremely disappointing.
I will pass the matter on to the Minister for Transport
on behalf of the member for Murray Valley.
Connectivity between New South Wales and Victoria
across the Murray River is very important for tourism
and those local communities.
The member for Doncaster raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services about
police resourcing issues. He read what I think was a
policy statement of future intentions, but the member
for Prahran called a point of order about the
government’s intentions on that matter. Nonetheless I
thank the member for Doncaster. I got most of his
contribution and I will pass that on to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services.
The member for Mildura raised an important matter for
the Minister for Consumer Affairs in another place
about the Murray Valley Aboriginal Cooperative. I will
pass that on to the minister.
The member for Forest Hill raised a matter for the
Minister for Community Services about centralised
waiting lists for child care and her experiences with the
system. She made some suggestions for the minister
about cooperative arrangements with the federal
government in the child-care area. Again it is a shame
that the member had interjections interrupting her
contribution, but I will pass on those comments to the
minister.
The member for Polwarth raised a matter for the
Minister for Energy Industries and Resources in another
place about security of supply issues in the Otways. I
note that despite opposition interjections suggesting
members were reading, there were two occasions, and
this was one of them, where members on the other side
were reading their contributions. However, we wanted
to get through this and not sit here and call silly points
of order. The matter the member raised is obviously an
issue he wanted to raise in the house. I note that the
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house gave him the courtesy that he did not give others
in allowing him to make that contribution. I will pass
the matter raised by the member for Polwarth on to the
Minister for Energy Industries and Resources in the
other place in a very respectful way.
The member for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister
for Health about the Lilydale super-clinic, a major
commitment given by Labor in the last election
campaign. I know the member is doing a huge amount
of work in her electorate, not only in health but in so
many other areas. She is steering and leading this
project. There is no doubt that all the improved services
going on in the eastern suburbs, including this planned
facility, are much needed and were neglected by the
previous government. I will pass that request on to the
Minister for Health.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The minister has not responded to the member for
Scoresby.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — I apologise to the
member for Scoresby. He raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services about the
police schools involvement program. I will pass that on
to the minister. I understand from press reports that it is
a program which is continuing in a different form.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
Prior to making his contribution the member for
Murray Valley raised with me the level of noise in the
chamber. It was particularly noisy during that time.
However, I readily admit that it is inappropriate for the
Chair to encourage interjections. If that was the case,
then I apologise. The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.44 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I did not see that as
being a problem, but I will ask the Clerk to look at it.
Further notices of motion given.
Ms CAMPBELL having given notice of motion:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of
motion 226 to 239 inclusive will be removed from the
notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires a notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
2.00 p.m. today.

Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, I renew
the previous point of order in respect of the notices of
motion being given by the member for Pascoe Vale.
She is obviously trying to increase her level of
relevance on her side of the house — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
Ms Campbell — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Victorian taxpayers have been expected to provide — —
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Ms CAMPBELL having given notice of motion:
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, I do not
believe that notice of motion complies with the
standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will ask the Clerk to
have a look at it.
Further notices of motion given.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members that
notices of motion are a serious part of the parliamentary
program, and I have asked the Clerk to look at the
previous contribution from the member for Pascoe
Vale, as it may have been frivolous. I ask her to be
serious in her further notices of motion, if she has any
serious ones.
Ms Campbell — I was as serious as the member for
Caulfield could possibly be, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member has a
notice of motion she may give it. Otherwise she may sit
down.
Further notices of motion given.
Ms CAMPBELL having given notice of motion:
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, I make
the general point that I made earlier, that notices of
motion are not a matter for triviality. The member for
Pascoe Vale is continuing to defy your earlier ruling.

Ms Campbell — On the point of order, Speaker,
this notice of motion goes to the point of looking at
expenditure of Victorian taxpayers money. That is
relevant to this house.
Mr Honeywood — On the point of order, Speaker,
perhaps it might be a good idea if the leaders of the
parties had a meeting with you to discuss this
unfortunate trend, because if we are going to belittle
former premiers we on this side can do it as well, and it
will become trite and demeaning to this Parliament. We
are quite prepared to do that if the 61 members on the
other side want to go down that path. So it may well be
a good idea, Speaker, that the leaders of the parties
meet with you to discuss how we can get around the
Pascoe Vale problem.
The SPEAKER — Order! In relation to the point
made by the member for Pascoe Vale, that matter has
been brought to the attention of the house and discussed
before. In relation to the matter raised by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, I attempted to gain consensus
in relation to notices of motion earlier, which was
agreed to by the Labor Party and The Nationals, but I
am more than happy to have a further discussion with
the three parties to reach some sort of consensus.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Boating: Bass Landing ramp
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The state government, through Parks Victoria, recently closed
the Bass Landing boat launching ramp, a small man-made
launching ramp on the Bass River, which has for decades
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provided access to a very popular recreational boating and
fishing area, most of which is on private land. The ramp has
very low environmental impact.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Victorian Parliament and the Minister for Environment to
allow the Bass Landing boat launching ramp and parking area
to remain open to the boat users and fishermen and women of
Victoria, who have used this area for many years.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr SMITH (Bass) (327 signatures)

Planning: rural zones
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of these residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house their request not to proceed with the
introduction of the proposed new zoning in rural areas to the
Victoria planning provisions.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take note of the objection of the
undersigned and does not proceed with the proposed
introduction of the new zonings in rural areas.

By Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (5 signatures)

Rail: Camberwell station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of residents of the City of Boroondara draws to
the attention of the house the proposal to develop the air space
above and the land surrounding Camberwell railway station
as part of declaring Camberwell junction a principal activity
centre under the Melbourne 2030 strategy.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria abandon its intention to sell, lease or in
any way make available the land and air space surrounding
Camberwell railway station for development and thus retain
the heritage station and the public open space for the
enjoyment of all now and in the future.

By Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (103 signatures)

Planning: Burnley Gardens development
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of residents of the City of Boroondara draws to
the attention of the house the excessive and inappropriate
commercial development in the Burnley Gardens precinct in
Richmond and the alienation of public open space for the
development including new tram stops in Swan Street.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria stop alienation of parkland in
Richmond by the Bracks government for the benefit of the
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commercial development of Burnley Gardens and thus retain
the public open space for the enjoyment of all now and in the
future.

By Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (30 signatures)

Planning: Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of residents of the City of Boroondara draws to
the attention of the house the unilateral declaration by the
Minister for Planning of Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, as a
major activity centre in an addendum to the Melbourne 2030
Strategy.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria requires the Minister for Planning to
remove Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, from the list of major
activity centres, as published by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment December 2003, and thus
retain the amenity of Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, and
surrounding precinct.

By Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (49 signatures)

CityLink: concessions
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the urgent need for the state government to extend
its concessions to enable all pensioners and self-funded
superannuants to access CityLink and other toll roads in
Victoria at an affordable cost.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the government to initiate
immediate action to extend concessions to those who use toll
roads.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (271 signatures)

Rosebud Hospital: upgrade
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house that the demand for hospital treatment has found
many people having to wait inordinate times for surgery at
Peninsula Health, Frankston Hospital, and that the emergency
ward at Frankston is overworked leaving patients without
proper care.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria solve this problem by upgrading the
Rosebud Hospital to treat a wider range of medical
conditions.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (580 signatures)
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Motor registration fees: concessions
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the state government’s decision to halve the
pensioner concession on car registration fees is discriminatory
to the people of Victoria. A large number of Mornington
Peninsula pensioners rely on their car for transport because of
the low levels of public transport in the area.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government reverse
its decision to halve the pensioner concession on car
registration fees.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (36 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr COOPER (Mornington).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Kew be considered next day on motion
of Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn).
Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on the
motion of Mr SMITH (Bass).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Ballarat University — Report for the year 2004 (two
documents)
Deakin University — Report for the year 2004
La Trobe University — Report for the year 2004
Melbourne University — Report for the year 2004
Melbourne University Private Limited — Report for the year
2004
Monash University — Report for the year 2004
RMIT University — Report for the year 2004
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Heritage Act 1995 — SR No 18
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR No 17
Swinburne University of Technology — Report for the year
2004
Victoria University of Technology — Report for the year 2004.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 3 May
2005.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — Whilst the opposition
does not oppose this motion, I note that this week’s
sitting has been treated with some disrespect. Although
this house would endorse the Premier’s commitment to
being at Anzac Cove, along with opposition members,
federal government representatives and federal
opposition members, nevertheless it is totally
inappropriate for the Premier to be absent from the
house in this sitting week. If the Premier wants to go on
trips that he considers valuable, he is in control of the
sittings of the house and ought to ensure that either his
travel plans comply with the scheduling of the sittings
of the house or that in discussions with his cabinet he
sets sitting times that suit his travelling schedule.
On Tuesday there were several — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to stop
interjecting. The member for Doncaster has the right to
respond to the motion without continuing interjections
from government members.
Mr PERTON — On Tuesday several ministers
were absent from question time, and while the Leader
of the House was ill — —
Mr Andrews — There was no question time on
Tuesday.
Mr PERTON — Excuse me, on Wednesday.
Whilst the Leader of the House was absent through
illness, there was no excuse for other ministers of the
Crown.
The sitting patterns of the Parliament are quite
bizarre — one week in February, one week in March,
one week in April, three weeks in May, one week in
June and one week in July. If what the government is
trying to do is to turn — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bulleen
will be silent.
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Mr PERTON — If what the government is trying
to do is to turn this into a part-time Parliament, then let
it do that. Let us draw part-time salaries if we are to be
part-time members of Parliament. However, I put it to
you, Speaker, and to the house that, if we are to have a
sitting pattern which places such a light burden on us on
a monthly basis, then government members should treat
this Parliament and their office with the respect that
ought to be accorded to it — that is, instead of being
photographed sitting in front of the Taj Mahal, the
Premier should be in the house responding to questions
and dealing with legislation, and other ministers should
ensure that they do not have a visiting schedule that
prevents them being in this house during sitting weeks.
Although the opposition does not oppose this motion, I
urge you, Speaker, as the representative of this house,
to take this matter up with the government and the
Premier, and I particularly urge the Minister for
Agriculture to take this into account. As we are having
a light sitting pattern, I do not think it is too much to ask
that the Premier and his ministers attend the Parliament.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Oakleigh Dragons Junior Football Club
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I wish to place on
record my congratulations to the Oakleigh Dragons
Junior Football Club, which, with the support of the
Moorabbin Saints junior football league, has signed an
Australian-first pledge to appreciate umpires more. This
initiative, which has received glowing feedback from
Australian Football League senior umpire Hayden
Kennedy and AFL Umpires Association chief
executive officer Bill Deller, has the aim of teaching
children values and teaching every club to respect the
authority that governs sporting events.
The initiatives put in place include the coach, captain
and another player formally welcoming the umpire
before each match, each player umpiring practice
matches at training, and ensuring that no negative
comments about umpires are shouted from the coaching
bench. Sanctions have been put in place for
misbehaving and can range from a free kick for
backchat to the umpire and abuse from the coaching
bench to sending a player off for swearing. A repeat
offender can be suspended for a match. Targets have
been set to reduce the number of order-offs and reports
compared with the previous season, and it is intended
that weekly updates will be published on the club’s web
site.
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This initiative is primarily about working with young
people to teach them that decisions have to be made on
the sporting field and that they should accept those
decisions and get on with participating in the game. The
president of the Oakleigh Dragons Junior Football
Club, Leo Lucas, has said that barracking parents rather
than players are often the worst sledgers and that he
intends to run the boundary line to monitor their
behaviour during the season. As I said, this is an
Australian-first initiative by the Oakleigh Dragons
Junior Football Club. It is very appropriate, and as I
said, I wish to congratulate the club and wish it luck
with the initiative.

Terri Schiavo
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I rise to mourn the
passing of Terri Schiavo, who died in the United States
of America on 31 March after being starved to death on
the decision of various US courts. The conduct of those
who willingly and deliberately took part in bringing
about her death deserves the same condemnation of
history as the conduct of others who at various times
have sought to promote or give effect to the concept of
life not worth living, with the horrific results that it has
always brought.
However, cases such as Terri Schiavo’s are occurring
not only in the United States. In Victoria a judge of our
Supreme Court has authorised the ending of nutrition
and hydration for a patient so as to bring about her
death, in violation of longstanding principles of
common law and the legislation of this Parliament. Our
public advocate, who is supposed to defend those who
are unable to care for themselves, has supported this
action. Families are finding that they have to fight to
prevent doctors withdrawing food, water and medical
treatment from their loved ones.
We must rid ourselves of this culture which regards
human beings as dispensable. We must strive to relieve
suffering, but we must never act with the intention of
ending lives. If we violate that principle, killing will
become institutionalised in our hospitals and in our way
of life, and palliative care will atrophy. Instead of
cherishing and caring for the disabled, the old and the
frail, we will end up turning the alleged right to be
starved to death or killed by other means first into an
expectation and then into an obligation.

Geelong: business network
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I would
like to congratulate the Geelong Business Network on
its significant achievements. I have been lucky enough
to be on the board of the GBN since its inception in
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1997 by the City of Greater Geelong. It is an
independent body established to work with business to
create a competitive advantage for the region through
networks and alliances.
I am pleased to acknowledge the great work that Street
Ryan and Associates, particularly Wayne Street, did in
its formative years. GBN is a hardworking group that
focuses on the fastest growing sector of the Victorian
economy — small and medium-sized enterprises.
Working with tiny budgets in partnership with many
local stakeholders, the network is an agent of change,
resulting in business and jobs growth.
It now receives no recurrent funding and relies on
program funding and generous sponsors such as
Coulter and Roache, MatchWorks, Karingal, and Day
Neilson. Areas that have benefited include the region’s
wine and food industry, timber processing, education,
research and hospitality. One of its most successful
projects is the Telstra Country Wide Golden Plate
awards, which promote excellence in the food, wine
and tourism industry.
The network is also working with organisations like the
Geelong Football Club to mentor young people and
provide better career pathways. The network has now
joined with the Geelong Chamber of Commerce in an
exciting business connections project to make
businesses that want to grow feel welcome in the region
and to introduce them to local suppliers of goods and
services.
The Geelong Business Network is an excellent example
of how communities can work in partnership to create a
better future. Congratulations go to current executive
officer Digby Hughes, of Maxim, and chair Lawrie
Miller, who also happens to be the executive officer of
the chamber of commerce. I recommend that other
regions throughout Victoria look to Geelong and
emulate our success.
The SPEAKER — Order! Just before I call the next
speaker, I ask members to show respect to members on
their feet. I refer particularly to the adjournment debate
last night and also to the debate this morning. When
members are speaking it is very distracting and quite
discourteous for other members around them to have
very loud conversations. I ask members who do not
wish to listen to the member who is speaking to be
quiet or to leave the chamber.

Shepparton: transport industry dinner
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — Shepparton, which
is a great place to live, recently had another big
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weekend of activities. On Friday, 1 April, I attended the
transport industry dinner in Shepparton. The guest
speaker was the federal member for Hinkler, Paul
Neville, representing the federal transport minister. The
dinner raised almost $2500 for the children’s ward at
Goulburn Valley Health. Congratulations go to Peter
McPhee, coordinator of the Goulburn Valley road
transport group, and his committee on organising the
weekend of activities for Transport Awareness Week.
On Saturday, 2 April, my husband and I proudly
witnessed the world record A-trailer pull attempt at
DECA Training in Shepparton. It was a great spectacle.
Thousands of people watched as a freightliner prime
mover successfully pulled 41 A-trailers 600 metres
along Wanganui Road, which was closed for the event.
John McCarroll, Hartwigs branch manager and the
driver of the truck, made the attempt look easy as he
created a new world record, which will go into the
Guinness Book of Records.
That morning was also SPC Ardmona’s 9th annual
Share a Can Day. The Honourable Peter Ryan, Leader
of The Nationals, my husband Ian and I, the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, Tim Holding, and
the managing director, Nigel Garrard, helped SPC
Ardmona employees and others who volunteered their
time to help pack about 450 000 cans. The cans of
baked beans, spaghetti, sauces and fruit were sent to
Victorian Relief, which distributes this food to charities
and other needy organisations. Thanks also to the truck
drivers, the truck owners, the packaging companies and
others who donated their time and goods. Sadly for the
world, it was also the day that Pope John Paul II died.
On Sunday, 3 April, I attended the official opening of
the annual harvest festival celebrated each year by the
Albanian community.

Member for Caulfield: performance
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Unfortunately I feel
the need to raise with this house a disturbing incident
involving the member for Caulfield, the shadow
Minister for Community Services. Again the member
for Caulfield has used her position to attack vulnerable
young people for her own political ends. Last month
she advocated for the indefinite detention of
young — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is wrong to impugn other members. The
member for Bellarine should follow the example of
other members in this place and ensure that before she
goes down a certain path of action she does not create
more trouble than it is worth. I call on the Chair to
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intervene if this member attempts to demean another
member of Parliament in a way that is designed to
attack that person.
Ms Pike — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is anticipating the
potential contribution of a member, and it is an
inappropriate point of order.
Ms Beattie — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is my understanding that there is an
agreement that points of order not be raised during
90-second statements, but that they are raised at the end
of the time set aside for 90-second statements. I ask that
the clock be stopped and the member for Bellarine start
her members statement again.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Police: numbers
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Bracks government for breaking its 2002
election promise to deliver an additional 600 police to
the front line. With only 18 months to go before the
next election it appears that this target will not be met.
In the last two and a half years the Bracks government
has delivered only 232 police. This means that 368 new
police will need to be put on the streets on the front line
to replace other police retiring and resigning. We only
have to look at the shortage of police to see what
damage is being done to our community. Rowville
police station was promised as a 24-hour station and is
operating as a 16-hour service. This is also the case
with Belgrave, Kilmore, Gisborne and Bellarine. There
is a significant shortage of police in Werribee, so what
did they do? Police were sent up from Geelong, which
also has a shortage and is now around 20 police short as
well.
However, the saddest issue is the cutting of the police in
schools program. Here we have a very proactive
program which connects police with school children to
encourage them to become better citizens in the years to
come. This program was crucial, especially for children
from overseas countries who may have lived in a
regime of corrupt police. This program ensured that
these children could learn about, respect and have trust
in our police force.

General practitioners: Mornington electorate
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — Yesterday the
member for Mornington made a statement regarding a
Queensland GP who wanted to return to practise in

Thursday, 21 April 2005

Victoria. I think it is fair to say that the member for
Mornington is quite quick to find fault and he was
happy to accuse the Bracks government of
incompetence and stupidity. Perhaps the member for
Mornington should do a bit more homework before he
throws around such abuse. It seems he does not realise
that the commonwealth government is responsible for
the supply and the retention of general practitioners,
and specifically controls the supply through the
allocation of Medicare provider numbers.
The member for Mornington told the house yesterday
that this GP has already been given the green light by
the Victorian Medical Practitioners Board — that is, the
Victorian government. The member has not provided
all the facts in the matter and there may be some things
that I am not aware of. However, the GP was unable to
set up shop in Mornington and was told that he could
only practise in rural Victoria. He was told that by the
federal government not by the Victorian government.
Without a Medicare provider number a GP cannot seek
Medicare rebates and the full cost of the consultation
would be borne by the patient, making practise
impossible.
The commonwealth government allocates Medicare
provider numbers based on the population-to-patient
ratio. Perhaps the member for Mornington could do
something good for his constituents by lobbying his
mates in Canberra to re-examine the doctor-to-patient
ratio in Mornington and declare it a district of work
force shortage so that it could be eligible for more
Medicare provider numbers.
I would encourage the member for Mornington to raise
this matter in fuller detail rather than engaging in cheap,
ill-informed political stunts that do nothing to serve the
interests of his constituents.

Flemington racecourse: flood protection wall
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I have previously
raised the matter of the Victoria Racing Club’s
proposed flood wall at Flemington racecourse. The
call-in and approval by the Minister for Planning was
based on hydraulic modelling undertaken by
Melbourne Water, which sought to demonstrate that the
wall would create no greater risk of flooding in the
Maribyrnong flood plain. However, credible doubts
have been raised by respected experts about the
accuracy of that modelling. In February we revealed
that the authors of the software program that was used
had themselves found substantial fault in the modelling.
We also sought the release of the brief supplied to the
consultants by Melbourne Water. In response in a letter
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dated 18 February 2005 the Minister for Water advised
that Melbourne Water had commissioned GHD as a
preferred supplier of engineering services to undertake
the modelling and that Melbourne Water had approved
a submitted proposal from GHD and accepted it in
December 2002. But we can now reveal that in fact
GHD had already been engaged by the Victoria Racing
Club to conduct modelling on its behalf. This
engagement predated the appointment by Melbourne
Water.
Despite this obvious conflict of interest, Melbourne
Water proceeded not only to appoint GHD to do its
modelling but also to invite it to prepare the brief for its
own appointment. The details were provided in a letter
from GHD to Melbourne Water on 11 December 2002,
and the proposal was accepted by Melbourne Water by
letter dated 30 December 2002. Far from having an
independent consultant undertake the modelling critical
to the approval of the applicant’s proposal, Melbourne
Water engaged the applicant’s own consultant. In short,
this process has been a sham. If the umpires on a
football field asked the players to call the shots, they
would be laughed out of the game.
An urgent public and independent review of the
hydraulic modelling is necessary. The Minister for
Planning must set aside his own prejudices and suspend
the permit until this vital issue is resolved.

Oaklanders Basketball Club
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I rise
today to congratulate the largest and fastest growing
basketball club in the south-eastern suburbs of
Victoria — the Oaklanders. I congratulate the following
volunteers — Dave Galloway, Dianne Galloway and
Peter Rymer — for their tireless work, as well as the
many other parents who play an enormous role in the
club as managers and coaches.
I attended the club’s presentation day on Saturday,
2 April, and was surprised and honoured to become its
patron. It was a very well-attended day run by a very
well-organised club. Parents were there en masse, and
unlike some incidents we hear about elsewhere, the
parents were marvellous supporters of all the children
participating. The children clearly enjoyed their
basketball, even though they struggle for training
facilities and playing grounds, as do the parents who
drive them from one suburb to another. I hope that in
the not-too-distant future I can help this club with the
facilities it so desperately needs. Well done,
Oaklanders!
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Water: Campaspe irrigators
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I bring to the
attention of the house the desperate plight of irrigators
in the Campaspe irrigation district. Currently irrigators
have been allocated only 39 per cent of their
allocations. There is another 5 per cent in store in Lake
Eppalock, which Goulburn-Murray Water until very
recently had indicated would be released. Irrigators
were told that every drop of available water would be
allocated before GMW began to store water for next
season, and farmers made their management decisions
accordingly. They were understandably angered and
further stressed when Goulburn-Murray Water reneged
on that commitment and announced that there would be
no additional allocations this season.
The Minister for Agriculture, who lives less than
1 hour’s drive from the area and was in Echuca recently
to make an announcement regarding the dairying
industry, has refused to provide any assistance or to
visit the area and meet with irrigators. The Minister for
Water has also refused to visit the area and has not
responded to my representations to release the water,
nor has he been prepared to meet with irrigators and
their families face to face.
Both ministers and the Bracks Labor government stand
condemned for their lack of interest, their lack of
concern, their lack of compassion and, above all, their
lack of action in addressing the desperate plight of these
hardworking, productive and efficient dairy farmers on
whom so many downstream jobs depend.

Leigh Hubbard
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I, along with all
members on this side of the house, wish to pay tribute
to the outgoing secretary of the Victorian Trades Hall
Council, Leigh Hubbard. Leigh has been the trades hall
secretary since 1995, and he has been an inspiration to
Victorian working men and women.
I worked with Leigh for some years and saw first hand
the positive influence he brought to trades hall. I saw
his tireless energy, the 20-hour days he worked during
the waterfront dispute and his fierce defence of the right
to organise. Jeff Kennett in Victoria and John Howard
in Canberra have tried to destroy the wages and
conditions of Victorian workers. They have met and
will meet with fierce resistance from workers.
Along with Jennie George and Bill Kelty, Leigh helped
guide the union movement in Victoria when Peter
Reith, the then federal workplace relations minister,
sought to advance the New Right agenda by bringing
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goons and dogs onto the wharves to do the job of
workers whose only sin was to belong to a union. Leigh
led workers and a coalition of community groups in
defending their right to belong to a union. He publicised
the failure of the $93 million witch-hunt that was the
Cole royal commission — $93 million wasted, with no
convictions!
His efforts to help restore democracy in East Timor,
open up the Trades Hall building to the community and
include women in all levels of decision making are
more examples of the Leigh Hubbard years at Trades
Hall. He can stand proud knowing that he is a great
defender of workers. Best wishes to Leigh in his new
career with the United Firefighters Union.

Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs:
performance
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — In a media release
dated 6 April 2005 the Minister for Employment and
Youth Affairs urged local councils to include young
people in a range of planning activities. The minister
said:
It is fundamental that councils engage young people in all
areas of council business …

What a hypocritical statement, considering that the
Bracks government has neglected Victoria’s youth for
over six years. When was the last time the Bracks
government, and indeed this minister, did more than
simply mouth rhetoric and provide rebadged funding
programs? When was the last time the Bracks
government engaged young people in all areas of
government business? The answer is never.
This government believes that if it pays for biscuits and
coffee for a group of young people to meet, it is
addressing their needs. Minister, this is not good
enough! Writing media releases and providing colour
brochures with pictures of yourself is not enough. Even
your own data highlights your failure. Our youth must
be equal partners in the decision-making process. Do
not treat our youth with such arrogance. Our youth
must be treated, once again, as equal and valued
partners. In May of this year the minister will have her
first chance to make a difference. Through the budget
she can and must provide a real and concrete vision for
our youth, and she must stop treating them as a
commodity to be used simply for political mileage.
Minister, do something — become proactive and
provide a vision for our youth before it is too late!
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Robert Nemarich
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I wish to advise the
house of the death of one of my constituents, a
long-time resident of Reservoir, Mr Robert Nemarich,
who passed away suddenly on 13 April. After an
accident Bob was confined to a wheelchair. Despite his
physical restrictions and at times ill health, Bob’s
advocacy on behalf of disabled and disadvantaged
Victorians was tireless and inspiring.
Bob Nemarich was a proud member of the Australian
Labor Party, serving as an office-holder of the
Reservoir branch and as a member of the Batman
federal electorate assembly and my Preston campaign
committee. He was a real true believer. But the issue
dearest to Bob’s heart was fighting for the rights of the
disabled, particularly disabled access to public
transport. Bob served on a number of public transport
consultative committees, and his passionate but
considered voice will be sorely missed. He was a warm
and caring person who was committed to the welfare of
others, and he never lost sight of the goal of bettering
the lives of others.
Bob Nemarich was a father, and I would like to extend
my sympathy to his family, including his mother,
Kathleen, and his children, Michael and Rebecca. The
communities of Preston and Reservoir have lost a good
man. They are lessened by his passing but stronger for
his life’s work. A wake will be held to share tall stories
and memories of Bob at Cramers Hotel, Preston, on
Saturday, 23 April, at 2.00 p.m. Vale Bob Nemarich.

Mornington Peninsula: 1800 telephone services
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Another impost on the
people of my electorate, which has the oldest age
profile and the highest percentage of people on low
incomes of any electorate in Victoria, is the lack of
1800 telephone numbers available to callers to contact
many state government instrumentalities and associated
groups.
A number of constituents have contacted my office
regarding the lack of 1800 telephone numbers and the
fact that that is costing them a fortune. The availability
of 1800 numbers for calls to Civil Compliance Victoria
and many hospitals are the subject of most of the
complaints. Ringing a hospital to enquire about a
patient’s condition — or worse still, and more often,
inquiring about one’s place on the hospital’s waiting
list — often means being put on hold for a long time.
Ringing from an subscriber trunk dialling (STD) area
such as the Mornington Peninsula means the costs
quickly mount up, especially during peak rate times.
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With the proliferation of people who are caught by
revenue-raising speed cameras being put on hold when
they ring civil compliance, it is a costly and all too often
common occurrence. The vast majority of my
electorate cannot afford these phone costs, especially
when they are usually the same people who have been
slugged $80 for their car registration by this heartless
and greedy government.
I therefore urge all the responsible ministers to audit
their departments to ensure all associated entities not
only have 1800 numbers but actually publicise them for
such STD callers.

Eltham copper butterfly: protection
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak today
about a significant advancement for a group of local
residents who have lobbied to save the habitat of one of
our most endangered butterfly species. Earlier this year
I was approached by residents concerning a proposed
subdivision and residential development of land along
Diosma Road in Eltham currently owned by Yarra
Valley Water. The site of the proposed development
forms a major part of a significant wildlife corridor in
that area used by many species of animals and birds,
some of which are on the endangered list. Most notable
is the Eltham copper butterfly, which is very specific to
this area due to the existence of a type of plant required
for its breeding colonies. The site had not been utilised
by Yarra Valley Water for a number of years, and as
such has become used by the public and is generally
considered a community asset. The development also
posed other negatives, namely traffic and power supply
issues, that threatened the character of the
neighbourhood.
In progressing the issue locally, residents were not only
passionate in their cause to save the Diosma Road
habitat but extremely organised, prepared and
coordinated. To its credit, and as a positive sign of its
commitment to community consultation, Yarra Valley
Water has withdrawn its application for a planning
permit at the Diosma Road site and will continue to
consult about the future of the area. This decision
represents a show of good faith by Yarra Valley Water,
a fundamental victory for local residents and a positive
step in ensuring the viability of the endangered Eltham
copper butterfly.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Yarra Ranges: youth summit
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — I was honoured to
launch the Shire of Yarra Ranges youth summit on
behalf of the Minister for Education Services on
31 March. To celebrate National Youth Week the Shire
of Yarra Ranges youth team organised the Off the
Beaten Track youth summit. The summit brought
together over 250 young people from across the
municipality to discuss and celebrate being young
people. The summit involved guest speakers,
entertainment, workshops and other activities that
assisted young people to engage with each other, and it
provided an opportunity to develop skills such as
leadership, confidence and initiative and to improve
self-esteem. I am proud to be part of the Bracks
government, which has funded 66 events like this
throughout the state.
On 13 April I attended Celebrate Youth Action, a
community lecture organised under the Town and
Gown Lecture Series of events hosted through the
partnership of the shire and Swinburne University. This
was an extremely powerful evening, and the audience
was privileged to gain an insight into the lives of three
extraordinary young people.
Joth Hunt is a young man who runs a high-tech
professional recording studio from his home in
Chirnside Park. Joth is an active member of his church
and an excellent musician. He provides low-cost
recording to up-and-coming local musicians. Melissa
Gebbing told of her journey from the Young Leaders
Program, run by the shire, to a youth trainee working
within the shire’s youth services unit. She shared her
passion and ambition to work with young people on
local projects and working in programs with young
girls. Tara Anderson shared her life experience about
living with a parent with a mental illness and told how,
with the assistance of a peer support program known as
PATS — Paying Attention to Self — she is able to
provide leadership to young children experiencing these
problems. She is a passionate young woman who is
determined to overcome the stigma of mental illness in
our society by promoting further education and
increasing support services.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Flowerdale: Links project
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the Flowerdale community on their spirit
which is shown through their dedication to improve
their local community’s environment. Recently I had
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the pleasure of attending two events in Flowerdale. On
Saturday, 2 April, the community celebrated the
opening of the Flowerdale Links project. It is a walking
and bike trail covering more than 7 kilometres, much of
which is along King Parrot Creek, and connects to
Silver Creek Road subdivisions right through to the
Hazeldene store, hotel, school and community hall. The
trail also provides a rest stop at Flowerdale which was
not there before. The Links project funded the walking
and bike trail.
The refurbishment of the community hall has enabled a
neighbourhood house to be set up to cater for seniors
groups and adult education services. It has proved to be
a real linking project. In the past it was very dangerous,
especially for children, to walk or ride from Silver
Creek Road along the busy Whittlesea-Yea Road up to
the store or the school. Safe access has now been made
possible through the establishment of the trail, and there
are great health and fitness benefits in that for the local
community.
On Sunday, 17 April, the community had a working
bee along King Parrot Creek in an area that it hopes to
turn into a park in the future. When I turned up quite
late in the day, I was amazed to find many cars and
people at what I thought might have been a small event.
It was a fantastic — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — If we want to look to a
warm, inclusive community with great community
spirit, we need look no further than the Down syndrome
community in Victoria. On Sunday, 6 March, I attended
the family fun day at Ashwood Special School,
Ashwood, of the Down Syndrome Association of
Victoria. There was a disco, and there were face
painting, great stalls and rides, yummy things to eat and
happy faces everywhere. What a pleasure! Parents of
children with Down syndrome clearly have their
challenges but they also clearly have their joys.
Children with disabilities and their families truly
deserve our support.
I would like to congratulate the parents, workers and
helpers, the Down Syndrome Association of Victoria
and Ashwood Special School for their hard work and
dedication and for putting on a great day. But most of
all of I would like to congratulate the children who
showed me innocence and warmth, beautiful manners
and their joy for living — something we sometimes
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forget to wonder at in this hard-paced, cynical world of
ours.

Member for Caulfield: performance
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — As I was saying
previously, the member for Caulfield has again used her
position to attack vulnerable young people for her own
political ends. Last month she advocated for the
indefinite detention of young people in the Out of
Home Care system, children who have committed no
crime but many of whom have been raped or abused or
suffer from mental illness. These young people need
intensive treatment in their homes and with their carers,
and not to be locked up and abandoned as the member
for Caulfield wants.
In addition to this, last week the member for Caulfield
visited the Malmsbury Juvenile Justice Centre, a visit
arranged by the office of the Minister for Children to
assist in getting a better understanding of the juvenile
justice system. Members would not be surprised to
learn that the member for Caulfield turned up at the
centre with a press photographer. She immediately
politicised the issue, abusing the goodwill that
surrounds these government-provided briefings. I
understand that the member heard from a vulnerable
young person about how he was learning to read and
write and develop basic skills to break the cycle of
crime. But her response is to see that young person in
the adult corrections system, with a likely outcome of
further abuse and a life of crime.
The member has again demonstrated her unsuitability
for the community services portfolio. Her record is
dismal: attacking the Children’s Court, child protection
workers, kids in care, the intellectually disabled, the
mentally ill and other young people in the juvenile
justice system. I ask her to stand up for those vulnerable
people in our community.

Rosebank Engineering
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — In March I had
the opportunity to visit Rosebank Engineering in my
electorate of Bayswater and talk to the head of business
development sales, David Wallace; Geoff Shields, the
operations support manager; and Grant Pavey, the
maintenance manager. The company was founded in
1977, initially specialising in the creation of machine
tools, metrology equipment and manufacturing
systems. In 1986 Rosebank began to head into a niche
market that it has made its own. With the development
of its hydraulic flight control and aircraft component
capabilities, Rosebank has become the premier provider

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Thursday, 21 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

647

of precision hydraulics and precision machining to the
Department of Defence.

it serves. The changes in this bill provide for greater
commonality across the acts where possible.

Rosebank has four facilities across the eastern seaboard,
with the one of particular interest to me of course being
in Bayswater — because Bayswater is better. I am sure
members of the house with an interest in the ongoing
strengthening of industry in Melbourne’s outer east will
be glad to know that Rosebank, with its sophisticated
workshops that maintain the nation’s air force at precise
standards, is going from strength to strength. During
my visit to the Bayswater facility I witnessed first hand
the excellent work Rosebank currently produces and
also the management’s outstanding vision for its
expansion. Rosebank is growing every day because of
its success but of course that is generating pressures.

Honourable members will recall the reforms which
were passed by this Parliament in 2003 as a result of the
government’s review of university governance. Those
changes included strengthening the control of
university councils over their commercial operations
and the inclusion of consistent provisions for the
protection against conflicts of interests.

Members of the house might also be interested to know
that Rosebank is one of 11 companies that took part in
the production of the Queen’s baton for the
Commonwealth Games. Rosebank machined the front
of the distinctive baton that is currently winding its way
around the world on its way to the Commonwealth
Games here in Melbourne. Rosebank Engineering is a
little-known but high-value asset to the Bayswater area.
It supplies parts — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired and the time for
members statements has concluded.

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill makes a range of amendments to further
enhance the governance arrangements of Victoria’s
universities. These amendments build on previous
governance reforms by the Bracks government and will
enable the universities to comply with the new national
governance protocols for higher education providers.
The bill also makes other changes which will improve
the operational efficiencies of the institutions.
Each of the eight public universities in Victoria, as well
as the Victorian College of the Arts, is governed by its
own act of Parliament. Many provisions are common
across all acts, while other provisions reflect the
particular history of each institution and the community

The bill before the house today makes further changes
which will enable the institutions to be eligible for
additional funding under the commonwealth’s Higher
Education Support Act 2003.
Section 33-15 of that act states that a higher education
provider’s basic grant amount for a year will be
increased if the provider meets the national governance
protocols imposed by the commonwealth grant scheme
guidelines.
In the 2005 grant year the increase will be 2.5 per cent;
in 2006, it will be 5 per cent; and in a later year, the
increase will be 7.5 per cent.
In summary, the 11 national governance protocols are
as follows:
1. the higher education provider must have its
objectives and/or functions specified in its
enabling legislation;
2. the governing body must adopt a statement of
its primary responsibilities (including the
eight which are listed);
3. the duties of the members of the governing
body and sanctions for the breach of those
duties must be specified in the enabling
legislation;
4. each governing body must make available a
program of induction and professional
development for its members;
5. the size of the governing body must not
exceed 22 members and must include
members with certain expertise;
6. the higher education provider must adopt
systematic procedures for the nomination of
prospective non-elected members;
7. the higher education provider is to codify and
publish its internal grievance procedures;
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8. the annual report must be used for reporting
on high-level outcomes;

members; and members appointed by the Governor in
Council, the minister and the university council.

9. the annual report must include a report on risk
management;

The bill lists factors that must be considered when
appointing members and stipulates that at least two
members must have financial expertise and at least one
must have commercial expertise at a senior level. At
least 12 members must be independent of the
university — that is, neither enrolled as students nor
employed as members of staff of the university. These
changes expand on similar requirements already found
in the acts.

10. the governing body is required to oversee
controlled entities; and
11. the higher education provider must assess the
risk arising from its part ownership of any
entity, partnership or joint venture.
The protocols are largely based on the outcome of the
Victorian government’s 2002 review of university
governance. This was recognised by the
commonwealth when the national governance protocols
were announced.

No member of any Australian Parliament may be
elected or appointed to a university council by the
minister or Governor in Council but can be appointed
by the university council.

Consequently many of the required changes are already
in place. Some protocols can also be met by the
institutions without further legislative change.

In order to promote the introduction of new members to
the council a member’s tenure is limited to 12 years,
unless the permission of the council is given. Provisions
will also be inserted to ensure the overlap of members’
terms where possible.

The primary change made by this bill in order to
comply with the protocols is the insertion of the
primary responsibilities of the university council into
each act. These are stated to include:
the appointing and monitoring of the vice-chancellor
as chief executive officer;
approving the mission and strategic direction of the
university, as well as the annual budget and business
plan;
overseeing and reviewing the management of the
university and its performance;
establishing policy and procedural principles
consistent with legal requirements and community
expectations;
approving and monitoring systems of control and
accountability, including overview of any controlled
entities;
overseeing and monitoring the assessment and
management of risk, including commercial
undertakings;
overseeing and monitoring academic activities; and
approving any significant commercial activities.
As the governing authorities of universities, university
councils have a total of either 21 or 22 members
consisting of elected staff and students; ex officio

The national governance protocols state that the council
must have the power (by a two-thirds majority) to
remove any council member from office if the member
breaches his or her duties that are specified in the act. In
order to fully comply with the protocols, this power is
included in the bill. Additionally the bill outlines a
process — in line with the principles of natural
justice — that must be followed before a council can
remove a member. This includes giving the member
notice no later than one meeting prior to the meeting at
which the motion is to be moved and providing the
member with an opportunity to provide reasons why he
or she should not be removed.
An automatic vacancy will occur if the member is or
becomes disqualified from managing corporations
under part 2D.6 of the Corporations Act.
The responsibilities of council members will be
expanded. Members will be required to act in good
faith, honestly and for proper purposes; exercise
appropriate care and diligence; and take reasonable
steps to avoid all conflicts of interest (whether
pecuniary or otherwise).
The bill makes a number of other amendments to all or
some of the nine acts which are not required by the
national governance protocols but which will improve
the operational efficiencies of the institutions.
The current acts contain special arrangements for
RMIT, Swinburne, Ballarat and Victoria universities
which have both higher education and TAFE divisions.
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Currently these institutions are required to have an
academic board to oversee the institution’s higher
education activities and a TAFE board to oversee its
TAFE activities.
Several of the dual sector institutions wish to retain this
arrangement while others wish to move to a single
board to oversee both types of activities. In order to
accommodate different preferences, the bill will insert a
common overarching provision in their enabling acts
that will allow a degree of flexibility. The institutions
will now be able to establish their dual sector
arrangements by their statutes. The statutes will need to
be in place by 30 June 2006 and, like all university
statutes, are subject to ministerial oversight and
approval.
In 1997 the university acts were amended to require a
university to obtain ministerial approval before
disposing of any land worth more than $1.5 million. In
light of the increase in property prices since 1997 and to
improve the practical operation of this provision, this
limit will be raised to $3 million.
The bill will change the name of the Victoria University
of Technology to Victoria University. This is in
response to a request by the university, which has
presented a strong case for the change, including the
history of the name and the mission of the institution.
An appropriate saving provision has been included that
states that the university continues to be the same body
as it was before the name change.
The bill makes a number of miscellaneous and
consequential amendments, including those which
reflect changes that have been made to the Corporations
Law since the university legislation was enacted.
The bill has the support of all Victorian universities and
the Victorian College of the Arts, all of whom have
been consulted in the preparation of the bill. I thank
them for their input, and on behalf of the Bracks
government I look forward to continuing to strengthen
our important relationship with them.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PERTON
(Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.
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CHILDREN AND YOUNG PERSONS
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Background
In November last year Parliament passed the Children
and Young Persons (Age Jurisdiction) Act 2004. That
act has the effect of increasing the age jurisdiction of
the criminal division of the Children’s Court by one
year to 18 years, a change that has received wide
community support. The passage of that act delivered
on one of the government’s justice statement
commitments and brought Victoria into line with the
definition of ‘child’ contained within the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. The age
change will come into effect on 1 July 2005, well in
time for the 100th birthday of the Children’s Court in
April 2006.
The government has also, through the Children and
Young Persons (Koori Court) Act 2004, developed a
children’s Koori court (criminal division) to allow
young indigenous people the opportunity to have their
cases finalised in a more culturally appropriate manner
in order to make court processes and outcomes more
meaningful and more effective for them. As with the
adult Koori court, this project will give the indigenous
community a sense of ownership and direct
involvement in the administration of criminal
proceedings concerning young indigenous people.
Each of these changes, however, recognises that
Victoria since 1989 has had a fundamentally effective
and consistent juvenile justice system that is a tribute to
governments of both persuasions.
The current bill recognises the integrity of the basic
framework contained in the Children and Young
Persons Act 1989 and builds on the Children and
Young Persons (Age Jurisdiction) Act 2004 by
developing a number of more detailed changes to the
criminal division provisions of the principal act.
These changes fall into three broad categories.
First, the bill clarifies the jurisdiction of the criminal
division of the court and makes a number of changes to
the operation of the sentencing orders in order to
provide the Children’s Court with greater flexibility to
deal with children and to achieve consistency in the
operation of the various sentencing orders.

CHILDREN AND YOUNG PERSONS (MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
650

ASSEMBLY

Second, the bill develops a process through which the
Children’s Court can deal with unpaid penalty
infringement notices issued to children.
Third, the bill makes a number of other miscellaneous
changes to improve the operation of the criminal
division of the Children’s Court and the juvenile justice
system.
I will now turn in more detail to these proposals.
Jurisdiction and sentencing orders
The bill amends the definition of ‘child’ contained
within section 3(1) of the Children and Young Persons
Act 1989 to cover a person above the age of 10 years
who allegedly commits an offence before turning 18
where the proceeding is commenced prior to their 19th
birthday. By relying on ‘commencement’, this
amendment removes the current ambiguity in the
definition surrounding the reliance on the point at
which a child is ‘brought before a court’.
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At the upper end of the sentencing scale, the bill allows
a sentence of detention in a youth training centre to be
imposed where a person is aged 15 years or more but is
under 21 on the day of sentencing. This change will
mean that the court has greater authority to deal with
breaches of sentencing orders, while still recognising
the fundamental importance of rehabilitation for young
offenders.
To this end, the bill seeks to regularise breach
proceedings with respect to bonds, fines, probation,
youth supervision orders and youth attendance orders.
The bill gives the Children’s Court the discretion to
transfer a breach proceeding to an adult court where a
person is above the age of 19 at the commencement of
the breach proceeding in the Children’s Court if
appropriate in all the circumstances or the person does
not consent to the Children’s Court determining the
matter.
Children and young persons infringement notice
system

Recognising the fact that the change in the age
jurisdiction and the clarification of the definition of
child may result in older people who fit within the
definition of child coming before the Children’s Court,
the bill gives the court the express discretion to transfer
a proceeding involving a person aged over 19 to the
adult courts. The bill does not, however, alter the
longstanding regime that attaches to children charged
with murder, attempted murder, manslaughter, arson
causing death or culpable driving causing death or, in
exceptional circumstances, other indictable offences.
Following committal proceedings in the Children’s
Court, such cases will continue to be processed in the
County or Supreme courts.

The bill introduces a new process through which
children’s unpaid infringement notices can be handled
by the court. While similar to the adult penalty
enforcement by registration of infringement notice
system, the proposed children and young persons
infringement notice system involves greater discretion
so as to take into account a child’s financial and
personal circumstances. This system provides issuing
agencies — such as the Department of Infrastructure or
Victoria Police — with the alternative of an expedited
process rather than having to issue a charge and
summons. The system focuses on finding a balance
between a child’s financial capacity and the need to
ensure accountability for unpaid infringement notices.

The bill removes the current upper age limits on
undertakings and bonds in order to ensure that the court
may impose these penalties to their maximum extent on
all offenders regardless of age. The bill also provides
that a court may, in exceptional circumstances, impose
a longer bond on children aged over 15 than is currently
the case. This change will increase a young person’s
accountability but also provides a greater prospect for
rehabilitation where participation in a program forms an
integral condition of a bond.

Miscellaneous changes

Similarly, the bill increases the upper operational age
limit to 21 for the three supervisory orders to allow the
court the maximum flexibility to impose an appropriate
sentencing order that seeks to achieve a young
offender’s rehabilitation. This change also applies to
orders made on appeal.

The bill also makes a number of miscellaneous changes
to the Children and Young Persons Act 1989 to
improve the operation of the criminal division of the
Children’s Court and the juvenile justice system.
The bill clarifies an existing ambiguity in the act by
providing that the maximum period of any subsequent
remand of a child in custody is 21 days — this means
that a child on remand must be brought before a court
every 21 days.
The bill allows the Supreme and County courts to
remand to a youth training centre a person undergoing a
sentence of detention in a youth training centre. By
virtue of section 49 of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989,
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this power is currently confined to the Magistrates
Court only.
The bill updates the provisions surrounding orders in
addition to sentence by requiring a child’s financial
circumstances to be taken into account in relation to
applications made with respect to recovery of assistance
paid under the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996
and recovery of costs incurred by emergency service
agencies. At the same time, the bill imposes a limit of
$1000 on the amount of compensation, restitution or
costs that may be ordered against a child.
Importantly, however, while preserving the distinction
between sentencing orders and orders in addition to
sentence, the bill provides a mechanism through the
Magistrates Court to enforce orders for compensation,
restitution or costs made in the Children’s Court. At
present, such orders are unenforceable as the Children’s
Court has no civil jurisdiction.
Recognising the importance of the Children’s Court as
a specialist jurisdiction — something underpinned by
its hosting in October 2002 of the 16th World Congress
of the International Association of Youth and Family
Judges and Magistrates — the bill will allow the
President of the Children’s Court to reserve a question
of law for the consideration and determination of the
Supreme Court. This amendment will allow the court to
develop an authoritative body of judgments to guide its
operation.
The bill makes a number of changes to the management
of persons undergoing sentences of detention. These
changes include providing that the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services is not required to
separate remandees from persons undergoing sentences
of detention in very limited appropriate circumstances
and allowing the secretary to delegate to an executive
within the meaning of the Public Administration Act
2004 who is employed at the level of EO-2 or above the
power to order a period of isolation of greater than
24 hours.
The bill requires the Youth Parole Board to have regard
to a person’s age and maturity before making a
direction that the person be transferred to a prison to
serve the unexpired portion of their sentence where the
person was originally sentenced as a child to a period of
detention in a youth training centre.
The bill also requires that a report be prepared by the
Secretary of the Department of Human Services for the
Youth Parole Board to set out what steps have been
taken to avoid a person being transferred back to prison
as a requirement before any transfer back to prison can
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take place with respect to a person originally sentenced
to imprisonment. These two changes enhance the
flexibility in our system for the management of young
offenders who are either detained in youth facilities or
prisons and recognises that there are occasions on
which it is no longer appropriate for a child to remain in
the juvenile detention system.
To aid in the identification of detainees and compiling
of records, the bill provides that a child’s photograph
may be taken by the officer in charge of a youth
residential centre or a youth training centre after the
young person’s admission to the centre, instead of the
current provisions for fingerprints to be taken.
Finally, while not affecting the substantive hearing of
proceedings commenced prior to 1 July 2005, the bill
provides for the transfer of 17-year-old remandees from
prison to youth training centres on the commencement
of the Children and Young Persons (Age Jurisdiction)
Act 2004.
This bill does not seek to alter radically the operation of
Victoria’s juvenile justice system. The bill recognises
the basic efficacy of the existing regime and, while
technical in nature, seeks to reflect the government’s
commitment to pursue directions in juvenile justice that
emphasise prevention of crime and rehabilitation of
offenders.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 May.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In May 2002 the Electoral Act 2002 (the act) was
passed by Parliament. The act came into operation on 1
September 2002 and was in place for the last Victorian
state election. The bill makes improvements to voting
procedures, registration processes for political parties,
nomination criteria and other administrative and
technical amendments.
The bill makes the following improvements to voting
procedures.
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The bill provides that eligible voters aged 70 and
over may apply to the Victorian Electoral
Commission to enrol as a general postal voter. We
have an ageing population. A large number of
Victorian voters who are over 70 may not currently
be eligible to register as a general postal voter, even
though they may find it increasingly difficult to
reach a voting centre and vote. By allowing
Victorian voters over 70 to register as general postal
voters, the voting process will be much easier for
senior members of our community.
The bill will allow early and postal voting for
electors who declare that they will be unable to
attend an election-day voting centre during the hours
of voting on election day. This initiative modernises
voting procedures in Victoria and makes it easier for
people to cast their vote.
The bill sets out a new process for the registration of
how-to-vote cards. In the past, confusion has arisen
because there were separate provisions for the
supply and inspection of registered how-to-vote
cards, depending on whether the cards were
registered by an election manager or by the Victorian
Electoral Commission. The introduction of
proportional representation for the Legislative
Council means that there is an even greater need for
the simple, one-stop registration procedure
introduced by this bill.
The bill includes a process for the correction of
errors that may be detected in a registered
how-to-vote card. The bill allows alterations to be
made to registered how-to-vote cards no later than
noon on the fifth working day before the election
day. The Victorian Electoral Commission’s
decisions in relation to these alterations to registered
how-to-vote cards will be reviewable in the same
way as decisions on the initial registration of
how-to-vote cards.
The bill makes the following improvements to the
registration processes for political parties and clarifies
the requirements for nomination.
The bill requires registered political parties to apply
for re-registration no later than 30 June 2006 and
thereafter during a two-month window period
mid-cycle between state elections. The Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal may review a
decision by the Victorian Electoral Commission to
refuse an application for re-registration of a political
party, in the same way that it can review a decision
on the initial registration application.
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The bill provides that the number of signatures
required on an independent candidate’s nomination
form is increased from 6 to 50. This will bring
Victoria in line with current practice in the
commonwealth.
The bill clarifies the nomination and eligibility
requirements for Crown office-of-profit holders.
State and commonwealth Crown holders of office or
place of profit will not be required to resign from
office prior to nominating as a candidate in a state
election but upon their election will cease to hold
that office or place of profit.
The bill makes the following administrative and
technical amendments.
The bill resolves an inconsistency in the current
provisions relating to the resolution of a tie at the last
stage of a Legislative Council or local government
election count. If there are only two continuing
candidates for the final vacancy, all surpluses from
elected candidates must be transferred and all
preferences from excluded candidates must be
distributed before the candidate with the larger
number of votes is elected. If there is a tie for the
final vacancy, the result is to be determined by lot.
The bill also makes other minor and technical
amendments to the Electoral Act 2002, for example,
improvements to the handling of the refund of
nomination deposits and repealing spent provisions.
This government is committed to protecting the
integrity of the electoral system and ensuring maximum
participation in the democratic process. The initiatives
in this bill will modernise the Victorian electoral system
and strengthen the right of every eligible Victorian to
have every opportunity to cast their vote. The Electoral
Legislation (Further Amendment) Bill demonstrates the
government’s commitment to the continuous
improvement of Victoria’s electoral system.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

MAGISTRATES’ COURT (JUDICIAL REGISTRARS AND COURT RULES) BILL
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MAGISTRATES’ COURT (JUDICIAL
REGISTRARS AND COURT RULES) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

When I released the justice statement in May 2004, I
made a commitment to working with the courts to
deliver a fair, efficient and accessible court system to
the Victorian community.
This bill contains two proposals for the Magistrates
Court that form part of that commitment: the
introduction of judicial registrars, and the provision of
wider rule-making powers.
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Furthermore, review or appeal of decisions made by
judicial registrars will be as a hearing de novo by a
magistrate. That is, the matter will be re-heard rather
than reviewed.
The types of matters to be heard by judicial registrars
will be relatively routine or less complex matters
currently heard by magistrates. These may include:
restoration of driving licence;
interim intervention order applications;
taxing of costs to parties in a civil proceeding;
directions hearings and case conferences;
applications to issue search warrants;

Judicial registrars

inspection of property seized under a search warrant;

Judicial registrars are used in several jurisdictions
throughout Australia to assist the judiciary in managing
their workload in an efficient and cost-effective way,
without compromising either the independence or the
quality of judicial decision making.

interlocutory applications in civil proceedings; and

The judicial registrar model contained in this bill
creates an office that is a ‘hybrid’ of a judicial and
administrative office. That is, a judicial registrar will
not be a judicial officer but will be able to exercise
some judicial power. This is achieved by the delegation
of jurisdiction to judicial registrars by the court through
its rule-making powers. The delegation of jurisdiction is
consistent with the provisions in the Family Law Act
1975 (Cth) relating to judicial registrars in the Family
Court.
The use of judicial registrars to undertake judicial
duties was considered by the High Court in Harris v.
Caladine (1991) 172 CLR 84. The High Court held,
among other things, that the delegation of judges’
jurisdiction to non-judicial officers does not impinge on
judicial independence, so long as the delegation is not
to the extent that it can be said that judges no longer
constitute the court, and that decisions made in the
exercise of the delegated jurisdiction are subject to
review or appeal by a judicial officer of the court by
way of a hearing de novo.
This bill contains provisions that incorporate the High
Court’s decision in Harris v. Caladine. Judicial
registrars will not be used extensively as a ‘cheaper
alternative’ to magistrates and the bill contains
legislative restrictions on the extent of delegation of
judicial power to judicial registrars. For example,
judicial registrars will not be able to imprison people.

bail applications.
Under the provisions in the bill, judicial registrars will
be appointed by the Governor in Council upon the
recommendation of the Chief Magistrate to the
Attorney-General. The bill provides for the
development of guidelines by the Attorney-General and
the Chief Magistrate in relation to the skills and
qualifications required for judicial registrars. This is
consistent with a transparent and accountable
appointment process in addition to ensuring
high-quality candidates are appointed to the office.
Judicial registrars can be appointed for a period of up to
five years and will be eligible for reappointment. The
minimum qualification is admission to practice in any
Australian jurisdiction. This is a less stringent eligibility
requirement compared to appointment to judicial office
which requires a minimum of five years post-admission
experience. However, it is considered appropriate for
the status of the office and may provide a career path
for registrars who obtain a law degree.
Rule making in the Magistrates Court
The Magistrates Court is currently able to make rules in
relation to civil proceedings but can only make rules in
relation to criminal proceedings in limited
circumstances.
The Supreme and County courts have a broad
rule-making power in relation to both civil and criminal
proceedings. The equivalent of the Magistrates Court in
several interstate jurisdictions such as New South
Wales, Tasmania and Western Australia, also have a
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wide power to make rules in relation to both civil and
criminal proceedings.
It is essential that the Magistrates Court be given a
general rule-making power consistent with the Supreme
Court, rather than the current limited and ad hoc
legislative provisions, to enable the court to better
manage its proceedings.
The current lack of rule-making power appears to be
the result of a legislative anomaly rather than a
deliberate policy decision and hinders the court’s ability
to manage its proceedings effectively and efficiently.
Parliament will have the power to disallow court rules
in relation to criminal proceedings in the Magistrates
Court as is currently the case for all court-made rules.
I am pleased to be able to introduce this bill which
further enhances the accessibility and responsiveness of
the Victorian court system.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 May.

LONG SERVICE LEAVE (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations) —
I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Long service leave (LSL) is an established employee
entitlement not just in Victoria but in all Australian
jurisdictions. Victoria’s current private sector long
service leave arrangements have their genesis in the
Factories and Shops (Long Service Leave) Act 1953.
Since 1953, the nature of the Victorian workplace has
changed dramatically, but our long service leave
legislation has not kept pace with these changes. The
Victorian government proposes amendments to the
Long Service Leave Act 1992 that will bring the
legislation up to date with community standards.
The proposed amendments to the Long Service Leave
Act will provide real assistance to workers with family
responsibilities in line with the Victorian government’s
Better Work and Family Balance policy.
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Our proposed amendments will result in greater
consistency between our long service leave rules and
the rules operating in other states and territories,
particularly New South Wales and Queensland. This
initiative will be most welcome to business.
The changing labour market
The contemporary labour market is characterised by:
full-time employees working longer hours and
increased work intensification;
increased community desire to balance work and
family commitments; and
significant changes to working arrangements, for
example, increased part-time and casual
employment.
Research conducted by the Australia Institute revealed
that most employees would prefer extra leave to an
equivalent pay rise. This was particularly prevalent
amongst workers in the 25 to 34 age group, which may
reflect the higher likelihood that these workers have a
young family.
Work intensification is also perceived as having a
detrimental effect on families. Employees working over
45 hours per week find a lack of satisfaction with the
balance between work and family. In addition, working
longer hours is seen as creating occupational health and
safety risks, detracting from the quality of work
produced and adversely impacting on skill formation.
In Victoria, employees working more than 50 hours per
week have the highest rates of injury at work or illness
at work and equal highest rates of receiving workers
compensation payments.
All of these findings reinforce the need for employees
to be given the opportunity to renew their energies.
Energised employees who have the right work and
family balance provide better, more productive service
to their employers.
Increased casualisation of the work force has also been
a key feature of labour market change in Australia in
recent decades: the proportion of Australian employees
who are employed casually increased by 11 per cent
between 1984 and 2002. This means that 27 per cent of
employees are now casual.
To put it simply, today’s labour market is almost
unrecognisable from the one for which the original
legislation was drafted.
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Purpose of the bill

Casual and seasonal employees

The main purpose of the bill is to amend and update the
Long Service Leave Act 1992. The 1992 act
substantially reflects the long service leave provisions
in the 1979 Industrial Relations Act, although many
provisions have not changed since the 1953 act. In
summary, the bill will:

The current Long Service Leave Act does not
specifically identify entitlements for casual or seasonal
employees. It has often been argued that such
employees are entitled to long service leave provided
that they meet the general requirements in the act.
However, this issue is not free from doubt. The act will
be amended to remove any doubt and unequivocally
clarify the existence of the entitlement. The act will
specifically define an employee to include a casual or
seasonal employee. With respect to casual employees,
their service will be considered to be continuous
provided that there is no more than a three-month
break. Service will also be continuous where there is
more than a three-month break between engagements
with the one employer, if the break in service was
caused by the absence of the employee under the terms
of their engagement.

allow employees to take an initial period of long
service leave after 10 years rather than 15 years;
change long service leave entitlements so that they
recognise the impact of family commitments on
workers;
ensure categories of employees such as casual and
seasonal employees are treated fairly;
align Victoria’s long service leave provisions more
closely with other states, particularly New South
Wales and Queensland;
provide more appropriate penalties for
non-compliance with long service leave legislative
provisions;
make access to pro rata long service leave payments
available to employees upon termination after 7
rather than 10 years; and
provide that long service leave is exclusive of public
holidays.
Importantly, the long service leave entitlement will
remain at 13 weeks leave after 15 years service. The
accrual rate will remain unchanged at approximately
.086 weeks per year of service.
Continuous service and what counts for service
The proposed reforms will reflect parental leave
entitlements, such as adoption leave and paternity
leave. This will help create greater consistency and
remove discriminatory treatment for parties accessing
maternity or other parental leave.
Employees who take paid parental leave (including
maternity, paternity and adoption leave) will have this
count in the calculation of long service leave
entitlements. This ensures that long service leave
provisions are consistent with the Victorian
government’s recognition of the need to balance work
and family obligations.

Pro rata payment on termination
Payment for pro rata long service leave refers to
situations where employment ends prior to reaching the
qualifying period for taking leave. Currently in Victoria
the qualification period for a pro rata payment on
termination is 10 years.
It is proposed that an employee be able to take leave
after 10 years service whether employment has been
terminated or not. This will allow employees to spend
more time with their families, consistent with the
Victorian government’s policy of encouraging a better
work-family balance. It provides a respite from work
after 10 years when many workers need time to look
after young children. For older workers it provides a
chance for revitalisation. Revitalised workers are likely
to remain in the work force longer.
It is also proposed that where employment is terminated
after seven years, an employee be entitled to a pro rata
entitlement. This reform does not change the rate at
which leave accrues.
Transitional arrangements
These amendments are designed to make long service
leave more accessible and not more expensive. That is
why the leave accrual rate remains the same. However
the government recognises that business may need
some time to adjust to the new arrangements. Therefore
it is proposed to adopt the phasing in arrangements used
in Queensland for employees with less than 15 years
service who want to take long service leave.
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Variations in employment hours

Variation in length of leave

The act currently only applies to a situation where an
employee has no fixed hours. For the purposes of
determining their entitlement, the employee’s weekly
number of hours is calculated by averaging the number
of hours worked in the previous 12 months.

In the interests of better work and family balance, it is
proposed to amend the act to allow an employee to take
double the period of their leave entitlement, at half their
ordinary rate of pay. This would only be at the
employee’s request and the employer would have the
right to refuse such a request, based on business needs.
Similar arrangements already exist in South Australia
and the Northern Territory.

It does not deal with a situation where an employee on
fixed hours either increases or reduces their hours of
work. This may occur, for example, where an employee
moves from full-time employment to part-time
employment.
In New South Wales, the hours are averaged over
12 months or 5 years, with the employee receiving the
greater amount.
The current act disadvantages employees, particularly
older workers, whose hours of employment may reduce
in the last year of employment. One example is an
employee who reduces hours of work as part of a
phased retirement plan.
Another example of disadvantage relates to women
who return to work following maternity leave. A
woman returning to work part-time following maternity
leave would also suffer a reduction in LSL entitlements.
The current provisions, which were drafted in 1953, did
not consider provisions such as maternity leave.
It is proposed, following the New South Wales model,
that the act be amended whereby hours are averaged
over the preceding 12 months or 5 years, with the
employee receiving the greater amount. This
arrangement is more equitable and is compatible with
the more flexible working arrangements common in the
modern workplace.
Long service leave and WorkCover
The current act is silent on a situation where an
employee is part of a return-to-work rehabilitation
program on reduced hours or wages and seeks to access
their entitlement. The proposed reform sets out clearly
arrangements for workers returning to work following
an injury.
For workers who are absent from work on WorkCover,
payment for long service leave will be calculated on the
greater of the worker’s pre-injury rate of pay or the
actual rate of pay at the time of taking leave.

Notice to take leave
The act is currently silent on what notice, if any,
employers and employees are required to provide with
respect to the taking of leave. The act will encourage
employers and employees to determine this matter for
themselves. The act will be amended so that where
agreement cannot be reached the employer may give
the employee three months notice to take leave. The
employee may then exercise their right to dispute this
decision in the industrial division of the Magistrates
Court. The Queensland act allows an employer to give
their employee three months notice that leave must be
taken.
Compliance
Currently, all offences attract a fine of two penalty units
($204.50). This can be contrasted to the federal
Workplace Relations Act 1996 where a breach of the
act, award or certified agreement generally attracts a
fine of $2000 for an individual and $10 000 for a body
corporate.
The current penalties have remained unchanged since
the 1979 Industrial Relations Act and are out of date
and inadequate as a deterrent. It is proposed to increase
the maximum penalties under the act to 20 penalty units
($2045), with the exception of penalties for offences
relating to working whilst on leave. These will increase
from two to five penalty units ($511.25).
Applications to recover entitlements and
prosecutions
The act currently allows an employee to seek recovery
of money owed under the act as an application for
arrears in pay. These proceedings must, however,
commence within 12 months of the employee’s
entitlement arising. Under the federal Workplace
Relations Act and in New South Wales and Queensland
an action for recovery can be taken within six years.
It is proposed that actions for recovery of entitlements
be able to be commenced within six years of the
entitlement becoming due. It is also proposed that
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persons who are a member of a registered organisation
or eligible to be a member be able to request that the
organisation bring proceedings for recovery of money
on their behalf.
Summary
The Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill will
implement important reforms to long service leave in
Victoria. Our legislation has not been substantially
updated for more than 25 years. It needs to be amended
to reflect changes in the labour market including a
substantial increase in participation by women, a
greater recognition of the needs of workers who have
family responsibilities, the ageing of the population, a
projected shortage of labour, and the need to attract
employees who have taken a break from work back into
the work force.
Being able to properly balance work and family is not
only valued socially, it is also imperative from a
business and economic perspective. The bill will also
bring Victoria’s long service leave laws into closer
alignment with other states and territories.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 May.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to provide some basic
protections and a framework for effective resolution of
disputes to improve the position of vulnerable small
businesses, namely, owner-drivers in the transport
industry and harvesting and haulage contractors in the
forestry industry.
This bill takes up the recommendations of the Report of
Inquiry into Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
undertaken by Industrial Relations Victoria. That report
is the result of extensive research and consultation with
industry parties. In relation to the forestry industry, the
report built upon the findings and recommendations of
a report prepared on behalf of the (then) Department of
Natural Resources and Environment.
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Owner-drivers are involved in a range of transport
activities, including as couriers and in the transport of
raw materials, manufactured products and parts, waste
and landfill and agricultural products. The road
transport industry is characterised by small family-run
businesses, and over 85 per cent of transport businesses
have less than five employees.
There is significant evidence to show very low levels of
earnings for owner-driver forestry contractors lead to
high rates of business failure and working conditions
and hours of work that do not meet a fair community
standard.
The other group covered by the bill are forestry
contractors. Harvesting contractors are engaged to fell
and process sawlogs and other forest products such as
pulp and woodchips. Haulage contractors transport
these products from forests to sawmills or other
processors. Forestry contractors suffer from very low
earnings.
Owner-drivers are working longer hours for less
money. There is evidence (from both Australia and
internationally) linking low rates with very long hours
of work and increased levels of fatigue, and increased
propensity to speed, overload vehicles and breach other
road safety rules. Long hours also lead to poor health
outcomes and levels of wellbeing; and higher rates of
chronic injuries.
ACIL Tasman Consultants reported to the Standing
Committee on Transport Working Group on the
average hours of work of owner-drivers, and reported a
substantial increase in the number of hours worked.
The owner-driver sector is an important component of
the road transport industry, which is in turn crucial to
the economy as a whole. Owner-drivers are an
important component of a competitive and efficient
industry. However, the low and declining level of
earnings of this group are not only unjust and well
below an acceptable community standard, but are
simply not sustainable, and have serious ramifications
for the safety of the drivers themselves and for other
road users. These low earnings also act as an
impediment to investment in new more productive and
safer vehicles and equipment. This is a particular issue
in the forestry industry where investment in more
efficient and safer technology is vital to the industry’s
long-term future.
Many owner-drivers have working arrangements very
similar to employees. They work for the one hirer, are
subject to direction and control and cannot accept work
from other clients. While electing to be a small business
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operator rather than employees, whether through choice
or circumstance, owner-drivers are for the most part not
receiving an adequate return on investment or running
successful businesses. They are small business people,
but they are highly vulnerable small business people.
Owner-drivers have the fourth highest business related
insolvency rate of any occupational group.
This bill seeks to ameliorate the situation of
owner-drivers and forestry contractors, while
maintaining healthy and competitive industries. The bill
tackles the key issue of information imbalance between
the contracting parties. There is a clear market failure in
that owner-drivers and forestry contractors have a lack
of adequate and accurate information about the reality
of the commercial relationship they are proposing to
enter. There is limited understanding among these small
business people of the true costs of running the
business. The result of this information imbalance is
ill-informed and poor business decision making,
leading to low and unsustainable levels of incomes.
The other major issue that the bill seeks to address is
the lack of a fast and low-cost dispute resolution
process. All major industry stakeholders have made
strong calls for an alternative dispute resolution
jurisdiction.
There are significant parallels with vulnerable small
retail tenants, and the bill therefore uses as a model the
framework of rights and protections afforded by the
Retail Leases Act 2003.
The bill
The bill applies to owner-drivers in the transport
industry and harvesting and haulage contractors in the
forestry industry and those who engage them.
Owner-drivers and log haulage drivers are defined in
the bill as persons who provide a vehicle (including a
motorcycle or bicycle) in addition to personal services
(driving and ancillary activities) under a contract for
services with the hirer. The bill covers all forms of
owner-driver businesses, including companies and
those who employ others (such as additional or relief
drivers), but only where a person who does actual
driving duties has a direct or indirect proprietary
interest in the vehicle. All harvesting contractor small
businesses are covered.
Transport Industry Council and Forestry Industry
Council
In accordance with the government’s approach of
building cooperative industry partnerships, the bill
contains a central role for industry councils for each of
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the forestry and transport industries. The councils will
be appointed by the minister, and consist of a balance
of representatives of hirers and contractors, and will
benefit from a high level of industry expertise. The
industry councils are responsible for:
making recommendations to the minister on the
content of codes of practice, information booklet,
and developing and updating the rates and costs
schedules;
developing model agreements for different industry
sectors;
advising the minister on any matters relevant to
commercial practices relating to the contractors in
the industries, such as small business training
programs.
Codes of practice
After advice from the industry councils, the minister
may recommend to Governor in Council the making of
one or more codes of practice as regulations. Codes
may apply across the whole of an industry, or deal with
particular sectors (for example, bicycle couriers). The
codes may contain mandatory terms, or terms in the
nature of guidelines. The codes are to be taken into
account by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal in determining whether unconscionable
conduct has occurred. For example, the code may
provide prohibitions or guidelines on matters such as:
absence due to illness or family reasons, paid and
unpaid waiting time (demurrage), the purchase of
vehicles at the request of a hirer, excessive hours of
work, shift and night work, job advertising practices
and the charging of goodwill or entry payments.
Dispute resolution jurisdiction
The speedy resolution of business-to-business disputes
handled by the Office of the Small Business
Commissioner has saved many Victorian businesses,
especially retail tenants, the expense of lengthy and
costly litigation. The small business commissioner has
successfully resolved more than 70 per cent of the
disputes notified to him, saving many hundreds of
Victorian businesses time and money, and helping to
rebuild fractured business relationships. Under the bill,
the existing role of the small business commissioner in
providing a low-cost, accessible, informal, private and
independent alternative dispute resolution service to the
retail tenants will be extended to owner-drivers and
forestry contractors. Disputes able to be dealt with by
the small business commissioner and ultimately by the

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS BILL
Thursday, 21 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (the
tribunal) are:
disputes arising under or in relation to a contract
between a hirer and an owner-driver or forestry
contractor; and
disputes arising under or in relation to the act,
regulations or codes, including any allegation of
breach of the act or code by any person.
Such disputes may involve multiple contractors and
multiple hirers.
The bill provides the tribunal with broad powers to
resolve disputes (including awarding damages and
varying contracts where necessary to avoid injustice),
reflecting the tribunal’s powers under sections 108 and
109 of the Fair Trading Act 1999. Each party pays its
own costs of the proceeding, but the tribunal may order
a party to pay part or all of the other party’s costs if that
party refused to take part in or withdrew from
mediation. This provision will act as an incentive for
parties to participate in mediation in a proper way.
Claims involving unlawful termination of agreements
must be brought within 12 months, and other disputes,
within six years.
The bill provides that where the tribunal determines to
exercise its powers in relation to a dispute, the tribunal
may order a party to the proceeding, or any person
associated with a party (such as an officer of a company
that is a party, or a related company) to refrain from
entering or being associated with the offering of
contracts of a particular kind. This will prevent
directors of companies found to have infringed the act
from winding up one company and starting a new one
to avoid the order of the tribunal.
The bill also allows associations that represent
contractors or hirers to apply to the tribunal to have an
order that varies a particular contract extended to apply
to all like contracts in an industry or defined section of
an industry by way of an order of general application.
Such an application will be appropriately advertised,
and all interested parties may appear. This procedure
will allow for issues that are occurring across an
industry to be dealt with in a common way, without
unfairly singling out a particular business.
Information imbalance
A number of measures in the bill address the
information imbalance between the contracting parties.
The bill provides that all ongoing contracts between
owner-drivers or forestry contractors and those who
engage them must be in writing, and also specify the
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minimum income or hours of work under the contract.
An enforceable figure must be stated so that parties
have a clear understanding of their bargain. If the
minimum to be paid is low, the contractor may rethink
a decision to incur debts or invest in heavy equipment,
and may seek to negotiate a greater level of security.
The industry councils are required to prepare
appropriately drafted plain English commercial
contracts for general use by the industry or sectors of
the industry. These contracts are in no way compulsory,
but will be a resource to be used or adapted by
businesses as appropriate to their individual needs. This
will reduce business transaction costs and improve the
drafting standard of agreements; and also provide a
standard by which contracting parties can assess the
adequacy of the contracts being offered to them.
The bill provides that each new driver must be given a
rates and costs schedule three working days prior to a
contract being entered. These schedules will be
developed by the industry councils and made available
to hirers at no cost. The schedules will set out the
typical overhead costs of the relevant class of small
business, based on the kind of vehicle or equipment
supplied. Also the schedules will set out the base hourly
rate and casual hourly rate that the contractor would
typically earn as an employee, as a reference for the
contractor to assess the rate offered.
In addition, information booklets will be developed on
advice from the industry councils, and must be given to
prospective ongoing contractors at the time of hiring.
The booklets will provide information on business
planning, business skills training, rights and
responsibilities under the act and code, sources of
advice and assistance and information on health and
safety issues.
The requirements for contracts, and for provision of the
information booklet and rates and costs schedules, do
not apply to contractors who work on ‘one-off’ jobs for
different hirers, or in short-term engagements.
Measures are also provided to deal with contractors
engaged on a regular basis through freight brokers, or
who accept work through a tender process, to ensure
those contractors also have the benefit of this
information. If a contractor has not been provided with
either the information booklet or the rates and running
costs schedules in the prescribed manner, they will be
entitled to make a claim to be paid at an appropriate and
fair rate, as determined by the tribunal.
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Other contract requirements
The bill requires that contracts for engagements
continuing longer than three months must include a
minimum period of notice of termination, or payment
in lieu of notice. This will provide time for a contractor
to secure other work, and money to meet finance
payments in the interim. For forestry contractors and
for owner-drivers supplying a heavy vehicle, the period
of notice will be three months, and for others, one
month. This notice must be given or paid except in the
case of serious and wilful misconduct by a contractor,
or material breach of a contract by a hirer.
Deduction of expenses from contractors’ incomes
The bill prohibits deduction of monies from
contractors’ incomes and compulsory payments unless
the costs are specified in the contract, the costs are a
direct and proper reflection of the cost of the actual
service provided; and the contractor has been provided
with an opportunity to obtain equivalent services or
product from an alternative supplier. In particular, a
hirer must not make deductions for insurance costs
unless a policy is in place and a copy of the policy has
been provided to the driver or forestry contractor.
Unconscionable conduct
The bill draws down the relevant unconscionable
conduct provisions of the Fair Trading Act 1999 of
Victoria, dealing with conduct by both contractors and
hirers. The bill adds one new criterion that means that a
contract that locks up a contractor’s rates for long
periods of time without regard to increases in overheads
(particularly petrol prices) will be susceptible to a claim
of unconscionable conduct. The bill also allows for a
comparison to be made to the earnings of employees
performing substantially similar work.
Joint negotiations
The bill allows for groups of contractors to appoint an
agent to negotiate contracts on their behalf with a single
business hirer. The bill provides a statutory
authorisation for the conduct associated with such
negotiations, as well as for conduct by any person taken
in accordance with the act or code, for the purposes of
section 51(1)(b) of the commonwealth Trade Practices
Act 1974. The authorisation does not extend to actions
of breaching existing contractual obligations or action
such as picketing or secondary boycotts aimed at
placing unlawful pressure on a party to agree to terms.
Contractors hired by a single business will however be
able to jointly determine the terms and conditions they
seek. The bill prohibits a person from coercing or
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attempting to coerce a person to appoint, or not to
appoint, a particular person as a negotiating agent.
Preventing particular unfair practices
The bill provides protections for persons seeking to
exercise rights under the act by prohibiting the
imposition of detriment for certain reasons. These
prohibited reasons are that a contractor has, or proposes
to: support joint negotiations, seek to improve their
rates or conditions, raise health and safety issues, or
pursue any rights under the act or a code, or otherwise
participate in a proceeding under the act.
In conclusion, the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Bill 2005 will ensure these small
businesses are better informed, better skilled small
business operators, and have better protections from
harsh practices and unconscionable conduct by hirers.
Measures in the bill are carefully targeted at ensuring
fairness, while providing for competitive and efficient
markets. Support for collective negotiations and a fast,
low-cost dispute resolution process will provide a fairer
balance in the market power of these small businesses
and their hirers.
The bill implements the Bracks government’s
commitment to ensuring a fair safety net for all workers
in Victoria and is consistent with the government’s
partnership approach to workplace issues. The proposal
delivers on the government’s commitment to ensure
that all information services provided to Victorian small
businesses are tailored to meet the needs of specific
industry sectors and participants. Finally, the bill
implements the government’s specific commitment to
forestry contractors, by ensuring that contracting
arrangements are fair and equitable.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

COURTS LEGISLATION (JUDICIAL
PENSIONS) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill will help to modernise the state’s
constitutionally protected pension schemes by ensuring
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they operate in accordance with commonwealth family
law and Victorian equal opportunity legislation.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).

The bill facilitates the division of constitutionally
protected pension entitlements following the
breakdown of a marriage and gives partners in de facto
and same sex relationships access to reversionary
pensions for the first time.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

Commonwealth family law legislation
The Family Law Legislation Amendment
(Superannuation) Act 2001 (Cth) came into operation
in December 2002. The act amended the Family Law
Act 1975 (Cth) to create greater certainty for separating
and divorcing couples. Under the act superannuation
entitlements can be divided either by agreement or
court order.
In 2003 Parliament passed the Superannuation Acts
(Family Law) Act 2003 to ensure the commonwealth’s
family law legislation applied to the state’s public
sector defined-benefit superannuation schemes. The
separate interest method for splitting superannuation
entitlements was adopted by that act.
The state’s constitutionally protected pension schemes
also need to operate in accordance with the
commonwealth legislation.
Adopting the separate interest method for dividing
pensions is consistent with the government’s approach
to other defined-benefit superannuation schemes and
has been recommended as the most equitable method
for division of pension entitlements by an independent
actuary.
Equal opportunity legislation
The Bracks government is committed to the protection
of all Victorians’ rights and the promotion of equal
opportunity.
The Equal Opportunity Act 1995 prohibits
discrimination on the basis of marital status.
The constitutionally protected pension schemes were
established in the middle of the 19th century.
Accordingly reversionary pensions are only available
for married heterosexual partners.
Replacing references to ‘spouse’ with the definition of
‘partner’ used in the State Superannuation Act 1988
and the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 will ensure reversionary pensions are available for
de facto and same sex partners.
I commend the bill to the house.

NATIONAL PARKS (POINT NEPEAN) BILL
Second reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill will protect
significant parts of Victoria’s natural and cultural
heritage and implements one of the government’s key
environment policy commitments — to protect Point
Nepean in an integrated national park.
More specifically the bill will establish a new Point
Nepean National Park incorporating former Department
of Defence land to be transferred from the
commonwealth as well as parts of the existing
Mornington Peninsula National Park. It will also add
areas of coastal land to Mornington Peninsula National
Park.
A new Point Nepean National Park
Point Nepean National Park will be an outstanding new
addition to Victoria’s parks system. Point Nepean is
renowned for its long history of quarantine and military
use. Its defence fortifications, which were strategically
located at the entrance to Port Phillip Bay, were first
constructed in 1882 and were enlarged and updated
over the two world wars.
Part of Point Nepean is contained in the existing
Mornington Peninsula National Park and is visited by
more than 180 000 people annually. The historic
defence installations at the tip of the point, the
panoramic coastal views of The Rip, Port Phillip Bay
and Bass Strait and its significant natural values are the
special features of this area that the public has come to
treasure.
Two significant areas of commonwealth land at Point
Nepean are to be transferred to the state for addition to
the national park estate, in two separate stages.
In recognition of the outstanding natural and cultural
heritage values of these areas as well as the area
protected in the existing park, the government has
decided to create a new Point Nepean National Park.
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The new national park will initially incorporate the
former defence weapons range site of 205 hectares,
existing parts of Mornington Peninsula National Park at
Point Nepean and South Channel Fort within Port
Phillip Bay. The new park will be complemented by the
surrounding Port Phillip Heads Marine National Park.
I have mentioned that the commonwealth land will be
transferred to Victoria in two stages. The government
has recently reached agreement with the
commonwealth for the transfer of the weapons range.
This land will become part of Point Nepean National
Park when it is transferred within the next few months.
The government is pleased that the commonwealth has
agreed to transfer this land, as it fills a major gap in the
park estate on the Nepean Peninsula, being situated
between the former quarantine station and Bass Strait.
Nonetheless, a major gap will remain in this park. Point
Nepean National Park will not be complete until the
remaining area of commonwealth land containing the
former quarantine station is transferred to Victoria. This
area is of great historical significance, being the first
permanent quarantine station in Victoria and one of the
earliest and most intact in Australia. Its heritage
buildings date back to the 1860s and include former
hospitals, accommodation, disinfecting precinct,
bathhouse and kitchens, many constructed from stone
quarried on the site. There are also extensive areas of
native coastal vegetation, and there are high landscape
and scenic values.
While this bill adds significantly to the national park
estate on the Nepean Peninsula, the park will not be
complete until the quarantine station land is
incorporated.
The government has secured agreement from the
commonwealth that this gap in the park will be filled
and that the remaining 90 hectares will be transferred to
Victoria by 2009 at the latest. The government calls on
the commonwealth to fill this gap in the park and hand
over the remaining 90 hectares now. As soon as it is
transferred it will be protected in Point Nepean National
Park.
In the meantime the Point Nepean Community Trust is
undertaking the planning for this land and its heritage
buildings on behalf of the commonwealth. The
Victorian government will maintain a watchful eye on
the uses proposed for the land and buildings and will
seek to ensure that any proposals are compatible with
the principles of the National Parks Act 1975.
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The Victorian government’s Point Nepean Advisory
Committee (consisting of community and government
representatives), Parks Victoria and the Point Nepean
Community Trust are undertaking a joint planning
exercise to prepare a management plan for an integrated
national park at Point Nepean. The resulting plan will
cover both the new national park and the
commonwealth’s quarantine station site that will
become part of the national park at a later date.
Management of the former weapons range
The 205-hectare former defence weapons range that
will form part of the new park has been used by the
Australian Army from the early 1900s as a weapons
range and for supporting training exercises undertaken
by the Portsea Officer Cadet School. Given its history,
parts of the land are contaminated with the remains of
unexploded ordnance, consisting of small arms
projectiles, grenades and mortars.
The commonwealth Department of Defence will
undertake the clearance of unexploded ordnance on this
land. This will occur progressively over a period of
10 years, as part of a program of controlled burning to
be conducted by Parks Victoria.
Controlled burning will achieve a number of objectives:
it will aim to expose ground that can be then
inspected for unexploded ordnance and cleared of
ordnance as required;
it will enhance flora and fauna habitats; and
it will also achieve fire protection goals.
The commonwealth will provide a grant of $2 million
for controlled burning and associated land management
activities.
Public safety is paramount. Access to the former
weapons range will be restricted until it has established
that the area is safe to enter. However, it can be
expected that public access will be along well-defined
walking tracks and that certain areas may be fenced to
ensure public safety.
There are significant nature conservation and heritage
values in the former weapons range. The area supports
the coastal moonah woodland, which is a threatened
community; the southern brown bandicoot, which is of
national significance; and two significant birds
species — the sooty oystercatcher and hooded plover.
A number of Aboriginal heritage sites are found on the
land.
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Enhancing Mornington Peninsula National Park
As mentioned earlier, part of Mornington Peninsula
National Park will be included in Point Nepean
National Park. However, the bill will also add four
small but important areas to Mornington Peninsula
National Park.
One of these parcels includes coastal land at
St Andrews Beach, which is to be added to the park
following its transfer from Melbourne Water. The land
is surplus to Melbourne Water’s requirements and was
recommended for addition to the park by the former
Land Conservation Council in 1994. It includes
valuable beach access.
Other small areas are to be added to the park near Cape
Schanck.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The chief executive officer
The chief executive officer of a council is an important
position. The CEO is appointed to (among other things)
be responsible for the day-to-day management of the
council’s operations in accordance with the council’s
corporate plan.
Under section 95A(2) of the Local Government Act
1989 a CEO must be employed under a contract of not
more than five years duration.
Before they can appoint a person as CEO, councils are
required to advertise in a Victoria-wide newspaper
seeking applications for the CEO position and to
consider all applications received.
An exception to this requirement, however, is where a
council decides it is happy with its current CEO and
does not need or want to test the market or find a new
CEO.
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In that case section 94 of the Local Government Act
1989 provides that the council may pass a resolution
within the final six months of the CEO’s contract to
reappoint the CEO. The council must give 14 days prior
public notice of the resolution and make the details of
the CEO’s total remuneration available for public
inspection.
Another exception to the requirement to advertise the
position is where the CEO is appointed in an acting
position for no more than 12 months.
A CEO’s employment contract is void if it is made
contrary to section 94 of the Local Government Act
1989 or if the council makes a new employment
contract with the CEO any earlier than six months
before the expiry of the current employment contract.
Key issues
There have been several recent incidents where
councils have varied their employment contracts with
their CEOs, thus shortening the contracts’ duration so
that the six months during which the councils could
reappoint without advertisement commenced within the
term of the current council.
This meant that the CEO could be reappointed prior to
the general election for a period of up to five years.
It is undesirable in principle for an incumbent council to
seek to bind the hands of an incoming council in
relation to the holder of the CEO’s position by varying
the expiry date of the employment contract.
This is an important policy matter — a contract of
employment should not be manipulated expressly to
allow the incumbent council to make a decision that
should be in the hands of the new council and that the
public have an expectation will be made at a later date.
Caretaker provisions
This action by councils is also inconsistent with the
spirit of provisions introduced into the Local
Government Act 1989 by the Local Government
(Democratic Reform) Act 2003. Pursuant to
section 93A of the Local Government Act 1989
councils must not make a major policy decision during
the election period for a general council election,
subject to the Minister for Local Government’s power
to grant an exemption from the application of that
provision in extraordinary circumstances.
A ‘major policy decision’ includes any decision relating
to the employment or remuneration of a CEO (other
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than the appointment of an acting CEO) and to
terminate the appointment of a CEO.

does not use the capital improved value system of
valuing land.

The purpose of section 93A is to extend to local
government the concept of a caretaker period prior to
an election, reflecting public policy considerations. The
main purpose of caretaker arrangements is to enable
governments to avoid the controversy that may
accompany decisions made immediately prior to an
election, where those decisions would limit the options
for an incoming government.

The City of Melbourne (Amendment) Bill 2005
removes the requirement of an order in council.

The bill
The Local Government (Amendment) Bill 2005
addresses this issue, amending section 94 of the Local
Government Act 1989 to provide that a contract with a
CEO is void if it is made:
before the general election for a term that continues
after the general election; and
the contract of employment was entered into
following a variation made to the chief executive
officer’s current contract of employment that
reduced its term.
This bill will prevent councils from varying CEO
contracts to bring forward expiry dates to before
election dates, thus allowing them to reappoint
incumbent CEOs.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SMITH (Bass).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

CITY OF MELBOURNE (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The City of Melbourne (Amendment) Bill 2005
amends section 28 of the City of Melbourne Act 2001.
Section 28 of the City of Melbourne Act 2001 currently
provides that Melbourne City Council may raise any
general rates by the application of a differential rate for
the financial year ending 30 June 2000 and in any
financial year specified by order of the Governor in
Council published in the Government Gazette, even if it

An order in council has been recommended by the
Minister for Local Government and made by the
Governor in Council every year since the City of
Melbourne began being able to apply differential rates.
As Melbourne City Council’s practice of applying
differential rates to land subject to net annual value
valuations has been effectively applied since 2000, the
extra administrative burden of requiring an order in
council is now considered unnecessary.
This amendment, though small in nature, will reduce
costs for Melbourne City Council and therefore
ratepayers within the municipal area of the council.
In the absence of the need for an order in council, there
is a theoretical risk that Melbourne City Council could
rate commercial and industrial properties at a much
higher rate than currently occurs.
The risk will be removed by including in the proposed
amendments a requirement similar to section 161(5) of
the Local Government Act 1989. This section provides
that the highest differential rate in a municipal district
rating on CIV must be no more than four times the
lowest differential rate in the municipal district.
NAV is ‘inherently differential’. While NAV for
residential properties is calculated at 5 per cent of
capital improved value (CIV), the NAV for commercial
and industrial properties is derived as 5 per cent of the
CIV or the estimated annual rental value, whichever is
the higher. NAV for commercial and industrial
properties in the City of Melbourne currently averages
between 7 per cent and 8 per cent of CIV.
Due to this inherently differential aspect of NAV, it is
proposed that the highest differential rate for the City of
Melbourne whilst using NAV will not be more than
two times the lowest differential rate.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SMITH (Bass).
Debated adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.
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COMMONWEALTH GAMES
ARRANGEMENTS (MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

It is with pleasure that the government introduces this
bill which will assist the state in presenting the
Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games.
The Commonwealth Games Arrangements
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 2005 amends the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 to
include additional provisions necessary for the
successful delivery of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games to be held between the 15 and
26 March 2006.
These changes to the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements Act 2001 are important and significant
as is befitting for a piece of legislation that will assist
the Victorian government to deliver the largest
multi-sport event that has ever been held in Victoria.
The changes reflect the need of the corporation and the
government to deliver the best games possible and to do
so in a manner that causes minimum disruption to the
everyday lives of Victorians. The long-term benefits for
Victoria that will occur as a result of the Melbourne
2006 Commonwealth Games warrants the measures in
the bill and protects the large investment of the
community’s resources in the games.
When the Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act
2001 first passed in Parliament, it was indicated that
amendments to the act would be required reflecting the
detailed operational planning for the Commonwealth
Games. This bill is the fourth of the planned
amendments.
A new part 3A is inserted in the act by the bill that
limits the effect of local laws on the Commonwealth
Games venues and designated access areas, collectively
referred to as games management areas.
This provision gives clarity about the responsibility for
the arrangements in relation to implementing the games
and protects the delivery schedule of the games.
However, the power will only be used sparingly and
only after consultation with the local authorities and
after consideration of the needs of the surrounding
businesses and residents.
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There will be many venues used for the delivery of the
Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games sporting
competitions as well as the games cultural festival and
meeting the obligations of commercial sponsorship
arrangements.
Most of these venues are on public land held in trust or
managed on behalf of the state by committees of
management. Some proposed uses of these venues
would require permits or authorisations from these
committees. These processes can be lengthy and
complex and it is considered that a more efficient
method is to provide that the restrictions do not apply to
uses of the land for the preparation and delivery of the
Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games.
It is acknowledged that there may be some impact on
the businesses in the areas that are to be declared as
Commonwealth Games venues. The aim of the
organising committee and the government is to cause
the minimum disruption to the businesses in the
Commonwealth Games venues. Accordingly the bill
contains a mechanism that will enable the secretary to
negotiate an appropriate outcome.
The Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games will
continue the Melbourne tradition of holding sporting
events in a welcoming and friendly manner. However,
there will be restrictions on access to some areas at
games management areas that are used for field of play,
back-of-house support for events, the games village and
ticketed areas in venues.
In the current act, there is provision for the secretary to
authorise people to enter restricted areas only if they are
a government or state authority employee or such
persons who require access for the purposes of a
Commonwealth Games project.
An amendment is to be made in the bill to apply these
provisions to games management areas and to the
activities leading up to the actual delivery of the games.
This will enable access to the venues such as the games
village to be limited to athletes and officials, the staff of
companies providing services within the village and
other approved people.
The provision supports the accreditation role of the
Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation.
These powers are critical not only for the proper
conduct of the event but also as part of the security
arrangements for the games.
A number of provisions in the bill are necessary for the
management of the games management areas to protect
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the investment by the state in the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games. There is a prohibition on
unauthorised advertising within 1 kilometre of a games
management area. The provision is directed only to
those advertisements that are erected temporarily to
take advantage of the publicity of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games and which do not have the
required council permission. Existing billboards with
the required permits or authorisations under the Local
Government Act or the Planning and Environment Act
within 1 kilometre of a games management area are
specifically authorised under the bill.
There is a provision for the secretary to approve
authorised officers to enable the games management
areas to be managed and controlled in a way that will
make the games an enjoyable experience for all. The
secretary must only appoint authorised officers after
consulting with the Chief Commissioner of Police.
The secretary must be satisfied that authorised officers
have the necessary training and experience and the
secretary is also required to put in place a system to
monitor the performance of the authorised officers. It is
envisaged that authorisation would be provided to
experienced government or local council officers
performing duties during games time.
Other offences for the good order and proper
management of the games management areas, such as
prohibition on hawking, busking, loud hailers, throwing
objects and bringing alcohol into games management
areas are proposed in the bill. There is also a power for
authorised officers to confiscate prohibited items.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DIXON
(Nepean).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 May.

SENTENCING (FURTHER AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
welcome the opportunity to contribute to the debate on
the Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill. This bill
reflects the Bracks government’s commitment to
supporting victims of crime and recognising the level of
emotional and physical suffering victims go through.
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The impact of crime is not only in the physical property
loss but also in the damage to health, relationships and
the quality of life experienced by the victims. These are
matters the courts already consider in relation to
offenders.
I believe the amendments proposed today are being
supported by all parties. They include changing the
Sentencing Act 1991 to ensure that the courts, when
they are sentencing an offender, have regard to more
matters than those listed below. Currently the courts are
required to consider the following matters: the personal
circumstances of the victim of the offence, and any
injury or loss or damage resulting from that offence.
The amendments proposed will allow other matters to
be considered in relation to the victim’s circumstances.
These can include such matters as the fear victims now
have walking the streets after a brutal attack and
post-traumatic stress disorder, issues which clearly
impact on the ability of the victim to function in society
after the attack or the offence. The amendment to
section 5(2) will change the emphasis from ‘may’ to
‘must’ consider the above matters when sentencing of
an offender.
The second amendment inserts section 95F in the
Sentencing Act which will provide the opportunity to
victims to have a prosecutor read aloud, where
appropriate, admissible and relevant parts of the victim
impact statement during the proceedings once an
offender has been convicted. Currently the courts have
the discretion to allow this to occur, but the amendment
makes it mandatory at the request of the victim. This is
so vital for victims. It is an important way to allow
victims to have their day in court, so to speak, and to
have their suffering included in the court transcripts.
The courts must be seen to be responsive to the needs
of victims.
Lastly, the bill will ensure that a victim who wishes to
view the proceedings and also happens to be a witness
will not automatically be requested to leave a court
when a witness order is made. The provision will
ensure that courts, when making such orders, consider
the circumstances of the victim.
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — It is a great pleasure to be
able to contribute to the Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill. The intent of this bill is to respond to
calls from victims of crime that they be further
considered in court proceedings. The Victims of Crime
Assistance League and other community groups have
requested that the needs and wishes of people affected
by offences be further considered and that there be an
acknowledgment of the trauma that they suffer as a
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result of being offended against. The Bracks
government has made this an increasing priority
through several pieces of legislation. The Bracks
government continues to listen and act.
The bill requires judges to take into account the impact
of crimes on victims and that they be recognised in the
course of sentencing proceedings. The prosecutor is
also required, as part of this bill, to read aloud victim
impact statements during sentencing proceedings if the
victim requests it. Currently this requirement does not
exist. Courts present a somewhat daunting and
intimidating atmosphere for lay people, and any
measures that will make them more friendly for victims
has got to be an advantage. The bill also allows victims
the option of remaining inside the courtroom at times
when they are at present required to leave and therefore
feel excluded from the whole process. This bill is
further evidence that the Bracks government is
committed to making Victoria the best place to live in. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — I too am
pleased to speak in support of the Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill 2005. This bill ensures that victims of
crime are treated with compassion, dignity and respect
in the justice system. Whilst courts currently take into
account the personal circumstances of the victim and
any loss, injury or damage the offence may have
incurred, they will now be required to fully take into
account the impact the offence has had on the victim.
This could include things like the victim’s ability to
maintain relationships, hold down a job or just feel safe
in our community.
This bill recognises that crime cannot be measured by
physical damage or property loss alone and that
sometimes life-changing emotional damage suffered by
victims must also be taken into account. If a victim
chooses, a judge or prosecutor must read aloud
appropriate and admissible sections of the victim
impact statement during the sentencing proceedings.
This allows victims to have a strong voice. Fully taking
into account the impact a crime has had on a victim
allows a more open approach to sentencing, recognises
that sentencing is a complex issue and identifies that
crimes and their impact on victims cannot be
categorised as ‘one size fits all’.
This bill will also ensure that victims are not
unnecessarily excluded from court proceedings. In a lot
of cases a victim is also a witness in the proceedings
and is automatically excluded from the court when a
witness order is made. This bill enables courts to
consider the particular circumstances of the victim
when ordering witnesses from the courtroom. This also
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gives victims a greater voice and presence during trials.
The courts will, however, retain the discretion to
determine that a victim must leave the courtroom — for
example, if the victim’s remaining in the courtroom
could affect the defendant’s receiving a fair trial. If
victims are given the opportunity to stay in the
courtroom during the proceedings, it is likely that they
will feel they have seen at first hand the process which
has resulted from their being a victim in the first place.
Although this cannot be guaranteed, it could give
victims the support they need to achieve closure to the
crime, which may help them in rebuilding their lives. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I just want to make a
few brief comments offering my support for this
legislation because I think it is a sensible extension of
provisions that are already in place. I think we are very
fortunate in this country to have a justice system, a
system of law and order, a system of due process,
which ensures that citizens know they are going to get a
fair trial and that there is that right balance between the
interests of the person who has committed a crime on
the one hand and the victim on the other — unlike the
situation in some countries that have been in the news
recently, where the judicial system is nothing like what
we expect as the norm in this country and in
commonwealth countries generally.
It is only relatively recently — 10 years or so ago —
that the justice system has really taken into account the
interests of victims when sentencing the perpetrators of
crime. That is a very important advancement, and this
legislation takes that one step further. It also has the
very important proviso that a fair trial of the accused
should not be compromised in any way. The most
important principle is to ensure that the accused gets a
fair trial and that he is convicted on the evidence and
not on the emotion that is out there. I get a bit
concerned these days about the way the press quite
often picks up on some of these cases.
I have one case that concerns a constituent of mine at
the moment. There is no way that that person is going
to get a fair trial in Victoria because of the enormous
adverse publicity that has been given to that case.
Irrespective of whether the accused is innocent or
guilty, they deserve a fair trial. Beating up in the media
all the details of a story where the facts have yet to be
established does not allow for a fair trial. In this
particular case — and clearly I am referring to the Korp
case — it is a cause of great concern that irrespective of
whether those people are guilty or innocent they receive
a fair trial.
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Coming back to the bill before the house, victims are
adversely affected in many ways, and some of them are
going to be very severely affected for the rest of their
lives. Unless we are actually in the court and hear all
the evidence it is difficult to get the balance right. The
perpetrator deserves to be punished, but also we have to
acknowledge that they are going to come out into the
community at some time in the future, so if there is any
chance of rehabilitation and if they show remorse, then
the sentence obviously should be adjusted accordingly.
It is a balancing act.
I am a great believer in leaving it to the presiding judge
or magistrate who is aware of all the facts and
information to make a decision about what is an
appropriate sentence. From that reason I am opposed to
mandatory sentencing where the magistrate’s or the
judge’s hands are tied. Parliament can give some
guidance, but at the end of the day it is the magistrate or
judge who is sitting there presiding over all the
information who is best able to decide what is an
appropriate sentence. With those few remarks I support
the legislation that is before the house and wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I too am pleased
to stand up and support this Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill. I also support the remarks of the
preceding speakers, particularly the member for
Rodney. I was sitting here thinking to myself that it is
important to retain the balance of having a fair trial
while enhancing the rights of victims. It is also
important to retain the rights of the accused and a sense
of fairness towards the accused to ensure there is a fair
trial.
This bill is intended to improve and define the balance
between the rights of the victim and the rights of the
accused. It is also intended to improve the responses to
victims of crime. It will require judges to have regard to
the impact of a crime on the victim when determining a
sentence. That happens already, obviously, but this is a
further refinement of the legislation. It provides for the
prosecutor to read aloud appropriate and admissible
parts of a victim impact statement during sentencing
proceedings where a victim so desires, with due respect
for the proceedings. The bill will ensure that the victim
is not automatically excluded when the court makes an
order for witnesses to leave the court. At the discretion
of the judge or magistrate the victim will be able to stay
in the court, where appropriate, to get a fuller view of
proceedings and participate more fully in what is
happening, given that they participated quite fully in the
offence.
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Improving the responses to victims of crime is a
government priority. It is a reflection of Labor policy
that legal processes should be more sensitive to victims,
and it is consistent with the women’s safety strategy
because women are often victims of violent behaviour.
There has been quite a range of consultation on this bill,
as would be expected. The Bracks government is
committed to ensuring victims are treated with respect,
dignity and compassion in the justice system while
retaining the balance I referred to earlier. It builds on
the government’s proud record on victims rights by
giving victims greater recognition in the sentencing
process and ensuring they are not automatically
excluded from criminal proceedings. One of the
problems victims have is that they do not feel part of
the proceedings — they feel excluded. It is important
that they do not feel excluded and that they are properly
heard. That is all a lot of people want in life — to be
properly heard when they have a grievance.
As I said, the bill requires judges and magistrates to
take into account the full impact of a crime on a victim
when determining a sentence. For the first time
sentencing legislation recognises that the cost of a
crime is measurable not just in terms of property loss or
direct injury but also in far broader social costs and in
less direct harm to a victim’s health, relationships,
sense of safety and quality of life. For some people the
impact of a crime can last for many years. It is
important that that is known to the court when
sentencing is being carried out.
The bill gives victims a greater voice in sentencing
proceedings so that they will not feel excluded.
Prosecutors can be required to read aloud the
appropriate and admissible parts of the impact
statement. Sentencing is a complex task; it is not a
simplistic task, as has been suggested by some. There is
no one-size-fits-all approach such as we have heard
from the opposition. I too do not support mandatory
sentencing. It is important that the courts have
discretion and flexibility when handing down sentences
once an offender is found guilty.
With this more inclusive approach victims will feel
more included. As I said, the system still gives the
judge and magistrate the ultimate discretion by taking a
full account of the impact on the victim’s life, because
the courts must have regard to the effect of the crime on
the victim. Criminal court processes can be intimidating
for some people. I have not had much experience of
courts, though I did find my one — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr LOCKWOOD — Yes, it is. I had one
experience for a few days as part of a jury which I
obviously cannot talk about, but that was full of
forebodings, if you like, with the formality and
structure and the proceedings of the court. I can
understand that it can be intimidating for witnesses and
particularly for victims to get up and tell their story.
They are unfamiliar with the processes and trappings of
the justice system and it can be quite daunting.
Obviously victims need to feel more involved in that
process and to be given every opportunity to put their
experience and their view of things. They need to be
sure that their story is heard and that they are able to
observe proceedings where that is proper. These
measures will assist victims to cope with the offences
perpetrated on them. For a lot of people it is going to be
part of their ongoing lives to learn how to cope and to
take a more positive view of their altered
circumstances, where these have occurred.
The bill provides a shift in focus from the offender to
the victim and the impact of the offence. As I said, it
aims to find a better balance between victims and the
accused and provides for a better justice system. On
that note I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise this afternoon
to speak on the Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill
and will start by saying how pleased I am to be
involved with a government that recognises the rights
of individuals across all sections of society, including
those who are disadvantaged and those who are the
victims of crime. As I sat here in the chamber I heard
the member for Rodney say he did not agree with
mandatory sentencing. I want to add my voice to his
and say how very much I support his comments. In
situations where we remove the judiciary’s ability to
respond to the circumstances of individual cases it is
very important that the laws and responsibilities do not
trample over people’s basic rights and entitlements.
There are a number of initiatives in this bill that I
support, particularly that of considering the impact of a
crime on the individual. I think we sometimes forget
that. We see road accidents and so many deaths, and we
think, ‘Oh dear, that is tragic’. But every death has a
circle of devastation around it, as brothers and sisters,
parents, grandparents and friends are all dramatically
affected. In the same way, when a crime is committed
the impact on the victim is not merely financial loss;
there is also a sense of violation. Sometimes that impact
can be far greater than that of the crime itself.
My 19-year-old son, who worked after school at a
Mitre 10 store to save for his first car, was devastated
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recently when his car was stolen. However, he was
fortunate that the car was recovered, minus a few bits
but it was basically okay. The theft of the car that he
had saved for still gives him a real sense of being
violated. So it is not just the financial impact or the loss
of the stereo system and other items in his car; he feels
a sense of violation as the result of the loss of that
vehicle.
Of course victims do not only lose property; they may
be attacked and assaulted. A sentence that takes into
account the impact of the crime on the victim will better
reflect the crime that has been committed. It also
creates a better avenue of healing for those who are
coping with and getting over the effects of being the
victim of that crime. If we can help people work
through the effects of crime by acknowledging them
with a proper sentencing of the perpetrator, that will
enable the victims to move on with their lives and to
cope better with any ongoing impacts caused through
the crime.
Victims may be worried about going out after dark at
night, and feel less trustful of people and much more
vulnerable in situations where in the past they might
have felt very relaxed and comfortable. Let us hope that
a sensible application of these amendments will in fact
improve the quality of life of those who have been
affected by crime. We are very proud that we are
properly responding to those needs and doing this in the
context of crime figures going down dramatically.
Certainly the increase in police numbers and the
improved focus on policing in this state has seen a
significant drop in crime right across all indicators. This
is not just statistical. It has a financial cost benefit to the
community and also an emotional benefit — the fact
that people can now go out and feel safer in their
environment as a result of the initiatives the Bracks
government has put in place. This bill is one more
initiative in that whole process. I will conclude my
comments on the bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — The Bracks government
is committed to ensuring that victims of crime in
Victoria are protected, that their rights are enhanced and
that they are listened to in the sentencing process in
Victorian courts. This approach is in stark contrast to
the approach of the previous government, which
stripped rights from victims, including their rights to
compensation for pain and suffering. The restoration of
those rights to victims was a terrific initiative of the
Bracks Labor government when it was returned to
office in Victoria. I know it is something the house
strongly supports. This amending of the Sentencing Act
will take one step further the issue of protecting victims
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and ensuring that they are listened to in the justice
process.
This bill expands the definitions in section 5(2) of the
Sentencing Act that deal with the matters the court must
have regard to in sentencing an offender. These include:
(a) the maximum penalty prescribed for the offence; and
(b) current sentencing practices; and
(c) the nature and gravity of the offence; and
(d) the offender’s culpability and degree of responsibility
for the offence; and
(da) the personal circumstances of any victim of the offence;
and
(db) any injury, loss or damage resulting directly from the
offence;

in addition to whether the offender pleaded guilty, the
offender’s previous character and the presence of any
aggravating or mitigating factors.
This legislation will add a further sentencing
criterion — that is, the impact of the offence on any
victim of the offence. It also expands the contents of the
victim impact statement by adding the words:
… of the impact of the offence on the victim and …

to section 95B(1). It will now read:
A victim impact statement contains particulars of the impact
of the offence on the victim and of any injury, loss or damage
suffered by the victim as a direct result of the offence.

This will mean that a broader and more complex set of
the effects crime has on victims will be able to be taken
into account by a court when it is conducting a
sentencing hearing. Previously victim impact
statements have dealt with issues of loss, injury and
damage to the person or their property. It is sensible
that those matters be taken into account but, as we can
all readily understand, being an victim of a criminal
offence can have many and varied effects on an
individual that do not necessarily relate to simply being
injured physically or emotionally by a criminal act or
having one’s property damaged, destroyed or lost. The
court will now be able to take into account the broader
range of effects that the victim may suffer. That is very
important and appropriate, and gives the court a more
rounded approach to the effect of crime on the
community and on a particular victim. That is a very
positive move.
The way in which this will happen is that the bill will
require the judges and magistrates to take account of
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the full impact of a crime on a victim when determining
a sentence for an offender. This means that the real, full
cost of crime is measured when sentencing takes place.
The bill will also give victims a greater say in the
sentencing process by enabling prosecutors to read out
to the court appropriate and admissible parts of a victim
impact statement when the judge or magistrate is
conducting the sentencing hearing. That is appropriate
and proper, because the justice system needs to be seen
to be open and transparent. When prosecutors are
enabled to read out in open court the nature of the effect
of a crime on the victim — and, importantly, this will
be the wider and more enhanced victim impact
statements that this legislation will allow — then it will
be possible for people observing the case in court, the
media reporting the effect of the case on the victim, and
the wider community through the media, to better
understand the nature of the sentencing options
available to the judge or magistrate. That is important
because it means we will safeguard the importance of
the independence of the judiciary.
We will be making sure that people in the community
have a greater understanding of the complexities of the
sentencing process, of the options that were available to
a judge or magistrate and why a particular sentence was
decided upon after hearing all of the appropriate
material, not only on behalf of the offender but also on
behalf of the victim in open court.
The other important matter the bill deals with is that it
will allow in appropriate circumstances a victim to
remain in court when the court makes an order that
witnesses be excluded from the courtroom. Due to the
nature of certain proceedings, particularly sensitive
proceedings that involve the disclosure of personal
information, the court may, through the judge or the
magistrate, believe that it is appropriate that the people
who are not parties to the case be excluded from the
courtroom from time to time. Because a victim is not
technically a party to the criminal proceedings,
historically they have been excluded from the
courtroom when those orders have been made. Yet it
does not take too much thought on the subject to realise
that while a victim is not technically speaking a party to
the criminal proceedings, they are vitally interested in
those proceedings in a way that your average member
of the public is not.
So this amendment in this bill before the house will
allow a judge or magistrate to make a determination on
a case-by-case basis of whether it is appropriate that a
victim be allowed to remain in court where an order
that witnesses and other people be excluded from the
courtroom is made. That is another clear piece of
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evidence that this government understands and takes
seriously not only the rights of victims but also the
important and fundamental role that they play in the
criminal justice system. A victim by their nature is
unfortunately and involuntarily involved in the criminal
justice system. It is not something they have voluntarily
been involved in — it is in fact the opposite! We need
to understand that they are involved in a process
through no fault of their own and no direct interest of
their own. But everybody involved in a criminal case
has some duty and some responsibility to society and
their community to make sure that they play their role
positively and properly in that process. When we
consider the rights of victims in the way this legislation
does, I think that we are doing the right thing.
The way victims are treated is fundamental to the way
in which we as a society conduct our criminal justice
system. This bill will make ours a fairer, more
transparent and a more forward-looking justice system
under which everybody can feel that they have had a
fair go and that justice has been not only done but seen
to be done.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support the
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill. In doing so I am
delighted to be following my colleague the member for
Prahran, whose usual erudite and comprehensive
overview of the legislation stands the house in good
stead.
I want to indicate that the importance of victims of
crime in the criminal justice system is very much
acknowledged and is the centrepiece of what this
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill is about. It is
important to touch upon some of the history which my
colleague the member for Prahran outlined, and that
was the abolition of compensation for pain and
suffering for victims of crime by the previous
government. It was a very harsh blow, and on the
election of this government in 1999 the
Attorney-General made it one of his first priorities to
have a review of the compensation scheme. I had the
pleasure of working with him as his parliamentary
secretary in undertaking that review.
We worked with victims groups, court services and all
of the appropriate parties that had an interest in
supporting victims of crime, particularly the victim
support networks. We worked on developing a
comprehensive and sustainable scheme of financial
recompense for victims of crime. That scheme is now
in an ongoing and sustainable form. It is important,
though, to recognise in the context of that scheme that
one can never compensate in a financial sense for the
often heinous crimes that are committed against
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members of the public, but financial recompense is a
symbolic recognition by the state of a wrong that has
been wrought against somebody who is innocently
going about their business as a Victorian. I am proud
that the government made one of its early and first
priorities the reinstatement of a compensation package
for the pain and suffering for victims of crime.
This bill neatly follows on as a further manifestation of
that support for victims, in that it ensures that they are
properly recognised during sentencing proceedings.
The bill will require judges and magistrates to take into
account the full impact of crimes on victims when
determining sentences for offenders.
For the first time our sentencing legislation will
recognise that the cost of crime is not measurable only
in terms of property loss or direct injury but also in a far
broader and often less direct sense: the harm to victim’s
health, relationships, sense of safety and quality of life.
Victims will be able to articulate what it has meant to
their lives, how they are coping with the consequences
of being a victim of crime and its effects on their
immediate family and broader relationships. How they
are dealing with things in a community context can be
understood by the sentencing court when it is seeking to
deal with a particular disposition for an offender. I think
it adds a sense of immediacy, a sense of the real social,
physical and psychological impact that derives from
being a victim of crime.
The bill will also give the victim a greater voice in
sentencing proceedings when the victim so wishes. If
requested by the victim, the prosecutor will be required
to read aloud the appropriate and admissible parts of the
victim’s impact statement during the sentencing
hearing. As we know, sentencing is a complex task, and
these amendments recognise that the sentencing system
can be improved without, can I say, resorting to the
simplistic, one-size-fits-all approach of the opposition.
We have seen pedalled out over the last four or five
years any number of propositions from the opposition,
ranging from mandatory minimum sentencing to three
strikes and you’re out.
If there is one hallmark of this government — and it is
certainly and absolutely a hallmark of the
Attorney-General — it is awareness that it is the
absolute right of the courts to have discretion in how
they deal with the sentencing of offenders. I know this
issue has been very much at the forefront of the
Attorney-General’s mind, and whenever there have
been attempts by the opposition to cheaply politicise the
sentencing process the Attorney-General has rightly
stood in this chamber and in the public arena and said,
‘No, this is about the separation of powers, and this is
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about courts having appropriate discretion as they see
fit’.
The final aspect of this bill is allowing victims to
remain in court during proceedings. In doing the
consultation work for the Attorney-General on the
reinstatement of compensation for pain and suffering to
victims of crime, it was very clear that in some cases
victims do wish to participate in the criminal justice
system because they feel excluded from the process.
There are aspects of this that can be quite therapeutic —
‘therapeutic’ is perhaps not the right word, but it is
giving them a sense that they are able to be a part of the
court process, properly recognised within the judicial
system. As my colleague the member for Prahran
eloquently said, it provides a sense of closure. The
opportunity exists for a person to participate in the
process, to see the process through and to close off that
aspect of their life, which as we know can be
extraordinarily traumatic.
This bill will ensure that victims who want to observe
proceedings will not be automatically excluded when
the court orders all witnesses to leave the court, and
judges and magistrates will now have to turn their
minds to whether it is appropriate for a victim to be
excluded from the courtroom.
I think they are three wholly worthwhile initiatives that
are encapsulated in this Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill. It reflects the fact that the Bracks
government is extremely sensitive to the needs of
victims of crime, but this is being done within the
broader context, which has recognised that this state has
an obligation to victims of crime and that there is a
compensation scheme in place where the state can
make some monetary reparation to victims of crime. It
also recognises particularly that we hold very dear the
independence of the judiciary and the discretion that
derives from that to the judges and magistrates who
have the onerous task of sentencing and weighing up
the evidence before them and any mitigating
circumstances.
This amendment provides another level of input to the
process from the victims themselves, so that the
victim’s voice is heard in the process. That is to the
good of the sentencing process. This is a wholly
worthwhile amendment and one that I wish a speedy
passage through the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am very pleased
today to speak briefly in support of the Sentencing
(Further Amendment) Bill. It is an extremely important
bill, and I think the Attorney-General, and the member
for Richmond as well, should be congratulated on
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having listened to the voices of victims in our
community. I know that extensive consultation,
discussion and debate has gone on with victims groups
and the families of victims across the state.
For many years victims and their families have been
calling out for greater opportunities to be heard within
the justice system, because in many ways they have
seen themselves as having been excluded from that and
have not really felt that their voice has been part of
decision making within the justice system. Our justice
system is based on balancing the various rights of the
various parties that are part of those proceedings, and
clearly among the key parties that we need to
acknowledge are the victims and their families. This
bill is designed to ensure that they are seen even more
clearly as a valid party to criminal proceedings.
As previous members have mentioned, there are some
really key elements to the bill, the first being about
ensuring that judges and magistrates when sentencing
an offender take account of the full impact on the
victim. I suppose we are moving past just
acknowledging the actual loss — whether it is a
physical injury or a property loss — and saying that
crime can impact much more broadly than that on
people. It can impact on their health, on their lives, on
their capacity to engage and be part of the broader
community and on their sense of safety in our
community. If you talk to victims and their families —
and it does not matter whether it is a case where their
home has been invaded or a rape case or a case where
children have been abused — you find that what they
want to talk to you about is not just the actual event and
what has occurred to them or their family, but the
impact that it has had right across their lives. We know
there is a very high incidence of family breakdown as a
result of a number of these sorts of criminal actions.
People lose their jobs, they are unable to feel they can
participate in the work force and they feel unsafe in
their homes and in the community, so often they lock
themselves away and stop engaging with the
community.
It is really important that these impacts, which are
undoubtedly very long term and very far reaching, are
able to be acknowledged within the sentencing process.
As the member for Richmond said, this is about
achieving some sort of closure. Often, obviously, the
compensation provides some assistance, but people feel
that they need their stories told and the impact
understood by the broader community.
This bill also goes further in making sure that victims’
voices are heard within the court through the capacity
for prosecutors to read aloud the victim impact
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statement. I believe it is an important part of the healing
process for people who have been victims of crime to
be heard and to have their stories told — that broader
story that we are referring to and the impact it is really
having across their lives and the lives of their whole
families.
The bill also provides for consideration to be given to
victims being able to remain in the courtroom to
observe proceedings from which they would previously
have been excluded. Again, I suppose this is very much
a part of the healing process. It enables them to
understand the whole proceedings and to understand
why particular decisions or sentencing outcomes are
arrived at. Being able to observe the proceedings — in
appropriate circumstances — will contribute to this and
assist victims to move on.
Obviously one of the goals of this government is to
reduce the number of victims of crime in our
community, and that is a very important goal. That is
why it has invested in police and new infrastructure for
police stations. The new police station in Bellarine and
the increase in police numbers in my local area has
made a very strong contribution to bringing down the
crime rate in the local community so that people can
feel safe. We hope this means we will have fewer
victims of crime.
In conclusion, the bill builds on this government’s
strong record of enhancing victims’ rights. This will be
another really important step in ensuring that victims
are acknowledged as an important party to criminal
proceedings in this state. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I am very pleased to
rise in support of the Sentencing (Further Amendment)
Bill, which continues the Bracks government’s efforts
to give victims greater recognition in the sentencing
process and ensure that they are not automatically
excluded from criminal proceedings.
As has been outlined previously — and it is extremely
important that we continue to reinforce what the bill is
about — this bill will require judges and magistrates to
take into account the full impact of a crime on a victim
when determining an offender’s sentence. For the first
time our sentencing legislation will recognise that the
cost of crime is not only measured in terms of property
loss or direct injury, but in the very important and far
broader context of the harm that is caused to
relationships and to the health of victims, not only at the
time of the crime but ongoing, and their sense of safety
in the community, and therefore their quality of life.
That is extremely important.
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The bill gives victims a greater voice in sentencing
proceedings. This has already been outlined, but it is
important to reinforce that when a victim so wishes,
prosecutors are required to read aloud appropriate and
admissible parts of a victim impact statement during the
sentencing hearing. It has been said — and I certainly
agree, and residents in my electorate often tell me —
that sentencing is often difficult to come to terms with.
But we have to understand, and I am sure my
constituents do, that sentencing is very complex. We
have to look at it in terms of the way it is handled
within the courts, but in this instance particularly with a
view to ensuring that victims receive appropriate
recognition.
A part of this bill provides for victims who want to
observe proceedings not to be automatically excluded
when all witnesses are ordered to leave the court.
Judges and magistrates will now have to turn their
minds to whether it is appropriate for a victim to be
excluded from the courtroom.
I would like to place on record my congratulations and
thanks for the fantastic work carried out in most courts
in Victoria by the Victorian Court Information and
Welfare Network — or as many of us know it, Court
Network — particularly for the way in which victims
are assisted in court proceedings. The workers from
Court Network do a fantastic job in this area. For
members who are not aware of it, Court Network has a
number of managerial positions that are funded, but its
work is primarily done by very well-trained
volunteers — most of them women — who give up
their time to assist those attending courts in Victoria.
They do not, of course, do any legal work but they are
there in the first instance to ensure that people going to
court for the first time have some understanding of
what is going on. They can also assist people who do
not have legal aid or some sort of legal assistance so
they know how to go about things.
Court Network workers do a fantastic job —
particularly in relation to victims of crime and victims
of violent crime — in ensuring that when people
present at court for proceedings they are guided, looked
after, and offered someone to talk to. Most courts have
a separate room for Court Network volunteers and
most, if not all, courts are very supportive of the work
they do. The network is expanding further into rural
and regional Victoria, and I am very pleased about that.
I am proud of the fact that I have an association with
Court Network. As I said, the volunteers do a
marvellous job and they are wonderful people.
In conclusion, I note that there have been several
reforms to help victims of crime in this state. The
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government has conducted a statewide overhaul of
victim counselling and support services. It has extended
the Victims of Crime Helpline telephone service and
enabled the Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal to
provide immediate counselling and financial
assistance — and the word ‘immediate’ is extremely
important. I also note that the Attorney-General has
asked the Victims Support Agency to explore options
for the victims’ rights charter which will clearly state —
and the emphasis has to be on ‘clearly state’ — the
rights of victims of crime. I look forward to the
discussion paper, the community consultation, and the
outcome of those. This is a very good bill that
recognises victims of crime and I commend it to the
house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is with great
pleasure that I add my contribution to the Sentencing
(Further Amendment) Bill 2005. I do so in the full
knowledge that the Attorney-General has been a
remarkable Attorney-General when it comes to
reforming many laws within the state — for example,
in my area he assisted in the redevelopment of the
Heidelberg courthouse. I also note that the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services was
involved in the whole package of rebuilding the
Heidelberg police station.
In a physical sense the state government has done a
remarkable amount of things in my electorate to get
things in order, and these include the courthouse and
the police station. But the Sentencing (Further
Amendment) Bill is more about getting things in order
in a policy sense.
This government has done quite a lot, as has been
highlighted by the speakers before me, on the reform of
the assistance provided to victims. When we read the
newspapers we see that victims of crime are getting
more and more press coverage. I realise the newspaper
proprietors are doing so to sell more newspapers and
make fantastic headlines, but the fundamental issue
they are raising is something that we all should be
supportive of. The bill takes a step in that right
direction.
There are three notable points in the bill, all of which
are magnificent in the sense that they will help victims.
The bill will require judges and magistrates to have
regard to the impact of a crime on the victim when
determining an appropriate sentence for an offender. It
provides that where a victim so desires, the prosecutor
will be required to read aloud the appropriate and
admissible parts of a victim impact statement during
sentencing proceedings. It will ensure that a victim who
wants to observe proceedings is not automatically
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excluded when the court makes an order for witnesses
to leave the court.
As mentioned in the minister’s second-reading speech,
crime is not so much about property as about how it
affects victims. There are many ways, as outlined in the
speech, in which crime affects victims, not just in a
physical sense but certainly in an emotional sense and
in senses along similar lines. Again the bill is a step in
that direction. Knowing the Attorney-General as I do, if
in the future he feels that other steps are required, no
doubt they will occur as well.
I am aware of the time, and I know the
Attorney-General wants to sum up, so I will end my
brief contribution. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank all
members for their contributions to this legislation. As
government speakers have said, we are committed to
ensuring that victims are treated with dignity, respect
and compassion in the justice system. We have
introduced a whole range of reforms in relation to
victims, and they include reinstating compensation for
pain and suffering. We have consistently acted to make
sure that victims’ voices are heard and their rights are
strengthened. The bill builds on our proud track record
on victims’ rights. The bill will give victims greater
recognition in the sense of process and will ensure they
are not automatically excluded from criminal
proceedings.
I want to touch on one matter raised by the Leader of
The Nationals yesterday. He expressed some concern
that under the legislation a victim may be forced to
have read aloud in court parts of their victim impact
statement that they did not want read out. I believe this
concern is ill founded. The provision will allow a
victim impact statement to be read aloud if — and only
if — the victim so requests.
Victims craft their own victim impact statements.
Victims themselves choose what should or should not
be included in their statements. As they do they are
aware that one purpose of the statement is that it could
well be read in open court. If a circumstance arose
where according to a victim a part of the victim’s
impact statement should not be read out in court, I have
no doubt that an application would be made to a court
that those portions of the statement that were not
relevant or were inadmissible or inappropriate,
particularly as far as sentencing was concerned, not be
read. Given that the overall aim of this provision is to
benefit victims, I have no doubt that the court will take
into account the consideration of the victim in relation
to that part of the statement. I do not believe the issue
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raised by the Leader of The Nationals would be of
concern to victims.
This is an important piece of legislation. It makes it
quite clear that judges and magistrates will be required
to take into account the full impact of a crime on a
victim when determining the sentence for an offender.
For the first time, and I know other speakers have
touched on this, sentencing legislation will specifically
recognise that the cost of a crime is measurable not only
in terms of the loss of property or direct injury but also
in a far broader and often less direct way in relation to
harm to victims — to their health, relationships, sense
of safety and quality of life. The bill will give victims a
greater say in sentencing proceedings.
This is about getting the balance right. It is important
that victims feel they have been heard in the criminal
justice process. It is also important that we do not do
anything that will impinge upon a fair trial for the
accused. We believe this legislation absolutely ensures
that that balance is struck appropriately.
We all know that sentencing is a complex task and that
it has to take into account a whole range of issues as set
out in the Sentencing Act. As Chief Justice Marilyn
Warren said in an article recently, it is one of the most
difficult tasks facing members of the judiciary. There is
not a one-size-fits-all approach to sentencing. This
government is vehemently opposed to mandatory
sentencing. But it is important that the judiciary has all
the relevant tools available to it in the sentencing
process, and it is also important that the victims are
appropriately heard in the process as well.
Taking into account all those balancing considerations,
we believe this is a very good piece of legislation that
hopefully will make a very painful process a little less
painful for victims of crime. I certainly wish this bill a
speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General); and
Mr BAILLIEU’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to —
(a) retain the provisions relating to the revocation of land at
Sandhurst; and
(b) take into account results of a comprehensive,
independent and public investigation into alternative
proposals which would avoid the alienation of public
parkland in relation to the proposed road widening at
Richmond’.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In rising to
make a brief contribution to the debate on this bill today
my main concern is with the whole environment
portfolio as it relates to the two separate areas of land
covered by this legislation. On the first area of land,
namely the Sandhurst former abattoir reservation, the
opposition is totally supportive of adding it to the parks
estate and ensuring that the box-ironbark areas of the
state of Victoria are expanded and enhanced. We just
wish the government was prepared to put some money
in to manage this addition to the estate.
As I have detailed to the house previously, according to
the Australian Bureau of Statistics Victoria spends less
per hectare and per person on managing its parks and
reserves than any other state or territory in Australia.
That is an indictment of the Bracks government’s
so-called commitment to the environment. However,
members of the opposition support an addition to the
parks estate — as I say, we just wish this government
would add some actual financial maintenance for weed
and vermin control programs and so on. It should be
noted that yet again there is no additional resource
allocation for this addition to the parks reserve.
I come to the area of legislation we have particular
concerns with. This relates to a subtraction from the
parks estate in Victoria. That subtraction is part of a
major ongoing trend by the Labor Party when it is in
government to remove parkland from future
generations’ enjoyment. The classic example of this, of
course, was the then Premier, John Cain, who took
away for all time public land in the vicinity of the
Melbourne Cricket Ground for the purposes of building
the current tennis centre. That is parkland that has been
removed and can never be restituted again.
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Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Notwithstanding the
importance of the Australian Open, which I enjoy on a
regular basis, and the importance of having a
world-class venue, at the end of the day this is a
subtraction from the parks estate in a very important
contiguous land area abutting the Yarra River.
Then, of course, we have the recent development where
a large area of Royal Park has been lost for all time to
the Commonwealth Games village, which is actually a
private development. That is going to be providing the
developers with windfall profits, courtesy of the
contractual arrangement this government has entered
into. Far from being just a Commonwealth Games
village, it is actually a private subdivision of a major
area of parkland — in this case Royal Park. Of course,
this government has a fixation with giving up public
land for all time. We now have the defenders of public
land, who are doing a great job, including people like
Rod Quantock — and that is an ironic development! He
was one of the greatest critics of the previous
government for everything but the removal of public
land, and here we have him leading the charge against
the Labor government, which is fixated on flogging off
public land for private development. Julianne Bell does
a great job with her volunteer group in that regard as
well in highlighting the hypocrisy of Labor on
environment management.
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We totally support the re-reservation of the Sandhurst
former abattoir site. In fact we were the ones who
provided a new, world-class abattoir to the community
of Bendigo; and when I was the minister responsible for
TAFE colleges we built a new, $30 million Bendigo
TAFE campus. We support the Bendigo addition, but
we very much regret the situation at Burnley, where
public land will be lost for all time.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LUPTON
(Prahran).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 12.57 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that, in the absence of the Premier, the Acting
Premier will take questions addressed to him. In the
absence of the Minister for Manufacturing and Export,
the Treasurer will answer questions relating to that
portfolio. In the absence of the Minister for Transport,
the Minister for Agriculture will deal with questions in
that portfolio.
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Then we come to this legislation, where yet again
another area of contiguous reserve is being affected,
this time in the Richmond vicinity adjacent to the Yarra
River. This government is taking away for all time
public parkland and removing its benefits from future
generations, again for a private sector development.
This is the sham; this is the hypocrisy of Labor in
government. Its record when it comes to protecting and
enhancing the public estate is there for all to see. In
reality it is about taking away rather than giving. This is
a development which is going to benefit the private
developers. It may add additional jobs by way of the
development in question, but that is not to say that these
jobs could not have been created anyway if this
development had occurred in another area, perhaps on
private land rather than on public land.

Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the
minister to WorkCover fraud allegations raised by a
member for Templestowe Province in the other place
and to the chief commissioner’s claim that the matter
could only be investigated by referring it to the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. I further refer to a
case of indecent exposure and to the chief
commissioner’s claim to me that it also could only be
investigated by referring the matter to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and I ask: why is there
political interference by the minister’s office in criminal
investigations by Victoria Police?

It is right and proper for the opposition to stand up for
the environment in this chamber, to point out the
hypocrisy of Labor and to point out that time and again,
after preaching the gospel on the other side of the house
of looking after parks and reserves, it does not put the
money in to manage it and then takes public land away
as well. So it is with some regret that the opposition
notes that this area of land has been included in the bill.

Mr HOLDING (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — Firstly, I thank the member for Scoresby
for his question, and I wish him all the best. He alleges
that there is, in his words, ‘political interference’ in the
operational activities of Victoria Police. I want to make
it perfectly clear to this house that there is no
operational interference in the activities of Victoria
Police by the minister’s office.

Police: operational independence
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There are protocols in place — for example, when
members of the opposition seek briefings on various
matters relating to police activities. When the member
for Scoresby, for instance, sought a briefing on the
government’s drug-driving activities, I was very quick
to give him a call and facilitate the provision of that
briefing. And when the Boston Consulting Group was
conducting a review of the crime department we
facilitated — —
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister’s answer is irrelevant. The minister has been
asked why the police cannot initiate an inquiry of their
own motion and why it needs to go through the
minister’s office. This is an operational matter, a police
investigation, and the minister in referring to briefings
on administrative matters is having nothing at all to do
with the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! In relation to the point of
order, the question was quite wide ranging in the way
the member for Scoresby put it, as relating to political
interference in police matters and also raising some
specific examples that he particularly wanted the
minister to refer to. The minister had only just started
his answer and as I understood it was giving some
examples of where he had been involved, I suppose if
you like, in briefings for the opposition. I will let him
go on a little longer along that way, keeping in mind
that he must keep his answer relevant to the question.
Mr HOLDING — There are matters where the
chief commissioner’s office will work with the police
minister’s office on the provision of information to
members of the opposition, be it by way of briefings,
correspondence or whatever. But in relation to
operational matters the protocol that exists between the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the
chief commissioner’s office is designed to make it
absolutely clear that the independence of the chief
commissioner’s office is paramount and the
independence of Victoria Police is paramount.
Secondly, matters of operational policing are the
preserve of Victoria Police, and appropriately so. In the
case of the two instances that the member for Scoresby
has raised relating to WorkCover fraud allegations and
indecent exposure, I have not received any
correspondence relating to either of these matters.

Commonwealth Games: social infrastructure
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — My question is to the
Acting Premier — —
Mr Perton interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I have spoken before
about members showing courtesy to other members
when they are asking questions. I ask the member for
Doncaster to show courtesy to the member for Carrum.
Ms LINDELL — My question is to the Acting
Premier. With the Commonwealth Games only
328 days away, will the Acting Premier update the
house on the readiness of the facilities that will
contribute to this event’s being the biggest sporting
event in Victoria’s history and on the most recent
indications of public support for the games?
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I thank the
member for her question. The government’s
commitment to providing social infrastructure will
ensure that Victoria hosts a great Commonwealth
Games. Many Victorians, I am sure, will be able to
participate in what will be an historic Victorian event.
This investment in social infrastructure is only possible
because of this government’s financial responsibility. It
could not occur if we had reckless promises such as
those we see being made by the other side.
Our record on financial responsibility shows that the
Bracks government has invested in record levels of
infrastructure. If you look across the board, you see that
$10 billion will be invested in infrastructure over the
next four years — more than twice the rate of the
Kennett government. At the same time we have
reduced debt and maintained a AAA credit rating. We
have done that because we have not made uncosted and
irresponsible promises or commitments. This success is
demonstrated by the infrastructure that we are now
building for the Commonwealth Games.
I am very pleased to provide a further update to the
house on some of that infrastructure. The
redevelopment at the Melbourne Cricket Ground is
looking absolutely magnificent. I was there at the
weekend, and the ground itself was looking very good.
It is meeting all expectations and is probably exceeding
them. The Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre in my
own electorate is a magnificent facility. You can see the
new pool as you go past, and people cannot wait to get
in there and have a swim. Once again, that is a great
legacy. The athletes village in Parkville particularly
impressed the Commonwealth Games Federation
Board. The Yarra precinct pedestrian link is taking
shape over Brunton Avenue, and the span will be
completed later this year.
The competition track at the Lysterfield state mountain
bike course is also going very well, like the velodrome
and the State Lawn Bowls Centre — and I was down
there a week or so ago with the local member.
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Members opposite ought to go and have a look at the
velodrome. It is a magnificent facility; and not only
that, I am very pleased to say it is an environmentally
sustainable one. Water is being collected on the roof
and is going to be reused for irrigation at that facility.
These are great facilities.
I am pleased to be able to inform the house that only
last week the inspectors from the Commonwealth
Games Association visited Melbourne to view these
facilities. The verdict was ‘fantastic’. Commonwealth
Games Federation Board president, Mike Fennell said:
Not only will we do Australia proud with world-class sporting
facilities for the Commonwealth Games. Beyond the games
Victoria will have a lasting legacy of quality sporting assets.
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environment strategy on 9 May 2003 and the Bracks
government’s claim of hosting the world’s first
carbon-neutral, multi-sports event, and I ask: how is the
government going with its promise to plant 2.5 million
trees?
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question and for his
endorsement of these great Commonwealth Games —
and they will also be green games. I am very pleased to
advise him that, yes, we are making sure that we have a
carbon-neutral games, and that is why we are planting
trees.
Honourable members interjecting.

With the Commonwealth Games ticket ballot set to
close tomorrow, I can report to the house that
Victorians and Australians have come to the same
conclusion. There has been an excellent response to the
ballot, and this will mean that thousands of Victorians
and people from other states will enjoy these great
Commonwealth Games. Can I say that this great
sporting investment is only possible because of our
government’s financial responsibility. I have been very
pleased to be able to openly advise the house of this
financially responsible investment and compare it with
the continued cover-up by the opposition of the
costings report on its tollway promise, which was due
by the end of February.

Mr THWAITES — I think the member would have
seen the Minister for Commonwealth Games joining
with volunteers in starting the planting for this great
project.

Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. In fact it is quite odd.
He has turned away from you and is speaking behind
him to the only friend he has in the house.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will not interject while the Chair is on her
feet or he will be removed from the chamber. I ask
members to cease that silly behaviour and allow the
minister to continue answering the question.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Perton — He actually looked that way. In any
event he is debating the question. His answer is not
relevant to the question asked and is not within the
standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Acting Premier
to conclude his answer in response to the question.
Mr THWAITES — This will be a great games. I
am sure we are all looking forward to them, just as we
are looking forward to seeing this report if ever it sees
the light of day.

Commonwealth Games: environment strategy
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question also is to the Acting Premier and Minister for
Environment. I refer to the minister’s previous answer
and to the announcement of the Commonwealth Games

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The behaviour of the
opposition is totally inappropriate. It is the custom of
this house that when ministers are answering
questions — and indeed when all members are asking
questions or speaking — that they address their
comments to the Chair, which the minister is doing.
Mr Perton interjected.

Mr THWAITES — There are many initiatives
ensuring that these are environmentally friendly
games — initiatives like allowing free public transport
around Melbourne for people who will be at the games
and recycling water at sports facilities so that we reuse
water instead of just using more potable water. These
will be fantastic games, and I urge all members,
including the Leader of The Nationals, to get right
behind them.

Hospitals: government initiatives
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. Can the minister update the house
on recent government initiatives to significantly
upgrade Victoria’s hospital infrastructure and outline
whether the government has considered any alternative
policy positions?
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Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Ivanhoe for his question. In fact I look
forward to meeting with the member for Ivanhoe and
other members of the Victorian public when we open
the newly developed Austin and Mercy hospital in his
electorate.
In just five years the Bracks government has invested
over $2 billion in upgrading our hospital infrastructure.
This is a record investment. It is the largest investment
in health infrastructure in this state’s history. Take a
look around the state — everywhere, from the outer
rural areas to regional areas to the suburbs of
Melbourne. If you take a look inside the front covers of
the new Your Hospitals report, you will see laid out for
you all those initiatives, all that rebuilding of our health
facilities.
We are rebuilding them because they were run down,
because the previous government’s investment in health
care, particularly its capital investment, was abysmal. If
you look at that investment, you will see that over the
seven years of the Kennett government the investment
in health infrastructure was $850 million. But over the
last five years — just the five short years that this
government has been in power — we have invested
$2 billion. That is $850 million over seven years as
against $2 billion in five years.
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What have we done? We have rebuilt those hospitals.
Let us also look right across country Victoria at the
Kyneton, Geelong, Maryborough, Ararat, Stawell,
Nhill, Lorne and Hepburn hospitals. You can add to
that $217 million for rebuilding our public sector aged
care facilities, which were earmarked for privatisation
under the previous government. But we are not
stopping there. We have many more initiatives in the
pipeline — the super-clinics at Melton, Lilydale and
Craigieburn; the new Alfred centre of excellence in
elective surgery; new health facilities at Knox; and
planning for the upgrading of the Royal Children’s
Hospital, the Box Hill Hospital and the Peter
MacCallum hospital, as well as undertaking major
improvements in our cancer services.
We need to sustain this effort: Victoria needs this health
infrastructure. Hospitals are very busy places. We are
seeing more and more patients coming through the
door, and we have to respond to future demand. I can
only imagine what would happen to our health facilities
if on one dark day those opposite were in government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PIKE — The $7 billion that would be ripped out
of the infrastructure budget would mean a return to the
dark days.

We are proud of that investment. We think it is the right
thing to do. We have been able to do it because we are
a financially responsible government. We do not make
reckless and ridiculous promises, and we certainly do
not make promises that will potentially see $7 billion
black holes in our budgets.

Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. She will not have to
be dreaming in November; it will be a reality.

That is what we have been able to do — we have been
able to rebuild 26 hospitals. Contrast this to the past —
12 hospitals closed versus 26 hospitals rebuilt. What we
have is the largest ever health infrastructure project in
Victoria, the Austin and Mercy hospital, to be officially
opened in the next few weeks — $376 million worth of
new facilities.

Ms PIKE — I think we know that if the Leader of
the Opposition were to keep his rock-solid, ironclad
guarantee that he will remove tolls for every
Victorian — —

We built and opened the $80 million Casey Hospital on
time and on budget and saved all the health services or
built new health services for the local community. Last
week the Premier and I unveiled plans for the new
Royal Women’s Hospital, which is commencing
construction — $250 million. We have also
significantly rebuilt the Northern, Sunshine,
Dandenong, Angliss and Maroondah hospitals — and
remember that the last two were earmarked for
downsizing. They were in fact to be downgraded.

The SPEAKER — Order! Has the minister finished
her answer? I ask the minister to continue.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
return to answering the question.
Ms PIKE — We are committed to rebuilding health
facilities here in Victoria. Our record demonstrates that,
with $2 billion spent over the last five years. We
believe that investment in health infrastructure is a
worthy expenditure of the public’s resources, and I
would invite those opposite to share in that
commitment as well.

Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix: funding
Mr SMITH (Bass) — My question is to the
Minister for Tourism. I refer the minister to his failure
to support the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix at
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Phillip Island, and I ask: why has the minister lied
about his so-called efforts to secure federal funding for
the grand prix?
The SPEAKER — Order! As I understand it, the
member’s question needs rephrasing. There has been a
history in this place that people can be accused of
telling lies but that you cannot actually call someone a
liar.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not require the
assistance of government members!
Mr SMITH — I ask why the minister has misled
individuals, local newspapers and the community about
his so-called efforts to secure federal funding for the
grand prix?
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — I thank the member for Bass. Obviously
he is working with the federal member for the area,
Greg Hunt, who has been extremely unprofessional in
accusing me of lying, saying that I actually have not
met with the federal sports minister or the federal
tourism minister about this matter that I have been
talking to the papers about. We have had discussions
about this ourselves. He is very much aware of what
our position is. The fact of the matter is that, unlike the
member for Bass, the federal member for Flinders has
not bothered to even ring me up and have a chat about
this issue. But I recall having a meeting in the
commonwealth offices just down the road late last year
with the federal minister for tourism.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — It was a lot more than
2 minutes I can assure you. It was an hour in my diary,
mate!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — I recall that in order to
have a discussion with the federal minister for sport I
had to meet up with him on the first day of federal
Parliament in Canberra. What we have been seeking is
a recognition by the federal government that the
Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix at Phillip Island and
the Australian Formula One Grand Prix in Melbourne
are very important events for Australia. We promote
Melbourne and Australia with those events. Any
member who has been there would see that when those
events are broadcast the signs across the track say,
‘Melbourne, Australia’. That is what they say.
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Unlike other destinations around the world, we do not
sell off those rights to corporate sponsors. We think that
one of the benefits of having the events is that when
people are watching them around the world they know
exactly where they are — in Melbourne, Australia.
What we have at the moment, however, is a federal
government that is free-riding on the backs of Victorian
taxpayers with these events.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — It is free-riding on the
backs of taxpayers. We are promoting Victoria as much
as we are promoting Australia in these events, and we
want recognition by the federal government of that.
That is why I have met with the federal minister for
sport, that is why I have met with the federal minister
for tourism, and that is why I have been raising issues
about the branding of our major events by the
commonwealth government with Tourism Australia as
well, because we believe it should be paying its way.
We are happy to get the tourists, but little old Victoria
should not be promoting this country when the federal
government does not do the same with these events.
What we have sought is a recognition by the
commonwealth government that maybe there is a time
and a need for the commonwealth to support a lot of the
major events that are being conducted by state
governments around this country on behalf of Australia.
I have written to both of these ministers — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
has asked his question. I suggest he now allows the
minister to answer it.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The member for Bass
has been very much deceived by his local federal
member of Parliament, who has claimed that I have not
even written. I am waiting for replies from both the
federal sports minister and the federal tourism minister.
Nonetheless, what is it that we are seeking from the
federal government?
Firstly, we are seeking a recognition that Australia
benefits from the activities of the Victorian government
that are paid for by taxpayers. Secondly, we believe it is
not unreasonable for the federal government to be able
to financially support these events. It is a role that it
should play. It is a role that it has given the new
Tourism Australia because there is a tourism events
group in Tourism Australia. The federal government
needs to think about how it can support us with major
events that help put Australia on the map. Thirdly, there
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is a cost increase as a result of federal tobacco laws. We
agree that tobacco exemptions apply at the moment, but
in 2006 tobacco sponsorships will no longer be
available for formula one or MotoGP teams, and with
contract renewals someone has to pay for that.
We support the federal legislation, but because of the
federal legislation there is a potential that these events
will cost more money. As a result we believe it is not
unreasonable — seeing that it has been freeloading for
10 years on the grand prix and for six years on the
MotoGP — that it recognise in contract renegotiations
that it should provide some financial support. Rather
than play politics, the Victorian government is trying to
renew events that benefit the member for Bass, but his
federal colleagues do not want to be there. We want
these events — they put us on the map — but we want
federal support too.

Schools: Marlo rural learning campus
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — My question is to the
Minister for Education and Training. Can the minister
advise the house on the unique educational outcomes
for Victorian students from the rural learning campus in
Marlo and whether the minister has considered the
impact of alternative policy positions on future
initiatives?
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the question
was addressed to the Minister for Education and
Training and not the member for Polwarth.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Morwell for his
question. As everyone in this house knows, education is
the no. 1 priority of the Bracks government. It has been
continually investing in education within this state and
in fact undoing the damage done by the previous
government. Since we came to office we have
continued to improve our school buildings — our
capital facilities — with 25 new schools at a cost of
$163 million and 308 major renovations of schools at a
cost of $521 million. That is a significant investment.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms KOSKY — It is very clear from the comments
that are being made that the opposition would cut all of
this straightaway.
I am pleased to also indicate that we have not only put
money into schools, which are attended by students, but
we have also provided additional facilities that can
really expand their educational experience.
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In 2000 we opened the Alpine School at Dinner Plain,
which is a school focused on the year 9 level so that
students can have a broader experience and focus on
broader life skills, on leadership skills and awareness of
rural and environmental issues close up, do their
curriculum within that environment, and with a focus
on physical fitness as well. It has been an outstanding
success. In the 2002 election we made a commitment to
develop further facilities for rural learning campuses.
In 2004 I announced that there would be a second rural
learning campus and that it would be at Marlo in East
Gippsland, at a cost of $2.8 million. It is a great spot,
which was why it was chosen. It is at the mouth of the
Snowy River and it is a contrast with the Dinner Plain
school at Mount Hotham. It is a beautiful and very
isolated site on one of the most scenic coastlines in the
state. It has access to Cape Conran Coastal Park and
also the Croajingolong National Park, so students will
have a wonderful learning experience and a very
vibrant curriculum. This means that in 2007, when the
first intake of students will be included, at least
180 year 9 students from right across Victoria will be
able to participate in this program.
We decided that because this was such a significant site
we would have a design competition so that this would
be not only a beautiful site but a beautiful facility in that
environment, and one which was environmentally
sensitive. Five different organisations were short-listed,
and I am pleased to say that the winner of that
competition is Fooks Martin Sandow Anson Pty Ltd,
which is a Victorian company. It now has the
opportunity to design the facility, but it won the
competition because it focused on what the Bracks
government holds very dear in its environmental design
of new schools — that is, that it would have a low
environmental impact and water and energy efficiency.
The winning design includes all of that. It includes
recycled materials, tank water with grey water reuse,
hydronic heating and thermal chimneys. It is equivalent
to a five-star energy rating. It means this will be a
showcase not only within Marlo and across Victoria,
but also for a whole range of other educational
facilities. It demonstrates that the will is there, and
when the commitment of the government is there we
can achieve fantastic facilities.
These will be the icons of the Bracks government. We
believe our legacy will be in social infrastructure in
communities right around Victoria. But we know that if
there were reckless commitments to spend $7 billion on
ripping up a contract, none of this would be possible for
our students. None of that very important learning
would be possible if in fact those reckless policies were
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put in place. So not only are we giving our students the
best start in life, we are making Victoria a great place to
raise a family.

Snowy River: environmental flows
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My question is
to the Acting Premier. There has been debate about the
future of the Snowy River’s increased flows released
from Mowamba and Cobbon Creek aqueducts. Most of
this debate has been at the instigation of Snowy Hydro
which used lies, misinformation and compensation
threats to the three governments in an attempt to use the
Snowy River’s environmental flows for electricity
generation in breach of the water licence agreements. I
ask: does the Victorian government support Snowy
Hydro’s position on the Mowamba aqueduct?
Mr THWAITES (Acting Premier) — I thank the
member for East Gippsland for his question and also for
his passionate efforts to restore one of our iconic rivers,
the Snowy. Victoria has played a major role in restoring
flows to the Snowy. We have made a commitment of
more than $200 million to restore flows, and we have
been able to deliver on that commitment because we
are financially responsible and we have a strong budget.
I should indicate that it is working. We are now
delivering extra flows.
This year I was very pleased to be able to sign over a
new environmental water reserve of some 21 500
megalitres of water for the Snowy that has been
achieved by water savings projects undertaken by our
government — things like the stock and domestic
metering system and the Normanville and the
Woorinen pipelines — and there is more to come.
There will be more water savings and more benefit for
the Snowy. In addition we are expending funds on
upgrading the surrounds of the Snowy. We are
investing some $500 000 on the next phase of
eradicating willows from the Deddick River, which is a
tributary to the Snowy and will prevent the willows
from coming down into the Snowy. We are also
investing some $450 000 to fence about 20 kilometres
of river banks to exclude grazing stock from the
Snowy’s lower reaches. So as well as putting in more
environmental flows, we are improving the
environment of the Snowy.
The Mowamba Creek is in New South Wales and is the
responsibility of the New South Wales government. We
are concerned, though, about environmental issues that
the member has raised. For that reason we have written
to the New South Wales government. We have raised
the concerns that people have and we will continue to
advocate with the New South Wales government,
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which has the overall responsibility for this, to get the
best possible environmental outcome.

Courts: infrastructure
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — My question
without notice is to the Attorney-General. Can the
minister provide the house with an update on the
progress of providing court infrastructure for all
Victorians and say whether the government has
considered the impact of alternative policy positions?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for her question. The Bracks
government has certainly delivered on its commitment
to renew our justice system and invest in court
infrastructure in a way that reflects our belief that
access to justice is the right of every Victorian, not just
the privileged.
Facilities such as the $16.7 million new Mildura court,
the $15.5 million new Warrnambool court, the
proposed $32.7 million Latrobe Valley police and court
complex and the proposed new $28.2 million
Moorabbin court complex will result in places that are
far less alienating for victims, families and indeed all
users of the justice system.
The relatively new $140 million County Court complex
and the master planning that is under way for the
Melbourne court complex will certainly take us a lot
closer to our aim of having courts that are respectful of
all players and proudly owned by the entire community.
Those court facilities will replace crusty, intimidating
old places with open and accessible places that are well
equipped to resolve disputes constructively and to play
a positive role in the lives of individuals in the
community. I might add that these investments in court
infrastructure would not be possible if we had a
$7 billion black hole that would come about as a result
of that ironclad, rock-solid guarantee!
We have also been prepared to trial bold, innovative
approaches to tackling historic problems and to assist in
overcoming entrenched disadvantage so far as our court
processes are concerned. We have set up a drugs court,
a domestic violence division of the Magistrates Court
and the Koori court, all of which are notable examples
of innovation in our system. As we know, in 2001 it
was estimated that Kooris were 12 times more likely to
be incarcerated than their non-indigenous counterparts.
We have established three Koori courts in Victoria. The
first was established as a division of the Shepparton
Magistrates Court in October 2002; and as members
would know, Koori courts have now been established
in Broadmeadows and Warrnambool.
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I am pleased to advise the house that new evaluation
results of these Koori courts show reduced levels of
recidivism, which in turn lower the tragically high
representation of Kooris in the prison system. The
general level of recidivism has been around 29.4 per
cent; at the Shepparton Koori court it is now down to
12.5 per cent, and at Broadmeadows it is 15.5 per cent.
This evaluation also shows reductions in breach rates
for community corrections orders, a reduction in the
number of Koori offenders failing to appear on court
dates, increased levels of Koori community
participation in and ownership of the administration of
the law, reduced alienation of defendants and
sentencing processes that take into account cultural
consideration. This evaluation also shows that this
initiative has reinforced the status of community elders
and respected persons, thereby strengthening the
broader Koori community. So the results are very
positive, and I would hope they would be welcome by
all members of this place.
The Koori court initiative is just part of our vision for a
modern, inclusive and humane justice system, and
further Koori court initiatives are now planned for
Mildura and East Gippsland. We are also planning an
initiative to extend the Koori court to include a Koori
children’s court.
We will continue as a government to find innovative
ways to tackle areas of need and disadvantage through
our court system. We will continue to spend on social
infrastructure where we can — and we can do this,
because we are not prepared to tear up contracts and
hand $7 billion to a private company. That rock-solid,
ironclad guarantee shows that those opposite have
absolutely no idea.

Gas: regional supply
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for State and
Regional Development. I refer the minister to this
statement by the member for Ripon in the Ballarat
Courier yesterday:
I regret that my optimism for Avoca gas reticulation has
resulted in the expectation that gas reticulation would occur
and that this expectation has not been realised.

Will the minister confirm that this gobbledegook from
the member for Ripon is an admission that the
government lied to the people of Avoca about
connecting their town to natural gas?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I want to thank the member for
South-West Coast for that question on natural gas. We
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actually had it on the supplementary list for our side
today, but he has asked it for us!
We have announced 28 towns across country Victoria
that have been connected to natural gas. I do not know
how many were connected in the 1990s under the
Kennett government.
An honourable member — How many?
Mr BRUMBY — I think it was more than none, but
it was a very small number.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Two, was it? It was two. We have
done 28 towns — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast has had the opportunity to ask his
question and be listened to. I suggest he extend the
same courtesy to the minister.
Mr BRUMBY — It would be true to say that during
the Kennett years they closed more hospitals than they
opened towns with natural gas. That would be right!
Last week — —
An honourable member — Not one of your better
lines!
Mr BRUMBY — They are not laughing at me, they
are laughing at you.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
address his comments through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — Last week I had the great
pleasure of visiting the Presentation Sisters holiday
accommodation in Balnarring. I was joined by the
member for Hastings, and I announced that gas would
be extended — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
issue I raise is one of relevance. The question was quite
specific and concerned the government’s broken
promise to connect natural gas to Avoca. I ask the
minister to address the question of natural gas and
Avoca.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is far too early in the
minister’s answer for me to make a judgment about
where he is going with his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — Last week we announced gas to
Balnarring Beach, Balnarring, Somers, Merricks Beach
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and St Andrews Beach — 2800 households. That is not
bad.
On Tuesday morning of this week I joined the members
for Seymour, Gembrook and Evelyn in beautiful Yarra
Glen, magnificent Yarra Glen, to turn the first sod on
the Yarra Ranges proposal, which joins eight towns to
natural gas — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I
again raise the issue of relevance. The question was
very specific. It was about the government’s broken
promise to connect natural gas to Avoca. We do not
want a litany of the government’s other broken
promises where it has connected no towns to natural
gas. It has made a litany of promises. The question was
specifically about Avoca, and I ask you to bring the
minister back to that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I cannot direct the
minister to answer the question in exactly the way that
would suit the member for South-West Coast. In
answering the question the minister can canvass issues
relating to the same topic, which he is doing. I allow the
Minister for State and Regional Development to
continue.
Mr BRUMBY — In reference to this program —
and I made the point in the Yarra Ranges on Tuesday
morning — on average there will be a saving of around
$1000 per household from natural gas. With the Yarra
Ranges, 6000 households will save $1000 a year, so
each year there is $6 million more in disposable income
going into that area because of this program. This is a
sensational program.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — What do you want? Do you want
us to bid?
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is far too high, and I particularly ask the member for
Mulgrave to cease his continual commentary on
question time.
Mr BRUMBY — It is a good program. We
promised $70 million at the last election; we put
$70 million in the first budget; we said we would tender
in 2004; we said we would commence work in 2005 —
that is exactly what is happening.

Tenix: defence contract
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
to the Minister for State and Regional Development.
Can the minister update the house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition and the Minister for the Arts to be quiet and
allow the member for Derrimut to ask his question.
Mr LANGUILLER — My relevant question is to
the Minister for State and Regional Development. Can
the minister update the house on the status of the
federal government’s tender for air warfare destroyers
and this government’s most recent initiatives to secure
this important contract for Victoria?

One of the opposition spokespersons the other day — a
member in another place — put out a press release with
a list of 23 towns on it, alleging that these were towns
the government had promised to connect to natural gas.
You cannot find that press release on the Liberal
Party’s web site today because it has been removed.
Why has it been removed? Because most of the factual
information was totally wrong. In many of the towns
listed in the opposition’s press release about broken
promises and no gas the trenches are being dug at the
moment.

Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I thank the member for Derrimut for
his question and his strong support of this project. This
morning I was pleased to join with Paul Salteri from
Tenix in releasing all the elements of the Tenix
Williamstown bid, which is of course Victoria’s plan to
win this $6 billion air warfare destroyer (AWD)
contract. The announcement today followed my
meeting in Canberra on Tuesday with the federal
defence minister, Senator Robert Hill. I can only say
that that was a very productive and positive meeting.

It is true that in some areas we went out to tender and
no bids were received.

Victoria has by far the most competitive bid. We have
the right plan; we have significant project support; and
we have the right partners, the right suppliers and the
right skills base. We have created planning certainty;
we have union support, with a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) that has been signed by Tenix
and the unions; we have a plan to minimise risk and

Dr Napthine — What about Avoca?
Mr BRUMBY — There were no bids received. This
government did not privatise the gas industry. It is a
private industry. You put it out for tender, and there are
no bids — —
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generate the best value for money; and we have the
commitment to win this project.
As members are aware, this is the biggest defence
project — a $6 billion project — undertaken in
Australia since the $7 billion Anzac frigate project.
That is still today successfully being delivered by Tenix
at Williamstown. This AWD project will deliver
2200 direct jobs. Another 700 jobs will be created in
supply chains. If we are successful it will inject more
than $2 billion into the Victorian economy, with around
80 per cent of the project’s manufacturing component
being undertaken by Tenix Williamstown and its
Victorian suppliers.
At the announcement today we put all of the pieces of
the plan together for the final announcement. I was
advised by Senator Hill on Tuesday that the federal
government is on track for a decision on this matter by
the end of May, and we understand of course that the
recommendations from the defence matériel
organisation will come up to the minister in the very
near future.
The package that we announced today from a Victorian
government point of view is very substantial. It
includes: doubling the module hall size, where ship
sections are built, to 170 metres, because that is about
the length of the ships being built; new panel
fabrication and blast and paint facilities; general
grounds, pier and dredging works to enable the
assembly and launch of destroyers; access to large
equipment needed for the project, including a heavy-lift
mobile crane; provision for a new floating dock if that
is required for the bigger American ship; the signing of
an MOU, as I have said, between the government,
Tenix and all the associated unions; and, as we have
previously announced, $22 million for the College of
Shipbuilding and Marine Design. That is a significant
level of support, and it is significant because this is a
huge project.
It is important not just for Williamstown but for the
whole state. If we are successful with this, as the lead
shipbuilder, more than 600 suppliers across Victoria
will benefit. It is an enormous project. In the south-east
alone — and I was in Dandenong last Friday morning
for a breakfast — 250 suppliers would be part of this
arrangement. In the western and inner western suburbs,
there would be 100 to 150 suppliers; in the north and
inner northern suburbs 50 to 100; in the east and
north-eastern suburbs, 50 to 100; and in regional
Victoria, something like 50 suppliers. This is a huge
project for Victoria and for Australia.
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There is absolutely no doubt that the Victorian Tenix
bid — because the facilities are there at Williamstown
they do not have to be rebuilt at ASC in Adelaide or at
the greenfields site — is hundreds of millions of dollars
more cost effective than any of the other bids. On
value-for-money grounds there is no doubt that this is
the superior bid. We also believe that this is the best bid
in the national interest, because it will ensure that going
forward there are a number of strategic and viable
shipbuilding yards across Australia. So from a strategic
and value-for-money perspective, it is also very much
in the national interest.
We enjoy a high degree of bipartisan support on this
project. It is an important project for the state. We have
lodged the final bids. As I said, today we outlined the
final elements of the Victorian package, which are
substantial indeed.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I am pleased to
make a brief contribution on the Justice Legislation
(Amendment) Bill. The bill contains three main
elements: it facilitates the provision of alternative
dispute resolution programs by Victoria Legal Aid —
that is, conferencing and mediation; it enables the
Attorney-General to table Victorian Law Reform
Commission reports outside parliamentary sitting days;
and it makes some changes to the introduction of
universal standard time in Victoria.
In terms of the alternative dispute resolution provisions,
legal disputes can be hugely costly and time
consuming. The adversarial system is not necessarily
the way to resolve disputes, so alternative methods can
obviously be less costly and can lead to better
outcomes. Not all disputes need to go through the
adversarial court system. Negotiated or mediated
outcomes are the way of the future for a lot of disputes.
They have already been working well for a number of
years in the Family Court, which saves huge amounts
of money, time and stress.
My experience with mediation is not through legal aid
but as a local councillor when town planning disputes
cropped up. Such disputes are often taken to a tribunal
such as the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
to be determined, but as councillors we tried to head
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those off with mediation to try to get the parties
together to air their grievances and settle disputes.
Dr Napthine — Over a pizza!
Mr LOCKWOOD — There was never, ever a
pizza, no. I don’t eat pizza, thank you very much!
Those processes often worked well. They saved all
parties concerned lots of time — many months, perhaps
a year or so — and lots of money by not having to go
through legal proceedings before a tribunal. It was not
always easy to get a resolution, of course, and quite
often the process ended with no resolution at all and the
matter still proceeded to an adversarial hearing.
Mediation certainly produces positive outcomes in a lot
of cases, and I think it is worth while.
The bill will amend the Legal Aid Act to allow for the
delivery of alternative dispute resolution programs such
as the round table dispute management service that
works so well in family law.
There are strict confidentiality provisions to ensure that
the issues aired in discussions are not to be used as
evidence in court cases or used outside those processes.
They are also protected from freedom of
information — that is, there is no way people can gain
access to the information. This obviously builds up a
level of trust and confidence in the process so that
people can put down their goals and say what they are
prepared to give and take in those processes. Such
documents or evidence will not be admissible as
evidence in courts of law outside the processes. Also,
limited immunity is provided for conference
chairpersons — that is, those people who chair the
alternative dispute resolution processes will have some
access to immunity.
The bill provides that Victorian Law Reform
Commission reports or interim reports will be able to be
tabled when Parliament is not actually sitting. Checks
and balances are provided, in that the clerks of both
houses are required to notify all members as soon as
possible that the reports are available and the reports
retain privilege as if they were tabled on a sitting day. It
is a reasonable thing to allow such reports not to be held
onto if Parliament is in recess over a period — not that
we have had much recess so far this year.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr LOCKWOOD — Or no lengthy recesses — a
couple of weeks at a time. If Parliament is in recess for
several months, it is reasonable to make such reports
available and not hold onto them for a lengthy period. I
note that the opposition has an objection to this
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provision, but I do not agree with that. Concerns of
members of the opposition about not being represented
on the commission are nonsense. There is no intention
to hide reports under a bush, as has been suggested. The
reports will still be effectively tabled and will be able to
be discussed as any other tabled report when Parliament
is next in session, or indeed in public. The bill provides
flexibility not to hold onto a report until Parliament sits,
and the checks and balances will definitely be present.
On coordinated universal time, the change is purely
technical — to replace Greenwich Mean Time.
Coordinated universal time, based on atomic clocks, is
most commonly used. Given the use of technology
these days, with rapid communication and computers,
we now need to count in nanoseconds, and that has
indeed been happening for a number of years. That
provision is a technicality, in a sense, but it is right to
officially measure in coordinated universal time instead
of Greenwich Mean Time. Otherwise, if the right
timescale is not being used at either end, we might, for
example, have transferred money arriving before it was
sent. All the states of Australia are committed to
implementing coordinated universal time by
1 September 2005, before daylight saving starts again
later this year. As I said, this reflects catching up with
the computer age, as we must in all walks of life.
The bill is consistent with government objectives of
protecting legal rights and promoting confidence in a
just, responsive and accessible legal system. It is in line
with key principles of the justice statement, identifying
the value of alternative dispute resolution systems and
providing accessible and efficient justice for all
Victorians. That has been consistent through all the
justice bills that members have been debating in the
house this week and in previous weeks. It is the purpose
of the government to make the justice system accessible
and make it work properly and efficiently by various
productive means such as those provided for by the bill.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — This is a small but
important piece of legislation. As I indicated in remarks
earlier today, we are very fortunate in this country to
have a justice system in which we can have a great deal
of confidence. These pieces of legislation may be small,
but any move that enhances the delivery of justice in
this state and nation certainly has my support.
As the previous speaker indicated, there are essentially
three elements to the bill. The first relates to alternative
dispute resolution. This has my very strong support,
because I am a great believer in the fact that there is a
much better way of settling disputes than the far more
costly way of litigation. Litigation is costly not only to
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the litigants but to the state. There is a huge emotional
cost to the parties engaged in litigation, because under
the adversarial system that we have in the courts one
side has to be right and one wrong, and that is not
helpful to reaching a situation that both parties can walk
away from knowing that there is some common ground
and there has been a reasonable solution.
I am impressed with the figures that show that
something like 90 per cent or more of disputes that go
to the alternative dispute resolution process can be
satisfactorily resolved without going through the far
more expensive litigation process. There are some very
strong arguments for our encouraging mediation and
alternative dispute resolution. For that element alone I
consider the legislation important.
The second element of the bill provides for a change
from Greenwich Mean Time to coordinated universal
time. I do not pretend to understand the details of it. I
note that a national agreement has been signed off by
the commonwealth and all the state governments. For
that reason alone we in this Parliament are obliged to
support the provision — that is, because it has national
support, approval and consent.
The third element of the bill again is relatively minor
but equally important. It allows the Attorney-General to
table interim or full reports from the Victorian Law
Reform Commission when Parliament is in recess. The
speaker who preceded me indicated that Parliament is
not often in recess. My understanding is that as we
sometimes have, for example, three or four weeks at a
time between one meeting of the house and the next,
the bill enables the Attorney-General to table a report
from the Victorian Law Reform Commission that
comes in at that time and for members to be notified.
The good work that the Law Reform Commission does
then becomes available to the general public. It is
important that those reports be in the hands of members
and, through members, the public as soon as it is
possible to do so. For those reasons, I support the
legislation and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — As other speakers have
mentioned, this bill has three main components, which
might at first seem to be rather strange bedfellows.
Firstly, it amends the Legal Aid Act 1978 to recognise
alternative dispute resolution procedures as well as
those traditionally considered part of the justice system.
Secondly, it changes the Summer Time Act 1972 and
the Supreme Court Act 1986 to allow for the use in
Victoria of coordinated universal time rather than
Greenwich Mean Time. Finally, it modifies the
Victorian Law Reform Commission Act 2000 to enable
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the tabling of Victorian Law Reform Commission
reports when Parliament is not in session.
What links these three apparently disparate aims? It is
the desire of the Bracks government to ensure that
Victorian legislation is fresh, relevant and fair and that
no obscure anomaly of forgotten law shall get in the
way of good government. Perhaps it is my background
as a former public servant for 17 years, or there again
perhaps it is because I hail from a country where
excellence in public administration is not given the
attention it properly deserves, but I have rather a
fondness for apparently dry-as-dust administrative bills
such as this.
As I mentioned in the debate last year on the Electoral
Legislation (Amendment) Bill, this is one of those
housekeeping administrative bills that do not excite
much interest in the press — it is not sexy and nobody
seems to understand what it is all about. But, as I also
said last year, such bills are the bricks and mortar of our
democracy and underpin the whole parliamentary
process. If anyone does not believe me, try living for a
while in a country where the administration is subject to
the whim of government officials and ministers rather
than the rule of law and precedent.
The amendments to the Legal Aid Act are of great
consequence, given the changes that have been made in
other areas of the justice system to allow for alternative
dispute resolution programs. The Children and Young
Persons (Koori Court) Act 2004, which I spoke on last
year, comes to mind. That act was part of the Bracks
government’s commitment to giving greater
participation to the Aboriginal community in the
sentencing process of the Children’s Court in order to
achieve more culturally appropriate sentences for
young Aboriginal people. In place of the traditional
Magistrates Court, the so-called Koori courts deliver
justice in a less culturally alienating way to Aboriginal
people.
The Bracks government has a commendable record of
achievement in setting up alternative dispute resolution
programs such as these, and they have proved highly
popular and effective. It is therefore of critical
importance that other areas of legislation are kept in
line with these improvements to the justice system.
Turning to the third part of this bill, the amendment that
it makes to the Victorian Law Reform Commission
Act 2000 will enable the Attorney-General to table
Victorian Law Reform Commission reports when
Parliament is in recess. This will enable a more timely
release of VLRC reports, and will mean that

PARLIAMENTARY ADMINISTRATION BILL
688

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 21 April 2005

recommendations can be considered in the context of
national law reform.

include the round table dispute settlement service
currently offered by VLA, and it supports this bill.

My favourite part of this bill, however, is the
amendment it makes to the Summer Time Act to
replace Greenwich Mean Time with coordinated
universal time — though I have to admit it is not
without a touch of sadness that I say goodbye to GMT.
Greenwich time was born of the search for a method of
determining longitude on long ocean voyages.
Members may perhaps recall the story of John Harrison
and his marine chronometer, which feature in the
best-selling book Longitude by Dava Sobel, later made
into a film. If you read this book, you will see that the
history of GMT was very much tied up with the
discovery and exploration of Australia by Captain
James Cook and by Dutch adventurers seeking spices
and other exotic goods from the East. However, this
government cannot allow nostalgia to get in the way of
scientific progress, and I am sure that John Harrison
himself would be the first to embrace the benefits that
moving to coordinated universal time will bring. I
commend the bill to the house.

As I have outlined, the bill has a very good process for
allowing the tabling of reports. While the bill is not
very lengthy, I am aware that there are other bills to
speak on, so I will make this a very brief contribution.

Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is with great
pleasure that I add my contribution on the Justice
Legislation (Amendment) Bill. The bill in its aim has
three main objectives. Firstly, it will facilitate the
delivery by Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) of alternative
dispute resolution programs such as the round table
dispute management service by providing a clear
legislative structure within which the programs can
operate. Secondly, the bill will allow the tabling of
Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) reports
when Parliament is not in session. As all members
know, Parliament sits a certain number of days per year
but certainly does not sit every day of the year or every
week of the year. This provision will allow those
reports to be tabled while Parliament is not sitting.
Thirdly, the bill will enable the introduction of
coordinated universal time in Victoria, replacing
Greenwich Mean Time. I am personally a little bit sad
that we have to replace Greenwich Mean Time with an
expression such as coordinated universal time;
however, I can go with the flow, so to speak — —
Ms Delahunty — It’s time!
Mr LANGDON — That is a fair comment: it is
time. I take up the interjection; it is a relevant time to
leave Greenwich and go to universal time. The bill
amends quite a few other acts of Parliament. It will
amend the Legal Aid Act 1978 to facilitate the
provision of alternative dispute resolution programs,
again by Victoria Legal Aid. As I have said, they

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HELPER
(Ripon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PARLIAMENTARY ADMINISTRATION
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 April; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Parliamentary Administration
Bill. The administration of the Parliament is something
which I have followed very closely. In the last
Parliament, from 1999 to 2002, I sat on the House
Committee. Perhaps in the beginning it was not what I
expected, but it turned out to be a most enjoyable
committee to sit on, and I know places on that
committee are very highly valued and sought after.
Some of the things that were talked about during the
time I was on the House Committee have come to
fruition in this bill.
Members may be aware that the administration of
Parliament has been reviewed through the One
Parliament project, which was led by the presiding
officers. May I congratulate the presiding officers of
both the Assembly and the Council on supporting that
project, because indeed we are one Parliament and
should be viewed as one Parliament. We are the
Parliament of Victoria, regardless of whether we sit in
the Assembly or the Council.
The thrust of this bill is that it reduces the number of
parliamentary departments from five to three.
Restructuring in any workplace — and in my previous
life before Parliament I was involved in many
workplace restructures — comes with some degree of
angst. However, to put minds at rest, the member for
Mornington alluded to some sort of conspiracy here.
The member for Mornington, as we all know, is in the
sunset of his parliamentary career — indeed the sun is
setting below the horizon — and is perhaps not
concentrating as much as he used to. He did have a
glorious career. He was a Minister for Transport in a
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government that was disgraced, but he did that job to
the best of his ability. Perhaps now his mind is turning
to other things, because there is certainly no conspiracy
by the present government to reduce the number of
entitlements available to the opposition.
In this Parliament we all have much the same
entitlements. There are a few extra entitlements, as the
Deputy Leader of The Nationals would know — he is
the beneficiary of one of the extra entitlements, a car
and a driver, I believe — but all parties have the same
entitlements. There is no conspiracy. The next election
will not be fought on resources or lack of resources; it
will be fought on policies. My suggestion to The
Nationals and to the Liberal Party is to concentrate on
the policies, not the resources. Go out there to the
community and do the work. That is how you will be
judged, not by whether you have two electorate officers
or a car and a driver. It is about policies. That is my
advice to them.
I will return to the bill. This bill will provide a more
modern outline and administrative process for
Parliament and improve its structure, including its
governance structure. It will streamline the employment
arrangements for parliamentary officers and ensure that
these arrangements fit in with a modern workplace
model in public services. The bill will replace the
Parliamentary Officers Act but will retain its key
provisions.
There has been a lot of consultation on this bill with the
presiding officers and the heads of the three
departments. The Parliamentary Officers Act 1975 was
significantly outdated. I do not wear the same clothes
that I wore in 1975 — heaven help us if I went around
in platform shoes and flared pants. Neither are the 1975
workplace arrangements suitable in 2005. Thirty years
later it is time the act was updated. The public service
has undergone significant change in those 30 years. It
has not kept pace in respect of employment
arrangements. The minister at the table, the Minister for
the Arts, is I know a big fan of flared pants and
platform shoes, but I no longer wear them and it is
fitting that this bill should reflect modern days. The
platform shoes did not help — I still was not very tall.
The administrative arrangements will assist in
providing more efficient and effective services to
members of Parliament and the broader public. It is
through those services that members will be able to
develop policy — it is not through extra resources. It is
through better arrangements.
Thirdly, the bill is consistent with the aims and
objectives of the Public Administration Act 2004 that
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ensures good governance. It should be based on
integrity, impartiality and accountability in the public
sector.
The number of departments is going to be reduced from
five to three. The department heads that will remain are
the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly for the
Department of the Legislative Assembly, the Clerk of
the Legislative Council for the Department of the
Legislative Council and the Secretary of the
Department of Parliamentary Services for the
Department of Parliamentary Services. The clerks will
continue to be appointed in the same manner by the
Governor in Council as they are now. Their
remuneration will be determined by the Governor in
Council in accordance with the Constitution Act 1975.
I just want to talk about the clear lines of accountability
for the department heads. They are responsible to the
relevant Presiding Officer for the management of the
relevant department. They are not subject to direction in
the exercise of their employment powers but rather
must act independently. In my time in Parliament I
have never seen it any other way. The parliamentary
department heads have always acted with a great deal
of independence and impartiality, and I congratulate
them for that. We see daily in this chamber the
trickle-down effect of that good governance. We see it
in the dining room when we eat. We see it with the
attendants in the chamber — and what a great job they
do for us.
We also see it in the beautiful gardens. I walk in the
gardens almost every day Parliament is sitting — they
are second to none. I would advise those who would
rather sit in their offices and talk about conspiracy
theories to take a breath of fresh air every now and
again and walk in those gardens and enjoy their beauty.
We see it in the library — we go in there wanting facts
and figures and they are provided to us in a snap. Every
day people in this chamber, in the gardens and the
library act with a great deal of impartiality and integrity,
and I commend them for that.
The other key features that have been retained are the
provisions creating the office of the Clerk of the
Parliament and the employment of electorate officers. I
am sure it does not matter whether it is the opposition
spokesman at the table or the Deputy Leader of The
Nationals or members on this side of the chamber —
we all depend a great deal on our electorate officers in
our day-to-day work. We cannot pay them enough —
they are us when we are not there. I commend them on
their work.
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This is a good bill. Its key features are about
responsiveness, integrity, impartiality, accountability,
respect and leadership. As I said before, those who
want to talk about conspiracy theories should get out
and clear their heads in those beautiful gardens. Take a
walk, come back and do not think about conspiracies;
think about working on policy, getting out there, talking
to people, seeing what they want, seeing if your policies
are right, because that is what will win the next
election. I am confident this side of the house has those
policies and not the policy-free zone on the other side.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to support this bill, the
purpose of which is to create a modern structure for and
ensure the good governance of the Victorian
Parliament. I would not suggest for one moment that
the Victorian Parliament is presently being
administered in anything other than a strictly efficient
and honourable manner. I am also confident of the
integrity of our parliamentary officers, and I commend
them on their excellent work and devotion to duty over
the years.
However, we live in a changing world and Parliament
must react to change and reform along with the rest of
the world. The Parliamentary Officers Act 1975, which
presently governs the conduct of parliamentary
employees, is now 30 years old. It is outdated and does
not now adequately deal with modern-day
parliamentary employment arrangements. In particular
the 1975 act, which this bill amends, was based on the
employment arrangements applying in the public
service of the day, arrangements that have now changed
considerably
This is a highly important bill in that it will determine
the future structure of parliamentary administration. It
will also regulate the creation of parliamentary
departments, the appointment of parliamentary officers
and their transfer from one position to another.
Importantly it also unequivocally sets out the values
and standards of integrity to be displayed by
parliamentary officers when carrying out their duties. It
also specifies new principles that will ensure that merit
and equity are uppermost considerations when it comes
to recruiting parliamentary employees. Of course there
is no point in fixing something that is not broken, and
where the existing provisions of the 1975 act are still
appropriate they have been left intact. So the bill retains
the existing appointment mechanism for the department
heads of the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly; the existing process for dealing with
misconduct by a department head; and the current
process for employing electorate officers.
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The provisions of this bill are consistent with the
Bracks government’s philosophy of good governance
within the public sector as expressed in the Public
Administration Act 2004. The bill will contribute to the
integrity, impartiality and accountability of
employment in the public sector. This bill will provide
an up-to-date organisational structure with modern
employment conditions for parliamentary officers that
recognise the immense value and quality of their work.
As well as modifying the 1975 Parliamentary Officers
Act, this bill makes minor changes, mostly of a
consequential nature, to several other acts. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I welcome the
opportunity to make a contribution on the
Parliamentary Administration Bill, particularly from the
perspective of a member of the House Committee. This
bill comes out of the One Parliament project, so it has a
number of features. It replaces the Parliamentary
Officers Act 1975, and it introduces governance
arrangements and, very importantly, modern
employment principles and arrangements.
As has been pointed out by other speakers, the bill
retains the current three heads of the parliamentary
departments, and I will comment on that in a moment.
It also makes provision for a new joint investigatory
committee on electoral matters. This bill, as I said,
retains the three departmental heads — the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly, the Clerk of the Legislative
Council and the Secretary of the Department of
Parliamentary Services. That is down from the former
five, when we also had both the Parliamentary
Librarian and the Editor of Hansard, who were
regarded as departmental heads. As we have for some
time collapsed the number of Victorian government
departments, I do not think we could justify having five
departments in the Parliament of Victoria.
I had the opportunity to meet the chief executive officer
of the Queensland Parliament a couple of years ago
when we were looking at employment arrangements.
The Queensland Parliament has one departmental
head — the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly — who
is also the chief executive officer of the Parliament.
That is obviously easier in a unicameral system. We
have to have three departmental heads in the Victorian
Parliament, because it is important that we maintain the
independence of each house. Indeed that is why it is
important that the Clerk of either house can be removed
only by the Governor in Council after a proper
investigation. It would not be appropriate to have
members, in the heat and cut and thrust of proceedings,
making that decision. You have to give the clerks
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protection and the capacity to provide fearless advice to
the presiding officers and members of the day.
However, when it comes to the Department of
Parliamentary Services, this bill places the secretary on
much more of a business footing with much more
professional arrangements. The members of the House
Committee went through a situation a few years ago
where, in examining the employment of a former head,
we found to our surprise that there were difficulties
with the existing legislation. It is much more
appropriate to see the Secretary of the Department of
Parliamentary Services as a modern-day chief executive
officer rather than as a secretary of the House
Committee, as occurred a number of years ago.
The opposition wants to see a conspiracy in all this, but
in my 17 years experience in this place it has always
been the Labor side of the house when in government
that has treated the Parliament professionally and as a
modern and independent institution. A member
opposite shakes his head, but the generation of
members before me did not even have electorate
offices. They operated out of their own homes, and at
best they had part-time staff. The attitude of the Premier
of the day, Sir Henry Bolte, was that giving members
offices in Parliament House only provided them with
places where they could congregate and plot! That is
not the way to allow people to operate professionally.
It has been our side of politics that has done things such
as introducing a separate parliamentary appropriation
bill. Previously the budget for this place was simply
part of the state budget. We are the ones who
introduced budgets for members of Parliament — and
some of the older members still refer to that amendment
as part B. That was brought in under a previous Labor
government by Speaker Coghill. It recognised that we
needed to operate professionally as members of
Parliament and that we should have the capacity to set
our own personal budgets, priorities and spending
decisions.
For the House Committee to assume responsibility for
the Library Committee makes sense in my view, and
hopefully at a policy level it could lead to a greater
coordination between information technology, which is
a function of the House Committee, and the library
itself. There is obviously a great correlation there, and
we find as members of the House Committee and the
IT subcommittee that there at times when we are
delving into matters that belong to the Library
Committee. So I see a lot of sense in having the two
under the one roof. With those comments I am pleased
to support the bill.
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Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also very pleased
to contribute to this very important debate and speak in
support of the bill that is before us — that is, the
Parliamentary Administration Bill. As other speakers
have noted, this is an important bill, and in my eyes it is
another example of the Bracks government’s
commitment to the good governance of the state of
Victoria — in this case the good governance of the
Parliament of Victoria.
The Bracks government is committed to ensuring that
this Parliament operates efficiently and effectively, not
only to the benefit of members of Parliament and the
employees and officers of Parliament but also to the
ultimate benefit of all Victorian citizens. As we have
heard from a number of speakers, this bill provides for
a modern structure in the way the Parliament of
Victoria is managed and administered. Parliament is
like any other organisation in that it must continually
examine the way it operates and administers itself in the
modern world — on this occasion in the year 2005. In
doing this it must ensure that it operates in an efficient
and effective manner.
This is an important bill because it will provide for
more modern administration. For example, it outlines
clearly in black and white the employment
arrangements for officers of the Parliament. Importantly
this bill has been introduced in full consultation with
presiding officers and parliamentary department heads.
That full consultation is a hallmark of the Bracks
government over the last five or six years. I am not
surprised to see that that hallmark — ensuring full
consultation takes place — has continued with this bill.
This is good legislation. It will improve the operation of
the house for many years to come, not only for us as
members of Parliament, presiding officers, other
employees and officers who work in this house but for
the people of Victoria. Therefore I would like to wish
this bill a very speedy passage through the house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I would be pleased if
the member for Geelong could get on the phone and get
a few more speakers, but I — —
Mr Walsh — Is that a hint?
Mr LANGDON — It could be a hint. It is my great
pleasure to add my contribution to the debate on the
Parliamentary Administration Bill. This is the first time
since the original 1975 legislation, the Parliamentary
Officers Act, was passed that it has been amended or
replaced.
I have a very short notation of how many governments
have passed in the state and federally since that time. If
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my memory serves me correctly, since 1975 in this
state there has been the Hamer government, the
Thompson government, the Cain government, the
Kirner government, the Kennett government and the
Bracks government. Federally there has been the
Whitlam government, the Fraser government, the
Hawke government, the Keating government and the
Howard government. That perhaps indicates that it is
time to change and update the original legislation, so I
am more than pleased to support this new bill, which
replaces the existing Parliamentary Officers Act 1975.
It has been 30 years since the last bill, and the
Parliamentary Administration Bill creates a modern
framework to ensure good governance of the
Parliament of Victoria. It was fascinating to listen to
some of the speakers before me — for example, the
member for Preston — outlining the history of
Parliament. At one stage members of Parliament had no
parliamentary officers and a very small budget. I have
heard — and again I could be corrected — that Sir
Henry Bolte, for example, did not want members of
Parliament outside Parliament. He wanted them here so
he could keep an eye on them and shout them drinks.
Whether that is true or not, one could say he was
successful, being the longest serving Premier of this
state. Keeping an eye on members and shouting them
drinks occasionally certainly worked for him.
But lots of things have changed since that time. I know
that since 1996, during my time in Parliament, the
request for assistance has certainly increased. I do not
think that is just because I have sold myself out there to
the electorate. I think that members of the public — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LANGDON — I could spend countless hours
listing the things I have done in my electorate that have
not created problems, but I realise that would be
straying from the bill, so I will keep to its narrow
nature. The member for Preston outlined, for example,
the history of how Parliament’s and members’
resources have increased. This bill obviously reflects
that, and it is an important aspect. In passing I might
say that we have all become busier, and I do not think it
is a bad thing that the public now knows what members
of Parliament are there for and that we can be used in
that sense. This bill obviously assists us as members of
Parliament to manage it, so it reflects on the Parliament
itself. I realise that the opposition has raised concerns
regarding the Parliamentary Library — and I do not
want to dwell on that — but I do not believe this
government or this Parliament is part of a conspiracy
against the library or anyone within the library.
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I also take the opportunity — I know many people have
mentioned it in passing as well — to say that the staff
of this Parliament are exemplary in their efforts to
appease and assist us as members. I know the
attendants in this house, and I have never had any
difficulty with any of them. I think they do an
outstanding job. Sometimes I wish they were paid a bit
better, but that is a budgetary issue.
Basically this bill outlines what we can do to assist
Parliament. The bill contains provisions that specify the
administrative structure of the Victorian Parliament,
including the creation of departments. Is that a bad
thing? It is about the employment of parliamentary
officers and the transfer of employees. Again, is that a
bad thing? It elaborates new parliamentary officer
values that indicate the standards expected of
parliamentary officers. Is that a bad thing? Should we
not have expectations of our officers? It also contains
employment principles that outline the required
processes of merit and equity in parliamentary
employment. That would certainly not be considered a
bad thing by any stretch of the imagination. The
provision to retain the appointment process for the
department heads of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly would certainly not be
considered a bad thing, and neither would the provision
to retain the process for dealing with possible
misconduct by a department head. We would hope that
this would never occur, but again that process is not a
bad thing.
The provision enabling regulations to be made to cater
for disciplinary action in relation to parliamentary
officers — we do not want to go down that path —
clarifies quite a few things. I was here to listen to the
member for Preston talk about the employment of
electorate officers. As he pointed out, we go back to a
period when we did not have electorate officers. I
know, being a former electorate officer myself, that
members had two electorate officers, which went down
to one, and now they have gone up to two again. My
office, for example, is very busy dealing with all the
work involved in servicing the electorate. So this bill in
that sense steps in the right direction. I am well aware
that there are other members willing to speak on this
bill, and I am more than pleased to let them do so. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the bill and
oppose the amendment, as a member of this house who
has had the experience of coming in here when the
resources in the system were completely different. I
have seen many changes. When I started my career
here we did not even have fax machines. They were a
novelty; you had to buy one yourself. There were no
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allowances for that. Nothing was happening in that
field. It was a new development. A group of us from
both sides of the house got together and purchased our
first computers. It was considered outrageous that we
had a member of the Liberal Party at the time
organising all the computers for both sides of the house.
We have come a long way, and the changes in this
legislation are needed.
One of the things that members need to do is keep up
with the changing world, and I think this bill brings
some of those changes about and modernises the
legislation to clarify in modern-day language how the
Parliament is run, how the staff are to be treated and
what their titles and positions are. This is a very
important part of the process. I do not want to reminisce
too much about the past and what happened then.
However, one has to realise that when computers were
introduced by the Parliament to members in their areas
and into this place, the upper house had Apple
Macintosh computers and the Assembly had IBM
computers. They could not talk to each other because
they were not compatible. That is because it was simply
driven by some members. So all those things need to be
modernised by having a structure in place for the
administration and functioning of the Parliament.
As a member of the Library Committee I am certainly
not concerned that this will diminish the position of the
library or its importance in this Parliament. Our library
here can be commended. It is at the forefront of
information technology. It was the first to introduce
computers and train members to use them. I remember
that no-one actually bothered to go into the library to
look at the Internet and do any searches on it until we
discovered that certain contracts to do with the selling
of electricity power stations were on the Internet, freely
available. Yet the government and the Treasurer at the
time withheld them from the opposition, claiming
business confidentiality. From thereon in, when that
announcement came out, every member went into the
library to learn how to operate computers and search
the Internet.
Our library, I am sure, will retain that respect and
continue to be at the forefront of IT developments. It
will continue to be needed and used by members from
both sides of the house, including the Independents. It
is the nature of librarians and libraries that they assist
the public. I do not see that there is any reason to fear
that changing the name or title, or whatever the case
may be, will make any difference to the operation of the
library, to the way future governments will fund and
support it or to the way the presiding officers will view
its importance. The members will let them know that
the resources of the library are quite valuable to every
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member of this house, regardless of which side they are
on and whether they are in government or opposition.
There is always a need to do independent research and
have the assistance of the library in that sort of work. I
find that part of no concern and it will continue, I feel
quite relaxed about that.
The bill clarifies and puts into modern language the
administration of the Legislative Assembly and
Legislative Council departments. It also clarifies job
descriptions and puts them in modern language, which
is very important as well. I have seen numerous
changes of staff here as people have retired and new
people have been employed. It is important that they
know in this modern day when they are applying for a
job what is expected of them and what the position is. I
believe that those items are quite important to all of us
so that we all have an understanding of them.
As I said earlier, the staff here are always courteous at
all levels in assisting members. Sometimes members
are not as courteous to staff, such as the Hansard staff. I
have seen many a time where people do not even say
good morning to the Hansard staff because they see
them as just part of the service. I can go back to the
days when we used to have Christmas parties with the
Hansard staff. All those nice civil things have really
slipped away. With the departmental reorganisation I
think some of those things will be established in their
right place and position once again. It is important that
we work together in this place, particularly when we
are sitting late and there is a strain on our staff. I recall
we had to suspend a sitting for a while because one of
our clerks was taken ill as a result of the stress and long
hours we had been working. It was inconsiderate of the
house at the time to do that.
So again this gives people resources; it gives them
legislation. It clarifies and recognises positions, and I
am sure that is why the bill was brought before this
house. It is part of the process that is now taking place
to modernise and modify the operations of the
Parliament. It could go even further — for instance, our
maintenance team has been left behind. They are across
the road and in the park, which is a long way away
from their place of work and the work that needs to be
done. This building needs continuous maintenance.
Various sections of people work here — whether it is
the garden people or the building maintenance people.
There is work that requires people to be hands on all the
time. There is the shifting of furniture, replacement of
light globes or power points. We certainly need more
people in those positions.
I hope the legislation allows for in-house maintenance
people, because it makes it easier to understand where
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things are. In my previous life I was a maintenance
supervisor at Monsanto Chemicals I found when
outside hired labour came in that I had to promote my
fitters and turners into leading hands so they could
show the hired labour the plant and how to find the
equipment. I think a similar thing would happen here,
because you need all of that experience. When I was a
councillor in Keilor our long-time maintenance
plumber left. I found out that nobody knew where the
taps were for the football ground, because there were
no drawings. The contractor spent half a day looking
for the taps.

governance within the Victorian public sector with an
emphasis on integrity, impartiality and accountability.

It is important that this legislation modernises the
process, and I commend the bill to the house.

There are a number of key areas of the bill. Briefly, and
in summary, it will address the number of departments
and department heads and retain particular key features,
some of which I have outlined already. I think it is
worth repeating that there are some essential public
service qualities in this state, including responsiveness,
integrity, impartiality, accountability, respect and
leadership. This bill adequately addresses each of those,
and I have no hesitation in supporting it today.

Mr HARKNESS (Frankston) — It is with a lot of
pleasure that I rise to speak on the bill before us today,
the Parliamentary Administration Bill. I would like to
make a few brief comments in contributing to the bill.
First and foremost it is yet another example of the
Bracks government’s commitment to good governance
here in Victoria, and in this particular case to the
Parliament of Victoria. The Bracks government is
particularly committed to ensuring that this Parliament
operates as efficiently and effectively as possible to the
benefit of not only members of Parliament and all the
other individuals and organisations who make use of
this building and this Parliament on a daily basis but
also all Victorians.
The bill provides for a modern structure in the way that
Parliament is managed and administered. The
Parliament is like any other organisation in that it must
continually examine its administrative operations and
the effectiveness of the building.
I had the pleasure of escorting a group of Frankston
High School students around Parliament House, and
one of the observations made by the attendant was that
unlike many Parliaments around the world, this one is
particularly open. Members of the public can come and
sit on the seats in here during non-sitting weeks; they
can have open access; they can touch and feel all the
aspects. I think we are very lucky to have a Parliament
which operates as well as it does.
Clearly the Parliamentary Officers Act 1975 is
significantly outdated and needs review. It no longer
adequately addresses the employment arrangements
around the Parliament. The more modern
administrative arrangements outlined in the bill will
assist in providing more efficient and effective services
to members of Parliament and to the broader public.
The bill is consistent with the broad aims and objectives
of the Public Administration Act, ensuring good

The bill particularly outlines a more modern
administrative structure for the Parliament with
improved governance structures. It clearly outlines the
employment arrangements for parliamentary officers
and will ensure that these arrangements are more
consistent with modern employment arrangements for
the delivery of public services. The bill replaces the
Parliamentary Officers Act 1975 but will retain and
update the key provisions of that act.

Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank all members who have spoken on
the bill. There has been great agreement with it. I would
like to record those members: the members for
Richmond, Yuroke, Clayton, Preston, Geelong,
Ivanhoe, Keilor and Frankston — and I thank them for
their contributions.
Essentially this bill is about modernising the
administration of Parliament. It is probably well
overdue since the original act was introduced in 1975,
so this is a once-in-a-generation opportunity to bring
the operation and the administration of Parliament into
the new century.
Those of us who have been in this place for a while
have enjoyed reflecting on the changes that we have
seen in the Parliament over that time. I recall one
anecdote told to me by my predecessor about a former
member for Greensborough who was a member in the
days when there were no electorate offices and no
workers for MPs. This particular member made sure
that he always had a notebook and a pencil beside his
phone at home, and his wife took messages from his
constituents and wrote them down and made sure that
he dealt with them some time in the next few days. That
was what an MP did outside of Parliament. Now we
generally see electorate offices with two workers in
them and very modern equipment, and of course that
has come about because the public expects greater
accountability and greater access to MPs.
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I am sure it would not be the MPs who would be
complaining these days if we went back to operating
out of our private homes, it would be the public. That is
what has driven a lot of the changes that we have seen
over the last 30 years since this original act was put in
place.
As well as those changes to public expectations, we
have seen great changes in technology. We have seen
this particularly in the Parliamentary Library, which is a
very modern library where you can access through the
Internet all the information that you could possibly
want. I remember when I was first elected the advice
from some of the older members of Parliament was,
‘Don’t be seen in the library or your reputation could
well suffer. You don’t want to be seen as an academic
of some sort.’! So we have completely changed, and the
administration of Parliament quite clearly needs to
change to meet those changing circumstances.
What has not changed is the quality of the staff that we
have here in Parliament. They perform vital roles; ones
that keep this Parliament operating in an efficient
manner and often under difficult circumstances, with
late and long hours and sudden crises that have to be
dealt with, in changing circumstances and with
increasing staff, particularly in electorate offices.
I welcome this bill. I understand it has been drawn up in
consultation with staff, and that is good to see, because
it is essentially about people’s working conditions and
working lives, and it is important that they feel that it
reflects their needs and aspirations. I commend the bill
to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
the consideration of items on the government business
program has arrived, and I am required to put the
questions necessary for the passage of the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
The SPEAKER — Order! As the required
statement of intent has been made pursuant to
section 85(5)(c) of the Constitution Act 1975, the third
reading of the bill is required to be passed by an
absolute majority. As there is not an absolute majority
of the members of the house present, I ask the Clerk to
ring the bells

695

Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General); and
Mr BAILLIEU’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to —
(a) retain the provisions relating to the revocation of land at
Sandhurst; and
(b) take into account results of a comprehensive,
independent and public investigation into alternative
proposals which would avoid the alienation of public
parkland in relation to the proposed road widening at
Richmond’.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 56
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
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Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jenkins, Mr

Trezise, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr

Maughan, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment defeated.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 63
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maughan, Mr
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 17
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Savage, Mr

Thursday, 21 April 2005

Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr

Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second and third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 65
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maughan, Mr
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 21 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

Noes, 15
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr

McIntosh, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Princess Margaret Rose Caves: road upgrade
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The matter
I raise is for the attention of the Minister for Transport,
who I understand is unwell. I take this opportunity to
wish him a speedy recovery. The action I seek from the
minister is to fix a remaining 5-kilometre stretch of
rough, dangerous limestone gravel road on the southern
section of Border Road, which leads from Nelson to the
tourist icon Princess Margaret Rose Caves in western
Victoria.
These are magnificent limestone caves, and I would
urge all honourable members who have not been there
to take the opportunity to visit them. These caves attract
25 000 to 30 000 visitors per year, and they are a
significant tourist attraction in western Victoria. It is
estimated that the visitation rate could increase by
25 per cent or 30 per cent with improved access.
Visitors coming to the Princess Margaret Rose Caves
from South Australia have a bitumen road all the way
from Mount Gambier, but the vast majority of visitors
to the caves come from the Victorian side of the border
via the Great Ocean Road through Warrnambool and
Port Fairy, Portland and of course Nelson, and they
travel to the caves via Border Road. This road is a joint
responsibility between the South Australian and
Victorian governments.
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It is a tragedy that all the sections of the road that are in
South Australia, which are that state’s responsibility,
are bitumen all the way, while two sections at either
end of the road — about 5 to 6 kilometres in total —
which are Victoria’s responsibility, have a rough, dusty,
limestone surface and are described by many locals as
nothing more than glorified goat tracks. Indeed many
local and overseas visitors are put off when they get
onto a dirt road or a limestone road because they think
they must have missed the turn-off to get to this
important tourist icon. In many cases if you are driving
a hire car or a campervan, you are banned from going
on non-bitumen roads. This sort of gravel road would
invalidate your insurance. Buses will not use the road,
and motorbike riders, cyclists and those towing
caravans are reluctant to use this road, which is a major
access to the caves.
The caves are absolutely magnificent. The road from
the South Australian side is very good, and we need to
upgrade the road from the Victorian side, because this
would attract more tourists, bring more dollars to the
region, help regional development and create job
opportunities. This is a major tourist icon in western
Victoria. The only thing stopping its further
development is this 5 to 6 kilometres of dusty, rough,
limestone road. I urge the minister to provide funding to
fix the road.

Health: medical research funding
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Health. Tonight I
will refer to the importance of medical research funding
in our country and to the need to ensure that it remains
competitive and translates to providing better health
and economic outcomes for all Australians. The action I
seek from the minister is that she write to the federal
minister and make representations to seek his
assurances for a greater commitment to medical
research funding.
Medical research improves health, creates jobs and
results in economic returns to the Australian economy.
A 2003 report from Access Economics found that, for
the 40 years to 1999, our eight-year gain in life
expectancy plus improved wellness were worth
$5.4 trillion to Australians. Every dollar invested in
health and research and development gives an average
annual return of $5 — up to as high as $8 for
cardiovascular research and development and $6 for
respiratory research and development.
Australian publications are among the world’s most
cited papers — some 30 per cent higher than the world
average. Commercialisation of health and medical
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research has created over 350 companies and 3000 to
4000 new knowledge-based jobs since 1992. HMR that
reduced cancer deaths by just 20 per cent would be
worth $184 billion to Australians.
Better translation and implementation of new findings
will benefit Australians. We are good at discovery, but
too many breakthroughs are lost to Australia. The
targeting of important health issues, including those
specific to Australia — namely, ageing, obesity,
diabetes, heart failure, bird flu, bioterrorism, Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander health — can and should be
addressed. I seek a greater commitment from the
federal government. More strategic, disease-based and
coordinated approaches, balanced with strong
investigator-led discovery, must be supported together
with development of a wide and deep work force across
all areas of health, biotechnology and socioeconomics.

Shepparton: career development centre
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education and Training. I
seek the minister’s support and funding, hopefully in
this budget, for a career development centre in
Shepparton. I believe the concept of a career
development centre is unique in Victoria. It has been
driven and supported by industry, by the education
sector and by the community in the Goulburn Valley,
and they have done so because of a need for skilled
workers and because with people changing jobs all the
time there is a constant need for upskilling.
The Goulburn Valley and Shepparton have many
people in industries and small businesses who
constantly tell me and industry that they cannot find
skilled workers. Many young people have left the
region because they cannot get jobs locally.
I chaired the Northern Industry Education Board for
five years, and in 1997 we identified skills shortage as a
major issue for the Goulburn Valley. The Goulburn
Murray local learning and employment network
(LLEN) has now taken over that work, and the people
there are doing some great work. It has established
LLEN’s Place in Shepparton in partnership with
schools, industry, and training and employment
providers. It is also supporting apprentices and
apprenticeship programs to overcome the problems
with skills shortages.
In October 2004 I attended a meeting with industry and
education sector representatives, community leaders
and the City of Greater Shepparton. We discussed the
problems and the need for professional, accredited
career counsellors and advisers as well as the need to
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identify jobs and opportunities for people and the need
for mentoring roles. A committee was set up at that
time because it was decided that we needed some data
and costings. Linkage International consultancy was
hired to undertake research and prepare a business plan.
That cost $35 000 and was funded by the Shepparton
cluster of four government secondary schools, the one
non-government secondary college, Goulburn Murray
LLEN and Work Trainers. Chris Le Marshall, the
consultant, knows first hand the issues in the Goulburn
Valley, as he has worked in the past with the Northern
Industry Education Board and other local organisations.
The business plan was put to a public forum in January,
and the report received unanimous support. There was a
formal motion to proceed with the concept and seek
funding. I had the honour of seconding that motion.
This is a community seeing a need and coming up with
a solution. We hope the government will support them
and fund it. On 24 February Jennifer Hippesly, the
executive officer of Goulburn Murray LLEN, wrote to
Grant Hehir, the Secretary of the Department of
Education and Training, providing him with the
strategy and business plan and requesting a meeting. I
understand a reply has been received and he is going to
meet with a group of representatives of that
organisation. I hope the meeting will take place soon
and would appreciate any support. I ask the minister to
allocate funds in this year’s May budget.

Schools: Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Education and Training. The action
I seek is for additional capital spending on school
facilities in my electorate, particularly to serve the
rapidly growing communities of Mill Park Lakes,
South Morang, Mernda, Epping, Whittlesea and
Doreen. Members of the house could see no better
example of the success of the growth in Victoria than in
my electorate, particularly in the city of Whittlesea. The
current population of around 130 000 is expected to
double by 2030.
The government is committed to building four new
schools in the area to look after the education needs of
these new communities, which is a good thing, and to
building an additional wing at the Northern Hospital.
Of course the growing communities and young families
need a range of services. The state government has
recognised this by funding a new children’s centre in
South Morang.
My electorate has some great schools such as
Meadowglen Primary School and Apollo Parkways

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 21 April 2005

ASSEMBLY

Primary School which have benefited from lower class
sizes and additional resources that have been funded by
the government. I have had the great privilege of
opening six new classrooms at Epping Primary School
and Diamond Creek East Primary School. However,
some local schools are becoming larger than optimum
and need further facilities and support.
I thank the minister for demonstrating her interest in the
education needs of my communities. Late last year she
met with the local planning committee for the Mill Park
Lakes schools. They were very pleased with the hearing
they got from the minister when talking about the range
of needs and the proposal for the schools in that area.
There is an innovative model of prep to year 4 and then
year 5 to year 9, which would address the middle years
of school and be something very good that the
educational community statewide could view. There is
a great need for schools in Mill Park Lakes.
The proposed site is ideally placed, as it is across the
road from the state government children’s centre
funded through the Minister for Community Services. I
thank her for that support. There could be a one-stop
shop for families in an education and families precinct.
It demonstrates that Victoria in general and South
Morang in particular are a great place to raise a family.
I urge the minister to give consideration to funding
additional schools and facilities in my electorate to
make it even better for families in the area.

Rail: Ringwood line
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the attention of and action by the
Minister for Transport. I note that he is unwell but ask
him to respond to me. The action I seek is for inclusion
in the state budget, which will be handed down in the
short period of a couple of weeks, to ensure that
consideration is given for funding for the third railway
line, which was promised by the ALP in its 1999
election policy entitled ‘Rebuilding the transport
network’. Not only was it promised, it was actually
costed and funded. The policy states:
Labor will provide the following funds for this initiative …

The chart provided indicates them to be $4.5 million in
2001–02 and $5 million in 2002–03. The policy goes
on to state that the $9.5 million would be used:
… to construct a third track between Blackburn and Mitcham.
This will allow the introduction of Belgrave and Lilydale flier
trains during morning and evening peak periods running
express Ringwood–Box Hill–Richmond …
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The flier trains will take more than 5 minutes off the present
journey …

Then, of course, nothing happened in the two years in
which the track was meant to be funded. Following the
state budget in 2001 the Minister for Transport issued a
media release. It states:
The Minister for Transport, Peter Batchelor, said work was
progressing on train and tram extensions announced in the
2000–01 state budget as part of the Bracks government’s
$1.5 billion Linking Victoria program.
These projects include:
Flier trains on the Dandenong, Frankston and Ringwood
lines …

It states also that the government will be looking at
providing an additional third track on the Ringwood
line.
When nothing had happened after four years, despite
the $9 million funding commitment in the 1999 election
policy, at the same time last year — just before the
budget came down — I raised the need for the funding
commitment to be met and progressed. It is interesting
to note that in the Maroondah Journal of 25 May 2004
a government spokesperson on behalf of Minister
Batchelor was quoted as saying:
The issues raised with regard to train services on the
Ringwood line will be addressed in the government’s
metropolitan transport strategy, due to be released later this
year.

That was later in 2004. Again here we are with
absolutely no funding commitment for the third train
line to ensure that my constituents and constituents in
the outer east in a number of marginal Labor electorates
have that 1999 election promise met. I am indebted to
the Public Transport Users Association for highlighting
that that is a broken promise. A third rail track to
Ringwood was excluded from the metropolitan
transport plan and therefore it is a broken promise.

Geelong hospital: emergency department
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health. The action I seek is
for her to provide the money promised to upgrade the
emergency department of the Geelong hospital. As the
minister would be aware, at the last state election the
government made a commitment to provide
$20 million to upgrade that emergency department.
In the last state budget $7 million was provided to
Barwon Health for building a new kitchen on the Grace
McKellar Centre site. That kitchen was to provide food
services for the whole of Barwon Health. It was an
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essential part of any process of achieving a better
emergency department. Given the position of the
current kitchen within the Geelong hospital site, it
precludes moving key administrative functions, which
would be necessary to free up space to extend and
rebuild the emergency department.

alternatively, the Minister for Planning. The matter I
wish to raise is the timeliness of an appointment of a
councillor from the City of Boroondara to the Yarra
Bend Park Trust. The action I seek from the minister is
to make a timely appointment of a Boroondara
councillor to the trust.

The plan of the hospital is to move the current entry of
the hospital to Bellarine Street and move a number of
the administrative and medical records sections to the
current kitchen site. That would enable the emergency
department to be extended across Ryrie Street, allowing
for a much larger waiting area, a children’s area, an
area for mental health patients and other specialists
areas, and, of course, adequate triage and monitoring
areas.

By virtue of its constituting statute the YBPT is
effectively the owner of Yarra Bend Park. Of course,
about a decade ago the YBPT ceded the management
of Yarra Bend Park to Parks Victoria, and I think most
people would be quite happy to acknowledge that has
been a significant improvement in the way the park has
been managed. However, as the owner of the land, the
trust is regularly consulted by Parks Victoria about
significant management issues relating to the park.
Decisions may involve infrastructure, park facilities,
important financial matters and environmental
concerns. I am sure the government understands the
significance of community representation on that trust.

I am very aware of the constraints that exist in the
current arrangements. Both as the former president of
the board of Barwon Health and as a parent who has
unfortunately been a regular user of the emergency
department in the last couple of years, I have spent time
there and have seen first hand the constraints that
impact on patients and medical staff. I must say that the
local community is well served by the fantastic
qualified and dedicated staff who work in the
emergency department. I congratulate them on the high
standard of care that they provide to each and every
person who attends the emergency department. In the
last report on hospital performance, the Barwon Health
emergency department saw 100 per cent of category 1,
98 per cent of category 2 and 95 per cent of category 3
patients in the required time. The figures are continuing
to improve and they are very impressive.
However, there is no question that the current space and
arrangements are not adequate to meet the needs of the
growing Geelong region. I know that my community is
very anxious to see the government’s commitment
realised. The Geelong hospital emergency department
actually sees 19 000 attendances each year, which is
comparable to those at the Royal Melbourne and Alfred
hospitals. This will continue to grow as the population
in the Geelong region grows. It is essential that we
move forward and deliver on our promise to upgrade
the emergency department.
I therefore again ask the minister to ensure that the
required money is made available to rebuild the
emergency department at the Geelong hospital as a
matter of urgency.

Yarra Bend Park Trust: appointment
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Environment or,

As an operation of law, regrettably the position of the
City of Boroondara’s representative fell vacant at the
end of last year. In January the City of Boroondara
formally notified the minister in accordance with the
act. Three councillors of the City of Boroondara
volunteered to have their names submitted as a panel
from which the minister has to select one name. Some
four months later that councillor has not yet been
appointed, and there are obviously a number of
significant management decisions in relation to which
the City of Boroondara does not have a representative.
Probably the most significant issue facing the trust and
Parks Victoria, and indeed the community of
Boroondara, in relation to Yarra Bend Park is the issue
of the bats relocated from the Royal Botanic Gardens
about 18 months ago to the vicinity of the Bellbird park
in Kew. There are questions such as, what is the
sustainable population of bats? And — once that is
determined — how does the government propose to
maintain the bat population at that level? Given that the
bat population seems to have grown by a factor of two
in the last 18 months, it is a matter of profound concern
that the City of Boroondara needs to have some input
into those decisions. What I seek is for the minister to
make a timely appointment of the City of Boroondara
councillor to that trust.

Schools: Yuroke electorate
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education and
Training. The urgent action I seek is for the minister to
secure, through the upcoming budget, funding for
schools in my electorate. My electorate has a growth
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area very similar to the electorate of the member for
Yan Yean. It also has an older area, but the whole
electorate is undergoing enormous growth. The older
schools need some upgrades, and indeed, some of the
newer schools need upgrades too.
I am particularly concerned about Westmeadows
Primary School. Just recently that school had the first
stage of its upgrade — a number of classrooms at an
approximate cost of $1.4 million. The school is now
seeking funding for another four permanent classrooms
and a library refurbishment. Indeed, before the Bracks
government came in that school had been waiting over
20 years for an upgrade, so it is timely that
Westmeadows receive an upgrade. As I say, this would
be the second upgrade under the Bracks government,
but it is timely for that second upgrade to go ahead.
I am also seeking the same attention for the Craigieburn
education complex. The Craigieburn complex has
within it Craigieburn South Primary School and
Craigieburn Secondary College, and they share some
facilities. Craigieburn South Primary School was due
for an upgrade, but it agreed to hold that over to see if
the secondary college got an upgrade as well so they
could share new classrooms, a library and some science
facilities. This is an older school in an area which has
undergone enormous growth and will keep growing,
according to the Melbourne 2030 plan, so those
facilities are very much needed. The government has
recognised that this is a growth area, with the train line
being extended from Broadmeadows to Craigieburn at
a cost of $96 million. I am hopeful of funding for the
Craigieburn super-clinic in this budget. There has been
some road funding, but these two schools really need
their upgrades, and I ask the minister to secure that
funding.

Road safety: roadside vegetation
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue for the Minister
for Environment is the current complex, inconsistent,
impractical and, many say, unjust approach to the
management of roadside vegetation. The action I ask
the minister to take is to produce a set of guidelines for
the management of roadside vegetation which are
simple, consistent, fair and focused on outcomes rather
than being prescriptive.
By way of background, there is much anger and
frustration amongst land-holders in relation to the
management of native vegetation and, in particular, the
management of roadside vegetation. In February this
year I chaired a meeting of concerned land-holders and
local council and VicRoads officers at Moyhu in the
King Valley. It was clear from the meeting that
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land-holders are frustrated by inconsistent advice from
and what they at times consider the overzealous attitude
of staff.
Situations which really get up people’s noses include,
for example, when a roadside tree falls over and
damages a fence on a land-holder’s boundary and the
land-holder is told that he must fix the fence at his cost
and then pay for the fallen timber if he wishes to use
that timber for fencing or firewood. Another situation is
where a land-holder puts up a new fence and wishes to
trim some branches off some of the trees but is told he
must plant dozens, if not hundreds, of smaller trees for
the few branches he trims. For their part local
government environment officers often find it difficult
to be consistent in the absence of operational
guidelines, which the Department of Sustainability and
Environment was supposed to have produced some
time ago.
I am advised by DSE senior staff that the new
guidelines are about to be finished. I would hope that
they contain the following items: firstly, that in
assessing net environmental gains, credits are given to
works already undertaken by land-holders; secondly,
that the cost of vegetation management should be
equally shared between those who benefit — that is, the
land-holder, the community and the region; and further,
that the guidelines should include encouragement and
the recognition of whole-farm environmental
management plans.
In conclusion I would ask that the minister provide
advice on when the guidelines will become a public
document and what action he will take to ensure that in
achieving the net environmental gain objective the
guidelines are practical, produce equitable outcomes
and are uniformly administered throughout the state.

Police: Olinda station
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I would like to raise
a matter for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I am seeking is that the minister
give strong consideration to the new Olinda police
station in the upcoming 2005–06 budget. The
construction of the new station in Olinda is a
commitment that this government made prior to the last
election. The Bracks government promised to build this
new, 16-hour station within the current four-year term.
It is important for the local communities of Olinda,
Mount Dandenong, Sassafras and the Hills generally
that this new station is constructed as soon as possible.
There is a terrific story to tell on community safety in
the Dandenongs. Over the last few years we have seen
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the construction of the state-of-the-art 24-hour police
station in Belgrave and a major upgrade of the Mount
Evelyn police station, including the relocation of the
Yarra Ranges traffic management unit from the City of
Knox to the shire.
With existing stations in Boronia and Monbulk, the
new Olinda police station will mean that residents in
the electorate of Monbulk will be in one of the
best-policed regions in the state. I point out that
Victoria has the lowest crime rate in a decade. Crime is
at its lowest level since 1993 thanks to the efforts of our
local police. We have seen the effects of this in the
Yarra Ranges with the number of crimes against
property falling.
It is not just in police infrastructure that residents are so
well served. The focus of the local police in my
electorate is strongly on community policing. What is
lacking in Olinda at the moment is a physical structure
out of which the community policing can operate. At
the moment Olinda and surrounding areas are serviced
out of the Belgrave police station. The old Olinda
police station is not up to standard. It is an old
weatherboard building that is unfit to use on a number
of occupational health and safety grounds. It is also
inappropriate as the community policing facility as it is
effectively hidden from the community, set back on the
Olinda-Monbulk Road with very limited car parking. I
understand that police operations are currently
investigating options for alternative venues for the new
police station.
I want to thank the minister for visiting Olinda last
week and seeing first hand the needs of the hills
communities and listening to key community
stakeholders. Judy Ischia from the Olinda Village
Promotion Association, Moss Siddle from the North
Olinda/Mount Dandenong Traders Association, Mark
Fergus and Sue Tardiff from the Olinda action group
and local councillor and Olinda trader, Noel Cliff, were
there to lend their support to the construction of this
important facility.
Judy made the point that Olinda is a very spread-out
township and it can be confusing for tourists and
residents, particularly the elderly. Olinda is a major
tourist town identified by Tourism Victoria as one of
Victoria’s 12 icon towns. The community needs an
easily accessible, clearly identified and welcoming
station that all residents and visitors can access when in
need. I again ask that the minister give consideration
to the construction of a new Olinda police station in
the 2005–06 budget.

Thursday, 21 April 2005

Responses
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Monbulk for
raising what is a very important matter and one on
which he has been a very strong and powerful advocate,
and that is the issue of the Olinda police station and
more generally policing issues in the hills. I was very
pleased last week to have the opportunity to join with
the member for Monbulk and other members of the
community in Olinda to see first hand the police
facilities at what is essentially a house that is serving as
the police facility. Those facilities are clearly outdated
and inadequate. It is for that reason that prior to the last
election the state government, the Labor Party,
committed to the construction of a new 16-hour police
station for the Olinda community.
While I do not propose to disclose in this house this
evening things that may or may not be in the budget
this year, I would make it very clear, as I did to the
community last week, that Labor intends to honour the
commitment to complete the construction of the new
Olinda 16-hour police station prior to the next election.
This will supplement the significant police resources
and new investment in police resources which have
taken place under the Bracks Labor government.
I know the member for Monbulk was very pleased to
see the new police station at Belgrave — the
$4.3 million police station which was opened in May
2003, which is a 24-hour police station and a
magnificent addition to the police resources in that part
of the hills region. He was also very pleased to see the
relocation of the traffic management unit from the city
of Knox to the shire of Yarra Ranges. This was an
additional investment in additional capacity to support
the hills region and not just the eastern suburbs basin.
It is very pleasing to see the new investments that have
taken place in policing and promoting community
safety and confident communities under the Bracks
Labor government. I am very pleased to see the benefits
that those new investments are having in regions like
the Yarra Ranges. I again congratulate the member for
Monbulk for his strong advocacy on behalf of residents
in Olinda for their new police station. We look forward
to good news in relation to the progress of that very
important local community facility.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members not to
speak the whole time ministers are speaking. Members
on their feet should be heard without interruption.
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Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — I thought it was a little bit quieter than last
night. The member for South-West Coast raised a
matter for the Minister for Transport about the road
between Nelson and Princess Margaret Rose Caves. I
agree it is a fantastic tourism destination and a real
hidden spot in Victoria. What drives tourism? First, it is
marketing campaigns that maximise visitors to the
area — that is how many dollars the local tourism
industry and local government put in. The second is
infrastructure. It is a spectacular place and I will pass
those comments on to the Minister for Transport.

is a part of Barwon Health. She highlighted to the house
her familiarity with it both personally and also in her
volunteer capacity. I thank her very much for that hard
work and the attention the Barwon region is receiving
in health care. I will pass that on to the minister.

When you sit on this side of the house you are
reminded that some members have been here for a long
time and yet ask this government to do things they were
not able to do when in government.

The member for Benalla raised a matter for the Minister
for Environment about management of roadside
vegetation. That is an important issue as well. I
remember being on a parliamentary committee when
we were not in government trying to deal with exactly
the same issues. I will pass that on to the minister.

Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — He was much more
successful in convincing the South Australian
government to seal the other side, except for the bit in
his electorate, when he was in government. Nonetheless
it is an important issue and I will pass it on to the
minister.
The member for Derrimut raised a matter for the
Minister for Health about his view of a greater
commitment of federal medical research funding at the
national level. I will pass that on to the minister.
The member for Shepparton raised a matter for the
Minister for Education and Training about the proposal
for a career development centre in Shepparton, and I
will pass that on to the minister.
The member for Yan Yean also raised a matter for the
Minister for Education and Training highlighting the
huge growth in her electorate and the needs of those
growth areas where significant capital works are
required. Similarly, the member for Yuroke also raised
the need for school upgrades in fast-growing parts of
her electorate in Craigieburn and West Meadows. I will
pass both those matters on to the minister. I know they
are working hard with their school communities to get
the attention of the Department of Education and
Training for these capital-works needs.
The member for Warrandyte raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport about a proposed third track
between Blackburn and Mitcham, and I will pass it on
to the minister.
The member for Bellarine raised a matter for the
Minister for Health about the need for upgrades at the
emergency department of the Geelong hospital, which

The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Environment, or alternatively the Minister for
Planning, about the need for a Boroondara councillor to
be on the Yarra Bend Park Trust and highlighted
significant issues in more recent times. I will pass that
on to the ministers.

The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 4.48 p.m. until Tuesday, 3 May.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
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.

Tuesday, 19 April 2005
Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority personnel
9.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, as at 31 December 2000,
31 December 2001 and 31 December 2002, what was the number of active Country Fire Authority —
(1)

Volunteers.

(2)

Career firefighters.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
The number of active Country Fire Authority volunteers and career firefighters recorded on the Country Fire
Authority database are as follows:
Date
31 December 2000
31 December 2001
31 December 2002

Volunteer numbers

Career firefighters

63 811
61 611
58 023

310
347
394

Corrections: Public Correctional Enterprise employees
11.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Corrections, as at 31 December 1999, 30 June 2000, 31 December
2000, 30 June 2001, 31 December 2001, 30 June 2002 and 31 December 2002, what was —
(1)

The total number of effective full-time employees.

(2)

The actual cost of employee remuneration and entitlements.

ANSWER:
The following table provides the information for the period requested:
Period
Dec 99
Jun 00
Dec 00
Jun 01
Dec 01
Jun 02
Dec 02

Total number of Effective
Fulltime Equivalent
1181.7
1203.0
1293.9
1377.3
1427.9
1629.7
1735.7

Actual cost of employee
remuneration and entitlements
$56 687 700
$60 566 600
$63 510 700
$68 894 500
$76 500 300
$92 104 700
$98 277 400
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Tourism: Access Economics consultancy
620.

MR DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by Access
Economics, engaged on 30 June 2004 to conduct analysis into the economic contribution of tourism to
Victoria using updated Tourism Satellite Account data as produced by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The research conducted by Access Economics examined the economic contribution of tourism to Victoria’s
economy for the 2002–2003 financial year. This work provided an update of the analysis first conducted for the
1997–1998 financial year by Access Economics using the same world-recognised Tourism Satellite Account
approach.
Full details on this research is available online at www.tourismvictoria.com.au

Tourism: Datainsights consultancy
621.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by Datainsights,
engaged on 9 July 2004 to conduct analysis into existing tourism research data on behalf of the
Goldfields and Great Ocean Road region.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The analysis of existing tourism research data on behalf of the Goldfields and Great Ocean Road regions, is one of
a number of cooperative regional research projects initiatives funded under the auspices of the Regional Research
Reference Group (representatives of regional tourism campaign committees). These projects are cooperatively
designed and implemented to address specific business needs identified by regional stakeholders, and to further the
marketing and development of tourism in regional Victoria.
I am pleased to report that this project has provided an array of important overview findings to both regional
stakeholders and Tourism Victoria. These findings relate to:
– identification of the potential of key demographic and psychographic market segments;
– identification of the characteristics of travellers and non travellers to the regions;
– examination of target market consumer travel behaviour including products/activities purchased, yield, length of
stay, seasonality of travel, travel party, purpose of visit and planning and decision making;
– reporting of the market’s perceptions of the regions; and
– interpretation of the research results to aid strategy development.
Each campaign committee involved in the project received a series of written reports and presentations detailing
results in relation to international travel, domestic travel, domestic leisure travel and profiling of the current visitor
market. This analysis will be utilised by campaign committees to further refine tactical and strategic marketing
activities at a local and regional level.
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Tourism: Urban Enterprise consultancy
622.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by Urban
Enterprise, engaged on 9 July 2004 to conduct analysis on existing tourism research data sources on
behalf of the Macedon Ranges and Spa Country.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The analysis of existing tourism research data sources on behalf of the Macedon Ranges and Spa Country, is one of
a number of cooperative regional research projects initiatives funded under the auspices of the Regional Research
Reference Group (representatives of regional tourism campaign committees). These projects are cooperatively
designed and implemented to address specific business needs identified by regional stakeholders, and to further the
marketing and development of tourism in regional Victoria.
I am pleased to report that this project has provided a range of important findings to both regional stakeholders and
Tourism Victoria. These findings relate to:
– identification of the potential of key demographic and psychographic market segments;
– identification of the characteristics of travellers and non travellers to the regions;
– examination of target market consumer travel behaviour including products/activities purchased, yield, length of
stay, seasonality of travel, travel party, purpose of visit and planning and decision making;
– reporting of the market’s perceptions of the regions; and
– interpretation of the research results to aid strategy development.
The Macedon Ranges and Spa Country campaign committee received a written report and presentation detailing
results in relation to domestic travel, domestic leisure travel, potential travel markets and media consumption across
various market segments. This analysis will be utilised by the campaign committee to further refine tactical and
strategic marketing activities at a local and regional level.

Tourism: Open Mind Research Group consultancy
623.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by Open Mind
Research Group, engaged on 23 July 2004 to provide an assessment of consumer reactions to the
content, style and usability of a number of regional Victorian Official Visitors Guides within key
interstate and intrastate markets.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Regional Official Visitors Guide (OVG) Testing research is one of a number of cooperative regional research
projects initiatives funded under the auspices of the Regional Research Reference Group (representatives of
regional tourism campaign committees). These projects are cooperatively designed and implemented to address
specific business needs identified by regional stakeholders, and to further the marketing and development of
tourism in regional Victoria.
I am pleased to report that this project has provided a range of important marketing findings to both regional
stakeholders and Tourism Victoria. These findings relate to:
– development of a conceptual model of holiday decision-making by consumers, and the role of written collateral
(such as OVG) as an information source;
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– need for content to reflect consumer knowledge levels across various geographic and market segments;
– style and structure of advertising, to ensure credibility of collateral;
– improvements to mapping and branding; and
– recommendations regarding distribution strategies to minimise overlap between Jigsaw brochures and OVG.
In addition, each campaign committee involved in the project received a report detailing specific feedback in
relation to their OVG, including strengths, weaknesses and potential improvements. This feedback will be utilised
by campaign committees to further refine each OVG and provide better marketing returns for regional operators
advertising in OVGs.

Tourism: Corrs Chambers Westgarth consultancy
624.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by Corrs
Chambers Westgarth, engaged on 1 September 2004 to provide legal advice regarding the existing
Convention Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The work undertaken by Corrs Chambers Westgarth with respect to the Melbourne Convention Centre
Development project, relates to the evaluation of strategic options for the existing Convention Centre. The
consultancy findings are commercial in confidence as they contain sensitive information relating to the commercial
and business operations of the existing Convention Centre.

Tourism: CB Richard Ellis consultancy
625.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by CB Richard
Ellis, engaged on 1 October 2004 to conduct analysis of the existing Melbourne Convention Centre
property and hotel valuation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The work undertaken by CB Richard Ellis with respect to the Melbourne Convention Centre Development project,
relates to the valuation of the existing Convention Centre and the Holiday Inn. The consultancy findings are
commercial in confidence as they contain sensitive information relating to the commercial and business operations
of these businesses.

Tourism: Jeff Mangano consultancy
626.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of Jeff Mangano, engaged
on 20 October 2004 to conduct a feasibility study into the use of Melbourne as a turnaround port for
cruise ships.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– The overall aim of this consultancy is to provide a detailed analysis of all the factors required for Melbourne to
become a cruise ship turnaround port.
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– As a turnaround port, Melbourne is likely to derive benefits such as an increase in international arrivals,
increased demand for hotel accommodation, pre and post cruise ship visits and extended touring. Other
considerable economic benefits would impact provedoring, transport and air travel.
– It is envisaged that the final report will provide detailed insight into the potential of the turnaround market and
highlight the strategies that Tourism Victoria and the Department of Infrastructure can use to gain market share.
– The consultancy has yet to be finalised with the completed findings expected in April 2005.

Tourism: KPMG Australia consultancy
627.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by KPMG
Australia, engaged on 1 November 2004 to conduct analysis of options for the existing Melbourne
Convention Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The work undertaken by KPMG Australia with respect to the Melbourne Convention Centre Development project,
relates to the evaluation of strategic options for the existing Convention Centre. The consultancy findings are
commercial in confidence as they contain sensitive information relating to the commercial and business operations
of the existing Convention Centre.

Tourism: GHD Pty Ltd consultancy
628.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Tourism — what were the key findings of the work by GHD Pty
Ltd, engaged on 7 December 2004 for the preparation of Victoria’s Geothermal Water and Mineral
Springs Reserves.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
GHD Pty Ltd was the successful tenderer to assist Tourism Victoria to prepare guidelines on the Geothermal Water
and Mineral Springs Opportunities for Tourism in Victoria.
This consultancy has recently commenced, and it is anticipated the guidelines will be launched in late 2005.
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Road safety: hoons, 629
Bills
Courts Legislation (Judicial Pensions) Bill, 528
Higher Education Acts (Amendment) Bill, 529
Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill, 528
Magistrates’ Court (Judicial Registrars and Court Rules) Bill, 528

Members statements
Shepparton: transport industry dinner, 641

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of The Nationals)
Bills
Justice Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 597
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill, 589
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 509
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 497
Matter of public importance
Land tax: increases, 547
Ministerial statement
Making Victoria a Sustainable State, 580
Points of order, 566
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: environment strategy, 678
Hazardous waste: Nowingi, 566

Business of the house
Adjournment, 639
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 515
Points of order, 569, 637, 677, 678, 679

SAVAGE, Mr (Mildura)
Adjournment
Murray Valley Aboriginal Cooperative: administration, 630
Members statements
Sunraysia Steam Preservation Society, 537

PIKE, Ms (Melbourne) (Minister for Health)

Rulings, 534

Condolences
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 498
Points of order, 642
Questions without notice
Hospitals
government initiatives, 679
reporting systems, 567

SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)
Bills
Parliamentary Administration Bill, 692
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 520

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton)
Bills
Adjournment
Shepparton: career development centre, 698
Bills
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill, 614
Parliamentary Administration Bill, 621

Children and Young Persons (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
527
Questions without notice
Hospitals: reporting systems, 567
Minister for Community Services: electorate officer, 569, 572
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Statements on reports
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee: violence associated with
motor vehicle use, 564

Tivendale Road–Princes Highway, Officer: traffic lights, 538
Petitions
Boating: Bass Landing ramp, 529, 637
Wonthaggi State Coal Mine: future, 529
Questions without notice
Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix: funding, 679
Rulings, 642

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 524
Members statements
Anzac Day: remembrance, 536

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Judy Maddigan)

THWAITES, Mr (Albert Park) (Minister for Environment,
Minister for Water and Minister for Victorian Communities)

Absence of ministers, 564, 676

Bills

Business of the house
Notices of motion: removal, 527, 637
Condolences
Neil Malcolm McInnes, 495
Pope John Paul II, 525
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 506
Rulings, 566, 567, 569, 626, 637, 641, 677, 678, 679, 680, 683, 684

City of Melbourne (Amendment) Bill, 527
Commonwealth Games Arrangements (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 527
Local Government (Amendment) Bill, 527
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill, 527
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 506
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 495
Ministerial statement

STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
Bills
Parliamentary Administration Bill, 620
Business of the house
Program, 533
Condolences
Pope John Paul II, 513
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 501
Matter of public importance
Land tax: increases, 544
Members statements
Anzac Day: Burwood, 541

Making Victoria a Sustainable State, 572
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games
environment strategy, 678
social infrastructure, 677
Hazardous waste: Nowingi, 566
Premier: overseas trip, 565
Snowy River: environmental flows, 682

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Bills
Parliamentary Administration Bill, 691
Members statements
Grace McKellar Centre: upgrade, 539

Points of order, 625
WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Adjournment
Road safety: roadside vegetation, 701
Members statements
Benalla: youth awards, 535

Petitions
Harness racing: St Arnaud, 530
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WELLS, Mr (Scoresby)
Adjournment
Police: schools program, 626
Members statements
Police: numbers, 642
Questions without notice
Police: operational independence, 676

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)
Bills
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill, 617
Parliamentary Administration Bill, 608
Sentencing (Further Amendment) Bill, 671
Condolences
Reverend Dr John Davis McCaughey, AC, 501
Questions without notice
Arts: venues, 570

ASSEMBLY

ix

