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ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 19 July 2005
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 2.02 p.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended today as to
allow —
(1) precedence to be given to a motion of condolence
to the families of the victims of the London
bombings;
(2) at the conclusion of the consideration of the
motion, the house will proceed with question time,
followed by formal business and other business as
set out in the notice paper.

Motion agreed to.

TERRORISM: LONDON BOMBINGS
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That this house —
(1) offers its deepest condolences to the families of the
victims of the series of terrorist bombs on
London’s public transport on 7 July;
(2) mourns Sam Ly, a young Victorian working in
London who died from his injuries on Friday;
(3) joins the people of Victoria in expressing shock
and outrage at this senseless waste of life;
(4) commends the people of London for the strength
and unity they have shown in the face of such a
cowardly attack; and
(5) commits itself to not allow acts of terror such as
this to undermine Victoria’s tolerant, multicultural
way of life.

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for granting leave,
and I thank the house for agreeing to consider this
matter.
From the outset I acknowledge and welcome to the
gallery the representatives of many faiths who have
gathered here to join us in this Parliament today to
acknowledge and recognise the horrendous nature of
the attacks on innocent people in London and to
reaffirm our very tolerant, open, multicultural
community.
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I thank enormously the Zionist Council of Victoria,
who are represented here, the Uniting Church, the
Anglican Church, the Catholic Church, the Islamic
Council of Victoria and Islamic representatives, and
others who are here from the Victorian Council of
Churches. I note and acknowledge the consul general of
the United Kingdom who is here as well. I
acknowledge all those people and thank them very
much for their participation in this important
condolence motion.
On behalf of the people of Victoria I offer my deepest
condolences to the friends and families of the innocent
people who lost their lives in the London bombings.
Now in this house we all know the terrible details of
this horrific and cowardly act of terrorism. At 8:50 a.m.
London time on 7 July, three suicide bombers attacked
the London Underground; 57 minutes later a fourth
suicide bomber blew up the no. 30 bus at Tavistock
Square. So far as we know at least 51 innocent people
lost their lives as a result of these attacks, and the
suicide bombers also lost their lives. Those who died
had come to London from around the world. They
included people of all faiths, among them Muslims,
Jews and Christians.
Another 700 people were injured, including at least
9 Australians. One Australian is known to be among the
dead — Sam Ly, a 28-year-old from Melbourne. I
know that Sam Ly’s family and friends are in London
currently, but I acknowledge some of his colleagues
who are here from the community in which he worked
and operated at Monash. I thank them for coming here
in support of his memory at this very difficult time.
Sam Ly was travelling on the no. 30 bus when it
exploded and he never regained consciousness. Sam
lived long enough for his father and girlfriend to be by
his side when he died and he became the first known
Australian victim of the London bombings. The loss of
Sam Ly means much more than a statistic. He was an
outgoing young man with a zest for life and plans for
the future. Those plans, including his aspiration for
travel, marriage and having a family of his own, have
been taken from him just as surely as he has been taken
from his family and friends.
I also indicate that the path that Sam Ly followed was
one that many Victorians have followed in the past —
that is, pursuing their careers and opportunities
overseas, in this case in London. To be in this situation
is something this house regrets. This is why as a
community we must not allow this criminal act to
undermine our way of life, a way of life that embraced
Sam as a young refugee from Vietnam and enabled him
to thrive — a way of life that we all cherish. It is why
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we should remember the words that London’s Chief
Rabbi Jonathan Sacks said to thousands of Londoners
at Trafalgar Square last Thursday:
Let all of us — Christian and Jew, Muslim and Sikh, Hindu
and Buddhist, atheist and agnostic — join hands and proclaim
that if anything is sacred, human life is sacred.

If there is a lesson to be learnt from the London
bombings it is that eternal lesson about the value of
life — that we cherish life and want to ensure that
people do not get in harm’s way. As the terrorist attacks
on New York, Washington, Bali and Madrid
demonstrate, it is a lesson that extremists refuse to heed.
I will be making a ministerial statement this week to
outline Victoria’s efforts to combat terrorism, but for
today I will confine myself to the cost of the London
attack and what it means for us as a community. It is
vitally important that when we are confronted by
barbarism we remember who we are, multicultural and
multifaith, and the principles that bind us together:
tolerance, diversity and freedom. Those are the principles
that the terrorists attacked on 11 September, 12 October,
11 March and 7 July, not to mention the entrenched
terrorism in Iraq and the Middle East. Just as terrorists
hate tolerance we need to realise that they are more than
likely to attack again. That is why we cannot allow the
horror of the London bombings to shake in any way our
faith in multiculturalism and tolerance.
With that in mind I would like to thank the people of
many faiths in Victoria who have made public their
position, made clear their condemnation of the
bombings in London and reaffirmed their commitment
to tolerance, openness, freedom and multiculturalism. I
thank them on behalf of the Victorian community more
broadly.
I would also like to sincerely thank the Islamic Council
of Victoria for its prompt and emphatic condemnation
of the London bombings. On the day of the attack the
council’s president, Malcolm Thomas, issued a
statement condemning the bombings as despicable and
deplorable and effectively calling the perpetrators
enemies of humanity and civilisation. Waleed Aly, a
member of the council’s executive committee, went
even further, saying that the terrorists:
… can never claim any legitimate recourse in any religion.
This act is contemptible, and we pray that the guilty are
brought swiftly to justice.

He went on to say:
The fact that this appears to have been carried out to coincide
with the beginning of G8, a meeting designed to minimise
poverty and suffering in Africa, shows the twisted nature of
the minds of the people involved. As the peak Muslim body
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in Victoria, we cannot denounce these terrorist actions
strongly enough.

I echo those comments, and I congratulate him for
making them — a welcome statement. I call on all
extremists, be they anti-Semitic, anti-Muslim or
anti-Christian, to heed the very words which have been
uttered and to remember what Rabbi Sacks said about
human life being sacred, about not indulging in
religious or racial vilification and about the need to live
and let live, which has been an abiding principle and
something we all cherish here in Victoria and Australia
and of course share with the people of the United
Kingdom as well. As London has demonstrated, the
suicide bombers were unsuccessful. The stock market
did not fall, millions of commuters are once again
riding on London’s Tube and double-decker buses, and
investigators are already achieving results and making
arrests.
If anything, the attacks only serve to illustrate once
again the resilience of London and Londoners. After
all, we should remember in this house that London is a
city that has survived the Great Plague of 1665, the
great fire of 1666, the Blitz of 1940 and numerous
terrorist attacks by the IRA. You could not have a more
resilient people than the people of London.
Britain, like Australia, is a nation that will not bow to
suicide bombers. That spirit of endurance which the
British call the bulldog spirit — we call it the Anzac
spirit — was exemplified on the day of the London
attacks. Australia was scheduled on that very day,
7 July, to play England in a one-day international
cricket match at Leeds in West Yorkshire. Despite the
attacks, the game went on, just as in 239 days time the
Commonwealth Games will go ahead.
The games will go on, because at times like this it is all
the more important that we mark the things that bind us
together, whether it is the history and culture of
120 years of Ashes cricket, the multicultural celebration
that will be the Commonwealth Games here in
Melbourne or the principles of democracy that stretch
back to Federation, the Ballarat Reform League charter
or the Magna Carta. At times such as this our best
protection against extremism is to remain true to our
core values — the values of democracy, diversity,
multiculturalism and tolerance — and to be intolerant
of those who would destroy or seek to destroy those
values.
Before 7 July Victoria was a very tolerant, multicultural
state where many ethnic and religious groups lived in
harmony together. We are determined to remain
tolerant and harmonious after 7 July, which is why we
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should not allow our way of life to be affected by acts
of terror such as the London bombings and should
reaffirm the very things which we love about Australia
and Victoria. I have to say that in Victoria I think we do
better than anyone else in recognising the tolerant, open
and multicultural community we are and in enshrining
that. I am very pleased that this house is passing this
motion today. I thank the many members of the faith
communities who are here joining with us today for this
occasion.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I join the
Premier with great sadness at the necessity for another
condolence motion because of the scourge of terrorism
around our world. I also join him in his welcome to the
interfaith representation and the United Kingdom’s
consul general who grace us with their presence today
in the gallery.
On Thursday, 7 July, at 8.50 a.m. London time —
approximately 6.00 p.m. Australian time — four
coordinated explosions tore through London’s transport
system during a peak commuter period, killing
56 people and injuring more than 700. Three bombs
went off simultaneously at 8.50 a.m. on Circle line
trains 204 and 301 and Piccadilly line train 311. The
final explosion was on the no. 30 double-decker bus at
the Tavistock Square junction at 9.47 a.m. It appears
likely the attack was carried out by extremist terrorists
of the kind who were responsible for the atrocities in
Madrid in March 2004, in New York in September
2001 and in Bali in October of 2002.
In the aftermath of the latest bombings it is a grim but I
think pleasing irony that two of the results are exactly
the opposite of what the terrorists would have hoped
for. Firstly, it has united us in resolve and not divided
us in fear. Secondly, the bombings have brought it
home to us here in distant Australia that we are as much
connected to London, New York and Madrid as we
were and we feel to Bali. The latest bombings have
helped us recognise and accept that we are all a part of
this struggle against evil. In a sense we have all become
Londoners. We are the people of Madrid. We are the
people of New York. And the rest of the world was
having a beer with Australians in the Sari Club in Bali
on 12 October 2002. Through the tragedy of these
terror attacks the world has drawn closer together, it has
not been driven further apart.
The series of explosions was obviously coordinated to
coincide with the first day of the 31st G8 summit in
Scotland. I was horrified that this barbaric act of
terrorism occurred at a time when world leaders were
meeting to discuss the coming together of nations to
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fight world poverty and the long-term problems of
climate change and the environment. Tony Blair said:
It is important that those engaged in terrorism realise that our
determination to defend our values and our way of life is
greater than their determination to cause death and destruction
to innocent people in a desire to impose extremism on the
world.

The most cowardly aspect of these attacks is that they
were deliberately aimed at the innocent: ordinary
citizens — men, women and children — going about
their everyday lives. One of the most powerful
denouncements I heard came from the Mayor of
London, Ken Livingstone, who said:
I want to say one thing to the world today. This was not a
terrorist attack against the mighty and the powerful. It was not
aimed at presidents or prime ministers. It was aimed at
ordinary working-class Londoners; black and white, Muslim
and Christian, Hindu and Jew, young and old. It was an
indiscriminate attempt to slaughter irrespective of any
considerations for age, for class, for religion or whatever.

The emergency response which followed the bombings
was magnificent. London’s emergency services — the
police, the paramedics, the doctors and nurses, the
firefighters and the disaster recovery teams must be the
blueprint by which we prepare ourselves for the awful
possibility that someday we may need to make a similar
response. But terror won only the moment, not the day.
Just four days later, London’s transport system was
back on normal schedules as much as possible. People
were going to work. Businesses, shops and schools
were open.
It was with great sadness that we learnt on Friday of the
first Australian fatality, Sam Ly, who sustained severe
injuries in the bombings. Mr Ly graduated from
Monash University with a business and computing
degree and followed the path of so many young
Australians who travel and work in the United
Kingdom. Our thoughts and sympathy are with the Ly
family and his friends and with the three other
Australians who remain in hospital and their families.
This attack is a reminder that terrorism is an evil that
threatens all countries and all people. I have had to say
in this house before, regrettably, that these attacks are
not because of anything we have done but because of
who we are. We must ensure that all the necessary
precautions are taken in the event that Melbourne is
threatened during the Commonwealth Games or any of
the other great events for which we are known
worldwide — the Melbourne Cup, the Australian Open
and the grand prix. I welcome the Premier’s
announcement of his ministerial statement tomorrow.
We look forward to taking part in that important debate.
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Paradoxically such attacks may not occur at times of
heightened security for world events like the G8
summit. They can strike at the fabric of everyday
life — on the train trip to work, during the day at the
office and on holiday having a good time with friends
in a bar.
The bombings have also reopened the debate on the
introduction of national identity cards and the role they
could play in preventing such a disaster or attack. I
must say that personally — I cannot speak on behalf of
my party on this issue — I am not yet persuaded by any
of the arguments for a universal ID card yet advanced,
partly because of personal long-held beliefs on civil
liberty, but more practically because in the London case
it seems that the terrorists would have had any such ID
cards. The London atrocity raises a new and more
frightening scenario, one that we must face calmly and
logically but also implacably. Until now terror came
from somewhere else. Terrorists were from overseas
and their targets were foreigners. The London attack
was perpetrated by its own citizens on its own citizens,
by people who were prepared to turn on their hosts and
on their own community for reasons of radical
fundamentalism. This has implications for how we
guard ourselves in the future, and we should not shy
away from this responsibility while recognising the
tolerance and the diversity which marks our community
and will continue to characterise Victoria.
In conclusion, our hearts and prayers go out to all those
killed or injured by the blasts and to their families and
friends. I would like to conclude with Tony Blair’s
words to the United Kingdom Parliament, because I do
not think it can be better said:
Together we will ensure that though terrorists can kill, they
will never destroy the way of life we share and which we
value, and which we will defend with the strength of belief
and conviction, so that it is to us and not to the terrorists that
victory will belong.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
join with the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition
in supporting this condolence motion, and I do so in
circumstances where the events about which we speak
bear a terrible and eerie resemblance to those that
occurred in New York, in Washington, in Bali and in
Spain, and where comments being made here today are
of a similar ilk to those made at the time of those
attacks. This was again carnage amongst the innocents,
with 56 dead. More than 700 people have been injured,
22 of them seriously or critically, and 30 people are still
missing. But bad as those previous events were, this
time there are embellishments. Certainly there is the
ongoing presence of the dead hand of al-Qaeda, either
directly or through some form of crazed splinter group,
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but in this instance the atrocity was perpetrated by three
British nationals and one Jamaican-born Briton. It is
home-grown terrorism. I suppose it is the ultimate fear
of many of us. In this case we now find that Britain’s
own people have been responsible for perpetrating this,
the worst of these nightmares we have seen for a long
time.
These events evoke a complex array of emotions in all
of us, and I cannot help but be angry about them. I try
to rationalise why it is that these people can do these
things, but despite all I have read, have listened to, have
watched, have seen, have looked at and have tried to
wrestle with, I cannot for the life of me understand how
they can do it. You cannot help but be angry at the
individuals, and more particularly at those who
apparently have planned this attack. It would seem that
they have fled the country and are now being sought
internationally, apparently successfully in at least one
case.
The London terrorist attack brings to mind the fact that
we tend to use the term ‘a war on terrorism’. I read an
article in the Australian last week that disputed the use
of the word ‘war’ in this context. Again I cannot help
but think it is right. The use of that expression at least
denotes some sort of rules of engagement, something in
the nature of a Geneva convention and some
understanding of the fact that the innocent lives lost are
those of citizens who are simply going about their
normal business and who ought to be exempt from the
sorts of activities that this style of terrorism seems to
involve.
But of course such is not the case here; it is completely
the contrary. There are no rules of engagement with
these people. They have no respect for human life, and
indeed this whole event was perpetrated, as has been
said by both the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, in a way which was intended to cause
maximum damage to people who were completely and
utterly innocent.
I do not understand it. That these crazed fanatics can go
about committing these barbaric acts is something that
evokes enormous sympathy in all of us for the dead and
the injured. Amongst them are Australians. Sam Ly,
who died last week, was a young man of 28 from a
background that saw his parents come here to Australia
from Vietnam, I believe. He did so much for his own
purposes by training and obtaining his qualification and
then going on a working holiday to London. His
ultimate sin was that he simply got on a train at the
wrong place and at the wrong time and so was one of
those involved in the tragedy that occurred when the
bus blew up — and now he is dead.
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Gillian Hicks had both her legs amputated as a result of
the injuries she sustained. Ross Mallinson has serious
head injuries; Louise Barry has neck and spinal injuries.
All of them are still in hospital. There were other
Australians injured, but thankfully it would appear that
they are going to survive. All of these people were
killed or injured simply because they got on a train or a
bus to go to work. You cannot help but have enormous
sympathy for them.
These events have evoked admiration for those who
worked so hard to look after those so terribly injured
and to deal with those who were tragically killed. They
include passers-by in the street, the victims themselves,
emergency service providers in all their forms, doctors,
nurses, those who work in rehabilitation helping those
who have been injured, and the police. What a
magnificent job the police have done in carrying out
their various duties throughout this investigation as well
as dealing with the tragedy immediately after it
occurred. You cannot help but think what it is like for
those special squads who are 60 metres under the
ground working in tunnels where the temperature has
gone up to 60 degrees Centigrade. They are doing what
has to be done to retrieve those who were killed in that
appalling explosion. It must be literally hell on Earth
for them.
What of Londoners? The fact that they got back onto
the buses and back onto the trains was just an
extraordinary effort. They observed a couple of minutes
silence the other day. I suspect, looking around this
chamber, that many of us have walked the streets that
these people were occupying the other day. I thought
the show of strength and support by those people was
nothing less than remarkable. Admiration, of course, is
evoked by all of this. You cannot help but be fearful.
Again I suspect that most of us in this chamber, if not
all of us, have travelled in those same tunnels and on
those buses and been down those streets. It could have
been me; it could have been any one of us here; it could
have been any one of our loved ones or people whom
we know. You cannot help but be fearful of these
events.
Then there is the issue of people’s resolve, which is
important in this context. We can never ever let these
people beat us. There have been some great statements
made by wonderful people over the course of these past
few days highlighting that fact. Tony Blair, to his great
credit, led off in the first instance, but so many others
have said over the course of these past few days, ‘We
cannot let them beat us’. It is an issue about democracy
and about an attack on the way of life we lead. It is
something that reflects on what is done every day in
this chamber and the equivalents of this chamber
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around the world. It is an assault on us, and we cannot
let them beat us.
It is not only an assault on those of us who enjoy what
we have and what this chamber is all about; it is also an
assault on emerging nations around the world. I had the
great pleasure to be part of a group that greeted the
people from East Timor only a few weeks ago in the
Speaker’s chambers in the company of yourself,
Speaker, and the President of the Council. We talked to
these people and heard them celebrate their being able
to see democracy flourish in their country. These are
attacks on those people and the other countries around
the world where democracy continues to evolve.
There is the issue of tolerance and understanding which
is an imperative in this. I also welcome those different
members of communities who are with us here today
and the different faiths which are represented together
with the consul general; it is a delight to see him as
well. It goes to highlight the fact when we have these
circumstances put upon us that it is an opportunity,
inappropriate in many senses perhaps, but an
opportunity nevertheless to celebrate the fact that we
are a mix of nationalities. We are a people of many
parts. We are now a nation which can justifiably hold
its head up amongst any company of having been able
to welcome people from so many other countries
around the world and having been enriched by their
presence, not only by their cultural heritage but by the
various faiths which they have brought to our nation.
So I say, Speaker, I join with the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition in supporting this condolence
motion. I finish on the basis that we must understand
this is no lunatic fringe; we have these people with us
now in a global sense. Terrible as it is to contemplate, I
fear we will make these speeches again. It just goes to
highlight the fact that we must do everything we
possibly can to ensure that in this great nation of
Australia we never, ever let these people beat us.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I join the Premier, the
Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of The
Nationals in offering my condolences and that of this
house to the victims of the London terrorist bombings.
We also offer our condolences to the hundreds of
families who are now grieving for their loved ones and
those who will carry the post-traumatic scars for the rest
of their lives.
The emergency response to this disgraceful attack on
innocent lives was impressive and I trust the emergency
services in Melbourne would cope in the same
professional and efficient way. London has for many
years been dealing with Irish Republican Army terror
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and has no doubt honed response skills accordingly.
Having worked in London for four years in the late
1960s, I was familiar with the locations of the terror
attacks.
The revelation that the terrorists were native-born
British Muslims of Pakistani and Jamaican descent is a
shock to me and I am sure to most Londoners. To set
off bombs on London transport in this way is to
maximise the loss of human life. I have been trying to
grasp some understanding as to why any human being
would do such a thing. How can the killing of innocent
commuters further any cause or grievance no matter
how deeply felt?
Britain is now being blamed for being too tolerant of
radical Muslims spreading hatred and poisoning young
minds. Nigh on three years ago in October 2002
Jemaah Islamiah bombed two nightclubs in Bali and
killed 88 Australians. It was openly carried out to kill as
many Australians as possible, presumably because we
are an ally of America. Once again I pose the question:
how can that justify killing innocent Australians?
On the ABC’s Lateline program of 12 July Sheikh
Mohammed Omran, a known fundamentalist Islamic
cleric based in Melbourne, said:
I dispute any evil action linked to bin Laden. Again, I don’t
believe that even September 11 — from the beginning, I
don’t believe that it was done by any Muslim at all, or any
other activities. London, as I said just a few seconds ago,
never done yet — no-one proven that any Muslim has a hand
in it.

Like many Australians I am becoming increasingly
concerned by some Muslim demands in our society,
some of their intolerance of our way of life and their
insincerity in condemning violence and terror. It is a
fact that many Australian Muslims celebrated the
September 11 attacks on the World Trade Centre. We
are at a crossroads. We and the Muslim community
here need to take a greater role in condemning and
isolating those hard-core extremists who exist. For
example, how can local Islamic bookshops offer for
sale hate and terrorist literature? We and the Australian
Muslim community have to get our house in order. We
have to promote assimilation and harmony, otherwise
we will never have a normal society. We live in a very
tolerant society.
I reiterate my sincere condolences to the families of the
56 persons who were killed, together with the hundreds
of injured victims. This Parliament must condemn all
forms of extremism.
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Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Children: sex offender supervision
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
statement on the Neil Mitchell program this morning
regarding Mr Baldy that ‘I don’t think the government
has sought a suppression order … we haven’t applied
for a suppression order’, and I ask: will the government
seek to have the suppression order in the Mr Baldy case
lifted so Victorians can have confidence that the
proposed extended supervision conditions will protect
our children?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I said this morning,
the matters he has addressed to me are matters for the
courts. The public can have confidence that the
legislation that this house passed enables ongoing
constant supervision for criminals such as Brian Jones
on their release. That was the intent of the legislation
and they can have full confidence that that is available
and therefore able to be applied for as part of that
legislation.

Children: protection reform
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — My question is to
the Premier and I ask: can the Premier advise the house
of the government’s most recent initiative to protect
Victorian children, and how this will fulfil the
government’s commitment to making Victoria a safer
place to raise a family?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Forest Hill for her question. I am very pleased to say
that in accordance with the government’s plans to
provide working-with-children checks, which we
announced as part of our commitments at the
2002 election, we followed up with the exposure draft
which was released in December last year and which
has gone through extensive community consultation. I
understand that something like 160 different
submissions have been received.
Not surprisingly the Attorney-General tells me that
about half those submissions say that the exposure draft
was not tough enough and about half say it was too
tough, so I suspect that the balance that the government
had pursued was close to the mark. Of course, we have
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made some changes since the exposure draft, formed
from community consultations, submissions and other
input we have had. I am very pleased to say that once
the bill has been second read at some time this week,
this house will in the future debate a
working-with-children checks regime.
Could I highlight some of the matters that this
government has dealt with in protecting children and
making sure that we have the best possible system for
the protection of young people to give them the best
possible start in life, which we have put in place over a
period of time. For example, the Children and Young
Persons Act is undergoing its biggest review for
15 years, which is being conducted by the Minister for
Children who is also the Minister for Community
Services, and I welcome that examination of the act.
Through legislation passed by this Parliament we now
have a new sex offenders register which ensures that
police can monitor Victoria’s worst sexual offenders
after their release from jail. As I mentioned before in an
answer to the Leader of the Opposition, the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act also allows serious sex
offenders to be closely monitored by Corrections
Victoria even after their parole has ended. In addition,
for the first time in Victoria’s history the government
has appointed a Minister for Children, which the
Minister for Community Services has added to her
responsibilities, and that demonstrates the
government’s commitment to having an overarching
policy emphasis for children across the board. I have
also welcomed the fact that we have a new child safety
commissioner. The first appointee is Bernie Geary, who
has wide-ranging experience in youth activities. I think
he is very appropriate for that position and will be very
good for it.
So if you look at the minister, the child safety
commissioner and what we are doing with the working
for children checks and putting these arrangements in
place, together with the examination and rewriting of
the Children and Young Persons Act, the sex offenders
register and the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act,
you can see that we have comprehensively examined
protection for children, including updating the laws,
introducing new laws and introducing better monitoring
and protection.
The bill to be presented to this house will obviously be
subject to debate once it has been second read. It is in
keeping with what has already occurred, particularly in
Queensland and Western Australia and what is proposed
for New South Wales. So the majority of Australia has
already moved to these working-with-children checks. It
will cover workplaces which are predominantly based
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around young people. It will involve volunteers who are
predominantly based around young people. I have
announced that the government will be fully funding
the checks for volunteers so there is no cost to
volunteers in the implementation of the
working-with-children checks. I am very pleased that
we are able to undertake that.
There are different regimes operating across Australia
and I think that is of great benefit. This is an extensive
exercise and therefore we will be implementing the
working-with-children checks over a five-year period
and we will be ensuring that there is effective and
wide-ranging community education in its
implementation so that people are fully informed.
Could I say finally that I believe we have the balance
right. This is not about working with children and
simply saying, ‘I’m working with a child and therefore
I’ll have a police check’; it is about where the
workplace is predominantly around children. For
example, work experience will not be covered by this
act because that is not a regular matter which is ongoing
or predominantly around children. So there is a whole
series of appropriate exemptions there. It has been
framed on the basis of what is a sensible balance, and
what are sensible regimes and sensible checks for the
future.
Finally, could I thank the Attorney-General for his
leadership in bringing about this legislative change and
the Minister for Children for her support in these
arrangements. I welcome the fact that we will have
these further checks in place in Victoria, I welcome the
community input and I look forward to the debate in
this house on this important bill.

Weeds: control
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Agriculture. With Landcare groups making
their invaluable contribution to controlling weeds and
feral animals in regional Victoria, why is the Bracks
government cutting back the number of Department of
Primary Industries pest plant and animal officers?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) —
Unfortunately the Deputy Leader of The Nationals is a
little bit confused.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — You can have new glasses, but
it is still an ugly policy.
The fact of the matter is that the Bracks government has
increased the funding when it comes to weeds and the
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Minister for Environment has been a key driver in that.
When you look at the number of positions in the
agencies that deal with weeds, whether it is Parks
Victoria, the Department of Primary Industries or the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, you see
there are more additional positions there than there are
positions that are the subject of the reorganisation
referred to in the question asked by the member for
Swan Hill. The simple reality is that overall there has
been a greater commitment.
Mr Walsh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benalla!
Mr CAMERON — And the answer is yes.

Children: protection reform
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My question is
to the Attorney-General. I refer to the Bracks
government’s commitment to making Victoria a safer
place to raise a family and I ask the Attorney-General to
outline how the Department of Justice will implement
the working-with-children checks scheme.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for her question. I guess as a
community we are judged on how we look after our
most vulnerable and I am sure everyone would agree
that there is no more vulnerable section of our
community than the children we leave in the care of
others. Our proposal provides a framework to ensure
that those who supervise or indeed work directly and
regularly with children do not pose an unjustifiable risk
to the sexual and physical wellbeing of these kids.
I might say that legislation we will introduce is not
proscriptive or exhaustive. It actually ensures there is a
clear minimum standard. Businesses, community
groups and volunteer organisations may well want to
put in place other checks that go beyond this minimum
that will be set out in the legislation. I am sure members
will also agree that we cannot legislate absolutely to
ensure that never again will a child be abused. This
legislation will indeed be a genuine, honest attempt to
protect our kids as they move from home into the
community. We will constantly monitor the legislation.
There will be a formal review after three years but in
effect it will be monitored on a regular basis and we
will certainly look at every opportunity to ensure that
the legislation does protect our kids.
It is important we get it right. We believe, as the
Premier said, that the balance we have struck in relation
to our proposal does get it right. The Premier has
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clearly stated and the legislation will clearly state that
certain individuals should not under any circumstances
be allowed to work unsupervised with children. I might
say we as a government make no apology for that
strong position. People on the sex offenders register or
subject to an order under the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act will not pass the working-with-children
checks, and they will have no right to appeal to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) a
rejection of their application except where there is a
claim of mistaken identity.
People who have been found guilty of serious sexual
offences against children or adults will be refused a
positive determination, as will people convicted or
found guilty of serious violent offences or serious drug
offences involving adults or children or, of course,
offences against the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring
Act. There will be a right of appeal to VCAT. We
cannot rule out that in some circumstances individuals
may be able to demonstrate to the tribunal that they do
not pose an unjustifiable risk to children. That will
ultimately be a matter for VCAT if indeed it is
appealed.
To implement these very important reforms a special
unit will be created in the Department of Justice. The
unit will have access to police data on offences and
charges that are regulated by this particular proposal.
This will ensure that the department has accurate and
the most recent information when assessing a person
under the working-with-children checks regime.
To ensure that organisations have plenty of time to
make any adjustments they need to make to comply
with the legislation, we will provide an extensive
phase-in period. In fact, the phase-in period ultimately
will be over five years. Checking will commence much
earlier than that, of course — in fact in this financial
year, with child protection services, juvenile justice
workers and foster care workers. Then we will cover
family day care workers, out-of-school-hours carers,
non-teaching staff in educational institutions and school
crossing supervisors and the like in the first year.
In conclusion, I think everyone will agree that as
members of the community we all have a role to play in
protecting our kids from sexual or physical harm by
ensuring that people who work with or care for our
children have their suitability checked. The proposal
which we will enshrine in legislation outlines the
Bracks government’s contribution to that very
important role. I have no doubt that the community will
stand with us and play its continuing role in ensuring
the protection of our children.
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Children: sex offender supervision
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Corrections. Given that the Parliament
urgently passed the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring
Act in February of this year and that the government
knew that Mr Baldy was due for release in August of
this year, I ask: why did the government do nothing for
four months and only make an application for an
extended supervision order on July 1?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Corrections) — I
thank the honourable member for Kew for his question.
I would say this in relation to these events, and I choose
my words carefully because of the legal situation that
exists at the moment in relation to this issue: the serious
sex offenders monitoring legislation came into effect on
26 May. This was legislation — —
An honourable member — It was passed in
February.
Mr HOLDING — The legislation came into effect
on 26 May. The member for Kew may be of the view
that it is appropriate for governments to do things
without the legislative power for them to do so; we do
not have that view. At the same time — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will not behave in that unparliamentary
manner. The minister, to continue without interruption.
Mr HOLDING — The member for Doncaster just
said my predecessor brought this to the Parliament and
said it was urgent. He did not. I brought this to the
Parliament, and I said it was urgent. The Parliament
consented to the legislation and it came into — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr HOLDING — The member — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to address
the question through the Chair.
Mr HOLDING — Much to the embarrassment of
the Leader of the Opposition — he just said, ‘What did
you do in June?’ — this legislation — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HOLDING — He said I was overseas, did he?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will answer
the question through the Chair and not engage in
conversation across the table.
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Mr HOLDING — The government made an
application in June under the serious sex offenders
monitoring legislation. Members would already be
aware that we in fact passed amendments to this
legislation during the period when this application was
being made. I will make this point absolutely clear:
when Brian Keith Jones was released from jail last
week he was subject — and he is subject — to the most
stringent conditions ever imposed on a Victorian
following their release from prison. He is subject to
electronic monitoring. He is subject to a home-based
curfew — he cannot leave his house without making
application to Corrections Victoria. He is banned from
having any contact with children.
These are the most serious and stringent conditions ever
imposed on a Victorian following their release from
prison, and they are in place because this government
passed serious sex offenders monitoring legislation.
These arrangements are in place because this
government introduced into this Parliament legislation
establishing a sex offenders register and serious sex
offenders monitoring legislation, the toughest set of
arrangements for serious sex offenders ever put in place
in Victorian history. We did these things, not the
previous government.

Children: protection reform
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — My question is to the
Minister for Children. I refer to the Bracks
government’s commitment to making Victoria a safer
place to raise a family, and I ask: will the minister
outline to the house what the Bracks government is
doing to protect Victoria’s children at home and in
child care?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Children) — I thank
the member for Preston for his question. This
government is absolutely committed to giving every
child the best possible start in life, and making sure that
they are safe is a fundamental part of that. That includes
making sure that all services for young children are
safe, nurturing and stimulating.
In regard to child-care places that is not an easy task,
because the commonwealth government funds them
and it has an appalling record in funding child care. It
means that families have to pay high fees, and access is
difficult because there are not enough child-care places.
When children get to child care the Victorian
government makes sure that the centres are of good
quality and are safe and that children who are lucky
enough to get into them will learn, grow and have fun.
The Victorian government sends its officers and
children’s services advisers to inspect all children’s
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services on a regular basis. Every year we make over
3000 visits to inspect and monitor child-care centres.
We work with the centres to ensure that they meet our
standards, and if necessary we throw the book at them
in court.
We are also examining different models for the
regulation of out-of-school-hours care and family day
care, all of which will be covered by the new
working-with-children check. In addition we have
appointed Victoria’s first ever child safety commissioner,
who will be a watchdog and advocate for all children and
will undertake community education on child safety. We
are spending another — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Caulfield and Richmond will be quiet.
Ms GARBUTT — We are funding the child safety
commissioner with another $4 million over the next
four years to get clear practical messages to Victorian
families about child safety, which is about getting to the
problems before they happen. We have put a big
emphasis on prevention and early intervention. We
have put in an extra $21.5 million over the next four
years to fund more family innovation projects. They are
the ones that help families who have ongoing, complex
issues by assisting them in the support of their children
before crises occur and child protection is involved.
That has been working very well. Victoria’s child
protection notifications have flattened off and gone
down in comparison with other states, where they are
still increasing in a huge way. Of course we are also
undertaking the biggest reform of child protection
legislation and practices in a generation, and we will be
bringing that forward later in this session.
Today I welcome very much the announcement by
the Premier and Attorney-General about the
working-with-children check. It will be another
strong initiative to ensure that our children are safe.
We want to make sure Victoria is not just a great
place but a safe place in which to raise a family.

Public transport: smartcard tender
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Transport. I refer to the March 2005
overseas travel by Transport Ticketing Authority staff
with regard to the smartcard tender, and I ask: given
that the probity auditor — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray! I ask the house to come to order.
Mr MULDER — Given that the probity auditor did
not accompany Transport Ticketing Authority staff on
the trip, what procedures did the government have in
place to prevent corruption of the tender process?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — The
new ticketing system for Melbourne and Victoria will
be a huge step forward for public transport. It will make
travel easier and more convenient for the people who
use it, whether in country Victoria or in metropolitan
Melbourne. It will enable public transport users to
seamlessly travel from one mode to another and from
one region to another using the same ticket — —
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the matter I raised relates to the
probity auditor’s not being in attendance on an overseas
trip and has nothing to do with what the ticketing
system will do for Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister had only
commenced and was making some general comments
at the start of his answer.
Mr BATCHELOR — As I said about the use of the
smartcard technology, when you swipe on and swipe
off it will calculate the cheapest fare for the journey. It
will be a real boost for the people using it.
The member for Polwarth raised with me some
allegations about the probity auditor and the letting of
the ticketing contract. We have made a decision in
relation to this contract. What I can say is that every
stage of this process has been the subject of the strictest
probity auditing. That was a decision of both the
government and the authority which was handling this
contract for the government.
The probity auditor accompanied executive officers
from the Transport Ticketing Authority on an overseas
trip, where they met with other public transport
ticketing organisations shortly before the close of the
formal process. The probity auditor did that as a result
of a conscious and deliberate decision to ensure that all
probity issues were maintained, not only in Melbourne
but also overseas.
During the bidding process there were a number of
official site visits, and on each of these occasions it is
true that the probity auditor did not attend. However,
the TTA staff were given extensive briefings and
training in relation to probity and how they were to
conduct themselves. They undertook technical site
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visits in order to properly and satisfactorily fulfil their
tasks.

Tourism: business events
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — My
question is to the Minister for Tourism. I refer to the
Bracks government’s commitment to strengthening the
Victorian economy, and I ask: will the minister advise
the house of recent information that identifies
Melbourne and Victoria as being even more attractive
destinations for staging business events?
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — I thank the member for his interest in the
business events part of tourism, which is worth
$1 billion of the $10 billion tourism industry.
Melbourne is certainly known as the events capital and
certainly as the sports capital. In reality we are also the
thinking capital. When we got into government we
invested more resources, nearly doubling our effort, in
supporting the Melbourne Convention Visitor Bureau’s
ability to bid for conferences and business events from
around the world.
The new convention centre — it follows a commitment
that this government made to have the biggest
convention facility in the southern hemisphere — next
to the exhibition centre will be finished in late 2008 and
will open early 2009. It is again showing the world
business events community that Victoria is serious
about attracting business events that are not only good
for our economy, and in particular a growing part of our
economy, but also creating the opportunity to bring the
world’s thinkers to our doorstep.
I am pleased to report that although it is not even built
we are locking in business for the new centre. I can
inform the house that since we announced the new
convention facility on the southern side of the river,
Victoria has won the right to host the International
Congress of Internal Medicine, with 4000 delegates, the
International Congress of Applied Psychology in 2010,
with 2000 delegates, and the 13th World Congress on
Human Reproduction in 2011. So we are already
winning conferences — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is far too much
audible conversation. I ask members to be quiet to
allow the minister to answer the question.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Not only are we for
the first time winning conferences that we could not
have had before because we did not have the facilities,
but Victoria is winning more events simply because it is
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a great place for hosting events. Melbourne has
52 hotels in the central business district (CBD). We
have a very good CBD transport system. We have great
facilities, and of course we are the restaurant capital, the
bar and night life capital, and the shopping capital —
and business event visitors like that.
Other conferences that we have won in recent months
include the World Psychology Association
International Congress; the International Association of
Business Communicators, Asia Pacific; the Annual
Conference on Industrial Electronics; the World Youth
and Student Travel Conference 2006; the IBRO World
Congress of Neuroscience; and the World Conference
on Women’s Mental Health. The list goes on and on.
Every week the Premier and I are signing off on new
world conference bids. Every week I am meeting, like I
did yesterday, with bid teams visiting Melbourne to
have a look at our facilities.
Some people have said, ‘What about regional
Victoria?’. We are winning events for regional Victoria.
The house might be interested to know that business
event travellers are very big regional travellers as well,
because they tour prior to coming to Melbourne for
events. Some events are held in regions, or the visitors
take the opportunity of having a few days in regional
Victoria. It is good business for Victoria. How is it
good business? Not only do the world’s thinkers come
here, but they fill our hotel rooms. Members might have
noticed in the Australian Financial Review of 4 July
that Colliers International was quoted as saying:
Melbourne’s 4-star and 5-star hotel market continued to
surprise the industry.

On 8 July the Age reported, in an article entitled ‘Room
boom as tourists land in droves … and that’s before the
games’, a 10.2 per cent increase in the March quarter in
occupancy in hotels in Melbourne — the highest level
of occupancy in over 10 years, at 80 per cent. Business
events are good for the economy, they are good for our
innovation economy, they are good for tourism and
they are good for jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — And I encourage
members of the house to have a look at our 10-year
tourism and events discussion paper, which is out at the
moment. Submissions will be accepted until the end of
this month. It is about driving tourism and events
forward over the next 10 years to grow tourism from a
$10 billion industry to an $18 billion industry. Business
events have the fastest growth potential. We are
winning more international conferences for Melbourne
and Victoria. It is all great news for us, and we look
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forward to support from the other side eventually for
the new convention facility.

Bridges: Echuca–Moama
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — My question is
addressed to the Minister for Transport. I refer to the
urgent need for a second River Murray crossing at
Echuca and overwhelming community support for the
proposed western option, and I ask: given that the
objections of the Yorta Yorta Aboriginal community
have brought the project to a standstill, what is the
government going to do to resolve the stalemate and
build a bridge as soon as is possible?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
thank the member for Rodney for his question. This is
an issue that the member for Rodney has certainly taken
an enduring interest in on behalf of his community. I
agree with his assessment that it is an urgent issue and
that a second river crossing has community support,
and I can assure the member for Rodney and the people
of his electorate, particularly those in Echuca, that this
government is committed to finding a second Murray
River crossing in Echuca. I can advise him that the new
crossing at Corowa is working well, that work is
progressing at Robinvale and at Cobram, and that we
would love to be getting on with the work at Echuca.
The commonwealth has committed some $15 million to
this project, and the balance was committed in earlier
budgets by both the New South Wales and Victorian
governments.
Following an environment effects statement (EES) the
Victorian government adopted the western alignment
for the new bridge. However, we had to abide not only
by the planning laws but also by the cultural heritage
laws, and in particular the provisions of the
commonwealth Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Commission Heritage Protection Act. Under that act
consent must be obtained from the Yorta Yorta Nation
Aboriginal Corporation before anybody, including the
government of the day, state or federal, can disturb
Aboriginal cultural heritage. It is well known that the
Yorta Yorta Nation Aboriginal Corporation is not
prepared to give consent for that western alignment,
and we acknowledge that that decision has clearly and
unambiguously been made and articulated by the Yorta
Yorta people, but we are now trying to find the way
forward to establish that second crossing.
At the meeting organised by the member for Rodney
and held with the Shire of Campaspe we went through
all the options that were available to the community
generally. The government sees itself as being part of
that community, as is the shire council, as is the
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member for Rodney and as are the people of Echuca
and the Yorta Yorta people, in trying to find the
appropriate way forward.
Essentially, when you get down to the reality of the
fundamentals of this situation there are two options.
Firstly, you could pursue the central alignment. That is
an option that was studied in the environment effects
statement process and accordingly it has been the
subject of an extensive EES examination. If that is done
it might be some 12 months before works could be
started, but it provides one pathway. An alternative
pathway would be to wait for the promulgation of new
Victorian legislation that would be put in place to
replace the commonwealth legislation once agreement
is reached between the commonwealth and the state for
that replacement process to occur. However, I am
advised that that will take some considerable time. If
people choose that second option, they will do so
knowing it will take a longer period of time than the
earlier pathway.
It has been a long and drawn-out matter, not because of
a want of all the parties — the council, the local
member, the government, the community and the Yorta
Yorta people — trying to find a solution. The
government is committed to a second river crossing.
The community wants it. The funds are there on the
table. The Yorta Yorta nation in fact is not opposed to a
second crossing. It is just concerned at the western
alignment.
So following the meeting what we as the government
and I as the responsible minister are waiting to hear
back from the Shire of Campaspe on is an indication of
what it would like in representing its community and
what it would see as the preferred way forward of the
two pathways which I have outlined here today and
which were outlined at the meeting that was held.

Economy: performance
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — My question without notice
is to the Treasurer. I ask the Treasurer: can he outline to
the house any recent independent assessment of the
state of Victoria’s economy and budget?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I can outline to the
house a further recent assessment of the strength of the
Victorian economy. That assessment was made and
released last week by Standard and Poor’s — on
13 July, when the house was not sitting. In the
assessment and statement it issued on that day it
reconfirmed Victoria’s AAA credit rating. I want to say
that we are delighted, obviously, that immediately after
the budget Moody’s confirmed its AAA rating for the
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state, and last week, as I have said, Standard and Poor’s
confirmed its. This is a very exclusive club now to
which Victoria belongs internationally. Only 16 per
cent of regional and state governments in the developed
world outside the USA are members.
Only 10 states in the United States have a AAA rating.
Regarding our performance Standard and Poor’s says
that Victoria has a strong balance sheet with low
financial liabilities. It also says we have a commitment
to fiscal discipline, a sound economic base with solid
growth prospects and a strong liquidity position.
I will quote from its press release:
The government has demonstrated fiscal prudence, keeping to
fiscal strategy targets and ensuring adequate levels of fiscal
flexibility. Victoria’s economy is diverse and provides a solid
foundation for growth with limited volatility.

It is a fantastic report for our state. It is of course
backed up by recent economic data. I am pleased to
advise the house that the latest job numbers for June are
now in. In the last year we actually predicted job
growth in Victoria to be 1.5 per cent. We updated that
at budget time to 3 per cent. I am pleased to advise the
house that over the past financial year in fact the rate of
jobs growth in Victoria has been 3.3 per cent. We have
generated 93 700 jobs in raw terms.
There is one point I want to make about the Standard &
Poor’s assessment because it does raise one caution
about the medium term. It says:
Although the headroom in state finances is shrinking,
downward pressure on the rating over the medium term
would require a pretty severe shock …

I do not think it is hard to work out what sort of a shock
it is referring to. Do you know what it is referring to? It
is referring to a $7 billion shock. That is what it is
referring to. Here we are with a AAA credit rating
confirmed by Moody’s Investors Service and Standard
and Poor’s. What they are saying is that is locked into
the future unless there is a severe shock. Do you know
what ‘shock’ is code for? ‘Shock’ is code for the
Liberal Party policy on EastLink — that is what it is
code for.
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Mr BRUMBY — I think the public is saying the
state opposition is a joke. It is now 278 days since the
Leader of the Opposition made a promise. Since then
there have been 60 000 jobs created in Victoria.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to return to answering the
question.
Mr BRUMBY — In the last 278 days there have
been 60 000 jobs — —
An honourable member — Just ignore him.
Mr BRUMBY — No. I am allowed to talk about
jobs. There have been 60 000 jobs created in Victoria.
Two hundred and seventy-eight days is a long time. I
am advised that it is the amount of time Noah took to
find dry land after the flood.

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 277 to 282 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 by 6 o’clock this evening.

VAGRANCY (REPEAL) AND SUMMARY
OFFENCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
repeal the Vagrancy Act 1966 and re-enact certain
provisions of it in the Summary Offences Act 1966
and the Crimes Act 1958 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — They have said it is a pretty
severe shock. The public is saying it is a shocker of a
policy.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer, to
conclude his answer.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) introduced a bill to
amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to clarify
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the residency rights of occupiers of shared rooms in
rooming houses and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CASINO CONTROL (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for Gaming)
introduced a bill to amend the Casino Control Act
1991 and the Casino (Management Agreement) Act
1993 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Alpine National Park: cattle grazing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Wantirna, Bayswater, Boronia,
Heathmont and Ringwood wish to commend the Bracks
government on its decision to end cattle grazing in the Alpine
National Park, while retaining grazing rights in alpine areas
outside the park, which will preserve both our cultural
heritage, as embodied by the legend of The Man from Snowy
River, and our natural heritage in a delicate and important part
of our state.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria resist all entreaties to change this policy and seek to
further encourage all Victorians to support their national park
and to enjoy the cultural heritage of the high country.

By Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) (8 signatures)

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious instruction in Victorian government
schools draws out to the house that under the Bracks Labor
government review of education and training legislation, the
future of religious instruction in Victorian schools is in
question and risks becoming subject to the discretion of local
school councils.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no
change to legislation and the Victorian government schools
reference guide that would diminish the status of religious
instruction in Victorian government schools and, in addition,
urge the government to provide additional funding for
chaplaincy services in Victorian government schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria [is] concerned to ensure
the continuation of religious instruction in Victorian
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government schools and to provide additional funding for
school chaplains.

By Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) (80 signatures)
Dr SYKES (Benalla) (80 signatures)
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (23 signatures)
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) (406 signatures)
Mr HARKNESS (Frankston) (32 signatures)
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (136 signatures)
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) (24 signatures)
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) (66 signatures)
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (241 signatures)
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) (97 signatures)
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (24 signatures)
Mr COOPER (Mornington) (206 signatures)
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) (45 signatures)
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) (367 signatures)
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) (62 signatures)
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) (94 signatures)

Boating: life jackets
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house their dismay at the new boating
laws insisting that life jackets be worn at all times whilst
boating. Whether sitting on the deck of a houseboat or out
fishing with a mate, life jackets are to be worn at all times.
This will be an unfair law on people who can least afford it,
especially in rural and regional Victoria, where incomes are
much lower. Life vests [cost] approximately $200.00 each.
This will stop many pensioners and health care card holders
enjoying one of the simple free pleasures in life.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urges the government to abandon
immediately the introduction of this boating law.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (46 signatures)

Rail: Sandringham line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Brighton electorate of Victoria
draws to the attention of the house the exceptionally poor
train services on the Sandringham line. Poor services include
regular cancellations, lateness and overcrowding.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the government to improve train
services on the Sandringham line.

By Ms ASHER (Brighton) (135 signatures)

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious education in Victorian schools draws
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out to the house that under the Bracks Labor government
review of education legislation, the future of religious
education in Victorian schools is in question and the
petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no change to
legislation which would diminish the status of religious
education in Victorian schools and, on the contrary, require
the government to provide additional funding for chaplaincy
services in Victorian state schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious education in Victorian schools.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (26 signatures)
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (68 signatures)
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) (394 signatures)
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) (75 signatures)
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) (19 signatures)

Rail: Kilmany crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria draws to the attention of the house the inordinate
number of accidents resulting in death and injury coupled
with the many near miss incidents which have occurred at the
railway crossing at Settlement Road, Kilmany.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls upon the Victorian government to
erect appropriate warning signs and to install warning lights
and signals at the railway crossing at Settlement Road,
Kilmany to thereby afford the best possible opportunity to all
drivers on Settlement Road of impending train movements at
the crossing.

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (408 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.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (17 signatures)

Cobboboonee State Forest
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the Cobboboonee residents and land-holders
group draws the attention of the house to the proposal by
green groups to change the status of the Cobboboonee State
Forest to a national park.
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The petitioners do hereby respectfully request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria does not declare the
Cobboboonee a national park but retains the status quo as a
state forest, and for this we ever pray.

By Dr NAPTHINE (327 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr COOPER (Mornington).
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for Brighton be considered next day on
motion of Ms ASHER (Brighton).
Ordered that the petition presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater).
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for Scoresby be considered next day on
motion of Mr WELLS (Scoresby).
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for Doncaster be considered next day on
motion of Mr PERTON (Doncaster).
Ordered that the petitions presented by honourable
member for South-West Coast be considered next
day on motion of Dr NAPTHINE (South-West
Coast).
Ordered that the petition presented by honourable
member for Bellarine be considered next day on
motion of Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine).
Ordered that the petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next on motion of
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan).

NATIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODE
Publications, films and computer games
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General), by leave, presented
revised code contained in commonwealth
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) Act 1995.
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) presented Alert
Digest No. 8 of 2005 on National Parks (Otways and
Other Amendments) Bill together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Labour hire
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) presented final report,
together with appendices and minutes of evidence.
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Hepburn Planning Scheme — Nos C29, C32
Horsham Planning Scheme — No C23
Indigo Planning Scheme — No C26
Kingston Planning Scheme — No C48
Maroondah Planning Scheme — No C30
Moorabool Planning Scheme — No C32
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme — Nos C64,
C73 Part 1
Moyne Planning Scheme — No C19
Northern Grampians Planning Scheme — No C12
Stonnington Planning Scheme — No C39
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Nos C16, C23, C24
Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Nos C12, C18
Warrnambool Planning Scheme — No C41
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — No C50, C66
Yarra Planning Scheme — No C66
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — No C44

Tabled.

Yarriambiack Planning Scheme — No C5

Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:

Police Regulation Act 1958 — Director, Police Integrity —
Review of the Victoria Police Witness Protection Program —
Ordered to be printed
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Architects Act 1991 — SR No 53
Audit Act 1994 — SR No 65

Annual Plan 2005–06

Building Act 1993 — SR Nos 51, 57

Performance Audit Report — Managing stormwater
flooding risks in Melbourne — Ordered to be printed

Cemeteries Act 1958 — SR No 75

Confiscation Act 1997 — Asset Confiscation Operations
Report for the year 2003–04
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices under s
32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule Nos 49 and 79

Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 — SR No 76
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 — SR
No 84
Crimes (Family Violence) Act 1987 — SR No 54

National Parks Act 1975 — Advice under s 11(3)

Electricity Safety Act 1998 — SR No 74

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

Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — SR Nos 60, 61

Ballarat Planning Scheme — No C83
Baw Baw Planning Scheme — No C10 Part 2 (i)
Bayside Planning Scheme — No C41
Central Goldfields Planning Scheme — No C7
Colac Otway Planning Scheme — No C44

Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — SR No 55
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR No 59
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 — SR
No 73
Marine Act 1988 — SR No 82

East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Nos C31, C43

Meat Industry Act 1993 — SR No 49

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Nos C38, C41, C43

Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 — SR No 64

Glenelg Planning Scheme — Nos C21, C22

Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act 1982 — SR No 80

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — No C112

Pharmacy Practice Act 2004 — SR No 50
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Police Regulation Act 1958 — SR No 72
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — SR No 70
Private Agents Act 1966 — SR No 78
Private Security Act 2004 — SR No 77
Public Administration Act 2004 — SR No 52
Road Management Act 2004 — SR Nos 62, 63
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR No 68
State Owned Enterprises Act 1992 — SR No 85
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR No 58
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — SR No 83
Surveying Act 2004 — SR No 56
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — SR
No 79
Transport Act 1983 — SR Nos 66, 67, 68, 69, 81
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 — SR No 71
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
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21 June
Appropriation (2005/2006) Bill (Presented to the
Governor by the Deputy Speaker)
Appropriation (Parliament 2005/2006) Bill
(Presented to the Governor by the Deputy Speaker)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill
City of Melbourne (Amendment) Bill
Courts Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill
Dangerous Goods and Equipment (Public Safety)
Acts (Amendment) Bill
Emergency Services Superannuation
(Amendment) Act
Energy Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill
Sex Offenders Registration (Amendment) Bill
28 June
National Parks (Alpine National Park Grazing)
Bill
State Taxation Acts (General Amendment) Bill.

Ministers’ exception certificates in relation to Statutory
Rule Nos 57, 58, 59, 82
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rule Nos 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 64, 70, 71, 72, 73, 75,
78, 79, 80, 81, 83

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 26 February 2003:
Children and Young Persons (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Act 2005 — Section 45 on 30 June 2005 (Gazette S120,
28 June 2005)
Gambling Regulation (Further Amendment) Act 2004 —
Sections 4(3), 4(4), 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 25, 32, 37(2), 37(4),
37(6), 39(1), 39(2), 39(3), 39(4), 39(5), 39(6) and the
remaining provisions of Part 3 on 25 June 2005 (Gazette G25,
23 June 2005)
Melbourne (Flinders Street Land) Act 2003 — Whole Act on
29 June 2005 (Gazette S120, 28 June 2005)
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005 — Whole Act on 1
July 2005 (Gazette S120, 28 June 2005)
Sustainable Forests (Timber) Act 2004 — Section 100(2) on
31 August 2005 (Gazette G28, 14 July 2005).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments)
Bill.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That, under 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 July
2005:
Energy Safe Victoria Bill
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill
Planning and Environment (Williamstown Shipyard)
Bill
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill.

This motion sets out the government business program
for this parliamentary week. In the text of the precise
motion it sets a target of some five bills to be dealt with
this week. That is a smaller number than the normal six
or seven bills we put up because it takes into account
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and recognises that some government business time
would be devoted to, firstly, the condolence motion we
have just dealt with and acknowledges that the
government has foreshadowed a ministerial statement
to be made on Wednesday. In that context, knowing
that extra time has been allocated from the government
business program to these other matters and looking at
the forward agenda and recognising the desire of many
members on both sides of the chamber to contribute to
a second-reading debate, we have decided to limit the
government business program this week to those five
bills listed in the motion and which I have read out.
That being the case, this program will provide a
workload for this parliamentary week that should
enable the objectives of individual members to
contribute and the government’s objective to progress
its legislative program to be met. It answers the needs
of the member for Nepean to have the National Parks
(Point Nepean) Bill brought on and dealt with. It also
provides the Parliament with the opportunity of
expressing our condolences on the terror bombings in
London, which we have just completed, and to hear a
ministerial statement from the Premier on a very
important matter. I commend this motion to the house.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The opposition
does not oppose the business program. The five bills
certainly should be easily handled within the time.
There is one request I have of the government. I request
it of the Minister for Transport, the minister responsible
for government business. It is that when we have the
ministerial statement there be an allowance for more
speakers than would be normal under that sort of
circumstance because of the seriousness of the issue
before the house. We have just had the condolence
motion in respect of the bombings in London and you,
Acting Speaker, as the member for Mildura, were given
the opportunity to speak to that motion.
It is important that as many members of the house as
possible be given the chance to speak to the ministerial
statement to be made by the Premier. I ask the
government to give due consideration to that, because
on an issue as important as this there is a need for that
to occur. We are not pushed for time. We will get
through the five bills within the time before the
guillotine at 4 o’clock on Thursday. Therefore it would
be a very wise decision by the government to allow that
debate to include as many speakers as possible. Again I
request the manager of government business to give
due consideration to that request.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — The Nationals will
not be opposing the government’s business program. It
is a reasonable business program this week with five
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pieces of legislation. I must say that we are delighted
that the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill has finally
come before the house and will be debated. That will be
a debate that will be followed with a degree of interest.
Dr Napthine — The Nationals like national parks.
Mr MAUGHAN — The Nationals do like national
parks, as the member — —
Mr Delahunty — As long as they are maintained.
Mr MAUGHAN — As long as they are maintained
and are free of weeds and we have proper control. It is a
reasonable program. We have had a very important
condolence motion today and will have an equally
important ministerial statement by the Premier
tomorrow, but there is no difficulty in dealing with
these five pieces of legislation by 4 o’clock on
Thursday afternoon, as proposed by the Leader of the
House.
I want to take this opportunity to thank the Leader of
the House for his cooperation in his discussions with
the whips and the managers of government business on
this side of the house. It leads to a cooperative
arrangement for getting these business programs
through. Together with the Government Whip we work
very well to ensure that we do achieve these objectives.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Sir Ronald Wilson
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to pay tribute to
the life of Sir Ronald Wilson. From a humble childhood
he rose to high legal office in Western Australia and
ultimately the highest judicial office in the country as a
High Court judge.
On retiring in 1989 he was appointed by the Keating
government as president of the Human Rights and
Equal Opportunity Commission, where he completed
the landmark Bringing Them Home report into the
stolen generations of Aboriginal children. This seminal
work, co-authored with Mick Dodson, chronicles the
systematic and misguided displacement of Aboriginal
people over decades. The report makes for harrowing
reading and should be a constant reminder to us all that
reconciliation with our indigenous community can be
achieved only when we are prepared as federal and
state governments and leaders to acknowledge the hurt
and harm done to Aboriginal people and to say sorry.
That certainly was one of Ron Wilson’s wishes.
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I had the pleasure of meeting Ron on a number of
occasions through his son, Bruce. I was privileged to
have Ron as a guest at my annual dinner in 2000, where
he spoke to a capacity audience on the importance of
carrying on the work of reconciliation with indigenous
communities. Those who heard that speech will be
forever touched by the humanity of this great
Australian.
I extend my condolences to his wife, Leila; their son,
Bruce, and his wife, Robyn, and family; and
particularly to his grandchildren, Emily and Alice, and
their mother, Kerry, at this sad time.

Warrnambool: unemployment
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Melbourne sculptor, Peter Corlett, entitled Cobbers. It
is located at Fromelles in northern France and depicts
Victorian farmer, Sergeant Simon Fraser, bringing in a
wounded digger.
Eighty-nine years ago today we saw the worst 24 hours
of casualties in Australian history, with 5533 killed,
wounded and missing in the battle of Fromelles. It was
a very Victorian catastrophe. Brigadier General
‘Pompey’ Elliott’s 15th brigade, which bore the brunt
of the tragedy, was entirely Victorian. Pompey himself
was a very famous Victorian. He tried in vain to have
the ill-conceived attack on the German positions
cancelled. Five VFL footballers were killed in that
battle.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I call on the
government to bring forward some vital major projects
in the Warrnambool area to combat a spate of recent
job losses. In the past few weeks Warrnambool has
suffered from a loss of jobs at Nestlé in Dennington
with 79 jobs gone; 16 people were retrenched at
Fletcher Jones, the last jobs in Warrnambool of that
great icon; 6 people were retrenched from Barton
Waste and just recently 10 people at GlaxoSmithKline
at Port Fairy were retrenched. These recent job losses
come on top of data from the small area labour markets
for the March quarter 2005 statistics which showed that
unemployment in the Warrnambool area increased
from 864 people in March 2004 to 1199 people in
March 2005. That is an increase of 39 per cent in
12 months. Indeed the unemployment rate in
Warrnambool went from 6 per cent to 8 per cent which
is well ahead of the national average.

Today at lunchtime a commemoration service
conducted by the Friends of the 15th Brigade was held
at the Shrine of Remembrance. The Friends of the
15th Brigade seek to have a second Cobbers statue
erected in the surrounds of the shrine so that more
Australians will be aware of that enormous sacrifice on
this day so many years ago. It is a vision worthy of
support.

I urge the government when it visits Warrnambool and
south-west Victoria as a community cabinet next week
to listen to the local council and community and bring
forward some major projects. It would be appropriate
for the government to announce funding not only for
the south-west emergency helicopter but for the
redevelopment of the Warrnambool hospital; for the
building of stage three of the South West TAFE which
is federally funded; for the redevelopment of the
Warrnambool safer harbour for recreational and
commercial fishing and to upgrade — —

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
pay tribute to John Anderson in his capacity as the
federal Leader of The Nationals in circumstances where
he announced his retirement from that position on
23 June 2005. John was elected to Parliament as the
member for Gwydir in 1982; he was then 32 years of
age. He served 13 years as a coalition frontbencher,
including 9 years as a cabinet minister and 6 years as
the Deputy Prime Minister of Australia as well as
during that period of time being the leader of our party
at a federal level.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

He has many key achievements which will be his
legacy in the political arena. He achieved a state and
federal agreement over the national water initiative
ensuring Australia has a world-class water policy
framework. It was John Anderson who elevated the
debate about water from the paddocks of Australia in
the rural areas into the lounge rooms of Australians. It
has been a remarkable achievement on his part. He was
responsible for the $1 billion AusLink program

Anzac Day: remembrance
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — It is indeed an
appropriate day for remembrance and reflection. One of
the landmarks visited by the Victorian students’ Spirit
of Anzac tour earlier this year was the statue by

Congratulations to the Friends of the 15th Brigade,
particularly Garrie Hutchinson, Lambis Eglezios, Ross
McMullin and Robin Corfield, for their efforts to create
greater awareness — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Federal Leader of The Nationals: retirement
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ensuring a national transport plan for Australia. The
introduction of the $2.4 billion funding for the roads to
recovery programs across this nation was his direct
responsibility; it would never have happened without
John Anderson. He was also responsible for the
$870 million in funding for the revitalisation of rail and
other transport systems. He has promoted the ethanol
industry across Australia. He is a fine Australian, and I
wish him well.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

John Ireland
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I wish to pay tribute to
a great man, John Francis Ireland, who died suddenly
on 5 July 2005 aged only 63. John was first and
foremost a family man. He married the love of his life,
Maureen, in October 1964, and their marriage was a
wonderful example of true mateship and love. Their
children, Stephen, Cathie and Greg, his daughter-in-law
Suzie, and his nine-month-old grandson Daniel were
very close to him. As was said on the day of John’s
funeral, they will miss their mentor, protector,
confidant, matchmaker, wine merchant, tradesman,
babysitter and financier.
John’s Roman Catholic faith was an integral part of his
life. He was born in Oakleigh and for much of his life
was an active member of the Sacred Heart parish. The
family moved to Murrumbeena 26 years ago and there
John involved himself in St Patrick’s parish. He was
always ready to help out the church and St Patrick’s
Primary School whether the job was big or small. He
loved sport and was a very strong supporter of the
Melbourne Football Club. He was an active and
involved member of St Patrick’s tennis club and the
Beaumaris motor yacht squadron.
I knew John mainly as a long-time member of the
Australian Labor Party and he was a very willing
worker at all times whether it was letterboxing or
working on polling day. I do not think St Patrick’s
polling booth will be quite the same without John as
booth captain, but as Maureen said on the day of his
funeral he will still be with us on any election day. He
was awarded his life membership last year having been
a member for 40 years and I know how proud he was
when he received his medallion from Steve Bracks.
John was a big man with a big heart and a very big
amount of time for all who touched his life. We will
miss him very much.
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Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs:
performance
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I stand to condemn
the Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs for
allowing this government to treat Victoria’s young
people as political footballs. This minister is well
known for abolishing programs and then renaming and
rebadging them to give the impression she has worked
hard to get extra money for youth services.
Youth Participation and Access is one such program.
When it replaced another program with much fanfare,
the government claimed that the goal of the program
was to build strong, active and resilient communities by
assisting young people to have opportunities, skills and
recognition. Organisations were asked to submit their
applications with successful applicants to be announced
in May 2005. Guess what? Two months later and
nothing has been done. I was advised on the weekend
that last Friday the office decided to allocate the
money — two months late. I have also been advised
that this occurred because the minister’s office
interfered with the process.
The minister’s office wanted to ensure the government
received maximum media coverage and score
maximum political points. This is another example of
the whiteboard process on how to allocate money. The
successful applications and the amount was not based
on merit and not on need, but on where this government
could get more votes.
This is a disgrace, and this minister should be ashamed.
The minister can smile and take photographs of herself,
but the reality is that she has ignored young Victorians.

Stan Wight
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I take this brief
opportunity today to mark the life and passing of Stan
Wight on 10 July. For the information of the house,
Stan Wight was one of those people who dedicated a
lifetime of service to his community. He was also a
devoted family man, being married to his wife, Joan for
56 years and raising two children, Pam and Phil, both
of whom have had instilled in them Stan’s commitment
to social justice.
Stan was born on New Year’s Eve 1927 and was one of
11 children. He attended Tate Street Primary School
and the then Geelong Junior Technical School. Stan
had a number of jobs, originally employed as a
plumber. He then moved to Blakiston Tractors and
from there to R and B Smiths as a car salesman.
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But it was in the area of community service that Stan
forged a reputation for himself as a fighter for the
underdog, especially in the areas of Thomson, East
Geelong and St Albans. In working for social justice,
Stan was elected to the Geelong City Council in 1974
and remained a councillor until it was amalgamated
in 1993. It was there that as a fellow councillor I first
met Stan. I can assure this house that Stan was a person
who did not suffer fools, but was always a fair man
who stuck to his guns and his principles. At all times he
put the interests of his community at the forefront of his
decision making. He was a much-respected councillor
and I often sought his opinion and advice in dealing
with local issues at the time.
Stan was also a long time member of the Australian
Labor Party who worked hard for the true causes of the
party. He will be remembered for his commitment to
the St Albans Football Club where he played, and went
on to become a long time committee man. Stan Wight
was a champion of the community to his boot straps
and Geelong will be poorer for his passing.

Police: numbers
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Bracks Labor government for its failure
to properly resource Victoria Police, and to make good
on its election promise of 600 extra police. At the
2002 election the Bracks government promised to
deliver an additional 600 police. To date it has only
delivered 232 police, which means that in 16 months
there will need to be a net increase of 368 police.
Despite ongoing media spin and rhetoric from the
government, police shortages continue to worsen. Right
across the state, regions and towns simply do not have
enough police members to police our streets, placing
community safety at risk.
Last week frustrated police members in the Geelong
region convened a public meeting to again highlight the
critical shortage of police in Greater Geelong and the
Surf Coast region. The Police Association’s
independent assessment puts the shortage at 76 police.
The Geelong crisis just adds to the ever increasing
examples of police shortages across metropolitan and
rural Victoria. Police are struggling to provide reactive
policing, let alone proactive policing.
I am advised that Werribee police are about to lose five
members who have been reallocated back to Geelong to
fill the critical shortages there. As recently as April
police members were sent from Geelong to Werribee to
plug holes. Victoria Police recently promised a further
eight officers for Geelong, and now we know where at
least five of them are coming from — Werribee. This
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musical chairs stopgap measure smacks of desperation
by the Bracks government.

Andrew Corum and Elizabeth Marshall
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to pay
tribute to two very different authors: I have recently had
the privilege of attending book launches for their first
books.
Andrew Corum has beautifully written and illustrated
two wonderful children’s books, Crimson Feathers for
Ty and Jack Learns to Swim, which not only tell
beautiful stories for children in words and pictures, but
convey compelling information about the protection of
the environment to preserve the habitat of the platypus
and the rosella. I wish Andrew every success and am
confident he will publish many more stories for
children.
Elizabeth Marshall, a resident of Panton Hill, has
written her first book at 91 years. It was recently
launched amongst friends, family and admirers at the
Lyceum Club, including her son, former Nillumbik and
Eltham shire councillor, Robert Marshall. Elizabeth’s
book which is a great read is called An Accidental
Brush with History. It is an historical autobiography of
the period from 1934 to 1944, compiled from letters
and diaries of a 20-year-old student in Nazi Germany,
leading to her wartime service as a special duties
(linguist) Wren in the Women’s Royal Naval Service.
Unconsciously Elizabeth traced the growth of Nazism
as it affected everyday life. She witnessed Nazi
propaganda and parades, and recorded the onset of
anti-Semitism. The words written at the time of the
events reveal an experience almost lost to the reading
public. During the war she served as a radio operator
intercepting plain language messages between German
motor torpedo boats, motor gunboats and minelayers as
they prepared to attack allied convoys along the east
and south coasts of England. She was under frequent
aerial attack, particularly during the Battle of Britain,
and endured long watches with little sleep. I hope her
first book is not her last.

Primary Industries: regional staff
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to
condemn the proposed Department of Primary
Industries’ catchment management officer cutbacks,
and I particularly call on the minister to guarantee that
positions like David Fraja’s at Orbost will be
maintained. The proposed DPI structure has no
catchment management officers east of Bairnsdale,
which is about 8 per cent of the state of Victoria. All
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inquiries in the far east, including Orbost, Cann River,
Bonang, Deddick, Combienbar, Bendoc and Tubbut,
will be changed to be managed through Bairnsdale.
This will mean that those positions in the far east will
be serviced through Bairnsdale, which is 31/2 hours
from places like Tubbut and Bendoc; Deddick dogmen
will be managed from Bairnsdale and will not be able
to supervise the Australia Workers Union doggers;
requests for assistance for killings will be done through
Bairnsdale; electric fencing contact will also be done
through Bairnsdale; and 1080 baits, dogs, fences and
rabbits will be picked up from Orbost once a month or
through Bairnsdale. This will have a great impact on
those communities. It will be inefficient, it will give no
support to the rural community and it will cut back
available work through those areas.
I call on the government to guarantee that those
positions in places like Orbost will be maintained in
order to provide services to those communities and to
make sure that there are no cutbacks to Parks Victoria,
which has been rumoured around East Gippsland over
the last few weeks.

Frankston North: Best Start map
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I was honoured to
be part of the recent launch of the Frankston North
Community Best Start map. The Best Start program is a
Bracks government initiative through the Frankston
City Council, focusing mainly on our children from
birth to eight years.
The Frankston North community map grew out of an
extensive survey of all parents in the Frankston North
area, which was conducted in June 2004. This project
has embraced the Best Start program and is a prime
example of what can be achieved through
interconnecting and utilising the community. The
working group utilised Victorian Certificate of Applied
Learning students at Monterey Secondary College and
Chisholm TAFE to produce the map in consultation
with the community and professional networks. I would
like to acknowledge the Frankston North Best Start
group, Out’n’About, Monterey Secondary College, the
Mahogany Community Centre and representatives from
the Pines Connecting the Community project. I also
wish to congratulate Karen Dunn and Nicole Regan
who put a fantastic effort into delivering this exciting
program for our residents of Frankston North.
The map is available on A4-size paper with a Melway
map of Frankston North highlighting for families with
children from birth to eight years places such as
preschools, parenting groups, maternity services,
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childcare services, bus routes and other services. It is an
ideal document for a new family moving into the area.
It is also a living, breathing example of the extent to
which the Frankston North community will go to
welcome families into the area.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — A great many
people have been dismayed to hear that the Bracks
government intends to proceed with a so-called trial
dredging process on the main shipping channel in Port
Phillip Bay between August and October this year. The
extent of this work is so large that it is obvious to all
that the real objective of the government is to carry out
the full dredging process in the southern part of Port
Phillip Bay and at the heads under the guise of a trial. It
is a nonsense for the Minister for Transport to claim
that this is a small-scale program. This is a deceitful and
dishonest way of proceeding, and the government
needs to understand that it is fooling no-one.
The question that must now be answered by the
government is one that it has so far carefully avoided:
where is the 1.7 million cubic metres of spoil from this
phoney trial going to be dumped? The review panel
report on the environment effects statement raised
serious concerns about the dumping of massive
quantities of spoil in Port Phillip Bay. The concerns set
out in that report mirror what I have been saying for a
long time, along with my absolute opposition to the
creation of a new huge dumping ground off the coast of
Mount Martha. The government cannot be permitted to
any course of action that easily turns the waters of Port
Phillip Bay into a turbid soup. Just what does the
government intend to do with the 1.7 million cubic
metres of sludge that will be dredged up from the
southern part of Port Phillip Bay over the next couple of
months?
On behalf of the many thousands of Victorians who are
concerned that this project will cause irreparable
damage to our bay, I demand an immediate response
from the government.

World Softball Championships
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — At the end of
June this year a young man from my electorate took
part in the World Softball Championships in Canada as
part of the Australian junior men’s team. The public is
not generally aware of men’s softball, and the sport
often does not get the recognition it deserves. It has
some difficulty attracting sponsorship because it is not
as high profile as other sports such as football, cricket
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and basketball, and I also suspect because it is not a
sport traditionally played by men.
Sixteen-year-old James Brooks, who attends Rowville
Secondary College in my electorate, was selected for
the Australian under-19 squad in 2003. At the
Australian championships in Perth in January this year,
he won the pitching award and was selected for the
team to play in Canada at the world championships.
Jimmy is very dedicated to his sport. He has played
softball since he was four years old, starting with
T-ball. He has always played with the one club, the
Mulgrave Softball Club. I am very pleased to report to
the house that the Australian junior men’s team was
very successful at the world championships. It won all
its matches undefeated, ultimately defeating Japan in
the final to become the world champion. I would like to
congratulate Jimmy Brooks and the entire Australian
junior men’s softball team for their great success at this
year’s world championships in Canada, and I wish
them every success in the future.

Longerenong Agricultural College: future
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of the
Lowan electorate, and particularly the Longerenong
support group, I condemn the Minister for Education
and Training for not meeting a delegation to discuss the
retention of Longerenong as a complete training
campus, including its vocational education and training
(VET) programs, staff, buildings and farm.
We are all aware of the recent decision by Melbourne
University to sever ties with its country campuses,
which is a real slap in the face for rural and regional
people in the agricultural industry. Melbourne
University is now examining alternative providers for
these VET programs, and as was said in the document
that all parliamentarians received, it is ‘working closely
with the state government which must approve any
transfers of VET activities’. Therefore it is important
that the Minister for Education and Training meet with
the Longerenong support group face to face. As the
chair of the group and the mayor of Horsham Rural
City Council said, ‘We feel these issues are too
important to be passed on second-hand from
departmental officials to the minister’.
The Longerenong support group is concerned about the
long-term future of the Longerenong campus. I call on
the minister to meet with it to hear the views of leaders
from the Wimmera–Mallee who are vitally interested in
the agricultural skill development and natural resource
management of our youth. Our young people are our
investment in the future. We know that people who
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gain their education in the country are more likely to
remain in rural and regional Victoria.

Terrorism: London bombings
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I would like to add my words
to those of others in deploring and condemning the acts
of criminal terrorism that took place in London on
7 July.
Coming from Cambodia, a country that has seen more
than its share of politically motivated death, injury and
destruction, I very much understand the grief of the
people of London. Like Australia, Britain is a
multi-ethnic and multifaith country. People have come
to Britain from many unhappy lands. I know from my
own experience that people in war-torn countries see
cities such as London as a haven of honour and decency
in a troubled world. This is why the London bombings
came as such a shock: this sort of thing is not supposed
to happen in peaceable countries like Britain.
Watching the news reports of the tragedy, I was
particularly struck by George Psaradakis’s dignified
tribute to those who died. George is Greek, and he was
the driver of the no. 30 bus that was blown up. Standing
before a group of his fellow drivers, who were of just
about every ethnicity imaginable, he vowed in
Churchillian tones that ‘You will not defeat us, and you
will not break us’.
I see this same attitude in my own electorate of
Clayton. People who have come to Victoria from
Cambodia, from Iraq and from Somalia and who have
lost family and friends in wars are tremendously proud
of their adopted city, just as George and his fellow
drivers stand together as proud Londoners. As long as
there are people like George in London, the terrorists
will never prevail.

Major Projects Victoria: staffing
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to raise again the
unjustified increases in staffing levels at Major Projects
Victoria, especially given the diminished responsibility
the minister is prepared to assume in this area. In 1999
there were 17 staff at MPV, and that figure had risen to
85 by November 2004. The minister’s explanation for
the increase in staff is as follows:
In addition to project implementation and delivery tasks MPV
now undertakes the additional tasks of project development
and feasibility functions.

The problem for the minister is that Major Projects
Victoria has always undertaken these tasks; these are
not new tasks at all. Indeed I would refer the minister to
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budget paper 3 for 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 and
2004–05, where it is very clear that feasibility and
development projects have always been undertaken by
MPV. The fact of the matter is that the staff blowout
has occurred in order to deal with fewer major projects,
all of which are over budget or late or both. I note in
particular the recent blowout from 24 staff in 2003–04
to 85 staff in November 2004. The minister can claim
what he likes. The fact is that he has been overserviced
to deliver minimal projects.

Ian De La Rue
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Today I wish to pay
tribute to an outstanding contributor to the Upper Yarra,
a man who enriched the lives of all who knew him and
who worked tirelessly to bring about improvements to
the area. On 26 June Ian De La Rue succumbed to an
untimely death. Cancer cruelly and unfairly took away
my mate Ian in the prime of his life. He rang me last
December to inform me about his illness, but his
relentless optimism and continuing zest for life led us
all to believe that he would live forever.
Unfortunately Ian was misguided at some point in his
very active and full life, beginning an association with
the dark side of politics, the Liberal Party. It was in his
capacity as a Liberal member that I first met him when
he was assisting the then Liberal candidate for
Gembrook with his state election campaign. However,
this inauspicious start did not get in the way of our
friendship. As I began to know him better I felt nothing
but admiration for this inspirational, motivational and
committed community activist. I fixed the problem that
had led him to participate actively in a local
campaign — a potholed car park outside the Millgrove
general store, which he ran — and from then on I was
proud to be considered his friend.
Ian was a member of almost every committee or group
relevant to the enhancement of the Upper Yarra, such
as the Warburton Winterfest Committee and the
Warburton Chamber of Commerce. Ian had been
involved in the banking industry for most of his adult
life, along with his beloved wife, Margaret, and he was
instrumental in the success of many of the Bendigo
community banks.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Country Fire Authority: Edithvale brigade
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I would like the house
to join with me today in congratulating the Edithvale
fire brigade on 80 years of service to the state of
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Victoria and my community in Carrum. At its dinner on
25 June a number of awards were given. A Country
Fire Authority (CFA) award was given to Adrian Allen
for 35 years of service to the authority. Adrian is a real
personality in his own right. He has served my
community and his brigade with distinction for a very
long time, and it was great to see him given the CFA
award.
The brigade’s awards went to ex-captain Michael West
who was presented with life membership for 22 years
service. The champion firefighter award was given
once again to Jason Cole and Patrick Hughes — two
excellent young men who give service to their
community above and beyond all reasonable
expectations. Captain Andrew Gibson was awarded a
special award that Edithvale presents for 2500 turnouts
to fires in our local area. I would like to congratulate
these people.

Hans van Hamond
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — On 6 July I
had the pleasure of attending the Wendouree urban fire
brigade where I officially handed over two new
pumpers valued at over $600 000. The evening was
also a time for the new captain, Garry Drabsch, to be
inducted. The outgoing captain, Hans van Hamond,
AFSM, has been a member of the Wendouree urban
fire brigade since 1971. He served as treasurer from
1979 to 1983, secretary from 1983 to 1990 and captain
from 1990 to 2005. He has been secretary of the
Ballarat urban fire brigades committee since 1977 and
is a life member of the committee. He is also the current
president of the Victorian Urban Fire Brigades
Association.
Hans is always the first to put up his hand to go away
and support other brigades when a major fire occurs,
either in Victoria or interstate. He has been to several
interstate fires as well as Ash Wednesday and the
north-east fires in 2003. Being a qualified crew leader,
strike team leader and mobile communications vehicle
operator, he has attended over 3000 calls during his
time with the Country Fire Authority. Hans has also
been very involved with the running team and took the
Wendouree brigade to the state championships in 2004.
On behalf of the Ballarat community I would like to
take this opportunity to congratulate and thank Hans for
all his hard work and dedication to the CFA and the
Wendouree urban fire brigade.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Evelyn has about
50 seconds.
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Ian De La Rue
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — Following on from
the member for Gembrook, I too was a great friend of
Ian De La Rue. I would like to inform the house that
Ian will be sorely missed in the Upper Yarra and
throughout the Shire of Yarra Ranges but I know his
inspiration will live on. Ian was a mentor to so many
community members in the area that he leaves a living
legacy. He would definitely want the community to
remember him by working as tirelessly as he did for
everyone in the community.
We will miss his genuine contribution and the cheeky,
crude and even rude messages he regularly left on our
phones, always with a smile in his voice and an
ever-present hint of mischief. He knew he could get
away with it and he did. Even in public he would kiss
both the member for Gembrook and me before loudly
proclaiming that we should be members of the Liberal
Party.
Ian De La Rue showed many of the best qualities that
can be attributed to a person. He was organised and
efficient yet compassionate and caring. He was serious
when he had to be and a larrikin the rest of the time. He
was devoted to his family, his work and his community.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
members statements has expired.

ENERGY SAFE VICTORIA BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Energy Safe
Victoria Bill is a bill to create a new statutory body —
Energy Safe Victoria — and effectively to merge into
that body the current Office of the Chief Electrical
Inspector and Office of Gas Safety.
This is yet another example of the Labor Party in
government continuing reforms introduced by the
Kennett government — reforms that were condemned
by Labor when it was in opposition. This is illustrated
most strikingly by contrasting remarks made by the
Treasurer in introducing this bill with remarks made by
the then opposition spokesman on energy, the current
member for Lara, in contributing to the debate on the
Gas Safety Bill 1997. The honourable member for Lara
said in 1997 that while the opposition generally
supported the bill:
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… it is unfortunate that these steps have been introduced only
in the context of the move towards privatisation of the gas
industry in Victoria and the consequent inevitable decline in
standards that will accompany that privatisation, if the
experience of electricity is any guide to go by.

In contrast the Treasurer told the house in moving the
second-reading of this bill that:
The merger will improve efficiency and economies of scale,
without compromising the high-quality safety outcomes
already being achieved by Victoria’s energy regulators.

All of the doomsaying of the member for Lara and the
then Labor opposition about the deterioration in
standards said to be about to follow from the reform
and privatisation of the Victorian electricity and gas
industries has proved to be entirely unfounded. We now
have the Labor Party in government continuing and
extending the reforms it roundly condemned when it
was in opposition.
The bill before the house establishes a new body which
will regulate both aspects of the energy industry — that
is, electricity and gas — in relation to safety. The bill is
largely mechanical in terms of constituting the new
body, Energy Safe Victoria, providing for the transfer
of staff from the two existing bodies to the new body
and making consequential amendments to a range of
items of legislation. The functions of the new body in
regulating the safety of electricity and gas will be
carried out through the continuing Electricity Safety
Act 1998 and the Gas Safety Act 1997. As I have
indicated, those acts will continue — the references in
them to the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector and
the Office of Gas Safety will be replaced by references
to Energy Safe Victoria.
The basic structure of regulation of safety that was spelt
out by the previous Treasurer, the Honourable Alan
Stockdale, in introducing the Gas Safety Bill 1997 and
the Electricity Safety Bill 1998 will remain — namely,
there is a separation of safety regulation from economic
regulation and from the participants in the industry. A
significant reliance will continue to be placed on the
mechanism of safety cases for demonstrating the safe
operation of the various sectors of the industry.
The opposition supports the bill. It is a bill that has
attracted very little public comment or debate other than
from industry participants, who have indicated to the
opposition in general terms that they are supportive of
the merger of the two bodies into one. This merger is
now becoming logical as the two arms of the energy
industry — electricity and gas — are becoming
increasingly overlapped and parties in the two
industries are becoming united in terms of many
participants being active in both electricity and gas.
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I refer briefly to a letter that the Australian Gas
Association (AGA) wrote to Mr Phil Perry of Impaq
Consulting, who was the consultant appointed by the
government to conduct the review of safety regulation
that has led to the bill currently before the house. This
letter from Dr C. W. Fong, chairman of the association,
dated 2 November 2004 was published on the
Australian Gas Association’s web site. It states in part:
AGA supports the formation of one energy regulator by
combining the Office of Gas Safety (OGS), the Office of the
Chief Electrical Inspector (OCEI), and the Department of
Primary Industry — pipeline safety regulation (DPI) activity.
…
Relationships between the OGS and the OCEI and industry
generally work well, and the integration into a merged
regulator would improve this relationship by providing a
‘one-stop shop’ in an industry that is now clearly an energy
industry, not a separate gas and electricity industry.

Subject to a number of more detailed comments,
including that the gas industry association believes the
Plumbing Industry Commission should not be included
in a unified regulator, the Australian Gas Association
indicates its support for the establishment of the one
industry regulator.
Although the opposition supports the bill, there are
several concerns and queries that I will raise. The main
concern is that the government was not prepared to
provide the opposition with a copy of the review report
by Impaq Consulting which has led to the bill before
the house. It is something the opposition requested in
the briefing it was given, and the matter was taken on
notice and referred to the minister’s office. I understand
from the opposition spokesperson, the Honourable Bill
Forwood in the other place, that the message that
subsequently came back from the government was that
the consultants report would not be made available to
the opposition. That is disappointing. I do not know
whether the government had or gave any good reason
for not making the consultants report available. I would
not have thought it would be either controversial or
sensitive in its content.
Given the generally supportive attitude of the
opposition to adjustments to the energy industry’s
regulatory regime, I cannot see what the government’s
objection would be to making a copy of that report
available. It simply gives rise to suspicion and concern
on the opposition’s part that there may be something in
the report which we ought to know but are not going to
be told about. We can speculate as to whether there is
anything in the report that undermines the merits of the
direction the government is now following. I hope that
whoever speaks on this bill on behalf of the government
indicates what reasons if any the government has for
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not making this report available, and they may perhaps
even be prepared to reconsider the government’s
decision on that score.
Other matters which I raise as much by way of query as
by way of concern relate to some of the specific
provisions of the bill. I refer initially to clause 9, which
relates to the appointment of persons to assist Energy
Safe Victoria. This was something I raised during the
briefing provided to the opposition. I have not yet heard
a response as to whether or not the range of persons
Energy Safe Victoria may appoint or engage to assist it
in the performance of its functions is intended to
include persons who are public servants or anyone at
large in the community that Energy Safe Victoria may
wish to appoint or engage, or more generally what the
intended scope of such appointments and engagements
may be.
Clause 10 provides that Energy Safe Victoria may
delegate any functions or powers of Energy Safe
Victoria, other than the power of delegation itself, to an
employee or to a member of a committee appointed in
accordance with the relevant part of the legislation, with
the consent of the minister to another person. I note that
a member of a committee established by Energy Safe
Victoria may consist not only of employees but of other
persons Energy Safe Victoria determines. The
consequences of that may mean that a member of a
committee could be any person at large whom Energy
Safe Victoria chooses to appoint — and, having been
appointed, functions and powers could be delegated to
that person. The question to which I hope the
government will provide a response is whether it thinks
it is appropriate that the power of delegation can be cast
so broadly. I also ask what persons the government
envisages may be appointed to committees established
by Energy Safe Victoria and to what persons
delegations of powers may be made.
I refer also to clause 19, which relates to Energy Safe
Victoria’s corporate plan. I refer in particular to
proposed subclause (6), which states:
The plan, or any part of the plan, must not be published or
made available except for the purpose of this Division
without the prior approval of Energy Safe Victoria and the
Minister.

This is not a provision with which I am familiar. I may
be proved wrong, and someone from the government
may be able to point me to a precedent on which this
proposed subclause is based. However, I wonder what
the purpose of this restriction on publication is and how
it is intended to operate. Is the intention to keep secret
or completely confidential the corporate plans of
Energy Safe Victoria, or is the publication of a

ENERGY SAFE VICTORIA BILL
Tuesday, 19 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

corporate plan for the purpose of informing the public
something that can be said to be done for the purposes
of this division — in which case, what is the intended
effect of subclause (6) in the first place?
Last but not least I refer to clause 24, which requires
Energy Safe Victoria to keep an account called the
general account, into which must be paid various
moneys. The moneys in the general account may then
be used by Energy Safe Victoria for various purposes,
which are basically all its purposes and functions under
the legislation. At the briefing that was provided to the
opposition I asked whether this general account was
intended to be a trust account within the trust fund of
the budget sector.
I suppose the broader question is whether Energy Safe
Victoria is intended to be a body that falls within the
general government sector or whether it is a body that is
intended to fall within the non-financial public
authorities sector. If it is the latter, clearly the general
account will not be a trust account within the trust fund.
Again I would welcome a response from the
government on that issue, because it would help the
opposition and the public to understand how the
finances of this body will operate and, after its
existence, to keep track of what happens to those
finances.
Subject to the concerns and queries that I have raised,
as I have indicated the opposition supports the bill. We
believe it is a continuation of the reforms that were
commenced under the previous government. We wish
all who work for the new Energy Safe Victoria every
success in their important role of ensuring the safety of
our gas and electricity industries.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — On behalf of The
Nationals I indicate that we will not oppose the Energy
Safe Victoria Bill. I note from the second-reading notes
that the bill provides for the merger of the Office of the
Chief Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety.
It follows on from key recommendations that
apparently arose from a government review of energy
safety requirement and regulations within the state of
Victoria. I also note the comment made by the
honourable member for Box Hill that the report of the
review was not made public. I was not aware of that,
but I acknowledge the comments made by the
honourable member about not having access to the
documentation.
The minister indicated in his second-reading speech
that the merger will improve efficiency and economies
of scale without compromising the high-quality safety
outcomes already being achieved in Victoria’s energy
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regulations. The minister also indicated that the bill
establishes a new regulator, Energy Safe Victoria, and,
as I said, provides for the transfer of the existing
functions and powers of the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety to that
body.
I appreciate the response I received from the minister’s
office, providing representatives from the minister’s
office and the department to give me a briefing on the
legislation. Whilst, as the member for Box Hill
indicates, there will be general approval for the
legislation, it is an important move by the government
in looking at rationalisation and economies of scale and
bringing the two bodies together where there is
obviously an overlap of energy resources in the
delivery of gas and electricity.
Despite the new bill before the Parliament, the
Electricity Safety Act 1998 and the Gas Safety Act
1997 will both be retained, with parts of those two acts
being brought together in the Energy Safe Victoria Bill.
It is interesting to look at the specific clauses in the
legislation. Clause 5 sets out the objectives of the bulk
of the administrative measures to be undertaken by the
new authority. It is also interesting to note the number
of people employed in the two separate areas at present.
Approximately 60 people are employed in the Office of
the Chief Electrical Inspector and approximately
34 people are involved in the office of the Director of
Gas Safety. By bringing the two together under the new
Energy Safe Victoria Bill, we had hoped there would be
rationalisation not only in the provision of their services
but indeed in the staffing in the industry itself.
It is interesting to go through particular parts of the
legislation and look at what it does, separate from the
Essential Services Commissioner — and I will talk
about that a little later when dealing with the regulation
of gas and electricity, particularly as it relates to pricing
and structure. This is about one entity which will deal
with just the safety side in relation to electricity and
gas. In looking through the legislation, part 2 contains
the administrative provisions. They are almost identical
to the existing legislation.
Part 3 is a new part setting out that the new director of
Energy Safe Victoria will be able to conduct inquiries. I
note also that that can be done after reference to the
minister. The powers are modelled on the Essential
Services Commission legislation and the models will be
set up so we can get an understanding of how it will
work in practice.
Part 5 deals with the regulation-making powers. It is
worthwhile commenting that I have some criticism
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generally about the regulation-making powers provided
in this legislation. They are so broad that it is almost
impossible to seek parliamentary review or have
regulations brought back to the Parliament. Regulations
today are so broad ranging that we see changes to the
operation of various acts that go through the Parliament
being implemented without being referred to
Parliament. We need to be very careful in including
regulation-making powers in legislation generally that
they are not so broad that the government does not have
to come back to the Parliament to make changes to
legislation. It is interesting to read the
regulation-making power in clause 33.
The Governor in Council may make regulations for or with
respect to prescribing any matter or thing authorised or
required to be prescribed or necessary to be prescribed for the
carrying of this Act into effect.

Realistically, when you look at the wording of that, the
government can do anything in the establishment of this
bill as an act of Parliament. We really need to get some
restrictions on regulation-making powers so that often
there is a requirement to come back to the Parliament
when major changes are made to regulations. I put that
on the record as a general criticism from The Nationals
about the broad-ranging regulations that we are getting
in all legislation coming before the Parliament as
compared to many years ago when we had bills
requiring that acts of Parliament had to be brought back
to Parliament to approve the implementation of changes
to charges and all sorts of other provisions in acts. What
we see now, as far as charges are concerned, is that the
government has the power to raise all charges by the
CPI on 1 July of each year without any reference to the
Parliament whatsoever.
Going back some years I can remember that we had, for
instance, the registration of small businesses. Each year
we had brought before the Parliament a bill to increase
the charges for people wishing to register a small
business. Now we have the situation where by
regulation the government is able to establish the
charges imposed for small businesses to be registered.
Indeed — and this goes right across the board including
the registration of businesses — a lot of changes being
made to various acts of Parliament can be implemented
by regulation. I indicate that as a concern of The
Nationals when I read the regulations contained in this
legislation.
I note that part 5 of the legislation contains transitional
provisions. These are common types of provisions and
will allow for the smooth transition into law of the
Energy Safe Victoria legislation. Part 6 makes
consequential amendments. I note that clause 59
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reflects a recommendation of the Statute Law Revision
Commission relating to wind power legislation.
That broadly covers the legislation. I have to say that I
undertook some discussions with people in the Office
of the Chief Electrical Inspector just to get an overview
of the operations of that office and indeed the effect that
the changes would have on its operation. Generally
there has been strong support for the merger because of
the similarities in the operations of the electrical
industry and the gas industry. From a safety and
technical point of view both gas and electricity are
being supplied to homes and industries right across the
state of Victoria and it is logical that we have one
authority to control the safety of gas and electricity
supply that is being provided throughout the state. I
note also that that authority deals with the approval of
appliances for industry and household usage. Energy
efficiency systems — the star rating which we see on
many household appliances — have in the past been
looked at by the Office of Gas Safety and the Office of
the Chief Electrical Inspector. They will be brought
together under the Energy Safe Victoria legislation.
Licensing of electricians is another area which at
present is controlled and handled by the authority and
will come under the Energy Safe Victoria legislation.
The Plumbing Industry Commission, as against the
electricity industry, licenses gasfitters. It is interesting
to note the changes which have been implemented. You
need only to talk to an electrician who has to undertake
work on your own home or the industry which you may
be involved in where they are now self-certifying. The
electrician undertakes and certifies the particular work
that has been undertaken and submits the notice that has
been prepared to indicate the work has been
undertaken.
I am informed that 5 per cent of the forms submitted by
electricians are being audited. Of course the change
now is recognising that electricians provide the
certification whereas, as many members would recall in
the past the old State Electricity Commission and Gas
and Fuel Corporation, as the regulators, had to inspect
the work and indeed indicate that the work had been
undertaken satisfactorily. Now 5 per cent of the
electrical work where certification is provided is being
audited by the authority and in the Plumbing Industry
Association where gas works are being undertaken
again 5 per cent of the certifications submitted are
audited.
When I received that information, and in discussions
generally with people from the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector, I was interested in the regulations.
We have to understand that we are really overregulated
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these days in the state of Victoria. We want to be
getting to a situation where people have less regulation
and are able to operate freely within the community and
not be bound up by government regulation, whether
state or federal.
I talked to industries and businesses in my electorate of
Murray Valley. The first issue of concern they brought
to my attention was regulations. Regulations are being
introduced right across the board, making it more
difficult for business and industry to operate. I hope
under the new Energy Safe Victoria Bill and the merger
of the organisations responsible for electricity and gas
there will be less monitoring and regulation within the
industry and that operators will be able to be
self-certifying. I referred earlier to certification being
provided by electricians and people operating within
the gas industry.
In discussions I also raised the issue of the
Ombudsman. It is interesting to note the difference in
what the authorities handle. The gas and electricity
authorities as they are currently formulated will merge
under this bill and operate as Energy Safe Victoria.
They handle complaints against the various
organisations that supply and deliver electricity and gas,
right through from the producers of gas and electricity
to the distributors and retailers. That will continue
under the Energy Safe Victoria organisation. As
members of Parliament we make representations to
various ombudsmen on behalf of our constituents on
issues of concern to them. The energy ombudsman will
be handling complaints relating to accounts and supply.
The other issues I want to mention in regard to the bill
are the Essential Services Commission and the
regulation of electricity and gas charges in Victoria. It is
interesting to note that with the sale and privatisation of
the former State Electricity Commission and the Gas
and Fuel Corporation many years ago, one of the great
concerns many people brought to my attention was the
fact that private industry would be able to establish
charges without regulation or any reference to the
government. In this state we have the ability to regulate
charges for electricity and gas through the former
regulator-general and now the Electrical Services
Commissioner. That is being done to great effect.
Everyone involved in the electricity and gas industries
needs to go to the Essential Services Commissioner to
get approval for increases in their charges throughout
Victoria. That is certainly to be commended. That
process was implemented by the previous government
and has been retained by the current government.
The bill seeks to rationalise the Office of Gas Safety
and the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector. The

1837

Nationals will not be opposing the legislation. We trust
that this step will improve gas and electricity services
for people right across the state of Victoria. They are
essential energy supplies. If we can get rationalisation
and economies of scale, that should be supported. The
Nationals support the bill.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I rise to support the
Energy Safe Victoria Bill, which is an important bill
that streamlines the regulatory environment for safety
in our energy sector. We currently have three different
entities that were set up during the period of
privatisation to look after various parts of the energy
industry. Two of them are the Office of Gas Safety and
the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector, and the
Department of Primary Industries deals with
regulations for the gas pipeline industry. Those are the
three current entities. A review was set up in 2004 to
basically look at streamlining those entities, ensuring
that we have a very strong environment for safety in the
energy sector, and reducing red tape and bureaucracy.
As a government we basically wanted to ensure that
this privatised sector had the most appropriate safety
regulations.
A key recommendation that came out of the review was
the merger of the Office of the Chief Electrical
Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety into Energy Safe
Victoria. That is essentially what is being done in this
bill. It is putting those two entities together. That is
being done for a number of reasons, one of which is to
gain savings for government. There will be an economy
of scale in putting the two entities together and that is
estimated to be something of the order of $1.5 million
per year. It also provides a common system of
procedures and standards for the energy safety sector,
which makes sense given that we are getting many
more private companies that deal in both gas and
electricity.
It follows what is now a national trend and certainly has
been a trend in the industry in Victoria. It provides
greater integration with government planning,
management and reporting requirements. It also
establishes an agency that will be able to deliver
education and provide initiatives in terms of
compliance. It will basically be a much more prominent
agency in the community, much more involved in
community education and providing initiatives that will
improve overall safety in the energy sector.
As I said, it follows what are now national trends. In
Victoria we have seen the emergence of companies that
provide both gas and electricity. The Australian Energy
Regulator, which has been established in Melbourne, is
a national organisation which will look at standards and
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procedures in the energy sector throughout Australia.
The industry bodies have merged. Rather than having
two energy bodies, one for electricity and one for gas,
we now have the Energy Supply Association. Other
states have single entities involved in energy regulation.
Energy Safe Victoria is this government’s response to
these needs and changes. It will tie up loose ends from
the privatisation of the energy sector by the previous
government. The establishment of Energy Safe Victoria
includes the appointment of a new director of energy
safety, a position that will be advertised and will be a
very important outcome of this legislation. However,
the bill has not changed the safety obligation of the gas
and electricity companies or other participants in the
gas and electricity industry. It is not about changing
those requirements but will ensure the highest standards
of safety in the energy sector.
The bill also provides that all those currently employed
by the two offices that will merge into the one entity
will maintain the same terms and conditions of
employment, which is very important. While it is
envisaged that there will be some overall cost benefits,
current employees of the two organisations will be
guaranteed that their jobs will be maintained and that
they will have the same terms and conditions in Energy
Safe Victoria.
The review looked at three basic entities that are
involved in energy regulation in Victoria. Obviously it
called principally for the merger of the gas and
electricity offices but the review also proposed gas
pipeline safety regulations, which are now managed by
the Department of Primary Industries, also be
transferred. That is expected to occur later this year and
the legislative basis will be considered as part of the
review of the Pipelines Act.
Essentially this bill is about machinery of government
and ensuring that we have the best possible safety
regulations in this state. It is about ensuring that we
meet the challenges of the privatised industry inasmuch
as we also have the Essential Services Commission
looking at issues about price including ensuring that the
price is fair for consumers. In terms of this body, we are
ensuring that regulations are in place to provide
protections for Victorian industries and consumers.
That package is the great benefit of this bill. The bill
sets up a new government agency, and I give Energy
Safe Victoria my best wishes. It is always interesting
when such agencies are created. They always have a
new spirit. I really wish it well and expect that it will
provide Victoria with much service over a long time.
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Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on the Energy Safe Victoria Bill. This bill
fundamentally provides for the merger of the Office of
the Chief Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas
Safety and provides for the creation of Energy Safe
Victoria and the appointment of a director of energy
safety. As the previous speaker said, it is linked in some
respect to aspects of the privatisation over the last
decade or so of the gas and electricity industries in
Victoria.
In reviewing that privatisation process in 2005 one can
say with a degree of confidence that fundamentally it
has been a great success for the people of Victoria. It
has delivered better and more reliable services and
lower real prices in gas and electricity. All those aspects
of the benefits of privatisation have been confirmed by
the regulatory bodies and the Essential Services
Commission, which produce annual reports on both
electricity and gas. Those annual reports have
confirmed that privatisation has certainly delivered
more reliable and better services and lower real prices
to the people of Victoria.
The Chief Electrical Inspector has played a significant
role in improving safety in Victoria. Many of us would
remember advertisements for which the Chief Electrical
Inspector has been responsible. Let us just say that as an
actor the Chief Electrical Inspector may be a very good
electrical inspector! However, some of the
advertisements he has been involved with have been
very effective. In particular all of us would remember
the ‘Look Up and Live’ advertisements.
During this contribution I suggest to Energy Safe
Victoria and the new director of energy safety that there
are some areas that the director could look at in terms of
continuing to improve safety in Victoria. Indeed an area
of interest to me is safety switches, or cut-out switches.
There ought to be a greater promotion across Victoria
for the person taking up this role, the director of energy
safety, to conduct a campaign promoting the
installation of safety switches, or cut-out switches, in all
houses, businesses and indeed farms — in woolsheds
and farm workshops — in Victoria. As a member of the
Rural and Regional Service Development Committee,
the Acting Speaker would know that the committee is
looking at farm safety.
One of the persons who appeared before that
committee — and I do not want to anticipate the
committee’s report — is a Mr Max Clutterbuck, a
fencing contractor from western Victoria. He appeared
before that committee because originally he approached
me as a member of Parliament and expressed concern
as a fencing contractor of the dangers to fencing
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contractors and others who work on farms where there
may electrical cables and conduits that are not known to
people working on those farms. The Rural and
Regional Service Development Committee has looked
at what was presented to it by Mr Clutterbuck and has
made a recommendation. When the report is handed
down I would urge people in government, and
particularly the director of energy safety, to look at that
recommendation because Mr Clutterbuck has
highlighted a particular issue that needs to be examined.
The other area I wish to talk about is gas safety. It is
clear to me from my time as a member of Parliament
and working in country Victoria that there are greater
issues of safety with regard to bottled gas, both in
homes and in large tanks in industry, than with natural
gas. The promotion of the extension of natural gas
across rural and regional Victoria will have economic
benefits as well as benefits in gas safety. I suggest that
Energy Safe Victoria should promote the extension of
natural gas right across rural and regional Victoria.
Indeed recently I have been in Gippsland where I
looked at a number of industries in a number of areas
where I believe natural gas can be of significant
advantage. For example, in Warragul I visited the
excellent Radfords abattoir. It employs about 90 people,
with 35 new jobs starting in a new boning room at the
end of 2005. This abattoir is also looking at investment
of another couple of million dollars into beef facilities.
This company spends $11 000 a month on LPG and has
significant LPG facilities on site, which are a potential
danger. The tankers visiting that site on a daily or
regular basis also present a significant safety issue. If
the company had access to natural gas, it would only
cost $4500 a month for LPG as opposed to $11 000,
and it would only cost $250 000 to connect natural gas,
because the pipeline is just up the road less than a
kilometre away. Indeed Mr Radford can see where the
pipeline ends, and he would love to get it to his abattoir
for the economic benefits and safety it would provide.
I believe Energy Safe Victoria ought to work with the
state government to identify sites where it can improve
both safety and economic benefit through extending the
natural gas pipeline. I would urge the government to
look particularly at providing assistance to Radfords in
terms of extending the natural gas connection that
relatively short distance to the enormous benefit of the
company.
Similarly Flavorite Tomatoes outside Warragul is
already connected to natural gas, but the company
needs to expand its hydroponic facility. It employs
150 people, and it wants to significantly expand its very
successful hydroponic business. While a lot of money

1839

has been spent on connections to natural gas, the
pipeline is starting to get to the stage where it can be
seen as potentially dangerous because of the pressure
and demands. It needs $400 000 to upgrade the line
from Sutton Street in Warragul out to where Flavorite is
expanding its operations.
Again I see a role for Energy Safe Victoria in working
with the government to help fund an expansion of that
pipeline to make sure it is absolutely safe and to deliver
economic benefits to Flavorite. Yet this government
seems to ignore specific opportunities to extend natural
gas connections, whether it be to Flavorite, to Radfords
or to a couple of businesses in Stawell that are near the
natural gas pipeline but have missed out. The
government seems to have missed those opportunities
to both improve safety and provide economic benefits.
In the Bass Coast area I recently visited a flower farm at
Phillip Island which would nearly double its production
and employment if it only had natural gas.
In Wonthaggi the hospital is in desperate need of
natural gas, and Tabro Meats, a major abattoir just out
of Wonthaggi, would benefit enormously from being
connected to the pipeline. Leongatha and Korumburra
both have dairy plants which would benefit from
natural gas. It galls those people and the people of Koo
Wee Rup, Lang Lang and Wonthaggi that a gas
pipeline has been built from Kilcunda to take gas up to
Lang Lang yet there is no gas available for the people
from those towns who are right near the pipeline. It
seems to me that in terms of both safety and economic
benefits there is an enormous opportunity for this
government to work with local communities to get
natural gas into areas like Phillip Island, Wonthaggi,
Leongatha, Korumburra, Koo Wee Rup and Lang
Lang, and to Radfords abattoir, Flavorite and those
businesses in Stawell, particularly the brick kiln, that
missed out.
In my own electorate it is ironic that all of Koroit has
access to natural gas except the businesses in the main
street. In the heart of Koroit there are areas with bottled
gas deliveries, which pose some risk to the local
community because bottled gas is infinitely more
dangerous than natural gas. If we had access to the
natural gas pipeline it would reduce that risk. Similarly
in the growth area of Warrnambool, east to the Hopkins
River, there is a new development of residences and
businesses that would benefit from having natural gas
rather than the more dangerous bottled gas.
The establishment of Energy Safe Victoria is a move in
the right direction. I would urge the director of Energy
Safe Victoria to look at these issues in terms of safety
switches and the location of electrical conduits on
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farms, about which the Regional and Rural Services
and Development Committee will be making a
recommendation that I will not anticipate, and the
extension of natural gas. I note that part 3 of this bill
says that Energy Safe Victoria can conduct inquiries
and reports on its own initiative. I would suggest that it
look hard at the safety benefits of natural gas, which
will further drive extensions across regional and rural
Victoria and deliver economic benefits and safer gas
use to country Victoria.
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It gives me a great deal
of pleasure to rise in support of the Energy Safe
Victoria Bill. As has been indicated by other members,
the bill merges the functions of the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety. It also
anticipates that some of the functions of the Department
of Primary Industries relating to gas transmission lines
will be merged in the future. This comes from a review
undertaken by this government in March 2004 and
from extensive consultation. This government has
become well known for talking to the community and,
importantly, listening to the community, something that
those members on the opposition benches failed to do
when they sold off the electricity industry and sold off
the gas industry — and after doing so, they just walked
away.
It was intriguing to listen in particular to the member
for South-West Coast talking about those towns and
businesses that would benefit from an extension of the
natural gas program. I am glad to hear he is finally
singing the praises of this government’s natural gas
extension program, something which for years when in
government the opposition failed to do. This
government has put in place its natural gas extension
program, a $70 million commitment to making sure
that regional Victorians get natural gas and get the
benefits of an industry that was sold out from under
them by those people now sitting on a very small
portion of the opposition benches, who then walked
away from every obligation.
I could not believe what the member for Box Hill said
about this quite natural combination of the functions of
the Office of the Electrical Inspector and the Office of
Gas Safety. For some reason he was able to conjure this
up as a continuation of a good initiative, when it
involves a further fixing up of the mess created by those
people on the opposition benches and a further
rationalising of what they failed to do properly. He was
somehow able to say that this was an acceptance, a
moving forward from the policy that failed.
Privatisation did not work for country Victoria. It did
not work for the people the former Premier, Jeff
Kennett, used to refer to as the toenails.
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We listen to country Victoria. We have consulted since
March 2004. The minister needs to be congratulated for
making sure that this bill reflects that consultation and
the improved efficiency that can be gained through
economies of scale. The figure of $1.5 million has been
quoted. Over time it will come to be realised that there
will be a much greater benefit than that. We will have a
common set of procedures where that is necessary and
integration of the planning, management and reporting
powers of the authorities. We will also importantly still
have the specialist expertise that currently exists in the
Office of Gas Safety and the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector. We will still have that important
specialist expertise because those people will still be
working for Energy Safe Victoria and the Director of
Energy Safety. We have a commitment to making sure
that this state and the people of regional Victoria in
particular get the best out of the system we were left
with and to continuing to make improvements on what
was a half-baked scheme.
This consolidation of functions is consistent with
national jurisdictions such as the Australian Energy
Regulator and with what the industry is doing as it
continues to move forward towards vertical and
horizontal integration. It is great to hear the member for
Box Hill refer to the former Treasurer, Alan Stockdale,
saying how wonderful his privatisation was. One of the
catchcries of the former government was, ‘We must
disintegrate. We must split the whole system up:
vertical and horizontal integration in the energy sector
just will not work’. That is why in the mid-1990s they
put forward this disintegrated regulatory system —
some functions were with the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector, some with the Office of Gas Safety
and some with the Department of Primary Industries.
The industry realises now what many of us were saying
at the time but no-one on the then government benches
said. An integrated energy sector is important and
essential to making sure that energy requirements are
met right across Victoria, especially for those people in
regional Victoria who were left off the radar. I see the
member for South-West Coast has left the chamber
after going through a litany of places which were left
off the radar by his government and which stand to
benefit from the $70 million natural gas extension
program. After going on about those he then left the
building, hopefully never to reappear and show his head
again in relation to the energy industry.
The minister and his staff need to be congratulated for
going through a consultation process since 2004,
getting it absolutely right and making sure we are going
to have a safer system in Victoria. We are going to have
a system that serves industry better and will be flexible
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enough to make changes as the energy industry
changes. It will also reflect what is going on nationally
and in the rest of the industry. The industry will be
positively affected by the Energy Safe Victoria Bill.
This bill of itself will not put any additional safety
requirements on industry.
I too would like to join with other members who
thanked the employees in the two authorities who have
kept on in this job for the last 10 years, serving the
people of Victoria well. That is the reason why all those
employees will be transferred over to the new body.
They will all be satisfactorily dealt with by this
government. The government has moved forward on
the natural gas extension program through safety and
by making an investment where the previous
government refused, fixing up a half-baked idea that the
opposition when in government put in place.
I would particularly like to thank the staff of the
minister. Patrick Gibbons, the senior policy adviser to
the minister who will apparently not be in that position
for long, put a lot of work into this consultation.
Patrick’s contribution to this consultation should be
noted. I understand because of his demonstrated
knowledge, commitment and understanding of the
industry as a whole he will be continuing in the industry
within the Energy Retailers Association of Australia. I
would like to congratulate him and the rest of the staff
of the minister and commend the bill to the house.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on this bill and also to acknowledge
the contribution made by the member for South-West
Coast who for the first time I am aware of
congratulated the government on its gas rollout across
Victoria. The rollout, subsidised heavily by a
$70 million fund set up by the Bracks government, is
the first rollout of natural gas that we have seen in this
state for very many years. Of course he is preaching to
the converted when he speaks to this side of the house
about the benefits of reticulated natural gas. When he
cries crocodile tears for a number of businesses that are
not quite close enough to the gas pipeline and will not
at this stage be connected to it, arguing the case for the
benefits of natural gas, it is a little galling under the
circumstances.
I also note his comments in regard to the privatisation of
the electricity sector and the benefits that that has
brought. There are no doubt benefits, but people in rural
Victoria who are struggling to meet their ever-increasing
electricity bills can see that they are paying considerably
more for it in rural Victoria than are consumers in urban
parts. It is a little bit hard for them to take at times. This
just makes the extension of natural gas even more
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welcome, certainly in the Macedon Ranges where a large
number of towns will receive the benefit of the gas
rollout.
However, the bill before us this afternoon is about
establishing Energy Safe Victoria. As members would
be aware, it comes about as a result of a review done by
the Minister for Energy Industries and Resources which
was announced back in May last year. Previous
members on this side have talked about this
government’s willingness to conduct reviews and to
have open consultation processes because we
acknowledge and understand that when you bring
like-minded people and people who are involved in the
industry together that you end up with a much better
outcome almost regardless of the subject matter. This
review was set up to review the efficiency of Victoria’s
main energy safety regulators, and reflects the
government’s responsibility to ensure legislative
objections relating to electrical and gas safety are being
achieved in the most efficient and effective manner.
Essentially the terms of reference were that this should
be a two-stage review. They were developed by the
Department of Infrastructure. The review sought to
identify practical options for delivering improved
efficiency without compromising safety achievements
already realised. The first stage was to look at an
organisational structure that best delivers the
improvements sought, and to design a transitional plan
to implement any changes that were adopted. The
review has also developed a suitable transition plan for
the implementation of the changes.
The minister has announced an acceptance of the key
recommendations of what was referred to as the impact
report. Stage 1 of the report made a number of
recommendations: that the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety,
including the gas pipeline safety function of that office
of the Department of Primary Industries, be merged
into a new entity called Energy Safe Victoria; that the
energy safety regulator have a structure aligned to the
strategic elements of its business; and that the new
regulator have the safety and some environmental
responsibility for all onshore, high-pressure gas
pipelines. As I mentioned before, the extension of
natural gas around Victoria emphasises — if it needed
emphasising — the importance of ensuring that we
have the safest regulatory system possible. Prior to
these changes Victoria was the only state in Australia
that did not have a single energy safety regulator, and of
course, this review was set up to ensure that the best
outcome was achieved.
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This bill sets up Energy Safe Victoria, and the office is
expected to be established shortly after 1 July. It will
initially involve the consolidation of the Office of the
Chief Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety,
and it is anticipated that staff from the minerals and
petroleum regulation branch of the Department of
Primary Industries will transfer later this year. An
extensive implementation program plan has been
identified to implement this, and a steering committee
has been set up to oversee this transition plan. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am so pleased to be able to
rise and support this bill which brings about the first
part of the amalgamation of Victoria’s three energy
safety watchdogs into one office, Energy Safe Victoria.
Initially, the new body will bring under the one roof the
Office of Gas Safety and the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector, while it is intended that the
pipelines safety function of the Department of Primary
Industries will come on board later in the year. The
establishment of one safety regulator for the Victorian
energy industries was an important recommendation
which arose from the Bracks government’s review of
energy safety regulators in Victoria earlier this year.
Merging these three authorities makes sense and will
significantly improve efficiency and cost while not in
any way reducing the high level of safety already
enjoyed by Victoria’s energy users.
This move will bring Victoria into line with the other
states after the previous Liberal government set up three
different agencies. I am pleased to report that this
amalgamation is being carried out in full consultation
with the relevant unions, in marked contrast to the way
these things were done under the previous Liberal
government, where the primary reason for such
amalgamations seemed to be to use them as an excuse
to sack staff.
The Australian Services Union was very pleased with
its discussions with the minister and recently reported
to its members that it was highly unlikely that there
would be any significant reductions in staff; in fact it
was possible that staff numbers would increase, and to
that extent I think we should commend the minister for
his vision. Existing terms and conditions of
employment will remain, and the process of change
will be gradual with the top tier of management
positions being filled initially. It is not foreseen that
there will be any ‘spill and fill’ measures taken with
positions beyond the most senior ones.
The Bracks government is the leader in national energy
market reform so that all consumers can benefit from a
modern energy market. The establishment of Energy
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Safe Victoria is another example of its commitment to
modernising the energy industry for the benefit of all
Victorians. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of the
Lowan electorate I rise to speak briefly on the Energy
Safe Victoria Bill. The purposes of the bill are
manifold, but it basically establishes Energy Safe
Victoria with the merger of the Office of Gas Safety
and the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector. Like
the member for Murray Valley I will not oppose the
bill, and I support The Nationals position on it.
The bill came about because the establishment of a
single energy safety regulator for Victoria was a key
recommendation arising from a review of the energy
safety regulations. That is part of the reason why the
bill is before us today. I have listened to the debate and
want to focus particularly on the gas industry, and
maybe touch on the electricity industry. Both are very
important for the growth and development of my
electorate of Lowan. There is a lot of manufacturing in
my electorate, particularly focused on the agricultural
sector, although we have seen growth in other
industries such as the mining and blue gum industries.
A lot of powerlines have been established to bring
power to the area, particularly for the mining industry.
It is important that we have a safe environment for
people to work in. A lot of money — about
$250 million — has been spent by Iluka in our area and
it has still not taken any mineral sands out of the
ground, although it will not be long until it happens.
We have seen enormous changes to the electricity
industry which have come about as a result of the
changes put in place by the previous government. We
now see more accountability in relation to outages, and
I heard the member for South-West Coast talking about
that. Now there are mechanisms to go to the various
power companies and look at how they are providing
power to our regions, and particularly to look at
outages. Outages are important particularly at peak
times on farms, for example during shearing, when we
need to make sure that we have appropriate power and
that it is reinstated as quickly as possible after an
outage. That is important not only for the farming
sector but also for the mineral sands industry which is
being established, for example in Hamilton.
In relation to the gas industry many people come to my
office concerned about variations in price. A person
came in the other day wanting to know about the large
difference in price between bottled gas and gas bought
at a service station. It was important to give him that
information because it is different gas.
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I have heard a lot of criticism here about the previous
coalition government. I was not a member during that
time but the reality is that despite the difficult financial
times, that government was able to provide natural gas
to my electorate, and I particularly congratulate the
former member for Wimmera at that stage, Bill
McGrath, who was able to get natural gas extended
from Maryborough through the towns of Ararat,
Stawell and onto Horsham.
The member for Ripon, who is in the chamber, would
have to compliment the previous government for
extending natural gas through the electorate of Ripon. I
am sure he would congratulate the previous
government on the work it did. There is a problem now,
though, at Stawell in the member for Ripon’s area,
where some of the industries are not connected to
natural gas. One of those is Motorway Tyres, and I
hope it can work through its present financially difficult
times because it is a significant industry, and it is
important that it survives. It uses a lot of energy and
would be assisted by the connection of natural gas. I am
sure there is more work to be done, and I know
discussions have been going on.
I want to make sure that we reflect on the times. The
previous government was working in far harder
financial times, yet even in that difficult period we were
able to see natural gas extended into the electorate I
now represent. We would like to see that continue. I
know the people at Dimboola and Nhill, especially
industries like Luv-a-Duck in Nhill, would love to have
natural gas to provide them with the most cost-effective
energy source. I am sure the new authority will be
looking at those things as part of its work.
Natural gas has been connected into the bottom half of
my electorate, which came about mainly because of the
connections into South Australia. I am pleased that
opportunities have been opened up for industry to tap
into that; that is good to see. I want to focus on the fact
that changes made by the previous government gave a
broader, more industrial and business-oriented focus to
the provision of natural gas across Victoria. We are
pleased that the Labor government took on board The
Nationals’ policy at the last election and has provided
$70 million to rural and regional councils, but we are a
bit disappointed that it cheated a bit to make sure the
interface councils were included in that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I have heard the member for
Morwell going on about it before, but the government
has not had the gall to take back all the changes that
were put in place. It realises that benefits have been
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provided right across Victoria. It was the previous
Labor government that started selling off the electricity
industry. Government members will not like going
back that far, but I think all the changes that have been
made have been good for Victoria, particularly rural
and regional Victoria. With those few comments, I will
not be opposing this legislation.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise with pleasure
to speak on the Energy Safe Victoria Bill. What we
have here is the amalgamation of two regulators. I have
listened to the comments made by previous speakers,
and I will say that the Kennett government’s massive
sell-off of these essential services is effectively what
has driven these regulations and put us where we are
today. I know we are told that it supposedly had to be
sold, but what the opposition has forgotten to mention
throughout this debate is that at the time it sold off our
electricity industry the state budget was actually in the
black; it was not in the red. Even though it was running
budget surpluses, the Liberal-National party
government said, ‘Oh, because of this massive financial
crisis we have to flog off the industry’. In fact, during
the seven years the Kennett government was in power it
was in the red for the first year and a half; for the rest of
the time it had budget surpluses. Let us not get hung up
on, ‘We were forced to sell it off because we were
bankrupt’.
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr MAXFIELD — The member for Benalla is
fairly new to this chamber, but if he does his research
he will realise that the state was actually running a
surplus budget when we had to sit through that sell-off.
That sell-off meant that the rollout in country Victoria
of an improved electricity network and the extension of
gas to country communities and country towns and
businesses were hampered by the need to convince a
private company that there was a dollar in it, whereas
before that the Gas and Fuel Corporation could use its
profits to roll out into country areas. It is disappointing
that the National and Liberal parties were so city centric
that they put in place a sell-off that was guaranteed to
disadvantage users of electricity and gas in country
Victoria, forcing companies to pay more for their
power. As a result of that sell-off, if I opened up a
business in Moe and was only 5 kilometres from the
power station I would have had to pay more for my
electricity than if I had a business in Dandenong. What
a city-centric government it was to have done that!
Not only did the sell-off massively impact on country
users, we then get back to the issue of the regulations.
Previously, as we know, the State Electricity
Commission provided regulations for this sector. As an

ENERGY SAFE VICTORIA BILL
1844

ASSEMBLY

electrician myself I am very much aware of the SEC’s
regulations and the control it had. When an SEC
inspector came along to check our work we waited with
bated breath, hoping we had it right and that he would
not pick us up on anything. That is the way it should be,
and it is the way it was. What we have now moved to
with the sell-off of the Gas and Fuel Corporation and
the electricity industry by the Kennett government is a
position where not only has country Victoria been
disadvantaged but new regulatory regimes had to be put
in place for the takeover. That is really why we are here
today.
Amalgamating two regulators will ensure that we can
deliver best value to the consumers of gas across the
state in terms of regulation, because we do not want the
dead hand of overregulation upon us. We know that the
structure that was put in place by the Liberal-National
party government did not help with that. This bill will
streamline administration of our gas and electricity
regulators, which will create some savings. Now that
we are seeing the emergence of dual providers, with
companies providing both gas and electricity, it makes
sense to be dealing with one regulator rather than a
multitude of regulators. The bill will streamline the
process with the companies, so that under the new
criteria we can make sure that we have as efficient an
industry as possible that will deliver the cheapest
possible product to consumers in Victoria, and
particularly to country users. I will conclude my speech
by saying that I support this bill and commend it to the
house.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to speak on
the Energy Safe Victoria Bill which establishes Energy
Safe Victoria and abolishes the Office of Gas Safety
and the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector. This
bill responds to the recommendations of a government
review which was announced in 2004. Extensive
consultation was undertaken with industry and
stakeholders in bringing together Energy Safe Victoria.
This bill improves the efficiencies and economies of
scale that our gas and electricity regulators have, with
savings of about $1.5 million in that area alone. That is
fantastic.
We have heard a lot today about the privatisation of the
electricity and gas industry. I know that much of my
electorate is very much affected by the very poorly
thought out sale of especially the gas industry in
Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HARDMAN — The member for Rodney, who
shares an interest in Heathcote with me, knows that if

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

the government-owned gas industry had not been sold
off perhaps Heathcote today would have natural gas
because the government would have been able to
provide for that to happen.
The $70 million extension program for natural gas was
a fantastic election commitment by the Bracks
government. Of the 29 towns that have been connected,
only one is in my electorate. Several more would dearly
love to have natural gas. Perhaps we need to find other
alternatives. The government is actually looking into
options such as liquefied natural gas and reticulation of
supply. It all comes down to it being too expensive. The
subsidies that would have to be provided for the
extension of natural gas to many of the communities in
the Seymour electorate and in country Victoria in
general are grossly affected by the privatisation. I have
to note at this point that the federal Liberal Party and
The Nationals are about to do the same thing with
Telstra before our communities in country Victoria
have decent telecommunication services. It is
something that needs to be taken into account.
Even though this piece of legislation makes two
authorities into one, it does not compromise the high
quality of safety outcomes that the current regulators
provide. The cost savings will create consistency for
industry so that many of our players now in the
electricity and gas industries, companies that actually
provide both gas and electricity, will now have one
regulator. They will be dealing with the same sorts of
people, which is a good thing.
Other provisions in the bill ensure we have a system
with the same expertise and where the people who have
been there in the past and have the knowledge are not
being thrown out with the bathwater, so to speak.
Again, that happened with the partial sale of Telstra by
the federal government. The gas and electricity and
public transport industries are now bringing consultants
in to provide the important knowledge that is needed to
run a decent service and improve it in the future. It is
great to see this government recognises that important
point. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — During this debate
we have heard a lot of hogwash — —
Mr Walsh — That’s a technical term, is it?
Mr MAUGHAN — A very technical word, yes! It
has been used in putting the philosophical views on
privatisation. This is a very simple bill and, as has
already been indicated, The Nationals will not be
opposing it because it does make good sense and we
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agree with it. But there has been so much rubbish talked
about privatisation and the disadvantages of that.
Let me remind the house that members of the
government when they were in opposition were running
all around the country saying what they were going to
do when they got into government about extending
natural gas to almost every town in country Victoria. I
can name six in my electorate: Nathalia, Rushworth,
Heathcote, Elmore, Cohuna and Leitchville. I said
about five years ago that I would give $1000 to the
preschool in every one of those towns if they were
connected to natural gas during the term of this
government. I would willingly do that. My money is
very safe because this government has no intention of
doing what The Nationals were planning to do, which
was to extend natural gas to those country areas so that
you could attract industry and generate employment
and economic activity.
What is this government doing? It is extending activity
out from interface areas, as we would expect it to do. It
is not using the advantages of natural gas to generate
economic activity in country Victoria. We have heard
the members for Narracan and Seymour railing against
the privatisation of the gas and electricity industries. I
would argue — and I think the runs are on the board —
that the privatisation of both the gas and the electricity
industries has been to the great benefit of consumers.
Certainly initially the savings made by exporters in the
electricity industry were very significant and made
exporters more competitive. So privatisation is not the
problem. It is the regulation that matters — and
governments can regulate an industry effectively
without having to own it. That is the point that needs to
be made in this debate, not this philosophical point
about government being able to run industries far more
effectively than the private sector. I argue the other
way — that private industry is much better at
running — —
Mr Helper — You don’t really believe that, do you?
Mr MAUGHAN — I do believe that. As previous
speakers have indicated, we now have synergy between
the gas and electricity industries, with various
companies distributing both gas and electricity,
competing one with another and driving prices down,
rather than having a government monopoly. The
member for Ripon has some doubts about it, but
members should consider telecommunications. Since
the telecommunications industry has been opened to
competition, the price of phone calls, particularly
international calls, has been driven down very
significantly. The runs are on the board.

1845

Mr Lockwood — It’s all technology.
Mr MAUGHAN — I’m told it’s all technology.
That is absolute rubbish.
Mr Lockwood interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — The technology — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Rodney, through the Chair. The
member for Bayswater should cease interjecting.
Mr MAUGHAN — I thank you for your protection;
I am being provoked! The reality is that competition
does drive down prices and governments can create the
framework to regulate those supplies, whether it be in
the telecommunications industry, as with Telstra, or in
the gas or electricity industry, as this bill deals with.
It is a simple proposition and a simple bill. It makes
good sense to establish Energy Safe Victoria by
merging the Office of Gas Safety and the Office of the
Chief Electrical Inspector. The Nationals will not
oppose the bill, but I could not miss the opportunity of
pointing out that the government has not delivered on
its commitment to provide gas to so many country
towns around country Victoria, which it promised it
would when in opposition.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Energy Safe Victoria Bill.
As has been said before, it is a simple bill which merges
the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector and the
Office of Gas Safety into one regulator, operating as
Energy Safe Victoria. Two of the key features of the
bill that members have been keen to speak about, as am
I, are the consultation on it that has taken place around
Victoria and the support it has received. It is a good bill,
and there cannot be any criticism of it. Some people
will say, ‘What about this town or that town?’. The fact
is that this government has given Victoria the greatest
extension of natural gas we have seen. The previous
government had a chance to do it but did not; natural
gas was not on its radar screen. We well remember the
city-centric Kennett government and how it referred to
areas such as Swan Hill and Echuca as the toenails of
the state. That government had no regard for the
country, and it was not its intention to do the massive
gas rollout that we are doing — and doing well.
Everybody wants it and can see its advantages, because
it is a good thing.
The bill establishes the new regulator called Energy
Safe Victoria and provides for the transfer of the
functions and powers of the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector and the Office of the Gas Safety to
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that body. A statutory body corporate will be
established with the objectives and functions provided
for in the Electricity Safety Act 1998, the Gas Safety
Act 1997 and other relevant acts.
I will not take up much more of the time of the house,
other than to point out that this is a good bill. It makes
commonsense to merge the two regulatory offices so
we can go forward and continue the good work the
Bracks government has done with gas rollouts and with
consulting, which is the hallmark of this government.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — The Energy Safe Victoria
Bill will amalgamate two government offices — the
gas and electricity inspectorates — into one corporate
body. The government is doing this following an
inquiry. The service suppliers of gas and electricity
have been owned by one company at different times, so
it makes sense to have the inspectorate under one
organisation. It also will enable Energy Safe Victoria to
keep up with modern technology and research, and that
is an important part of the legislation. It confers on that
office the powers of the Office of the Chief Electrical
Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety and provides for
the safety and protection of the workers of those two
bodies. Often amalgamation or rationalisation means
job losses, but in this case the employees of the two
bodies will be part of Energy Safe Victoria, which is
important.
The bill allows Energy Safe Victoria to borrow money,
to deal with delegation matters and to be sued. It is
important for incorporated bodies to have the same
rights as people. If a tradesman has been mistreated
while doing jobs or the inspectorate has made a wrong
assumption about or a wrong report on that person’s
work where it was not his fault — particularly if a
non-certified handyman has interfered with the work of
an electrician or gas installer — it is important that he
has protection. Tradesmen need the right protection, as
their insurance premiums have gone up significantly
because of self-certification and the guaranteeing of
jobs. This allows them to have redress should the
department or some other body overstep the line. That
is important, because we are talking about how the new
office will function, the powers of the office and the
protection and rights of the tradesmen in the field. They
will have to provide documentation for inspections as
in the past, where government inspectors came around
and had to certify gas or electricity work on the house.
I welcome the bill, because it deals with both sides,
eliminates paperwork and stops two departments
competing with each other by allowing for the creation
of one department. I finish by saying that I hope we will
have one department in which we can find the plans for
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electrical wiring and gas pipes, because that will reduce
accidents, especially in country Victoria.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I will make a
brief contribution on the Energy Safe Victoria Bill. We
have heard already that the bill will establish Energy
Safe Victoria by abolishing the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector and the Office of Gas Safety. The
new statutory body will carry out the functions of the
two previous bodies while maintaining their same high
standards. It is a result of the review of Victoria’s
energy safety regulators and reflects the structure of the
energy industry that we have today. They are no longer
separate industries.
We have heard in this far-ranging debate members
talking about Telstra and the alleged benefits of
competition in the telecommunications industry. The
last I heard, Telstra did not supply gas or electricity, but
perhaps it would like to. I can say from my own
experience of industries like that — I worked in the
telecommunications industry for a long time — that it is
not so much a matter of competition that leads to
reduced costs. It is easy to reduce prices by reducing
services — that is the quickest way to reduce them —
which then reduces staff, which in turn is another way
of reducing services and prices. A huge amount of the
cost savings in the telecommunications industry is due
to technology.
Another industry that I have had some experience of is
the health insurance industry. I worked for the Health
Insurance Commission, which achieved a cost per
claim far lower than its competitors some years ago, so
it is not necessarily true that privately owned companies
run more efficiently than government agencies. That is
important to note.
This bill is about Energy Safe Victoria, and it is another
part of the process of making Victoria a great place in
which to live. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to speak
on two aspects of the Energy Safe Victoria Bill,
clauses 36 and 40, which both relate to staff. I am proud
to be a member of a government that recognises the
importance of public servants who are involved in the
delivery of utilities in this state. Clause 36 (2) states:
On the commencement day any person who was an employee
of the OCEI immediately before that day is deemed to be an
employee of Energy Safe Victoria on the same terms and
conditions and with the same accrued and accruing
entitlements as applied to that person immediately before that
day as an employee of OCEI.

Clause 40, which covers the people who work at the
Office of Gas Safety, has similar provisions. A person
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with accrued and accruing entitlements will have those
entitlements applied immediately on the day they
become an employee of Energy Safe Victoria.
This is in stark contrast to the dark years of the Kennett
government when people who were delivering for the
citizens of Victoria, either as state public servants or
through statutory instrumentalities, feared for their jobs
and for their family’s security. In fact under this
government the transfer of terms and conditions is
absolutely crucial as it provides family security in terms
of income.
In my concluding comment I place on record my praise
for the work of the people who have contributed to the
wonderful safety record here in Victoria through the
Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector.
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank all members who spoke on the
Energy Safe Victoria Bill. They include from the
opposition side the members for South-West Coast,
Box Hill, Murray Valley, Rodney and Lowan, and from
the government side the members for Brunswick,
Morwell, Macedon, Narracan, Mill Park, Clayton,
Yuroke, Seymour, Keilor, Bayswater and Pascoe Vale.
There was furious and total agreement in support, and
therefore I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I rise with some
disappointment to speak on this bill, which the
opposition considers to be creeping socialism at its
worst. The opposition will oppose this bill because it
provides for an unnecessary, excessive system that is
really aimed at the heart of independent contractors in
this state.
In saying that, I am bound to acknowledge that the
Liberal Party acknowledges that in the forestry
industry, particularly in a very limited aspect of the
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scope of the bill in relation to the harvesters and
contractors who on a couple of occasions have given up
their time to come to Melbourne to speak to me about
this bill, there is an apparent problem in their industry.
It needs some attention and perhaps some government
involvement — perhaps the use of the government’s
good offices — to ensure that it is addressed. The
problem is perhaps driven by the government in the
sense that a narrowing supply of timber, or material, to
be carted has of course meant that there is an
oversupply of cartage contractors and harvesters.
I understand a number of adjustment packages have
been offered and taken up, but there seems to be a clear
case of market oversupply. That means all the vices the
minister outlined in his second-reading speech, that
apparently apply to a number of transport operators
around the state, may be specifically pointed at forestry
contractors. Accordingly, the Liberal Party is not
prepared to just blithely wave it aside but acknowledges
that problem and certainly agrees that there has to be
some mechanism whereby the government can assist
people to solve the problem of the particular
predicament they find themselves in. That solution is
certainly not immediately available to the opposition,
given our limited resources or otherwise. As well as
being committed when in government to repealing this
draconian legislation — which I will go through in
some detail in a moment — the Liberal Party is
certainly committed to ensuring that the problems and
concerns of forestry contractors will be addressed to the
best of our good offices.
Having said that, the Liberal Party opposes the
legislation because it seeks to impose by way of
regulation a regime that potentially goes beyond what is
set out in the current provisions in relation to regulated
contracts as prescribed in the bill. The bill goes beyond
all that and could perhaps cover every single transport
industry in this state that involves the engagement of a
contractor and hirer, from bicycle couriers travelling
around the city or normal couriers right through to
owner-drivers. The definitions are so broad that they
can include a corporation that may have a number of
vehicles operating in the conduct of the business as
long as the owner or a director of the corporation
operates a vehicle. Certainly the extent of that operation
is very much an ambit prescription.
While the government has provided industry groups
with a number of examples and certainly the
second-reading speech provides examples, it is not
limited to the nature of those examples. The bill has a
much broader brush than may be apparent at first blush.
This bill comes into the house following a report of an
inquiry into owner-drivers and forestry contractors by
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Industrial Relations Victoria. The fact that Industrial
Relations Victoria undertook that inquiry is perhaps the
difference between the government and the opposition
on these sorts of matters. As we know, in this country
there are now more independent contractors operating
in a variety of industries, whether it be teaching,
nursing, transport — the whole field — than there are
members of the trade union movement. Members of the
trade union movement are always seeking the form of
regulation that will ensure the preservation of their
existence. At the end of the day, when you add up the
amounts that two particular unions — the Transport
Workers Union and the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union — have contributed to this
government since it has been in office they total over
$1 million contributed to the coffers of the ALP. It is
amazing what $1 million can buy, because what they
have is a regime that suits the trade union movement.
It is a case of regulation. It is not providing any real
stimulus to the market. Most of the people generally
involved in this industry do not want to be regulated by
this system. Neither the hirers nor the contractors want
to be regulated. Nor do they identify any problem
generally in the industries that may be caught up in this
legislation either immediately or certainly by way of
prescription ultimately at the behest of the Minister for
Industrial Relations by the use of industry codes of
practice.
Under this legislation owner-drivers are defined as
persons, partnerships or corporations in the business of
transporting goods where the proprietor office-holder
operates a vehicle supplied by them. As I said, it covers
a very broad range and is probably not targeted at
someone like Lindsay Fox, for example, although he
may very well drive his trucks. I have heard anecdotally
he says he drives his trucks from time to time.
Accordingly, while it may not be intended to include
Linfox under the definition, certainly driving or
operating a truck within the business may be so
narrowly defined as to incorporate a company like
Linfox as an owner-driver. I understand that a company
such as Toll Holdings would not be incorporated under
the definition because it is a listed corporation and is
excluded from the operation of this bill. Ultimately,
because the government wants to go around regulating
the contract between contractors and hirers, you will get
a base rate being set that will have applicability.
Although it may not actually bind some of the large
corporations down the line, one would certainly expect
that would set the market level in relation to the rates
that can be charged including the whole cost regime
that has to be regulated as well.
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As I said, forestry contractors are a matter of concern to
the Liberal Party. We have committed to work towards
a solution. In relation to forestry contractors, the Liberal
Party does not see that this bill provides any real
solution. In many respects the bill is likely to drive the
matter the other way. It may actually lead contractors to
go outside the current arrangements and enter into
alternative arrangements. Certainly from that point of
view it will have a negative effect on forestry
contractors by overregulating this particular market.
The definition of ‘forestry contractors’ does not just
deal with haulage contractors — which are defined in
similar terms as owner-drivers — but is restricted to
transporting forestry products. A harvesting contractor
is defined as a person, partnership or corporation in the
business of ‘harvesting’ forestry products, which
includes felling, cutting, extracting or attending to the
forest such as doing roadworks, coupe rehabilitation or
undertaking the maintenance of boundary trails using
motorised equipment supplied by the owner or the
corporation. Therefore you are going necessarily
outside the ambit of the transport industry, but certainly
accepting that it is the only exception to the general
coverage in relation to transport operators in this state.
The first thing the bill seeks to do is to regulate the
contracts that exist between contractors and hirers if
they are ongoing arrangements. By ‘a contractor’ I
generally mean the harvesting contractors, the haulage
contractors and also owner-drivers. It is a poorly drafted
bill in the sense that it jumps around. Its intention is
very ambiguous. It is very wide and broad in its terms.
Certainly there is no clear adumbration as to what, at
first blush, the ongoing arrangements are. I will clarify
the most important thing and put it into three categories
by selecting the bits and pieces out of what the minister
has said in his second-reading speech and what is
incorporated in the bill. Firstly, it actually has no end
date. It is a contract for the provision of an indefinite,
ongoing service.
Secondly, the bill provides that if a contractor is
engaged for 30 days in a row by the hirer, that will be a
regulated contract. Alternatively if a contractor is
engaged by the hirer not for 30 consecutive days but for
more than 30 days in a three-month period, that will be
the basis of the definition of an ongoing arrangement.
Accordingly one would see straight away that casual
arrangements between contractors and hirers are not
regulated by this regime.
I pause here to say that one group that came to see me
was the livestock transport operators. Obviously they
are very concerned about the operation of this act.
While they are not immediately caught in the
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mechanism whereby their contracts are regulated, they
fear the regulation of their contracts downstream
because of the provision for industry codes of practice,
which are potentially very broad and draconian in their
extent. While casual arrangements are not included in
the bill, what would be incorporated into a regulated
contract are the obligations under a regulated contract.
They are not contiguous with the particular part of the
bill they appear in but have to be extracted from various
parts.
However, essentially a regulated contract has to be in
writing, there has to be a guarantee of a minimum
number of hours or guaranteed income derived as a
result of that ongoing contract, it must specify the rates
to be paid and, most importantly, a mechanism for
terminating those contractual arrangements. As I said,
this is an attempt by the government to use a problem in
various industries to really hit what is a very small
walnut not only with a mallet but probably with a huge
semitrailer so as to flatten the issue completely by
overriding the ability of independent operators to enter
into a contract of their own making and determination.
I note that livestock operators spoke to opposition
members at length and we have had a continuing
dialogue about the operation of this act in that time.
They made the very valid point that in many cases they
are able to charge somewhere between 20 and 30 per
cent above what a large operator like Linfox or Toll
Holdings may charge for the movement of livestock but
they do it because they service their clients. In most
cases they build up a large group of people who
regularly or irregularly contact them to move stock
from point A to point B. A local cocky may go down to
a saleyards and buy 40 heifers and have to move them
home using a livestock contractor. Hundreds of them
are operating as small independent contractors all
around this state. They are servicing this whole state
and indeed are going over to New South Wales, South
Australia or even further in many cases. I am told that
those contracts regularly are not in writing and are
based on trust.
I asked the inevitable questions a lawyer asks, such as:
have you ever been involved in a dispute; have you
gone to court; and have you ever not been paid? There
were four or five of them in the room, all of whom
operate on their own individual arrangement. Perhaps it
is a reflection of the way a man’s or a woman’s word
can be adhered to in country Victoria, but the answer
was no. I asked if there were any disputes about price or
otherwise, or even about a horse or a cow that may
have broken a leg. One contractor said, ‘The reality is
that you resolve the dispute in a practical way’. That
does not mean that you go out there and resolve it with
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fisticuffs, but if you have caused the cow to break a leg
then obviously you will compensate the farmer
accordingly. These things have been running amicably
for a number of years on that basis.
Most importantly, what we found from these
consultations is that arrangements are made over the
phone or by word of mouth. They are indeed matters of
trust. As we were escorting these people from the
precincts of Parliament where we met with them, my
electorate officer went down the stairs to say farewell.
One of them took a phone call and was heard to say, ‘I
cannot come out there this afternoon, but I will be there
at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning’, and then hung up.
That was the nature of the contract — no more was
actually said — yet this arrangement is working
effectively.
The opposition has not heard a single complaint from
one of these operators saying that they need one of
these regulated contracts or an industry code of practice
that ultimately would be likely to regulate their regime.
Nor has any farmer contacted the Liberal Party and
said, ‘This is the most fantastic thing in the history of
the Western World. It will make my life a hell of a lot
easier’. Indeed I note that today the Victorian Farmers
Federation came out with a press release. I have not
seen it, but I have had conversations with the Victorian
Farmers Federation. I am led to believe that the press
release states that on behalf of its members the
federation opposes what the government is doing. It
indicates that substantially its members do not support
this legislation.
Another provision is that a regulated contract will have
to incorporate the obligation to provide an information
booklet, which must be provided to a hirer some three
days before they sign the contract. The booklet has to
include the current rates and costs schedules, the rights
and responsibilities under the bill, a code of conduct —
if it is applicable in those circumstances — details in
relation to occupational health and safety laws and
advice about the government’s training programs that
may involve this activity, whether it be for driving a
truck better or otherwise. All of that has to be provided.
There is no doubt that a glossy booklet will be
produced by the government and that it will have a big
photograph of the smiling face of the Minister for
Industrial Relations, with him saying, ‘I am out here to
save the world’. That will be given to hirers. No doubt
their lives will be changed immeasurably by the
provision of this booklet, and the whole world of
commercial activity will open out before them and off
they will go on their merry way under one of these
regulated contracts!
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As I said, this bill is not just about regulated contracts.
Most important is what this bill does not do. Many
transport groups, from haulage contractors to livestock
and grain carters right through to transport companies,
have contacted my office. The bill may not have any
direct impact on them because they may not be
immediately subject to the provisions relating to the
regulated contract and the provision of this little booklet
because they are not owner-drivers on the basis of an
ongoing relationship.

be regulated by South Australia. Nonetheless, there is
potential for them to be covered by this legislation
because a substantial part of the contract is performed
in Victoria. If you are moving between Adelaide and
Melbourne on either a delivery or a pick-up, you could
argue that there are slightly more kilometres on the
Victorian side of the border than there are on the South
Australian side. We do not really know the ambit of
‘substantial connection with Victoria’, and that is a
matter of profound concern.

However, the capacity certainly exists under this
regime for the minister, by way of regulation, to
prescribe that a class of transport operators, whether
they be persons on bicycles or courier drivers travelling
around the city, drivers of large livestock transports,
grain carters or regular transport operators from
Shepparton or elsewhere who are in Melbourne plying
their business, are subject to the provisions. Such
transport operators may travel from Melbourne to
Sydney, Brisbane or Darwin or from South Australia to
the rest of Australia.

Also the industry councils are virtually stacked against
employers or independent contractors. In relation to the
Transport Industry Council, which can recommend one
of these industry codes of conduct, the chairman is to
be appointed by the government. It is probably unlikely
that I will get a job as chairman of that council, but I
might take it on — it is a part-time job, and it pays a bit
of money. But the chairman is going to be appointed by
the government.

Essentially the bill will include everybody who is an
owner-driver within its wide ambit. They must have a
substantial connection with Victoria, although those are
not the precise words that are used in the bill. The
operators say that the law of Victoria will govern the
contracts and not the individual contracting parties who
should have the ability to determine which law will
govern their contracts. The usual procedure is that if a
contract is formed in Victoria then it will be Victorian
law, but now people will have the ability to select New
South Wales or South Australia. If the law of the
contract is Victorian law, then they will perhaps be
caught by this legislation.

Mr McINTOSH — I see the Minister for Education
Services, who is at the table, is interested in being the
chairman. She is going to have a much better chance of
being appointed as chairman of this council.

If a substantial component of the transport service is
performed in Victoria, then you will also be caught —
so even if you are an interstate operator you possibly
will be caught. Presumably a substantial component
would be if you pick up or deliver to Victoria and go
through Victoria. Even if you travel interstate, you
could be potentially covered by this legislation. It is not
necessarily going to operate only at a local level here in
Victoria; it could have implications for interstate
operators who regularly transport materials in or out of
Victoria.
I have had contact with transport operators in South
Australia who are very concerned about the ambit of
this bill and whether it may incorporate them into its
provisions. Notwithstanding that they may be based in
South Australia and their trucks may be registered in
South Australia, they may be performing deliveries and
pick-ups in Victoria, and they would certainly prefer to

Ms Allan interjected.

The Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry gets one representative on the Transport
Industry Council and the Australian Industry Group
gets another representative, but there are two from the
Victorian Transport Association, which is a strong
supporter of this legislation, two from the Victorian
Trades Hall Council, two from the Transport Workers
Union of Australia and one appointed by VicRoads —
it says ‘Roads Corporation’ as defined by some act, but
I presume it is VicRoads — who is non-voting. But you
can see that the numbers are stacked against genuine
and legitimate transport operators, who have very little
voice under this bill.
The Forestry Industry Council has a similar make-up. It
is made up of a chairperson appointed by the
government, a representative of the Department of
Primary Industries, the Victorian Association of Forest
Industries, the Australian Plantation Product and Paper
Industry Council, two representatives from the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union —
not one but two from the CFMEU — two from the
Victorian Forest Harvesting and Cartage Council,
which was very enthusiastically in support of this
legislation, and two from VicForests. They have to
operate subject to the direction of the minister, not
independently, but subject to the direction of the
minister. They can advise the minister. They can go
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through all the information collecting, but ultimately
they are subject to what the minister directs, and the
words used in the bill are ‘subject to the control and
direction of the Minister’.
Ultimately those industry codes of practice can be made
by way of regulation, and all the minister has to do in
making them is to take the advice of or consult with the
two industry councils. He can take the code of practice
to the Governor in Council and enforce it by way of
regulation. Yes, there is provision for non-binding
industry codes of practice as well as binding industry
codes of practice, and no doubt they can also
incorporate a regime that may not necessarily already
be included under the regulated contract regime. No
doubt they can be set up in exactly similar form and
structure, where everything has to be in writing and the
company has to do this and that and has to publish the
rates and schedules at least once every 12 months,
together with a costs schedule that takes in everything
from financing arrangements to petrol — and that is a
cost that is going to be fluctuating a lot in a 12-month
period, as we know. Certainly all those factors are
going to be part of the costs schedule. Yes, you are able
to go above or below, but there is no doubt that the
purpose of this is to prescribe a bare minimum, if you
like, in relation to those matters, which could have a
devastating impact on any industry.
Further, the bill allows for negotiating agents, including
the trade unions or, alternatively, the industry
association. There is also a provision for dispute
resolution, which at first blush is probably an
interesting concept for two reasons. Mediation through
the small business commissioner is certainly a good
thing, and I am a big advocate of alternative dispute
resolution, but then if the dispute is not resolved, you
can take it to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. VCAT has very broad powers under this
legislation to make an order for payment of debt or to
order damages. It can also talk about a rescission or
revocation of particular terms in a contract, but what is
worse is that VCAT can make what is called an
‘extended contract variation order’ that can apply
generally right across an entire industry to every single
contract that is caught in relation to the matter.
What is unclear is what ‘regulated contract’ means.
While that term may have some operation currently, it
would seem to me that the intent of the legislation is to
include regulated contracts in relation to an extended
contract variation order to apply to every single contract
that is promulgated by one of these industry codes of
practice. Accordingly we are effectively having a
system of conciliation and now arbitration through the
back door.
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Finally, one of the matters I want to raise in relation to
the jurisdiction of VCAT is that interestingly enough —
this is a matter that was raised in the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee and the minister has
responded in relation to it — it is not intended to give
VCAT or the small business commissioner exclusive
jurisdiction to arbitrate in relation to these matters.
Indeed the bill contemplates the ability of anybody to
take these disputes to the Supreme Court or another
common-law court — the County Court or the
Magistrates Court — for resolution.
So the intention of this alternative dispute resolution
seems to be bizarre in the extreme given the fact that
you can quite blithely go off and issue in another court
and may have those matters determined there. Indeed,
one would suspect that a smart hirer would be able to
use the law very effectively and prevent the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and small business
commissioner even dealing with the dispute. It seems to
be ludicrous that you would give this and not provide
exclusive jurisdiction.
The definitions of ‘owner-driver’ and ‘contractor’
generally are too broad. The minister has the ability to
arbitrarily impose a code of practice to control and
direct. The minister has merely to consult with one of
these industry councils. They can make their own
industry code of practice. Ultimately it can be done
capriciously.
This legislation is doing one thing: it is aimed at the
heart of independent contractors. Thousands and
thousands of independent contractors are scared about
the operation of this legislation. They are scared about
the way this government wants to crack a very small
walnut with some massive object like a prime mover.
On that basis the opposition will oppose this legislation.
It is committed to repealing it in government.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The Owner Drivers
and Forestry Contractors Bill 2005 in some ways goes
right to the core of the philosophy about what the role
of government is in people’s lives and businesses. It
really goes to whether government should have the
roles that this bill prescribes. There is a very core
question that needs to be answered here: do we are
actually believe in a private enterprise society or do we
not? If we go down the path that is prescribed in this
bill with other industries, we would find that we no
longer live in a private enterprise society. We have a
very good lifestyle in Australia because we live in a
private enterprise society. We do not want to see that
lost in the future.
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The previous speaker talked about the issue of creeping
socialism and I support that. In some ways this is about
socialist-leaning government trying to interfere in
business, prescribe contracts and go down the path of
regulating industries in the future — —
Mr Maxfield interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Narracan is out of his seat. If he
wants to make any noise, he should get back to his seat.
Mr WALSH — We saw the fall of the Berlin wall
and the collapse of socialism. Government’s role in
controlling industries does not work in the long term. It
is unsustainable. We are heading down a path towards
that again. This bill goes a substantial way to put price
fixing and fixed regulatory regimes for the
owner-driver freight and forest harvesting sectors in
place.
It is inconsistent with long-held views of all
governments in Australia about private enterprise and
industry structure historically over a long time. It is
effectively about turning contractors into employees.
We received feedback from a player in the forestry
industry who wrote:
The genesis of this bill is a deal done between the Victorian
branch of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union, forest and furnishing products division, the Victorian
Forest Harvesting and Haulage Council (an organisation of
contractors that is facilitated and supported by the CFMEU)
and the Victorian state government.

A lot of people came back to us on this bill saying it is
effectively just a sweetheart deal between the
government and some of the unions in Victoria to no
doubt assist in propping up their membership.
There are a lot of things in the bill that are very
prescriptive of how they are going to control this sector
in the future. Clause 7 sets out the power to make
regulations prescribing classes of persons to be
contractors, and it specifies what owner-driver, haulage
and harvesting contracts are.
Part 2, division 1 describes a key part of the issue —
the information booklet. We have no qualms about
information being made available to players in the
industry, but the way this is structured is that the
information provided will initially be the default
mechanism potentially for price fixing in the industry.
In the future if someone is hiring, they are going to
expect to get the default rates not potentially what
someone who provides an additional service might
want to charge. So it could actually be
counterproductive.
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What goes into that information booklet is very
prescriptive. How do they determine the price of fuel
and the cost of finance in the future? How is a
committee made up of the people who are potentially
the beneficiaries of the result going to come to
conclusions that are good for the industry? The payees
are going to set the default rate in the future — not the
people who are hiring. There is a real risk that Dracula
is in charge of the blood bank.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — It is not silly; it is a fact. If you start
prescribing contracts and fixing prices, you run the real
risk that you have Dracula in charge of the blood bank.
Clause 21 sets out minimum termination periods. As
we know we are dealing here with industries that have a
lot of variables — weather, some work, no work or a lot
of work all at once. There is no force majeure clause in
the setting out of the minimum termination periods. If
there is a huge rain event and floods and the bridges are
washed out, the people employing the haulage
contractors cannot say, ‘the roads are closed and we
cannot have you’. There is the whole issue around how
you terminate those contracts and the very real risk that
they may have to keep paying those people until the
minimum termination time expires.
As I read it clause 25 effectively deals with collective
bargaining. It states:
A contractor or a group of contractors may … appoint a
person or group of persons to be the negotiating agent for the
contractor in relation to … regulated contracts.

There are laws in this land that make sure that we do
not have collective bargaining positions that use undue
influence on the market. Later I will talk about the
Trade Practices Act because I believe that some of this
bill is contrary to the Trade Practices Act or is set up to
be exempt from it. It goes against the spirit of what we
try to have in Australia so far as private enterprise is
concerned, and people being able to negotiate for
themselves.
I then turn to the issue of unconscionable conduct and
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
contained in clauses 31 and 32. The clause talks about
unconscionable conduct by the hirer, not by the
contractor. So there may be a situation where a person
who is an employer is at risk, but there is no onus on
the person who is delivering the service to make sure
that they do the right thing.
Clauses 47 to 53 talk about what the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal can do. As I read it, if
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VCAT makes a determination, it can then be inserted
into all other contracts of a similar nature. It has the
power to void a contract if it makes a determination
against a contractor. So you could find someone setting
up a test case that would then have a flow-on effect
through all other cases. VCAT has quite substantial
powers which could flow through into the rest of the
sector and have a real impact on all contracts made.
A lot of the feedback that we received was about the
structure of the two industry councils set up under the
bill. The Transport Industry Council will comprise
10 committee members with a chairman, 1 part-time
member nominated by the Roads Corporation, 1 person
from the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce
and Industry, 1 person from the Australian Industry
Group, 2 people nominated by the Victorian Transport
Association, 2 people from the Victorian Trades Hall
Council and 2 from the Transport Workers’ Union of
Australia. Grave concerns were expressed by a lot of
the transport operators who told us that it would be
dominated by the union sector. A particular concern
was raised by the livestock sector, which has had a lot
to say about this bill and which has said that it is not at
all represented at the table but runs the risk of being
roped in under this bill in the future.
One of the things that I found interesting was that
clause 55(4) talks about the powers of the committee
the Transport Industry Council. It states that:
The Transport Industry Council may provide advice, and
make recommendations, to the minister even if the minister
has not requested it to do so.

So we are setting up an industry council which is
effectively controlled by the union movement and has
the right to make recommendations to the minister to
instigate studies or whatever without the minister even
wanting it. No doubt, if the council did that and made a
finding that was adverse to what the minister might
want, it would be in the public arena and conflict could
arise from that situation.
The Forestry Industry Council of Victoria also has an
interesting make up. It comprises a chairman and a
part-time member from the Department of Primary
Industries, 1 person from the Victorian Association of
Forest Industries, 1 person from the Australian
Plantation Products and Paper Industry Council,
2 persons from the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union, 2 persons from the Victorian Harvesting
and Cartage Council and 2 persons nominated by
VicForests. It is interesting that it will contain two
people from VicForests because we recently passed
legislation in this Parliament to put in place what the
government described at the time as ‘market
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mechanisms’ for VicForests to put out to tender the sale
of its timber.
Mr Helper — On the bill!
Mr WALSH — This is on the bill! We now have
VicForests sitting on an industry council that will
regulate contracts and effectively set default prices for
the harvesting and haulage of timber. There seems to be
a conflict. The minister introduced the bill to have
market mechanisms put into the sale of timber by
VicForests, but now we have a bill that is starting to
regulate one particular component, which is the
harvesting and transport.
I turn to the issue of trade practices, and as I understand
it clause 64 has been put in to exempt this bill from the
Trade Practices Act. Those of us with a long history in
agriculture know the debate that has gone on around the
Trade Practices Act, some of the statutory marketing
authorities that we have had, and some of the things
that have gone on in this house. One that very quickly
springs to mind is the Australian Barley Board and the
right for a single desk barley market here in Victoria. At
the time the now Treasurer spoke passionately about
taking away the single desk because it contradicted the
Trade Practices Act; it was against free trade. We now
have a bill that contains an exemption clause so we can
have regulated contracts and default prices set, which is
only a couple of words in an amendment in this bill
away from price fixing.
The other industry that springs to mind is the broiler
chicken industry, and it will be interesting to see how
the member for Narre Warren North handles this issue,
because he has quite a few broiler chicken growers in
his electorate. As we all know, over a long time the
broiler chicken industry had a negotiating committee
that prescribed contracts and set prices. This
government has not seen fit to reappoint that
committee. It has not actually repealed it; it has become
defunct because the government has not reappointed it.
So for quite a few years the chicken industry has been
going on about the imbalance in market power and the
fact that in dealing with the likes of Ingham’s or
Steggles, the chicken growers cannot get a fair price.
They want that negotiating committee to be reinstated
so that they can have prescribed contracts and fixed
prices.
Mr Helper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Ripon will have the call at a
later stage!
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Mr WALSH — For the member for Ripon’s
benefit, the point I am trying to make is that you cannot
have a philosophy on one hand where you deregulate
some of the industries, saying, ‘No, you cannot do that
because it contravenes the Trade Practices Act’ but on
the other hand introduce a bill with an exemption clause
to the Trade Practices Act. I will be making sure that
the chicken growers I know go and see the member for
Narre Warren North and get him to explain why this
bill does that when we have a Treasurer and an
agriculture minister who will not give them the time of
day so far as their right to a negotiating committee,
prescribed contracts and pricing mechanisms is
concerned.
We have had a lot of feedback, particularly from the
livestock industry, which is very concerned about this
bill. I think that as we read through the bill we can see
that some of its concerns are unfounded, especially over
the issue of the 30-day clause. The first people who
came into my office were extremely concerned that
they would have to have a contract with every
individual farmer that they picked up livestock from,
but as you go through the bill some of those concerns
are eliminated. But they are still very concerned about
the bill, and I thought I might read into Hansard some
of the issues that they raised with us.
The Australian Livestock Transporters Association
states:
The bill represents a grab for power by Victorian-based
transport unions in association with selected employer
associations.
…
The bill stops short of setting freight rates, but provides for
state-endorsed rate schedules to be promulgated with an
implication that it should be paid. Negotiations can depart
from the scheduled rate. Negotiators can organise groups of
owner-drivers.

So we come back to the issue of potential collective
bargaining and undue market influence. It continues:
While offering the potential allure of rate regulation, the bill
does not deliver rate control. Instead it imposes heavy
contractual requirements which could be capriciously
triggered — or not — depending on the whims of any one of
the direct parties involved — or any of the self-proclaimed
representatives of owner-drivers or haulage contractors …

That comes back to this issue of VCAT being able to be
involved in the contract. It continues:
The bill gives every appearance of being a first step towards
creating a new industrial arena carved out from the
commonwealth Trade Practices Act.
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And that is the very point when I was making before
about the Trade Practices Act. The letter further states:
The bill would strike down livestock transporters contractual
provisions inconsistent with codes of conduct, or regulations
on the act.

As the previous speaker said, a lot of the livestock
industry is very much done on word of mouth, and a
person’s word is their bond in that industry. You ring
up someone; you want them to go to Hay to pick up
some sheep and bring them back to Warracknabeal. It is
worth $X and it is all done over the phone; there is no
need for written contracts because there is faith in the
industry that the things people say they will do, they
actually do.
One of the other issues that the forestry industry raised
with us and was very concerned about is that one part
of the industry is being regulated. That industry has to
compete with timber sales from other states or from
overseas, so it has to be competitive if it is to sell its
product. Regulations in one particular component of the
industry are being put in place, and that part of the
industry can account for up to 80 per cent of the cost of
timber.
The harvesting and the transport is a major part of costs
to that industry. There is a very real risk that if the
process set out in this bill gets out of hand, the industry
here in Victoria could very quickly become
uncompetitive. That may suit the government because it
would dearly love not to have a forestry industry. A lot
of people on the other side of the house would be very
happy to see it all locked up, to let it be overrun with
blackberries and wild animals, and eventually be
destroyed by bushfire. But those of us who live in
country Victoria know what that industry does in
creating jobs for the future.
The other issue — in some ways this bill is treating a
symptom rather than a cause — is that in the transport
industry finance is readily available for people who
want to go and buy a truck. You can go in and buy a
truck on time payment, but then you have to work
extremely hard to pay it off. We know that the margins
are tight in the industry, but in a private enterprise
society people have the right to prosper and the right to
perish financially. We do not want to find that we
regulate people so that there is no incentive for those
who want to get in there and prosper.
Dr Sykes — Despite the red tape.
Mr WALSH — And be strangled with red tape. But
the issue is that the financing industry sometimes
makes it too easy for people to buy a truck. They do not
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have sufficient collateral behind them to ride out a
tough spot in the industry, to ride out a major
mechanical failure with their truck or whatever. So in
some way we have to make sure that people are not
given false hope when they go and buy those sorts of
trucks.
I would like to quote the Australian Livestock
Transporters Association. In the briefing note sent out
to its members it said:
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill — A new little
empire for bureaucracy and unions.

I think that says it all!
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reasonable outcome in terms of the activity that they
pursue for an income.
They are the transport businesses and the forestry
harvesting contractors. In both cases the industries are
typified by small contractors — at times it is very
difficult to find a distinction between their contract
arrangements and those of an employee. In the case of
transport businesses I reckon it is worth noting from the
second-reading speech that 85 per cent of those
contractors have less than five employees. We are
talking about small businesses trying to make a living
in what is often a very distorted environment.

Mr HELPER (Ripon) — It is my great pleasure to
speak in support of the Owner Drivers Forestry and
Contractors Bill. A great part of that pleasure comes
from commenting on some of the remarks in the
presentations made by the members for Kew and Swan
Hill. I often appreciate and enjoy the contributions
made by the member for Kew. They are at times
insightful and informative — of a totally different point
of view, but nevertheless informative. Unfortunately,
on this occasion he lost me when he described this bill
as creeping socialism. The problem with that is that it
was basically his opening remark so I did not take a
great deal of further notice of his contribution because
clearly the ideological zealotism that drives somebody
to describe this bill as creeping socialism leaves most of
us totally despondent.

This is where the ideological zealotry of the Liberals
and The Nationals really comes unstuck. They do not
recognise that this is not so much about industrial
relations as it is about the relationship between parties
and their respective degrees of market power. Clearly in
the case of certain arrangements in the transport and
forestry industries there are quite distorted levels of
market power between those who give the contract and
those who take it. In a practical way this bill is designed
to allow as much free enterprise activity as is possible
while at the same time maintaining a level of
reasonableness about the contracts the parties may enter
into. In the second-reading speech the minister noted
that particularly in the transport industry the low returns
result in long hours worked, in reduced safety and in
people needing to cut corners to make a reasonable
living. This bill is about imposing some sort of fairness
on the relationship between contractors and those who
give them the contracts.

Then it got better with the contribution from the
member for Swan Hill who described it with words to
the effect of socialist governments interfering in free
enterprise. I thought that was sort of the height of
hypocrisy, particularly coming from The Nationals. I
have sat in this chamber through many a debate where
we have discussed various agricultural marketing
arrangements and it was very hard to find a distinction
between The Nationals and a socialist party, except that
it is a socialist party that confines itself to agrarian
socialism. Be that as it may, it is a bit disappointing to
have the Liberal opposition and The Nationals hoist
their opinions on the post of this debate by describing
the bill in fairly unflattering terms and displaying some
degree of ideological zealotism about a bill — —

The bill establishes industry councils, one for the
forestry industry and one for the transport industry.
Those councils are to be appointed by the minister and
will report to the minister recommendations on the
respective industry issues. The industry councils will
recommend codes of practice which the minister may
recommend to the Governor in Council. Those codes of
practice will be taken into account by the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal, for example, in
determining whether unconscionable conduct has
occurred in certain disputes. That theme runs through
this bill. It is very much about dispute resolution to
ensure that the relationship between contractors and
contractees is transparent and does not get distorted by
the parties’ respective levels of market power.

Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

Dr Napthine — Zealotry!
Mr HELPER — Thank you for the correction.
They display zealotry for a bill which at the end of the
day is about ensuring that two categories of
hardworking people in our community get a fair and

The bill extends the role of the Office of the Small
Business Commissioner beyond retail tenancies — an
area where the small business commissioner has had
incredible success in resolving disputes and making a
lot more conscionable a lot of the retail tenancy
contracts. It extends the role of the small business
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commissioner to cover transport and forestry
contractors. This will provide a low-cost, informal and
effective dispute-resolution process. The member for
Kew’s distorted, negative view about this bill may be
coloured by the fact that his industry — the legal
profession — will not get its snout in the trough in the
resolution of these disputes.
Disputes regarding contracts and codes of practice can
ultimately be referred to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. The bill is about introducing a
new atmosphere of transparency for contracts between
contractors and hirers by providing relevant and
appropriate information to both parties. The distinction
between some contractors and employees is fairly
vague, but the bill will ensure that all parties to a
contract have the necessary information before them to
enable them to make an informed decision about
whether they are entering into a contract which allows
them to earn an honest and reasonable living from the
effort they put into it, given their investment and the
enormous amounts of capital equipment and ongoing
costs such as repairs, depreciation, fuel and tyres, and
so on.
It will make sure people entering into contracts, be they
the hirer or the contractor, understand what the industry
benchmarks are in terms of the cost structures they are
entering into. It will enable them to make a decision
that ensures they have a transparent arrangement which
does not force them into ever-increasing hours of work,
which in the transport industry reduces the safety of all
of us on the roads. That would introduce a level of
misery and virtual serfdom to many contractors.
The bill also establishes industry councils which
provide a set of model contracts which can easily be
picked up and varied, or allow derivatives of those
contracts to be chosen by either party with the
agreement of the other party. Industry councils will
provide information on the cost structure allowing for
that transparency.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to contribute to
debate on the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill, and in doing so say that I understand that in the
past there have been some circumstances where an
individual contractor may have been treated unfairly in
arrangements they have entered into with a hirer of
their services. Having been a contractor for some
20 years before coming to Parliament — not in the
owner-driver category but as a contractor working for
major organisations, corporations and smaller
companies — I understand the risks associated with
contracting arrangements. I also understand the rewards
coming out of successful contracting arrangements with
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organisations and groups for which you carry out work
as a contractor taking on board and providing services
for a hirer.
A basic problem I have with this legislation has not
been canvassed much in this debate. In my area and in
other areas I have seen owner-drivers associated with
the forestry industry who own their own vehicles and
have a family company, perhaps consisting of a
father-son operation and sometimes with an employee
driving another vehicle, competing with large
organisations that have a significant fleet of vehicles.
I have some difficulty in that I see this as a barrier for
the major sawmilling companies to doing business with
some of the smaller owner-operators if they can do
business with a larger company or organisation that can
provide the same service at a similar price but without
being restricted and locked into an agreement or a
contract that is to be controlled — negotiated — by the
Transport Workers Union (TWU) or the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU). Having
worked in small business and been a contractor who
has approached a large company or organisation to do
business, I would not like to think that I had a barrier
around doing business with me that a major company
did not have. That is the difficulty I have with this
legislation.
There seems to be some thought among people in
government ranks that if you buy a piece of equipment
and enter into a contracting agreement you are entitled
to make a return on your investment of, say, 10 per cent
or 20 per cent or whatever you may think is right at that
time. Whether it is transport, forestry or industries such
as commercial cleaning, contracting, herbicide
maintenance programs and all the types of work that I
used to be engaged in, the margins these days are
terribly small and the business is highly competitive. I
see very large companies with their large fleets of
vehicles on the road. Whether they are operating in the
harvesting industry and intend to penetrate further into
that industry or whether they work in other areas, their
business is highly competitive and they are talking
about margins of 3, 4 and 5 per cent but massive
turnovers. There has always been the opportunity for
smaller operators to be in there and compete and make
a dollar providing their expectations are not all that
high. The government has raised the expectations of
particularly the people who work in the forestry and
harvesting industries that this will be their way to
salvation by putting heaps of money into their pockets.
When you think of the two types of operations we are
talking about — on the one hand small businesses, with
owner-operators and their single trucks, and on the
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other hand the large corporations — you realise, firstly,
that when a single operator goes to buy that large piece
of equipment or vehicle, usually the financing
arrangements he gets are not as good as those for
someone who is doing it time and time again and
buying hundreds of vehicles on an annual basis and
turning them over. The small operator usually does not
have the same buying power when purchasing tyres and
fuel or in the turnover of equipment.
There is a certain advantage to some of the larger
operators. There is an advantage in the cost of running
their business on a day-to-basis. If you think that by
intervening in a marketplace you can set market rates
and design contracts that a hirer will be bound to, you
want to think again. I see this as a barrier to someone
doing business with small business. They do not have
to be there. They do not have to sign up for these
contracts if one of the large operators says, ‘Look, if
you are having difficulty with legislation, if you do not
want to get tied up with it, if you do not want the TWU
and the CFMEU poking their noses into your business,
if you do not want to get dragged off to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and all the rest of it,
we are happy to take on the work and we will put on
10 trucks tomorrow’.
I do not know whether the government has thought
about that. I do not think it has thought through the
outcome. The opposition realises and understands that
more than anything else this is about the declining
numbers in union membership and the ability to appeal
to some of the smaller contractors and lead them down
the path of believing that this is their salvation. If they
join the TWU or the CFMEU, follow the government’s
legislation and involve themselves in these contracting
arrangements and go down the path of believing that
this is going to take them into lucrative contracts, they
have another think coming. Can I tell you I have been
there and done that — been screwed, learnt lessons, lost
money, made it back again and learnt who to work for
and who not to work for.
They are the market forces that operate out there today.
If it were thought that this was going to be transferred
tomorrow into the type of business that I operated in, I
can say now that a lot of the companies I used to work
for would say, ‘I am sorry, it’s just a bit too difficult to
do business with you. Why should we leave ourselves
open to working with a company that is going to lock
us into a price regime and a mechanism that we may
not be able to negotiate our way out of at a later date?’.
It must be understood that a lot of these companies are
not price setters, they are price takers, and they operate
in international markets. They are competitive, and
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often they are competing in markets that have very
small margins. At times the market gets screwed from
the top end down, but if anyone thinks that one small
component in the middle of it can be protected by a
mechanism that this government is putting in place with
this legislation — as we say, maybe it is not in the
legislation, but it is all about signing up to the Transport
Workers Union or the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union — and that that is going to offer
anyone indefinite protection and guarantee anyone
business and profits, I can assure them that, having
worked in the industry as a contractor for large
corporations and small business, I know and understand
how it works. As I said, the bill is a barrier for a large
company doing business with smaller businesses or
small and individual operators.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — This bill provides basic
protection and a fair negotiating framework for
owner-drivers in the transport industry and for
harvesting and haulage contractors in the forestry
industry. The bill is based on existing business trading
laws drawn down from the Fair Trading Act 1999 and
adds in a low-cost mediation by the small business
commissioner. Whilst the bill gives greater protection
for small family-owned driver and forestry contractor
operators, it in no way alters the legal status of
contractors as small businesses. The bill does not
prescribe or regulate commercial terms for industry, but
it does set a framework of rights linked to a code of
practice and regulated through a representative industry
council.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HERBERT — I do believe it — absolutely! In
short, it delivers a much fairer and more transparent
negotiating framework for small businesses in the
transport and forestry transportation industries.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr HERBERT — It will substantially help many
of the struggling family businesses which dominate
much of the industry. It is an industry dominated by
small family businesses.
I will speak briefly, and mainly on the position of
harvesting and haulage contracts in the forestry
industry, as this is an aspect of the bill that I have some
personal knowledge of and interest in. Can I say at the
outset that better regulations are long overdue in the
harvesting and haulage component of the forest
industry. The jobs are tough and demanding, and they
are often dangerous professions. They often have levels

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS BILL
1858

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

of remuneration far below what is a sustainable level
given the high costs involved.

Middle Creek Road, is maintained by timber
companies.

There is also good evidence that the relatively low
levels of earnings by forestry and harvesting contractors
and haulage contractors lead to high levels of business
failure, poor working conditions and a very high
number of working hours being undertaken. In that
regard, I think the member for Swan Hill referred to
this bill as creeping socialism or as harking back to the
cold-war, Soviet-bloc days. It is not that at all. Most
industries have regulation. It is now much safer in the
interstate transport businesses, as the number of hours
drivers can be on the roads has been regulated, along
with the checks et cetera — and they still are in place.
They were much needed, because in those industries,
which, it is true, are highly competitive, we have to
make sure that corners are not cut so tight that safety is
jeopardised and that the industry is sustainable. That is
part of the aim of this legislation.

In particular I regularly travel along the roads leading to
and from Grand Ridge road, which some of the
members opposite may know. Over 30 years I have
observed timber operations in action. Most of the
timber was planted in the 1960s, and it is now coming
fully on-stream — or it has been for the last 5 or
10 years. I do not understand how they get the timber
out of this steep, rugged country, but I certainly know
that it is hard, tough work and a dangerous occupation.
It is the sort of occupation where you cannot afford to
have your margins cut too tight, where you cannot
afford to cut corners, and it needs to be regulated for
health and safety and for the good of the industry. Once
the timber is harvested the large logging trucks travel
along roads that are often barely wide enough to take
them — anyone who has been up there knows that. The
area has wet, wild weather, and the safety of drivers is
important. I think it is the first priority.

Certainly recent reports — and we have seen this in the
second-reading speech — have shown that these low
and declining levels of earnings have serious
ramifications for drivers and the safety of them and
other road users. That also has had an impact on the
capacity of the industry to purchase new and safer
technology and equipment for improved productivity
and indeed for the industry’s long-term future.
For 30 years I have owned land in Yinnar South. Some
members here may know the area; it is in the heart of
the Strzelecki Ranges.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr HERBERT — Along Middle Creek Road.
Dr Napthine — Why don’t you control the
ragwort?
Mr HERBERT — It is in the Strzelecki timber
country, which is rough, wild country. There are
blackberries and ragwort there. I know that on my
modest 69 acres I struggle to keep it down. It is very
mountainous; and part of the reason we have weeds
there is that it is very mountainous, rough and wild
terrain with high rainfall. That is exactly why it has
been chosen for timber plantations. The area contains
literally miles and miles of timber plantations in
extremely steep, mountainous country with very high
rainfall. The major road networks that dominate the
area are dirt roads, and often they have been put in by
the timber companies themselves. I regularly travel on
those roads; in fact the road where my property is,

In that kind of context we have to have drivers who are
alert, who are not cutting corners, who know the
industry and act in a professional manner. This bill
helps us achieve that. It is in this context that the
guarantee of proper contractual arrangements that do
not require the driver to cut corners or work
unsustainable hours just to make a dollar is crucial. This
bill makes a great contribution to that guarantee.
This bill is not aimed at the general industry in many
ways, but there are ruthless hirers in it who will drive
down the price of a dollar to the detriment of the many
drivers who need work urgently. The bill recognises
that there is often an information imbalance between
the contracting parties, with owner-drivers lacking vital
information necessary for a fair commercial
relationship. They often simply do not understand how
much it costs to complete a contract, so they cut corners
to make a profit. This bill ensures that all ongoing
contracts in the industry must be in writing. This is
hardly a socialist kind of concept; it is what I think
should be a basic requirement. Minimum income and
hours of work must be specified under the contract.
Each new driver must be given rates and cost schedules
three working days prior to a contract being entered
into.
A code of conduct will be negotiated to govern these
contractual issues. The bill provides a central role for
industry councils to advise the minister and industry on
model agreements, costs and rates schedules and
commercial practices. It provides for speedy dispute
resolutions, to be handled by the small business
commissioner. It draws down the relevant

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS BILL
Tuesday, 19 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

unconscionable conduct provision of the Fair Trading
Act 1999, and adds one new criterion to ensure that
rates in long-term contracts must have regard to
increasing overheads, particularly to rapidly increasing
petrol prices.
In summary, this bill tries to address a market failure in
the industry. It seeks to put the industry on a more
sustainable, safe and productive basis. It does this in a
minimalist, low-regulatory manner that supports better
bargaining and contractual negotiations for the good of
the industry. It will lead to better informed and more
skilled small business operators in the timber industry
and to better protection from harsh practices and
unconscionable conduct from some of the more ruthless
hirers in the industry. I commend the bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill. Let me say from the outset that I am totally
opposed to this legislation. It is a retrograde step for
owner-drivers and contractors throughout Victoria. It is
a retrograde step for the economy of Victoria. It is a
piece of legislation that should not have seen the light
of day. I am pleased that the Liberal Opposition has
indicated not only that it will oppose this legislation but
that on re-election to government it will immediately
repeal this legislation. This legislation has been
described as creeping socialism when it could be better
described as galloping socialism of absolutely stupid
proportions.
This legislation highlights the fundamental difference
between the Liberal Party and the Labor Party. Let us
look at what this legislation is about from the Labor
perspective. This legislation reinforces Labor values
and the Labor view of life, which is that we need more
regulation, not less. Labor people are totally opposed to
free enterprise. They are totally opposed to small
business. They are totally opposed to family businesses
wanting to have a go and get on with the job. They are
opposed to independent contractors. They want to make
any independent contractors employees by legislation,
by stealth or any other means. Labor fundamentally
believes that bureaucrats and government know better
than the marketplace and individuals, particularly those
in business. Members of the Labor Party fundamentally
believe that it is best for them and government to tell
people what to do and how to run their businesses
rather than people making their own decisions.
This legislation wants to replace commonsense and
directly negotiated agreements between business
operators with a system involving regulated contracts,
industry councils — which have very strong union
domination and involvement — codes of practice, the
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Office of Small Business, the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) and mountains of
bureaucrats, red tape and paperwork. This legislation is
fundamentally wrong, but it reflects what this Labor
government stands for. It is important that the people of
Victoria understand this is typical Labor legislation. It
is legislation that wants to regulate people’s lives and
businesses and fundamentally control everything rather
than letting individuals have a say about their life and
business. To see that we only have to look at the
purpose of the legislation which people who spoke on
behalf of the Labor government are proud of. The
purpose of this bill is:
… 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.

It says this upfront. There is no hiding of the fact. The
Labor Party says that what it is seeking to do through
this legislation is regulate a business environment
between owner-drivers — people who own their own
truck and want a contract to supply those services or
people who own their own forestry, harvesting and
haulage equipment — and people who want to employ
them. They want to absolutely regulate that relationship
with bureaucrats, red tape, tribunals including VCAT
rather than letting the marketplace organise it and
business people negotiate those contracts among
themselves. Further, after the major heading, the
purpose has subclauses (a) to (j) that are all the different
provisions within that regulatory process. It really does
appal me that a government would think to go down
that sort of track of overregulation and over-control.
Let us look at some of the examples in the legislation.
Clause 10 is headed ‘Information Booklet’ and states:
(1) A hirer who intends to engage a contractor (otherwise
than through a freight broker) must give the contractor
an information booklet that complies with section 13(1)
at least 3 business days before the hirer engages the
contractor.

Three days before the hirer or someone engages an
owner-driver of a trucking business to cart their goods
from A to B, they have to give them the information
booklet that is deemed, driven and designed by the
government and bureaucrats. We all have to have
information booklets. Businesses have to be
chock-a-block with information booklets to deal with
this wonderful relationship!
There are also rates and schedules. Now a business
person saying to an owner-driver, ‘I want you to cart
these goods and services from A to B. What sort of deal
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can you do for me? What sort of price will you
charge?’.
Oh no, that is all out the window. We cannot trust two
business people to negotiate a contract; we have to have
government regulation, government interference and
government telling us what is good for us. Clause 14 of
the bill, which deals with rates and costs schedules,
says:
(1) The Minister, in consultation with the industry councils,
must —
(a) develop rates and costs schedules for
contractors …

Further it says under subclause (2) that this must:
(b) contain the following information —
(i) … variable overhead costs —

and hourly rates and casual hourly rates. All this
fundamental stuff about how a business operates is
going to be regulated, specified and bureaucratised.
You have to have all this information in a booklet, and
you have to have the rates and schedules. On top of
that, clause 27 says we have to have codes of practice
as well. We all have to be familiar with our codes of
practice, so there is going to be a range of codes.
This relationship that has operated for centuries, with
business people coming together and reaching an
agreement about price and the delivery of services, is
not good enough for the Bracks Labor government.
You have to have your booklet, your rates and
schedules, and your codes of practice. You have to have
somebody to supervise all that. You have to have a
tribunal. You have to have an industry council —
which is dominated by the unions — and then a
tribunal. There are or about 10 clauses to do with the
role of the tribunal. Then there is another clause to do
with the role of the small business commissioner. On
top of all this regulation and red tape you have the
tribunal. You have the industry council having a role,
the transport council having a role, and ultimately in
part 9 the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
It all could end up in VCAT because of this regulation,
this over-control, this typical Labor Party desire to
interfere in the marketplace and interfere in business
relationships.
Who is supposed to benefit from this? The argument
being put by the Labor government is that the
beneficiary is going to be the small business operator. I
say that is absolute and utter rubbish. The small
business operator will be swamped by this red tape, this
regulation, this legislation. Business will want to deal
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with big businesses that can cope with this amount of
red tape and rubbish. The small business operator will
be swamped; he will be forced out of the industry.
Small businesses by their very nature are flexible,
responsive and able to negotiate deals. That is how
small businesses operate. That is how they start. That is
how Lindsay Fox started — by running his own truck
and negotiating rates for himself to undercut other
people and get his business started. This will not be
allowed to happen under the Bracks Labor government,
because it will all be regulated and strangled.
Small business will be strangled by this red tape. It will
drive existing small businesses out of business and it
will make it harder for new small businesses to start.
This will be the death knell of the owner-operator in the
transport industry. And guess what? The Labor Party
will be very happy about that. The Labor Party wants
that, because what is driving this legislation is the
support the Labor Party can get from the Transport
Workers Union and the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union.
Let us look at some figures. The Transport Workers
Union has given $368 000 to the ALP since 1999, and
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
has given $707 000 to Labor since 1979. And the
Minister for Education Services, who is at the table,
says it is not enough! I am sure that after this legislation
goes through she will be back asking for more. She will
be up at Trades Hall Council demanding a pound of
flesh, demanding that dollars come across for passing
legislation that will bolster union membership because
it will drive owner-drivers out of business.
This is a stupid bill driven by Labor Party ideology and
support for the unions. It is driven by interference in the
business sector. The government should fundamentally
get out of interfering with business. It should let people
get on with the job. I am very pleased to say that I will
oppose this legislation and the Liberal Party will oppose
this legislation — not only that, we will immediately
repeal this stupid, antibusiness legislation upon being
returned to office in 2006.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am happy to take
some odds with the member for South-West Coast
about the 2006 event.
Ms Asher — You are getting arrogant.
Mr ROBINSON — No, I am just happy to take
odds. I thought it was an extraordinary contribution to
this important debate to have the member for
South-West Coast, as a former minister in a former
government, lecture us about regulations. I had the
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fortune — there might be other words for it — to serve
on the parliamentary Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and indeed on the regulations
subcommittee, which does great work and is now
chaired by the honourable member for Bayswater. But
if I had a dollar for every time a set of regulations
crossed the desk of that subcommittee with the
signature of the honourable member for South-West
Coast on it in his capacity as a then minister, then I
could have retired a lot earlier from this business.
Dr Napthine — No, you would not have.
Mr ROBINSON — I could have. If it was not
Chinese medicine registration it would have been
child-care provisions or health services. There were lots
of regulations. Indeed there are many regulations that
go through parliaments of all — —
Ms Asher — You were not even awake.
Mr ROBINSON — I was more awake than the
honourable member for Brighton. At least I was there;
that is what I will say. We do not want to pull out the
attendance record, I can tell you. The honourable
member for Brighton might be a bit embarrassed by
that.
This legislation is worthy of support. It is well
researched and it is a well-formulated attempt to deal
with a series of persistent problems. I guess the true
definition of a conservative is a person who, upon being
presented with evidence that there is a problem, at least
attempts to do something about it — and I give due
credit to the lead speaker for the opposition who at least
acknowledged that there was a problem. But the test of
a real conservative is that they say, ‘No, we will always
find a reason to maintain the status quo, however
inadequate it is’. Indeed in his contribution the member
for South-West Coast did not offer one suggestion
about how to deal with the problems that are present in
the owner-driver industry.
In his second-reading speech the minister made
reference to the noted predominance of small
businesses, of family businesses. Family businesses in
this profession are faced with increasing hours of work,
increasingly poor returns and increasing problems with
poor payment. That is not a phenomenon that is
restricted to that industry; it happens in other industries
as well. Previously we have seen in the building
trades — and that is something I have had some
involvement with — —
An honourable member — Are you going to
regulate that too?
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Mr ROBINSON — We did regulate, and the
opposition on that occasion supported the regulation
through the Security of Payments Act to set up a
statutory scheme to encourage and to assist
subcontractors and small business people to recover bad
debts. I do not recall anyone on that occasion saying
that that was a monstrosity or an unwarranted intrusion.
It was a statutory scheme which was introduced into
this place, which was debated and which had
unanimous support because it dealt effectively with a
problem.
There are two strengths to this bill. The first is that it
draws on the role of the small business commissioner,
an office which has been created and funded through
the Bracks government, and it has been tremendously
successful. I want to pay credit to the work of Mr Mark
Brennan, who has carried out his role as small business
commissioner with great effect. Interestingly,
Mr Brennan assisted the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee in the previous Parliament.
Indeed I think he was seconded from a position within
the public service at that stage to be the researcher for
the committee when it inquired into the Anzac Day
laws. It was a very good inquiry and a very good report,
and he worked very effectively on that and has gone on
to bigger and better things.
The second strength of the bill is that it draws down on
the unconscionable conduct power in the Fair Trading
Act. It is a very powerful provision which I think was
initially introduced by the former government. The
shadow minister for industry and employment might
have had some role in that, and it was a worthy
inclusion in the fair trading legislation in the
mid-1990s. It has proved in a number of respects to be
a very powerful legislative tool, and when markets fail
it provides a very strong deterrent to untoward
behaviour. I will be supporting this legislation. As I
said, it has been well researched and is a
well-formulated attempt to deal with a persistent
problem.
I was amazed by the contribution of the Deputy Leader
of The Nationals, who derided an attempt by this
government to interfere in the market. Old Black Jack
McEwen would be rolling in his grave to hear that,
because once upon a time if you held a view such as
that held by the Deputy Leader of The Nationals, you
would have been proscribed from the Country Party, as
it was then. It was once upon a time a mantra, of
course, that the Country Party would not support
legislation unless it effectively represented some sort of
interference in the marketplace.
Mr Walsh — Only for farmers.
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Mr ROBINSON — Only for farmers — I accept
that qualification.

of them have been fairly efficient in ensuring that there
is no competition within their industry.

I will conclude by offering my support for this bill.

So what we are left with are people with largely free
enterprise small businesses who have been left nowhere
to go but to join unions. Most of these people I know
personally and I have played football with some of
them in the past. They are not necessarily the people
you would expect to be joining a union, but they joined
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) pretty well en masse in my area because they
had very limited options and no bargaining power and
the union was their voice.

Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise and speak on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Bill and to say at the outset that this debate
has been characterised by an ideological union versus
free enterprise discussion.
I come from a community that has a strong reliance on
the timber industry. I grew up in far East Gippsland,
which still has the largest remaining hardwood native
forests in this country. A large portion of our native
timber harvesting still occurs in my electorate.
One of the interesting developments within the industry
is that over recent years there has been increased
pressure on the contractors who harvest and cart the
timber out. Their rates of return have decreased because
of a whole range of industry pressures. They work hard
for extremely long hours. There have been a number of
changes within the industry in recent years, particularly
in respect of the principal contractor provisions. We
have, if you like, put a large portion of the regulation,
management and control of who carts timber from
where under the control of private enterprise.
Government is taking a more hands-off approach into
the letting of contracts and the organising of which
contractor harvests which coupe.
Over a similar period we have also seen, with the
establishment of national parks and the continued
decline of the available resource, the industry being
squeezed into less marginal bush. In our area that is
predominantly the lower country as some of the more
productive areas have been cut out and areas have been
set aside, leading to increased production pressures on
the contractors. We have seen industry participants not
have the capacity to reinvest in equipment. They have
been forced to work extremely long hours for low
returns. They are on piecemeal contracts: basically they
are paid on their production and if they are not gaining
good enough coupes — good enough areas of bush —
they cannot make a return on their investment. That has
led to enormous stress on those individuals.
What they have been left with is the choice of
negotiating with the government — and government is
not necessarily a friend of particularly the small players
in the timber industry — or negotiating with the
sawmill owners. They are fairly robust characters who
are usually good business people and they have the
capacity to squeeze every last dollar out of both their
business and everyone else who deals with them. Some

They are not necessarily friends of the Labor Party —
the image before the last federal election of those same
contractors in Tasmania standing shoulder to shoulder
with the Prime Minister would indicate that they are not
necessarily great friends of the Labor Party — but for a
range of reasons they have been forced to try to come
up with some solutions, and this legislation is a
solution.
I understand that the Victorian Association of Forest
Industries (VAFI) does not agree with it, but that is
arguably beside the point. I understand the arguments
that have come from the opposition and The Nationals,
but ultimately unless we give these hardworking
individuals some type of protection we will continue to
see their work not being rewarded and businesses and
individuals going broke, not putting investment back
into the industry and not having the capacity to make
sure their occupational health and safety conditions are
up to the standard needed to ensure that their workers
are protected and that these hardworking individuals are
not running off the road in their log trucks because they
are working 18 hours a day or something like that.
That is the issue this legislation tries to come to terms
with, to make sure that there is a fair return for the hard
work they are doing without necessarily overly
interfering in the free enterprise small businesses they
operate. They are small businesses and historically they
have made very good money out of some of that work,
but they have been squeezed. A large number of
contractors in my area could not wait to get out of the
Our Forests Our Future restructure for the simple
reason that a large number of them were not making
money even though they were good business people
and hardworking.
Hopefully this bill will return some balance, ensure that
the rights of those individuals are protected and give
them the capacity to negotiate on a fair and even
footing to ensure that their hard work is valued. I
support the legislation. I understand why some in the
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industry, like the VAFI, do not agree with it but on
balance I think it is the right way to go. I would like to
think that other members in this place, instead of
adopting an antagonistic and polarised position as has
occurred in this debate, will start looking at the
individuals involved who have been put to the sword in
recent years because of continuing government policies
at both state and federal level.
I must point out that much of this equipment that we are
talking about is very industry specific. Because of not
only the production pressures but also the occupational
health and safety issues the industry participants are
forced to have the latest and best equipment to harvest
the timber in the forests. For example, a large excavator
used to harvest timber in native forests is very
expensive and we cannot put that excavator out into the
paddock to dig a dam or operate in irrigation country to
clean out channels. It is very industry specific. Unless
you protect that investment and give these businesses
some certainty of return, they are at risk. If they have
borrowed the money from the bank and made that
commitment and then they are squeezed down and the
returns are not there, they basically go bankrupt. That is
what has happened to a large number of those
businesses. With those words, I support this legislation.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — It is a pleasure
to support the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill. I will make a brief contribution centred around the
owner-drivers, since I do not have very large forests in
my electorate. They are usually fairly small, so I do not
have any contractor deals.
Ms Asher — But you have unionists.
Mr LOCKWOOD — That is right.
Ms Asher — And you have self-employed people.
Mr LOCKWOOD — Plenty of employed people.
As we have heard, the legislation requires that
information be given to contractors and be provided in
contracts. It also establishes industry councils and
provides for negotiation agents, a dispute settling
mechanism, codes of practice and a range of measures
designed to get a bit of fairness, if you like, into the
relationships between owner-drivers and the people
who hire them.
My interest comes from the constituent owner-drivers
who have come to me with problems in dealing with
the people who hire them and have a superior
bargaining position and use it in a fairly coercive way.
The owner-drivers have felt that they have had no
choice but to go along with the conditions imposed on
them, and if the market was not working in the way it
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should in providing them with a true choice of hirer,
they felt fairly restricted and penalised in their
relationships with their hirers. I have a few transport
companies in my electorate; I am not picking on any
particular one.
I have also heard here tonight lots of talk about unions.
I think fairly average people join unions; they do not
have to be particularly unusual people. Those who join
unions are the basic run-of-the-mill, salt-of-the-earth
Australian people, and that is why they are the valuable
organisations they are.
I have heard it said that the ALP is opposed to free
enterprise, opposed to small business and opposed to
independent contractors. I have to say I spent a fair bit
of my life as a small business proprietor running my
own business on contract. I had a number of contracts
in my own right and in cooperation with others, and I
would not be part of the Labor Party if I did not think it
supported business. I know the Labor Party supports
business, particularly small business. In a sense
business makes the world go around. We need business
to generate employment, investment and all the things
that make our society what it is. But we want a fair
market. While the market can operate to generate
efficiencies, we also want it to operate more fairly.
Let us not forget that competition is about advantage.
Competition can produce good outcomes, but it is also
about getting one up on your competitor; it is about
winners and losers. We need to be careful that we do
not have too many losers in the marketplace, because
the market needs to operate to the advantage of the
entire society and not to its disadvantage. It needs to
operate fairly, and at the end of the day most of this
legislation is about providing advantage and
transparency, and I do not think that is necessarily too
big an ask.
Many of these businesses are small businesses run by
families who are struggling with mortgages they have
taken out to finance their trucks and are finding it hard
to make ends meet. Most of them are not high-margin
businesses, and the operators often work long hours and
are open to exploitation. As part of this, because of the
nature of the business safety is a serious issue; the
safety of both the drivers and all other road users. It is
in all our interests for there to be some regulation of the
business relationship to ensure that owner-drivers, in
fact all drivers of heavy vehicles, do not work hours
that are far too long and create a danger on the roads.
The legislation requires the provision of information
booklets setting out the rights of owner-drivers, dispute
resolution and health and safety processes and basic
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business planning information. There is also a
requirement to provide a rates and costs schedule.
Contracts must be in writing, specify an enforceable
minimum rate and provide minimum notice of
termination. These are fairly basic things; it is not
overly prescriptive. It also provides that agents can be
appointed for negotiations between owner-drivers and
single hirers. As was mentioned earlier, the bill also
provides for the development of codes of practice,
which are valuable things in any industry, and it also
contains provisions dealing with unconscionable
conduct and dispute resolution mechanisms.
Dispute resolution is a fairly basic element of most
things in our lives, and providing access to the small
business commissioner and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal are good measures which will
provide for fairness in business relationships and give
small business operators access to backup when they
are being coerced or at a disadvantage in business
relationships. The small business commissioner has
powers, and there will be industry councils to oversight
the industry as well.
This is about a cooperative workplace culture not a
prescriptive one. It is not about conflict; it is about fair
working conditions. It is about balancing the power
somewhat between the employer and the employee so it
is not all one way. It should not be a barrier to a
business relationship. In the businesses I was in I would
not have had a problem with any of these requirements
in forming a relationship with a prospective hirer of my
services. It provides transparency. The bill will ensure
the contract relationship is above board and fair. It
intervenes in the market, yes, but it does so to ensure
balance and fairness. It is a safety-net approach rather
than a prescriptive one. It does not even include all the
controls that some wanted. Some of the owner-drivers
who approached me wanted some fairly dramatic
controls over the industry, but of course that has not
happened.
It is all about ensuring a fairer marketplace, using a
small-business focus. Small business is very important
to our economy and society. We have had positive
responses from the Victorian Transport Association and
the Transport Workers’ Union of Australia. People
disparage the unions but they obviously provide
valuable support to their drivers and a great deal of
consultation has gone into the formulation of this. It is
yet another way the Bracks government is making
Victoria a great place to raise a family. I commend the
bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me pleasure to
speak on the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
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Bill. Along with other Nationals, I am opposing this
bill. We see it as unnecessary, intrusive and complex
legislation. I would like to focus on three particular
areas. Firstly, I will look at the contractual part and in
particular clause 14 which deals with the minister
developing rates and costs. Secondly, I would like to
spend some time on the codes of practice and in
particular clause 27. Thirdly, I will look at part 5, the
dispute resolution component.
I would like to concentrate mainly on the livestock
industry because I have some personal experience in
dealing with it, in that I ship a few bulls to various parts
of the country. I think I am known as a bull shipper! As
a professional bull shipper I have had the need to send
cattle throughout Australia. I have developed
relationships not with the bulls so much but with the
carriers, the bull shippers. That relationship links with a
relationship to a fellow, M. L. Edyvane from
Pakenham, who has written a letter to various members
of Parliament. Edyvanes Transport used to carry stock
for my dad — and that goes back 35 or 40 years. The
basis of that relationship was a phone call — ‘Can you
do this job, get the sheep from A to B? The cheque is in
the mail’. When my dad said that the cheque was in the
mail it actually arrived, not like the Bracks government
saying the cheque is in the mail and the contractors are
still waiting for payment.
I have had transport operators who have taken cattle to
Rockhampton and Western Australia, and it is done on
the basis of a phone call and trust. If things do not work
out — which they always have — you look somewhere
else next time. There is a basic reason for those guys to
deliver goods: they are professionals and they want to
stay in the business. A lot of these businesses are
second and third generation. I refer, for example, to the
Smith family in Dubbo — Dick Smith and his son
Steven and Sharon. They have been bull shipping for
many years, and they do it well. It is just takes a phone
call: the costs and price are set that way, and the deal is
done.
At a local level we find a large number of small carriers
operating in the Benalla area. I just do not understand
how we can contemplate a minister or committee
setting the costs for carting cattle to the Benalla sale for
example or up to Wangaratta abattoirs. My place is
5 kilometres out of town and we might send one animal
in or we might send three or five. We might send a
truckload. Equally someone a bit further down the road
might involve a special trip for the carrier or it might be
part of a mixed load. There is a myriad of combinations
involved in establishing the cost for getting your
livestock from A to B. I think they will come up with
an amazingly complex formula as a way of achieving
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this if the minister and his merry men think they can sit
down and do this cost-setting in an ivory tower
somewhere distant from the field.
I take my hat off to the carriers and their staff for their
ability to juggle numbers, come up with costings and
get a job done in what is a very demanding and
complex business. Similarly, the general carriers that
operate in our area, such as the Symeses at Benalla, are
again going into the second generation. The parents,
Kevin and Lyn, have now passed it over to Brad and
Brett. They have been carrying material from
Melbourne to Benalla and throughout the north-east for
many, many years. Again, they are there because they
do the job well, they know how to set costs and they
deliver a good service, and the last thing they need is
interference from a government or a set of
well-meaning but misplaced intentions of people that
think they can run a business or set costs better for these
people.
Another family who have done very well — a local
version of Lindsay Fox’s family, perhaps — are Lorna
and Jack Kibble at Euroa, who have established a good
business. They got there by their ability to deliver a
good service at a competitive price. They and the
younger generation do not need the interference of a
government or a committee to set the costs for their
businesses.
I think codes of practice are a highly desirable aid to the
conduct of business if they are target the right areas and
if we can see a clear benefit. In the case of the livestock
industry, when I was working with the Meat Research
Corporation I spent a lot of time working with the
industry on developing codes for the welfare of animals
and for the protection of carcass quality. The industry
was keen to be involved in that because it could see a
benefit. It gave protection to the animals and the meat
product, but it also gave protection to the industry if it
complied with the code and also to owners of the
animals. It was a win-win situation, and they
were happy to cooperate. Through using their practical
knowledge they have been able to come up with
arrangements that make sense and are functional. I am
not convinced that the code of practice intended for this
piece of complex legislation will be welcomed,
practical and deliver a win-win outcome.
The other thing in relation to dispute resolution is that,
as proposed, this is complex and costly. I have found,
as have most other people dealing with transport — and
livestock transport operators, in particular — that if
people like the Staffords, the Siedes or the Dobsons are
in the business for the long haul, they get the job done
right. And if there is some form of disagreement or
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misunderstanding, you sit down and work it out.
Invariably you are able to come to a solution, because
the business of transporting livestock in Victoria and
throughout Australia is based on relationships. That has
been developed over many years, and you cannot
legislate for relationships or for effective functioning
like that.
Looking at the forest industry, the honourable member
for Gippsland East recognised, as others do, that there is
a need for the contractors in that industry to be able to
make a fair return on their investment in transport and
for the many long hours they put in often under very
tough going. But I do not agree with the member for
Gippsland East when he says he thinks this legislation
is the way to go about it.
In our area we have quite a few industries based on the
forest industry: Goulds at Alexandra, McNultys at
Benalla, Whitlands Sawmills up at Wangaratta, Carter
Holt Harvey at Myrtleford, D. and R. Henderson at
Benalla, and the Hudsons at Benalla. They are all very
important companies to our area and they employ
owner-operators to cart the logs in from the
Strathbogie Ranges and the many hardwood and
softwood forests in our area. I want to see those
contractors making a reasonable return for their
investment and effort, as I do for the livestock transport
operators. But I do not see this legislation as the
practical way of achieving it.
Like my Nationals colleagues, I oppose the legislation
because it is too prescriptive and too complex. In the
case of the livestock industry, if it ain’t broke, don’t fix
it.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise to talk on the
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill. The bill is
essentially about the Bracks government’s support for
small business and contractors in this state. The small
business community in Victoria and across Australia
had a machete taken to it by the coalition government.
The Liberal and National parties introduced a GST that
turned every small contractor in the state into a tax
collector. The black hand of the federal government is
weighing down small business and contractors right
across the country, and certainly across this state.
Here we have a bill which recognises that contractors
and small businesses not only perform a service to the
community and to businesses across the state, but are
desperately needed by our farming community, as we
heard from the member for Benalla. The forestry
industry is very well represented in my electorate, and
the contractors there cart the logs and work in the
forests. The contractors in the forestry industry have
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had a very difficult time. We have seen large
companies and consortia getting together and acting in
a way which at times has been absolutely brutal.
Several years ago protesters in logging trucks
surrounded Parliament House for quite a few days. I
took the time to talk to those contractors. I had
breakfast with them one day. I met with them and
spoke to them, and those contractors were struggling.
Some had hundreds of thousands of dollars invested in
their rigs, and at very short notice they could be
dragged in and told they had to increase the size of their
rig. So they would borrow lots of money and increase
their investment and were then told that because they
had a bigger rig they would get paid less per log. Of
course if you caused problems or kicked up a stink, you
might not get any work at all! We saw that those small
businesses were very badly exposed and were lobbying
Parliament as a result of their difficulties. Certainly this
bill recognises the difficulties that those logging
contractors were under during the previous regime —
and many were from my electorate.
I am proud to be a part of a government that has
delivered this bill to the chamber. It is a government
that recognises the importance of those contractors, and
the importance of small business to our community.
The Bracks government is not only about rural
communities and our rural sector, it is also about
supporting the entire community. Everybody in this
state is entitled to a fair go, and if you are a small
businessman with a truck who is contracting your
services, then you are entitled to fair treatment as well;
not to the arbitrary cancellation of your contract
because you object to the low rates that have been
imposed on you, but the chance to have a fair go in our
society.
In the past private industry has been the oil and the
wheels that make our society move. However, we have
to ensure that it acts in a fair way. In the past some
companies have used their muscle and their power to
send broke and destroy genuine small businesses and
genuine workers in our community. The Bracks
government is not just ensuring that workers get a fair
wage and a fair salary, but also ensuring that our small
contractors are looked after.
The bill is quite complex, and in the limited time I have
available it will be very difficult for me to go through it
clause by clause. However, part 7 in division 1 of the
bill establishes the Transport Industry Council of
Victoria, and division 2 establishes the Forestry
Industry Council of Victoria. Both those councils will
be very useful in dealing with the issue.
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Mr Smith — To whom?
Mr MAXFIELD — I note the interjection from the
member for Bass, who I know has no record when it
comes to sticking up for small business. He only looks
after his rich mates, which is the hallmark of the Liberal
Party — that is, the wealthier you are, the more rights
you have. If you are on a low income or if you are a
battling small business owner, you do not rate a
mention under the Liberal Party’s philosophy because
might is right, and if you are big, you crunch the little
person. The Bracks government is going to look after
the workers and those small businesses that are the
lifeblood of our rural communities. Certainly these new
industry councils will ensure that the balances are right.
Why do many members of our community join a
union? Because they want to be represented as workers,
they want to collectively get together to negotiate with
their employer through the union. In the same way,
small business owners need a time to be able to have a
bargaining agent, to collectively get together where
they have a bigger person who is just handing out
conditions, who is threatening to withdraw all their
work and to send them broke. This bill will result in a
significantly reduced number of bankruptcies across the
state for small businessmen and small businesses, and I
am really proud to be part of that. The inclusion in the
bill of reference to the small business commissioner
will certainly help.
The member for Swan Hill spoke about the market. The
bill will ensure we have a fair market for all, and what
we really need in our community is to give everybody a
fair go. The time has passed when big business has
control and dominates. We know very well that, for
example, the Liberal Party relies on donations from big
business and it does whatever big business wants, but
fortunately this state has a government that looks after
all sections of society.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAXFIELD — We do; of course we do! Again
I cast my eye to the federal government. We still have
the small businesses of today going back to the federal
government and saying, ‘We need changes in the goods
and services tax. We need relief’. The red tape which is
drowning small business across this state is something
which the conservative parties do not worry about.
Why? Why is it that they want this? Because they know
that big business sets up the computer systems across
their businesses and those big businesses cope quite
well with the onerous burden of the GST’s introduction
and its operation.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS BILL
Tuesday, 19 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

The people who really do it tough are the small
business operators. They work 12 hours a day and then
they have to go home and prepare their GST
submissions. Those are the ones who are really doing it
tough. What the GST is all about is ensuring that the
highest paid in our society get tax cuts, that the lowest
paid in our society pay more tax and that big business
will get a leg up over small business, who have now
had the burden of the GST placed around their neck as
every small business operator in this state has become a
tax agent first and a small business operator second.
I think about what our federal government is doing, but
then I look with pride at this bill, which is all about not
only protecting small business and the contractors but
particularly looking after the forestry contractors who
are hardworking people. I recently had the opportunity
to visit one of the logging coupes in my electorate and
to talk to some of the contractors. They are decent, they
are hardworking people.
Mr Walsh — Don’t sound so surprised!
Mr MAXFIELD — I have known they are
hardworking, decent people. I know it may be a bit of a
surprise to some members of the Liberal Party and The
Nationals here, but those forestry contractors are good
people. We know that there have been some practices
in the past that have not been the best but they do a very
good job in ensuring that their practices are up to
scratch. Their biggest battle over the last few years has
been over how they have been treated, their payments
and the threat of foreclosure.
What we have done is deliver a sustainable timber
industry through our restructuring, which means those
contractors will have a guaranteed future. They can go
forwards knowing that there is a government in this
state that is backing them and is behind them all the
way, because we are here to support all those in our
community and to give everybody a fair go. I commend
this bill to the house.
Mr SMITH (Bass) — Can I say that following a
bull shipper from Benalla to then listen to a bullshitter
from Narracan makes one really wonder what this place
is all about. I cannot believe what I have just heard
from the member for Narracan. I think it is an absolute
disgrace to even accuse me just of being mates with big
business. Listen, my friend, I was a spokesman for
small business for a long time. I ran a small business for
a long time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Bass, through the Chair.
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Mr SMITH — I speak through you of course,
Acting Speaker; you have to remember I am directing it
around that way. I know more about small business
than the member for Narracan will ever think about in
his whole life. There is hardly anybody on that side of
the house who has ever participated in a business of any
size, shape or form.
Mr Robinson — I have.
Mr SMITH — What, racing business? The
members from that side come in here and want to start
changing the world. This legislation that is being put
forward, the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill, is in fact government members saying to their
union mates, ‘We are here to help you. We are going to
look after you. You contributed remarkably to our
election campaign’. The Transport Workers Union gave
$368 000 to the Victorian ALP, and the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union has given
$707 000 in a few years of donations.
This mob comes in here thinking it is going to be able
to improve small business by doing what it is doing
here. It is not helping. It is hurting small business. It is
hurting big business. It is hurting people who want to
be contractors and run their own businesses by
absolutely smothering them in red tape. For the
member for Narracan to stand up and say that the
conservatives are drowning small business in red tape is
a joke, an absolute joke. Government members are the
ones who are smothering small businesses and putting
them out of business. I have said it time and again.
With the legislation they wheel into the house they are
driving businesses to the wall, not only in the state of
Victoria but around Australia with all their socialist
commo mates who are running the other states. They
are an absolute disgrace! They are a pack of pinkos!
They and what they are trying to do to our businesses
are a disgrace to this country.
We heard the member for Ripon say the government is
going ahead with this legislation to allow as much free
enterprise activity as possible. You have to be joking!
‘As possible’ — as dictated by a socialist government;
as dictated by communist unions that want to run this
state and take control of people’s businesses out of their
hands. I think government members are an absolute
disgrace in what they are doing.
The member for Narracan said everyone is entitled to a
fair go. They are entitled to a fair go, but this type of
legislation does not encourage business to go out and be
creative. This is smothering small business in more
paperwork, and it is just wrong. Like other members on
the conservative side in this house, I have had people
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write in to put their side of the argument — people who
do not want to see this happen such as Kevin Fechner
from Fechners Transport, which is a livestock, general
and water cartage business.
Kevin Fechner is the president of the Australian
Livestock Transporters Association, and he does not
agree with this bill. Here is a businessman who is
saying he does not think this is good legislation and it is
not going to be anything that is going to help. It is not
going to help that business to have committees that are
loaded up with Labor Party hacks, loaded up with
government-appointed bureaucrats and, worse still,
loaded up with socialist trade union members who are
going to control everything that happens within this
community.
Whatever is going to happen with small business? This
legislation is not just for livestock transport and it is not
just for the forestry industry; this is for owner-drivers.
This is for the small guys out there who have a van and
want to pick up goods and deliver them and who have
customers who want them to do it. Now they are going
to have to sit down, sign up contracts, have agreements
and work out what the costs are going to be. And that is
going to be worked out by some government-appointed
committee that is loaded up with people. I did not see
too many people on that list who have any idea at all
about how much it costs to run a business, how much it
costs to move a package from point A to point B or
how much it costs to move a truckload of logs from one
side of the state to the other or even interstate.
These terms will be dictated. There will be a Little Red
Book put out — we have seen it all, and we saw it in
China under Mao — dictating terms to everybody in
this country and in this state. These governments are
setting out to try to ruin this country and the spirit of
small business in it.
What the government is trying to do is wrong. I can say
to it now: it will not succeed. The opposition has
already said that it opposes this legislation and that
when it returns to government at the end of November
next year it will repeal this legislation and will go
through other pieces of legislation that are against the
principles of small business. We will repeal the
legislation that is giving the trade union mates so much
say over how people run their business. The trade union
people are not people who are prepared to put in their
own money. They are prepared to take the big payout,
they are prepared to sit on their behinds when other
people are out on strike, and they are prepared to stand
up on the backs of lorries out the front of Parliament,
but they are not prepared themselves to invest in
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business. They want to try to dictate the terms of and
how business is going.
I think what the government is doing is wrong. It is not
doing enough to protect vulnerable businesses. Let me
say to it that what it is doing is just not right. By
bringing in this type of legislation it is taking away the
industry’s ability to be looked at under the Trade
Practices Act and the control by the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) over
what is going on in this business, and that is in the
legislation — —
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr SMITH — It is communist legislation. The
member for Mitcham is right about that: he has
admitted it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The honourable member for Mitcham will stop.
Mr Robinson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! I ask the member for Mitcham to stop, for a
second time.
Mr SMITH — In this piece of legislation there is a
provision for negotiating agents who can be forced into
a negotiation that is going on between two parties who
have a dispute. It does not matter that there are legal
avenues or that there is common sense in just sitting
down and talking about it. No, this bill allows
negotiating parties — or should we call them
unions? — to become involved and to dictate the terms,
and by that I mean make decisions and dictate the terms
to two people who are trying to resolve a dispute. I do
not think that is fair. We know which side they are
going to come down on, and it is not going to be on the
side of small business, the side of the people who are
actually investing their money in trying to move goods
from one place to another. They are going to come
down just on the side of the workers, because they are
the people they are paid to represent.
I find this type of legislation deplorable. The way the
government is going about it is disgraceful. It is seeking
to take independent contractors in the transport and
forestry industries — by stealth — into the
union-controlled environment, which they do not want
to be in. If they wanted to be in it they could have gone
and joined unions. It is supposedly not compulsory, but
we know there has been a great fall-off in the number
of people who are in the unions and that the unions are
now fighting for their lives and will do anything. They
will use this government to introduce this type of
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legislation, which we know it will get through on the
numbers.
I say it again: we do not support this legislation. We
will, as we and our shadow minister have said, repeal
this legislation when we get into government. We are
not interested in supporting you people — and when I
say ‘you people’, I am talking about you socialists, who
are running this state. We are not prepared to allow you
to keep doing what you are doing. As I have said, we
know that an information booklet will be put out.
It has to be provided three days before a job is done. I
cannot imagine anybody ringing up looking for a
contractor to move goods from point A to point B and
saying, ‘I will give you this little red book; I have three
days but hang on, I want the goods delivered’. We do
not support this legislation. It is stupid and we would
repeal — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — It is a great pleasure for
me to be able to make a contribution this evening in
support of the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill, which is a result of an inquiry into owner-drivers
and forestry contractors that was carried out a little
while ago by Industrial Relations Victoria. It is another
example to the Victorian community of how the Bracks
government is genuine about supporting small business
in this state and making sure we have the right
conditions for growth in jobs, economic growth and
growing prosperity. It shows our support for small
business in a number of ways, principally by making
positive moves to rid the owner-driver industry of
unconscionable conduct and to ensure that the dealings
between contractors and hirers in this industry are
conducted in a fair and reasonable manner bearing in
mind the relative bargaining positions of each party to
those contracts.
It should be accepted by all sides in this sort of
argument that we want to promote competition that is
fair and reasonable. Without fair competition we do not
really have proper competition at all, and of course that
ultimately leads to a reduction in economic activity,
reductions in productivity, in efficiency and then fewer
jobs and less prosperity across the state. Fair
competition on the other hand will of course promote
greater economic activity, a greater number of jobs and
more prosperity, and this is the sort of philosophy that
underpins the Bracks government and its approach in
ensuring that there is greater and growing economic
prosperity shared by all Victorians no matter where
they live in this state.
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We have heard quite a lot of ideological and fairly wild
accusations and arguments put up by the members of
the Liberal Party and The Nationals so far in this
debate, and it is disappointing to see that parties that
have in the past stood for fair and reasonable conditions
between contracting parties are so ideologically
hidebound and are opposing this legislation for rather
spurious reasons. There is no sensible basis upon which
anyone can support or encourage unconscionable
conduct between contracting parties in small business
in this state and this bill will clearly go to improving the
contracting negotiating relationship between
contractors and hirers in the very important area of
transport of goods and services in this state.
Transport is one of the linchpins of our economic
activity in Victoria; it is part of the lifeblood of the
state. We are a great exporting state. This government
supports our manufacturers and exporters. Without a
thriving transport industry that is very much
underpinned and supported by the owner-driver
community, then we are certainly not going to see the
sustained economic activity and growth in our services
and exports that we need if we are going to keep job
growth and prosperity going ahead in this state as this
government intends.
This legislation will advance proper, fair and reasonable
contracting between parties — between owner-drivers
and hirers — by a range of methods, but the ones I want
to particularly concentrate on are the codes of practice
and industry councils. Codes of practice are not
uncommon in a number of industries across Victoria.
One of the areas that this bill deals with is forestry
contractors. Forestry contractors already operate under
codes of practice in their forestry work.
Forestry codes of practice in this state have been
developed in similar ways to how codes of practice will
be developed under this legislation. It is quite
appropriate and reasonable that people who have been
operating in the forestry industry and have appreciated
the benefits of the codes of practice under which they
have been working in recent years can now have
similar codes extended into their negotiations with
other businesses that they contract with.
Codes of practice are worked out between those who
operate in the industry so as to make sure it operates on
a fair, reasonable and transparent basis, as the power
and negotiating positions may be different on
comparing one contracting party with another. The
codes of practice are in place so that all the contracting
parties are able to understand their rights and their
obligations. That is the essence of good business and
good contracting principles.
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Also industry councils will be established under this
legislation. That is a good thing for the businesses
involved because it means there will be representatives
with industry expertise and experience that are able to
advise on the development of codes of practice, and on
the development and implementation of this legislation.
Those with expertise in the industry will certainly be
able to make a valuable and ongoing contribution to the
operation of this legislation as it unfolds in years to
come.
Another important area of this legislation is that of
dispute resolution. From time to time disputes that arise
between contracting parties are not necessarily able to
be resolved quickly or inexpensively to the satisfaction
of both parties because of the need to resort to costly
and sometimes lengthy legal proceedings. Of course
one of the ways in which this legislation seeks to
resolve disputes quickly, cheaply and with a minimum
of formality is by use of the landmark small business
commissioner, which is a position established under
legislation passed by the Bracks government in the past
two years. That legislation established the Office of the
Small Business Commissioner.
There are businesses in my electorate where disputes
have arisen over, for instance, retail tenancy issues and
with which I have been involved in arranging mediation
through the small business commissioner. The small
business commissioner has been able to resolve the
differences between those businesses and make sure
they were able to go on with the primary object of their
working lives, which is to run their businesses and
make a living for their families, not to be engaged or
embroiled in costly and lengthy legal proceedings.
The small business commissioner has been a great
success in this state. It is welcomed and appreciated by
the business community, particularly the small business
community of which this government and I are great
supporters.
Alternative dispute resolution is one of the primary
ways in which the legislation we are debating here
tonight will assist those in the small business
community — the owner-driver contracting
community — if they do have difficulties and need to
resort to some third party in order to help them work
out any problems they confront during the currency of
an owner-driver hirer contract.
In summary, this legislation is another example
showing the Victorian community that the Bracks
government supports small business. It supports and
promotes fair competition, which is the key to
continuing economic growth, to continuing jobs

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

growth, and to continuing growth and prosperity for all
people in Victoria — whether they live in Melbourne or
in country and regional Victoria.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Bill 2005. Like my colleagues in The
Nationals I will be opposing this legislation. The
Lowan electorate has a strong reliance on the transport
industry, particularly the trucking industry.
Mr Robinson — Which industry?
Mr DELAHUNTY — The trucking industry, which
is a very important part of the transport industry. There
are many strong companies in my area which have
gotten to where they are because of competition and,
more importantly, because of the work they have done
in building up their reputations — not because of
government assistance. Most of these people want
government to get out of the way and let them get on
with their business but here we have legislation which
they fear will direct them in how to do their business.
On behalf of those people I will be opposing this
legislation.
If the government wants to do anything for the trucking
industry it should be providing more money for roads
and bridges. That would help the trucking industry to
deliver the mineral sands across my electorate and
would help the blue gum industry that is developing
and beginning to be harvested in my electorate. If the
government wants to do something for the trucking
industry, it should do something about the roads and
bridges the industry travels on.
The main purpose of this bill is 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 the persons
who hire them. There are many subclauses to this
purposes clause. They are going to regulate any
contract. How far is this government going to go in
relation to contracts and doing business in this state?
Most people are moving out of the state to do business
because of the red tape introduced by this government.
The hand of government is coming over their shoulder
all the time — that is why people are moving out of the
state.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Even the thoroughbred
industry is moving out of the state. The reality is we
will see more red tape, more lack of commonsense
from this Labor government.
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This bill will allow negotiating agents to be appointed.
How does that comply with the requirements of the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission? I
notice that the government has included a clause to try
to exempt the bill from the ACCC. It will be interesting
to see if the ACCC has anything to say about that. If
you do it for one industry, why not do it for a lot of
other industries? The ACCC was established for a
purpose. It was even supported by former Prime
Minister Paul Keating in relation to getting competition
into industries in Australia to make them competitive.
The member for Prahran, who is not in the chamber at
the moment, spoke about the fact that Australia relies
on its export industries. That is very true but
unfortunately, because of the way this government in
the state of Victoria is operating, we are getting more
regulation and more red tape which is taking free
enterprise away from the way we deal with other
countries. We rely on export industries and we are
becoming uncompetitive and are losing a lot of those
industries. Just outside my electorate Motorway Tyres
employs about 100 people. They have been knocked
over because of the red tape and regulation in Victoria.
Mr Nardella — It is called the GST.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Melton
screams out about the GST — most of the industries I
have spoken to think the GST has been a great boon to
them. They understand the system. They are getting
most of their costs back, and most of them are very
happy with it.
I would like to talk about the other purposes of this bill.
It will establish the Transport Industry Council and the
Forestry Industry Council. I have a note here from the
Livestock Transporters Association of Victoria. It
highlights to me its belief that these councils will be
dominated by government or union officials. It feels
that it will have no say in relation to the codes of
practice these councils will come up with or the rates
that will be applied. How far do you go with small
business in setting rates for every operation that
happens?
It is interesting to note the things said by Labor in
opposition. It was going to turn back the sale of the
State Electricity Commission and the privatisation of
the gas industry but those things have been of benefit to
this community and nothing has been changed by this
government. Here the government is going to regulate
through codes of practice and putting in fees and
structures under the transport and forestry industry
councils.
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Another purpose of the bill is to prohibit
unconscionable conduct. That is appropriate but
unlawful conduct is another matter. There are laws in
this state that control unlawful conduct. So you do not
need to bring in these two councils to regulate the
industry and put the hand of government on the
shoulder of every small business in Victoria. The
livestock people are very concerned.
A local livestock operator came to see me last week. He
is a fellow I have a lot of time for and have worked
with before. He is a very decent person. He gave me a
great insight into the concerns of livestock operators
and other transport people. He is very concerned about
this measure. He has been in private enterprise all his
life: he has worked on farms, been in the transport
industry as a private operator for many years, and run
hotels. He has come to me for the first time since I have
been in Parliament to raise his concerns.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — No, he will not be the last.
He knows if he comes to see me he will get an honest
answer. He knows that I will stand up for these people,
more so than the Labor people who will not stand up
for the small business people in their community. He
raised the concerns of his association and particularly
what he considers the unworkable features of this bill.
He says that most of the contracts have to be in writing.
He says as a livestock operator his work is done by
word of mouth and that his word or a handshake is his
contract. He has been in business for 30 or 40 years and
now he will have the government telling him how to
write contracts for the people he has worked with for
nearly 40 years. He is concerned that the owner-driver
provision is so broadly defined that it will capture most
family road transport businesses. He has been able to
operate efficiently for the last 30 to 40 years and does
not need to have the hand of government on his
shoulder to enable him to operate.
Another key unworkable feature of the bill is that
customers like farmers and abattoirs are caught as well
as many contracts extending well outside Victoria.
Other members of the opposition and members of The
Nationals spoke about where we draw the line between
the states. We have another border anomaly on this
issue in front of us today.
Another issue he is concerned about is that the so-called
friends of the industry — namely, the unions — are
being given a strong say in relation to the industry
councils. Where can he have a voice in that? He said it
carves a new Victorian-based industry away from the
oversight of the of the Australian Competition and
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Consumer Commission. When I spoke to other people
in my community, particularly the Livestock
Transporters Association of Victoria, they agreed with
The Nationals in wanting to get rid of red tape and have
these businesses operating in a business environment
that even this government will acknowledge has been
great for the Victorian economy. Along with the
Victorian transport operators they feel they are under
direct threat and are really concerned about the
legislation before the Victorian Parliament, the Owner
Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill. The Livestock
Transporters Association of Victoria state:
This bill has enormous potential to tie up your business and
livestock transporters in plenty of red tape. And, worse, the
red tape can be expanded at the whim of government.

It is not only at the whim of the government but of the
unions because, as we know, we are heading to an
election. The unions will pressure the government into
making more changes to support them. Under the
legislation people can be subject to big penalties if they
do not get it right. The Leader of The Nationals and the
member for Gippsland East, spoke about the fact that
they have small margins, which is understandable, but
at the end of the day there will be a shakeout and we do
not need the government to be putting its hand on their
shoulders telling them how to run their small businesses
in Victoria. Like my colleagues I will be opposing the
legislation.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also pleased to
speak in support of the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Bill. I am also pleased to be speaking after
the member for Prahran, who is always well informed
and contributes positively to debates in the house, the
member for Narracan, and the member for Lowan, who
has first-hand experience in dealing with constituents
involved in the industry.
In speaking in support of the bill I am well aware that it
is the result of an inquiry held by Industrial Relations
Victoria. It is another example of the Bracks
government supporting small business in Victoria. I say
this based on the fact that the businesses we are talking
about tonight are essentially small family businesses
that battle to make ends meet. I can say this from a
personal family experience in the transport industry. I
have worked for a small family business in the transport
industry in Geelong that employed less than half a
dozen employees, and that is the type of company that
we are addressing tonight with this bill. These transport
businesses are predominantly run by family members.
Tonight we are not only addressing the transport
haulage industry, but also the small family businesses
in the forestry industry, including tree felling and
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processed sawlogging, especially in my patch of the
south-west region of Victoria.
The bottom line for me is that this bill is about the
Bracks government again ensuring that small
businesses continue to thrive, not only for their own
purposes but to continue driving a large proportion of
our state economy. I look back at the former Kennett
government, which not only treated small businesses
with great contempt but, as we are well aware, also
treated regional Victoria, as has been said on numerous
occasions and correctly so in this house, as the toenails
of this state. The bill really separates out the Bracks
government from the former Kennett government in
that it is not only looking after and protecting small
businesses and family businesses, but it is also ensuring
that regional Victoria and electorates such as mine at
Geelong continue to thrive ensuring that we provide
jobs for people in small business.
The bill is important to owner-drivers who have, as the
member for Narracan noted before, hundreds of
thousands of dollars tied up in their rigs and trucks in
this industry. The bill recognises the problems faced by
these drivers and the importance of drivers and haulage
contractors not only in the forestry industry but in the
transport industry. We support the bill, because this
government is all about supporting small business in
regional Victoria.
The Bracks government will always look after people
and will always look after small businesses and families
who are battling to make ends meet. The end result of
the bill will ensure that small businesses and small
haulage operators continue to thrive in the industry.
The bill is about looking after small transport operators.
It is about their not dying but surviving in an industry
where their balance of negotiation power with large
companies is very uneven. The economy of Victoria is
driven by small business, by family businesses such as
the companies we are addressing tonight, and the
government will take steps such as we are debating
tonight to ensure they continue to thrive. This is good
legislation. It protects small businesses; it puts in place
legislation that will ensure that small business continues
to grow. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to speak in
favour of the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Bill. The purpose of the bill is to provide some basic
protection and a framework for the effective resolution
of disputes, and to improve the position of vulnerable
small businesses called driver operators. Owner-drivers
are involved in a range of transport activities, including
courier services, transporting of raw materials, finished
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goods and agricultural products. On top of that they are
GST collectors too. A substantial number of
owner-drivers are on low to middle-incomes.
Some of them are migrants who have been in this
country for less than five or six years who embark on
an owner-driver business with a second-hand vehicle
and a lack of business knowledge. Those new operators
are not union members. There are a lot of struggling
owner-drivers who live in my electorate. 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-drivers, which leads to business
failure. However, not only is the low and declining
level of earnings of this group unjust and well below
acceptable community standards, but the long hours of
work to make ends meet puts all road users at risk.
Many owner-drivers have working arrangements very
similar to employees. They work for the one hirer and
are subject to the direction and control of only one
hirer. While electing to be a small business, they work
just as employees. They are small businesses, but they
are highly vulnerable business people.
I would like to focus on the issue of information
imbalance between the contracting parties. This is a
clear market failure in that owner-drivers have a lack of
accurate information about the realities of the
commercial relationship they propose to enter into. A
number of measures in this 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
minimum income or hours of work under the contract.
The figures 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 bill provides that each new driver must be given a
rates and costs schedule three working days prior to the
contract being entered into. These schedules will be
developed by the industry council and made available
to hirers at no cost. These schedules will set out typical
overhead costs of the relevant class of small business
based on the kind of vehicle and equipment supplied. In
addition, information booklets will be developed on
advice from the industry council and must be given to
prospective ongoing contractors at the time of hiring. If
a contractor has not been provided with either the
information booklet or the rates and running costs
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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. By definition
this bill has no relationship to communism or unionism.
Those who represent people who exploit the
owner-driver will oppose this bill. I support it. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of the
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill of 2005.
In the same way that many members from rural and
regional areas, particularly Geelong, a very large
provincial city, represent owner-drivers in those areas
and the member for Narracan talked about the forestry
industry, I would like to represent metropolitan
owner-drivers and say a word in support of them,
because this bill really does give added support to
owner-drivers. I certainly have a lot of owner-drivers in
my electorate of Mordialloc.
Owner-drivers are working longer hours for less
money, which means they probably have to try to fit a
whole lot more into their working day, which also has
an impact on road safety. The bill provides a range of
initiatives to support owner-drivers. It brings in codes
of practice and dispute resolution mechanisms. The
small business commissioner will have powers to
involve himself in disputes and the codes of practice
can be used by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The time appointed by standing orders to
interrupt business has now arrived. The honourable
member may continue her speech when the matter is
next before the Chair.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Minister for Major Projects: performance
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is with
the Minister for Major Projects in the other place. The
action I am seeking of him is that he stop his ridiculous
public relations spin on major projects and get on with
delivering major projects on time and on budget, which
of course would be a first for any of the three ministers
for major projects in this term of government.
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I refer specifically to the project of the former fish
market site, which also involves the aquarium extension
and the removal of the Flinders Street overpass. In a
nutshell the original completion date for this whole
project was 2005 — this year. Now the completion date
is 2008 — yet another example of a delayed project, in
this case a three-year delay. The aquarium extension
has been delayed for one year. It was originally to be
completed in 2006; it is now 2007 — —
Mr Pandazopoulos — It is a private development.
Ms ASHER — It is a private development that
completely hinges on the removal of the Flinders Street
overpass. On 8 September 2000 the Minister for
Environment, in his then capacity as the Minister for
Planning, launched the former fish market
redevelopment. Basically nothing happened until
further press releases were issued in 2002. I refer to a
press release from the Premier, dated 17 May 2002,
which announced:
The western end of Flinders Street will be completely
transformed under the state government’s Yarra plan, the
Premier, Steve Bracks, announced today.

On 28 October 2002 the then Minister for Planning
issued a further press release, headed ‘Days numbered
for Flinders Street eyesore’, referring of course to the
overpass. Its demolition was commenced only last
month. The former Minister for Planning told us in the
press release:
The project is expected to be finalised by 2005, so that
crowds can flock to the north and south banks of the Yarra in
time for the Commonwealth Games in the following year.

Of course this will not happen. It was not until April
2005 that the current Minister for Major Projects
announced that work will start — still future tense —
on removing the overpass. This is the date when the
whole project should have been finished. There was
still a delay on this, with the actual work only getting
under way on 2 June 2005.
What we have seen is a raft of press releases and very
little action, accompanied by the usual budget
blow-outs. My request of the minister is that he get on
with the job and deliver just one major project on time
and on budget.

Aquatic centres: Cranbourne
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I address my
remarks to the Minister for Sport and Recreation in the
other place, in relation to recent representations made
by the City of Casey for funding under the 2005–06
round of the Better Pools program pertinent to the
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proposal for an aquatic centre in Cranbourne. The
estimated cost of the proposed project is approximately
$21.5 million and the City of Casey’s application to the
government was for $2.5 million. I now call upon the
minister to take action to favourably consider a future
resubmitted application from the City of Casey.
I take my hat off to the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, who accepted an invitation from me and
recently met with senior City of Casey personnel,
councillors and representatives from Sport and
Recreation Victoria to discuss the city’s application.
This is just another example of the Bracks
government’s resolve to listen to constituents and
community stakeholders.
The application made by the City of Casey included
detailed research, planning, financial modelling, context
and the preferred facility design aspect. The study also
noted that the expected number of visits to the proposed
centre would be in the vicinity of 270 000 to 400 000 a
year. The construction of the proposed Cranbourne
aquatic and leisure centre would not only support my
constituency, the residents of the city of Casey and
visitors from around the region but also our beloved
community and sports groups such as the Casey Tiger
Sharks Swimming Club and the Cranbourne Arthritis
Support Group, to name just two.
In view of all this, I now ask the Minister for Sport and
Recreation in the other place to consider the City of
Casey’s application to the Better Pools program.

Taxis: multipurpose program
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to raise for the
attention of the Minister for Transport the crisis in taxi
services in many small rural communities. I ask that the
minister review the country taxi industry as a matter of
urgency with the intention of identifying and
implementing a means of assisting country taxi services
to ensure their continued existence. In particular I ask
the minister to increase the cap on the multipurpose taxi
program and to extend the eligibility criteria in
recognition that taxis are a proxy form of public
transport in country Victoria.
I also ask the minister to consider subsidising the cost
of wheelchair-friendly taxis so the transport needs of
frail and disabled people can continue to be met without
placing undue financial strain on struggling rural taxi
operators. This is an issue because wheelchair-friendly
taxis cost around twice as much as normal taxis, but the
operators of those types of taxis can still only charge a
normal fare.
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Recently the Essential Services Commission conducted
a review of taxi fares. It recommended to the state
government that there be an 8 per cent increase in fares.
The commission also recognised the importance of
taxis to country Victorian communities and noted that
in the country — as I have said — taxis are a proxy
form of public transport. Importantly the commission
noted the impacts of the proposed fare increase on the
most vulnerable and dependent users of taxis. To this
end the commission recommends providing direct
subsidies to these people as well as reviewing the scope
and eligibility of the multipurpose taxi program.
It is also critical that the minister act immediately,
because in my electorate Gayle Armstrong, the
proprietor of the Euroa taxi company, is seriously
considering walking away from her business. This
would leave Euroa without taxis. Similarly Margaret
Wilson, the Bright taxi operator, is struggling to
provide a 24-hour, seven-day a week service. Both
quote high fuel costs, a high percentage of unfunded
and so-called dead kilometres travelled, poor returns for
drivers and the cap on the multipurpose taxi program as
having major impacts on the financial viability of their
taxi services. Fuel costs and the so-called dead
kilometres are difficult to address directly, but
facilitating a greater use of taxis by increasing funding
and reducing the cost of operating taxi businesses in
country Victoria would help substantially.
I will be meeting local taxi operators on 1 August,
when I expect to hear more from them first-hand about
their problems. Therefore I ask the minister to agree to
my request and identify and implement strategies to
assist country taxi services so that I may provide this
positive feedback to the taxi industry in my area.

Consumer affairs: TPG Internet
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs in
the other place. I call on the minister to have her
department to investigate TPG Internet. TPG has
recently advertised a broadband package that is bundled
with the facility to make cheap phone calls over the
Internet. The company is also promoting the telephony
service alone as a virtual phone card. I have a number
of concerns about TPG. People are finding the service
provider does not come up to the promised standard,
and the company’s terms and conditions are onerous,
draconian and probably illegal. Connections drop out in
the peak evening periods and are unreliable.
Connection speed appears to degrade over time. This
may be because TPG purchases the pipe from Telstra
and then splits it too finely between its customers.
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The TPG help desk offers very poor service when
customers complain about the quality of the Internet or
phone connection, with calls being repeatedly
disconnected while customers are kept waiting.
Customers are being billed for services that are not yet
being provided, and they continue to be charged after
they have cancelled their accounts. When signing up for
TPG services, customers must agree to be bound by the
company’s standard terms and conditions. The box
displaying the conditions is deceptively small, but if
one extracts the text and formats it as a Microsoft Word
file one finds it comes to over 9 pages. The terms and
conditions are pretty dreadful.
Clause 1.3 states:
Customers should note that these standard terms and
conditions … may be revised at any time by way of update on
the TPG Internet web site. Customers are bound by any
revisions as at the date they are displayed.

What sort of contract is this that may be amended at
any time? In clause 3.6 customers are warned:
If an account is cancelled for any reason, neither the
administration fee nor any unused time will be refunded.

Just to reinforce this point clause 8.2 states:
TPG may terminate the customer’s account without notice
and without refunding any credits paid for, but unused.

So TPG can cancel your account and keep your money.
Clause 3.25 states:
The customer agrees that if TPG is asked to investigate a
breakdown in the service at the customer’s premises and upon
investigation it is found that the fault is not due to TPG
equipment, then the customer agrees to pay $150 per hour
during normal business hours (minimum charge is 1 hour)
and $250 per hour outside normal business hours for time and
travel.

You would not be game to complain under these
conditions. These dreadful conditions go on for nine
and a bit pages, over 4000 words. I will provide the
minister with a full copy of the TPG terms and
conditions. In the meantime I advise Victorian
consumers to stay away from TPG, both because of its
crook contract conditions and its lousy service. I will be
grateful if the minister would have her department
investigate TPG.

Point Nepean Road, Mornington Peninsula:
safety
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise with the
Minister for Transport pedestrian refuges along Point
Nepean Road on the southern peninsula. I ask the
minister to provide funding so that some basic
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pedestrian refuges can be installed between Dromana
and Sorrento on Point Nepean Road.
I ask members to picture this: 100 000 to 200 000
people come down to the Mornington Peninsula on a
regular basis, especially over Christmas, in the warm
weather, at long weekends, Easter and during school
holidays. The main reason they come to the
Mornington Peninsula is to go to the beach. They want
to walk along the beach, go fishing or swimming, or
just relax beachside. On the beach side of the highway
there are very few car parks. I think in the southern
peninsula it would be fair to say there would only be
possibly 200 car parks. How do those 100 000 to
200 000 people actually get to the beach they have
travelled so far to access? They have to cross Point
Nepean Road.
At many times of the year Point Nepean Road has
30 000 cars going along it. To cross it you have to
actually weave through and cross between two-way
traffic. Traffic is going in both directions and there are
two bike lanes. Between Rye and Portsea there is only
one set of traffic lights, so therefore, in that amount of
traffic, there is no way there are even breaks in the
traffic. Many people trying to get to the beach are
carrying beach gear, they have young kids and prams,
and they are taking their lives into their hands just
trying to get across.
There is a simple answer and it is cheap too — that is,
the installation of some concrete refuges so that when
people cross the road at least they only have to get
halfway across and then they can rest and wait for a
break in the traffic to get across, rather than trying to do
the whole lot in one go or, as so often happens, actually
getting stranded halfway across, which is a very
dangerous practice.
Some of the top priorities are in Blairgowrie at Point
Nepean Road and Canterbury Jetty Road; in Sorrento at
Point Nepean Road and Earlandson Avenue; in Rye at
Point Nepean Road and Flinders Street; in Sorrento at
Point Nepean Road and Hughes Road; in Sorrento at
Point Nepean Road and Lister Avenue; and in Dromana
at Point Nepean Road and Permien Street.
I wish to conclude my contribution with a quote from a
letter written by one of the local police. It says:
I have seen some families park their car on Point Nepean
Road, get out of their car with toddlers/belongings and
prepare to go to the beach only 40 metres away. They are then
confronted with waiting on a hot asphalt road, being
distracted by screaming children and trying to negotiate their
way across a busy road. This is particularly the case for single
parents attending the beach with their children and having to
take everything in one trip from the car to the beach. Some
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families upon seeing a partial break in the traffic risk
travelling across the road halfway and wait in the middle of
the road for a break in traffic on the opposing carriageway. I
reported on this problem three years ago and nothing has
happened.

The simple answer is concrete refuges for pedestrians.

Employment: skilled migrants
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs. I ask the
minister to take action to ensure that qualified skilled
migrants are assisted and provided with the necessary
supports to adjust to the local labour market. As the
minister would be aware, in the Oakleigh electorate, as
in many other parts of the state, we are experiencing
skills shortages, particularly in the field of engineering.
The feedback I have received from local industry and
local government in particular is that whilst there are
ongoing skills shortages in this field and efforts are
being made through state sponsorship to fill these
shortages, councils are still experiencing difficulties in
attracting suitably qualified engineers who have local
experience. Similarly, suitably qualified skilled
migrants have informed me that they are experiencing
problems securing employment in their chosen
profession. They are unable to gain that local
experience; therefore employers are unwilling to take
them on.
There are also other factors that impact upon their
ability to secure work, such as scepticism by employers
about the strength and value of their qualifications as
well as cultural barriers commonly experienced by new
arrivals. We have had great success in Victoria in
attracting skilled and business migrants — this has been
widely reported — and there is no doubt that we are
attracting the people we need to fill those skills
shortages, but it seems that we need more emphasis
placed on tracking and securing work experience for
these individuals once they have come to Victoria.
It is imperative that training and mentoring be provided
to ease their transition to our labour market. Specific
training and job readiness assistance, such as work
orientation, cultural awareness and business writing,
would certainly assist these individuals. I became more
aware of how this issue could be dealt with when I was
approached by a constituent, Ikani Taliai, who was
working at that time for Boroondara council. In 2002
he, along with Boroondara, developed a concept in
partnership with the overseas qualifications unit, AMES
and the Box Hill TAFE to provide experience through a
voluntary program for engineers.
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At that time 11 recently arrived professional engineers
from eight different countries participated in this
voluntary program. While they brought vast work
experience with them, they were unable to gain
employment because they did not have relevant
Australian workplace experience. There were many
multiple positive outcomes from that program,
including auditing and compiling of data for the City of
Boroondara, acquisition of local workplace experience
for these participants and enhanced cultural diversity
provided by the participants to the workplace. While
unintentional, a further direct result was that seven of
them gained full-time employment in the industry of
their choice.
It was obvious to me that this program was very
successful but, as I said, it was a voluntary program.
There was a need to ensure a coordinated program
which could be well supervised and evaluated. It seems
to me that if this type of program could be successful
for engineers, then it would be possible to look at many
other qualified professionals who cannot get that local
work experience. I again ask the minister to take this
action.

Rail: Swan Hill service
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I raise an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Transport, and in his
absence the Minister for Agriculture. The Swan Hill
community has been very fortunate to retain its
passenger train service. It is used by a number of people
in my community who travel by bus across to Swan
Hill. It is a 4.30 a.m. departure, so it is a very early start
for mostly elderly people who are bereft of the normal
transportation that most of us enjoy, like cars.
With the upgrade of the rail service from Bendigo to
Sunbury there is some disruption to that service. There
is an acceptance and understanding of that, but the
V/Line service has declined to such an extent that I am
getting a large number of complaints from people who
have difficulty because there are not proper seat
allocations. They are moved from train to bus and from
bus to train. If you are elderly it is very difficult to
move suitcases, and you cannot book your luggage
from Swan Hill to Melbourne — you have to move it
off the bus and onto the train, back and forth. There is
no longer a buffet car on the Swan Hill passenger
service to Bendigo, and after the bus arrives in Swan
Hill people do not have time to purchase any
refreshments before they get on the train. The most
common complaint is that the toilets on the station are
not properly cleaned, and that is a complaint I have
received from a large number of people. They say the
toilets are inadequate and not clean. I have had a
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number of communications from the advisory
committee for older people in Mildura and other
citizens have mentioned the same sorts of things.
People accept the fact that there are some issues about
the dislocation, which means that you have to get on a
bus to travel from Bendigo to Sunbury and then from
Sunbury you catch the train or you can go by bus to
Bendigo. Often people come back to Spencer Street to
catch the bus and are told that there is no bus, that there
is a train to Sunbury and then the bus. It is a very
difficult process, so I ask the minister to investigate the
standard of service being provided by V/Line. It is an
appreciated service, but there has to be more awareness
of the difficulties for older people and the need to have
seat allocation, some assistance to move their luggage
and adequate toilets.

Consumer affairs: telecommunications
companies
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Tonight I raise an issue
for action by the Minister for Consumer Affairs in the
other place. It is a personal issue, but I have no doubt
that it is one that has affected many families throughout
Victoria in recent years. It concerns children and
teenagers with mobile phones being unwittingly roped
into ongoing mobile phone charges for things such as
downloaded ring tones and background wallpaper.
One only has to watch television programs pitched at
teenagers, especially in the afternoons — I have two
teenage daughters, aged 15 and 13 — to see the
aggressive advertisements promoting what I call pop
music ring tones and background wallpapers. To
teenagers such as my daughters it all sounds like
something that is harmless fun and pretty cool, but the
bottom line is that it costs dollars, and the fee, in most
cases ranging from $5 to $20, is automatically charged
to the owners of these mobile phones.
The action I seek from the minister is to investigate this
and take appropriate steps to ensure that young people
are not inadvertently caught up with
telecommunications companies that prey on the
vulnerabilities of young people and teenagers in our
community. In seeking this action I am well aware that
Consumer Affairs Victoria regularly receives
complaints from consumers who have been caught up
in these ring tone charges.
As I said, it is of personal importance to me, having
recently seen my 13-year-old daughter respond to an
advertisement in a magazine. Of the $30 credit that we
provided her with on a monthly basis, $20 was
regularly being taken out without any notification from
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what was, I think, a Singapore-based company. It is of
great concern to me, and no doubt to many parents, that
these promotions are dragging young consumers into
unwanted debt at an early age. As most of us know,
many young people are a little lacking in
commonsense, they lack financial experience and they
are vulnerable to aggressive marketing. I therefore urge
the minister to take appropriate action immediately to
address this issue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I warn members that they should be careful
when raising adjournment matters that affect their
immediate families, because under standing orders that
is not permissible. In this case it is fine, because the
honourable member for Geelong used his family as an
example, but it is not appropriate to raise such matters
directly as adjournment issues.

Wonthaggi hospital: funding
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I rise tonight to seek the
support of the Minister for Health to properly fund the
accident and emergency department of the Wonthaggi
hospital, or as it is now known, Bass Coast Regional
Health.
The minister will no doubt be aware of a headline in
last week’s South Gippsland Sentinel-Times newspaper
about doctors threatening a withdrawal of their services.
This would have closed the accident and emergency
department of Wonthaggi hospital and prevented any
ambulances from travelling to the doctors’ surgeries.
These threats were brought about because of
negotiations between the local doctors and hospitals
aimed at testing one another’s will.
To reacquaint the minister with the details, the local
regional Wonthaggi hospital has a catchment of
probably 35 000 to 40 000 public patients on a regular
basis, and anywhere between 80 000 and 100 000 in
summer and over long weekends. Any accident and
emergency cases are taken by ambulance to the local
doctor’s surgery for attention. Depending on the
severity of the problems the patients are then taken to
the hospital’s fully equipped accident and emergency
department for treatment and the doctor follows up by
attending the hospital to treat them. This is not
satisfactory for a large regional area such as we have in
Gippsland.
A recent report on health services in the Bass Coast
area shows that they are amongst the worst in the state.
The minister must be aware that she has to take
immediate action to see that this problem is overcome.
Since the report the minister, through the Department of
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Human Services, has appointed a regional director, Val
Callister, who we all know is a great old Labor Party
member who was given a nice job by this government.
Val has been given three months to supply a sustainable
model that will overcome the problem. It has taken over
12 months to get the other report together, and now
they are stalling it again for another three months.
I can tell the minister that the best way to overcome this
is to fully fund the accident and emergency service at
Wonthaggi hospital, allow the hospital to appoint
full-time doctors to the staff and have the government
pay them to work in accident and emergency. Then we
will be over the problem and have a proper health
service for the people in the Bass Coast area. The
minister has to remember that the Kennett government
supplied the accident and emergency service at the
hospital. The hospital has a great emergency staff but
no doctors. All the minister has to do is supply the
money to put some doctors in there, which would take
away the need for ambulances to visit doctors surgeries.
That would allow doctors to treat patients who come to
their surgeries with minor problems, so they would not
have to go to a hospital accident and emergency
service, as they normally do, to be treated.
I ask the minister to consider this, because it is an area
that really needs her help. It needs money to be put into
it. We have a great hospital down there and we have
great staff, but if they cannot treat people it is not much
use having the hospital.

Building industry: treated timber
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to raise an
issue for the attention of the Minister for Planning in his
capacity as the minister responsible for oversighting
building standards in the state of Victoria through the
work of the Building Commission. I am seeking from
the minister an undertaking that he will have the
Building Commission investigate claims which
surfaced in New Zealand last week about building
timber treatment. I, along with a few other members of
the Economic Development Committee, was in New
Zealand last week. On 12 July — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — No, that is certainly the case —
not a junket at all. On 12 July the New Zealand Herald
led with an article entitled ‘New rot fears for 10 000
home owners: spray-on chemical allowed despite
concerns’, and with the house’s indulgence I will read
some of the article:
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The home building industry is in fresh turmoil, with claims
that framing timber in thousands of homes built in the past
15 months has not been effectively treated and could rot.
Building experts say timber treated with a spray-on boron
preservative is being used in external wall framing in place of
traditional boron-soaked timber, which safeguards against
borer and moisture. The timber is coded ‘T1.2’, and its
distinctive orange coating is dubbed ‘Agent Orange’ within
the trade.
Last night it was claimed that the timber could have been
used in as many as 10 000 homes and apartments.
However, the firm which makes the preservatives says its
product has been rigorously tested.
The Building Industry Authority approved the use of
boron-sprayed timber in April last year, within six months of
a law change reintroducing treatment to H1.2 grading as a
requirement for framing timber after the leaky buildings
scandal.
The law change requires ‘complete sapwood penetration’, but
the new product is a surface spray which experts claim does
not adequately penetrate the wood.
Timber treated this way is widely sold by timber merchants as
equivalent to H1.2 grade treated pine but labelled ‘keep dry’.
Scientist Robin Wakeling says the surface spray does not
penetrate wood as well as traditional soaking and is liable to
wash off if it gets wet. Dr Wakeling, a former Forest
Research Institute scientist and now a consultant on leaky
building issues, raised concerns before its introduction but
says these were ignored by the BIA.

I have no idea whether the practice of building in New
Zealand is followed exactly here or vice versa, but it
would seem to me that the concerns raised in the New
Zealand Herald last week are serious enough to warrant
the Building Commission in this state at least
examining the practices that are undertaken in Victoria
to ensure that, if there is a need to similarly examine the
framing timber treatments, it be done at the earliest
possible opportunity.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs) — I am very happy to respond to the member
for Oakleigh, who has done a terrific amount of work
and been a great advocate for and one of the key people
involved in initiating this project within the
government. She has been an important link for those
who want to see more support for getting migrants with
skills into the engineering area, for getting those skills
recognised and for getting them connected to
employment opportunities in the local government area.
I just want to put on the record this evening my
appreciation of the work that the member for Oakleigh
has done in conjunction with my office and the
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Department for Victorian Communities in having this
program established. It has been a great partnership. I
also want to mention very briefly that this project is
being delivered in conjunction with local government. I
particularly want to recognise the role of local
government as a partner in this project. We are also
getting support from the Future Focus Group as part of
the Committee for Melbourne and Engineers Australia,
which is providing mentors for these migrants, who
will be undertaking 15 weeks paid work experience in
local government. The Bracks government is providing
funding of over $200 000 to help this project get off the
ground and link local councils with experienced
engineers. It will help people from overseas to get their
skills recognised and link them with employment
opportunities.
We know engineering skills are in demand right across
Victoria. There are lots of areas in local government
that want to employ engineers, and through the work of
the member for Oakleigh and the organisations I have
mentioned we are putting in place a program that will
help link migrants who have engineering skills to job
opportunities.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The Minister for Agriculture to respond to the
matters raised by the honourable members for Brighton,
Cranbourne, Benalla, Preston, Nepean, Mildura,
Geelong, Bass and Mitcham.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) —
Acting Speaker, the nine honourable members you
have mentioned have raised matters for ministers, and I
will refer those matters to them.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.32 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.32 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
279 to 283 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 must advise the
Clerk in writing by 6.00 p.m. today.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mildura
does not need to debate the bill; he just needs to say
briefly what is in it.
Mr SAVAGE — I realise that, Speaker. It is a brief
explanation: to prevent the Salvation Army running a
Christian forum in prison.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Schools: religious instruction
WORKING WITH CHILDREN BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
assist in protecting children from sexual or physical
harm by ensuring that people who work with, or
care for, them have their suitability to do so checked
by a government body, to amend the Sentencing Act
1991, the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 and the Victorian Institute of Teaching Act
2001 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

RACIAL AND RELIGIOUS TOLERANCE
ACT (REPEAL) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to repeal the Racial and
Religious Tolerance Act 2001.

Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I request the
member give a brief explanation of the scope of the bill.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — The bill is simple in its
application — that is, to repeal the Racial and Religious
Tolerance Act. That repeal is necessary because I
believe the application of that act has had unforeseen
outcomes and has seriously harmed interfaith relations
and allowed a convicted paedophile to lodge an
application at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal to prevent the Salvation Army — —

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious instruction in Victorian government
schools draws out to the house that under the Bracks Labor
government review of education and training legislation, the
future of religious instruction in Victorian schools is in
question and risks becoming subject to the discretion of local
school councils.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no
change to legislation and the Victorian government schools
reference guide that would diminish the status of religious
instruction in Victorian government schools and, in addition,
urge the government to provide additional funding for
chaplaincy services in Victorian government schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious instruction in Victorian government
schools, and to provide additional funding for school
chaplains.

By Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) (422 signatures)
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (48 signatures)
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) (45 signatures)
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (34 signatures)
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) (513 signatures)
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) (93 signatures)
Mr HELPER (Ripon) (31 signatures)
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) (101 signatures)

Housing: disruptive tenants
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the electorate of Mildura, in the
state of Victoria, draws the attention of the house to the loud,
threatening, unruly, unsocial, and sometimes criminal
behaviour of certain residents of government-subsidised
housing.
The petitioners believe that all Victorians, including public
tenants and their neighbours, should be afforded peaceful
enjoyment of the premises they occupy, irrespective of
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whether the premises are owner occupied, privately rented or
government subsidised.

Hepburn Planning Scheme — No C26

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensures that any residents of
government-subsidised premises are bound to exercise due
respect for their neighbourhood or face early intervention and
eviction with no further assistance forthcoming.

Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme — No C66

By Mr SAVAGE (124 signatures)

Kingston Planning Scheme — No C32

Pyrenees Planning Scheme — No C13
Yarra Planning Scheme — No C91
Statutory Rules under the Fisheries Act 1995 — SR No 86
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificate in relation to Statutory Rule No 86.

Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Burwood be considered next day on
motion of Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr SAVAGE (Mildura).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East).

SUPREME COURT JUDGES
Report 2002–04
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) presented, by
command of the Governor, report for 2002–04.

Tabled.
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Audit Act 1994 — Report of the Auditor-General — East
Gippsland Shire Council: Proposed sale of Lakes Entrance
property. Ordered to be printed.
Auditor-General — Performance Audit Report — Managing
intellectual property in government agencies. Ordered to be
printed.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Banyule Planning Scheme — No C47
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Nos C62, C71
Darebin Planning Scheme — No C58 Part 2
Gannawarra Planning Scheme — No C11
Glenelg Planning Scheme — No C20
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme — Nos C31
Part 3, C58
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — No C9

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Frankston Mechanics Institute
Mr HARKNESS (Frankston) — The Frankston
Mechanics Institute is celebrating its 125th year, and I
have called on the Frankston City Council to make a
decision this year to determine that the institute will not
be bulldozed. Frankston council needs once and for all
to ensure that this hall is protected and preserved. I have
written to the council several times in recent months
seeking a commitment that the mechanics institute be
saved for the Frankston community and for future
generations to enjoy. The time has now come for the
council to secure its future.
I am advised by the council that it cannot provide any
advice as to the potential use or future of the hall as no
decision has yet been made. The Frankston Mechanics
Institute is the oldest public building in Frankston. The
land was given to the community by the landowners in
1873, and the building was finished in 1880. The
money to build it was raised by holding what were
known as penny lectures, with speakers coming from
far and wide. It has been used variously as a meeting
place for the council, as a court, for the Masonic Lodge,
as a kindergarten, as a venue for the inoculation of
children, for public dances and as a gathering place for
many other groups. It was also Frankston’s first public
library. During the war years dinners were held at the
institute to farewell local boys and men going off to
war.
As Jim Lowden, the secretary of the Mechanics
Institutes of Victoria, said,
The Frankston Mechanics Institute does not belong to the
Frankston City Council to do with what it pleases, it belongs
to the people of Frankston and Victoria and it needs to be
protected from developers. It is a part of the state’s heritage.

Over the past month or so I have received phone calls
from many people who fondly remember attending a
huge variety of activities at this hall. The historical
importance of this building is too great for it to be razed
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to the ground. It is one of the last remaining places in
Frankston to remind us of yesteryear, and I will
investigate options and avenues for this hall to return to
its former glory.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — The Bracks government is
treating the Mornington Peninsula with contempt. First,
it is content to continue to dump 470 million litres of
Melbourne’s sewage in our backyard. The water at
Boags Rocks near Gunnamatta is brown. It stinks, and
all marine life in the area has been killed. Now the
Bracks government wants to dig up our front yard by
dredging the shipping channel. The great majority of
the proposed dredging will take place off the coast of
my electorate. If anything goes wrong environmentally,
it will be the environment and the economy of the
Mornington Peninsula that will suffer.
In a perfect world, channel deepening might be good
for Victoria, but it is the Mornington Peninsula that is
being handed the greatest risk on behalf of all of
Melbourne and Victoria. I cannot accept that risk. We
have too much to lose — our clear waters, the marine
park and a tourism industry based on diving, fishing,
dolphin swims and the general beauty and amenity of
the bay.
I call on the member for Hastings and her colleague, the
member for Western Port Province in the other place, to
join with me in calling on the Bracks government not to
go ahead with either the proposed trial dredge or the
full dredge. Both members have been strangely quiet on
this issue and are obviously comfortable with the
Mornington Peninsula being put to so much risk. The
$50 million to $60 million the Bracks government will
have spent on the two environment effects statements
and the trial dredge means it will be going ahead with
the entire project. There is no way it will stop the
project, having invested so much money already.

Monashlink Community Health
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I rise this morning
to welcome the announcement last week of additional
funding to support the expansion of Monashlink
Community Health in my local community. Last week
the Minister for Health announced funding to support
design works for the co-location of community and
allied health services with the Clayton Community
Centre — a Monash City Council initiative — on the
site of the old Clayton pool.
This $16 million family services centre project has
already received a $1 million Victorian community
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support grant and now additional funding has been
provided to support design work for the Monashlink
co-location. This work is important because it will see
the expansion of the existing Clayton dental clinic, a
facility that services the whole Monash area
including — importantly from my point of view — the
Mulgrave community, and the co-location of other
related community health services. This is great news
for Monashlink and all those in our community who
rely upon community-based health care.
I have spoken many times about the important role
community health centres play in our broader health
system. Victoria’s 100 community health services
provide care and support to hundreds of thousands of
Victorians every year. Last year I was pleased to lead
consultations on the government’s blueprint for
community health, a document that sets out a plan to
better manage the health challenges of our future.
Community health will be an increasingly important
part of providing integrated care for individuals, usually
seniors suffering not one or two conditions but multiple
and complex conditions. Supporting the Monashlink
redevelopment is another example of this government’s
commitment to better services for people in the Monash
community and right across Victoria.

Wedderburn shearing school
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The shortage of
shearers and wool handlers poses a major challenge for
the wool industry, but at Wedderburn in my electorate a
local solution is being found. Since 2003 three
successful shearing schools have trained young people
from the Loddon shire in wool preparation and the
nationally accredited shearing technique called ‘top
blows’. The course delivers modules of certificate II
agriculture. Many of the young people who have passed
through these schools have gone into full-time work in
the wool harvesting industry. Of the two girls who have
completed the training, one is now doing a
wool-classing certificate.
The shearing school is a three-way partnership. Loddon
neighbourhood house facilitates the project; the
Shearing Contractors Association of Australia provides
the coursework and instructors through its training arm;
and a local committee of farmers provides the shed,
sheep, transport and much of the labour that supports
the school.
This last group has been a driving force. The Loddon
neighbourhood house has now applied for a one-off
capital grant of $45 000 from the department of
regional development to fund equipment and
technology that is occupational health and
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safety-compliant to ensure this excellent training
initiative continues.
I trust the Minister for State and Regional Development
will see his way clear to support this very worthwhile
investment in the youth of the region and the wool
industry of northern Victoria.

Summerhill Residential Park, Reservoir: rents
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I wish to thank my
parliamentary intern, Ms Danielle Rudolph, for her
excellent report into the conditions experienced by
residents of the Summerhill Residential Park in my
electorate. Danielle found the rents are too high and the
residents are overcharged for services. She showed
great empathy with the residents and earned their
respect and trust. By contrast, the owner/director of
Summerhill, Steve Wellard, is a rogue and scoundrel of
the first order. He has held Summerhill out to be a
caravan park in the written information he provides
publicly, through the planning permit under which he
operates, in letters to me, under the caravan section of
the Internet site www.holidayparksvictoria.net.au and
through the harsh contracts he has residents sign.
Consumer Affairs Victoria has now issued a ruling that
the rents Wellard charges are excessive. This has
enabled the residents to go to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal to have their rents frozen under
the provisions of the Residential Tenancies Act.
Wellard is now challenging whether his own facility is
a caravan park in law. He is doing this in an attempt to
weasel out of the requirements of the Residential
Tenancies Act. No wonder Steve Wellard does not
sleep at night — or does he? I assure Mr Wellard that
he will not get away with this latest unconscionable
behaviour. His days of bullying residents are coming to
an end and he will be held to account.

Land tax: trusts
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Thousands of property
owners across Victoria are under threat of new land tax
bills of up to $6320 from next year as a result of the
Bracks government’s proposed new land tax on trusts.
This is on top of the massive bills many are already
paying. This new land tax will apply a 1 per cent rate to
all land-holdings worth between $20 000 and
$1.19 million. This compares with normal land tax
starting at a rate of 0.2 per cent on properties worth
$200 000 or more. Many families, professionals and
small businesses own their properties through family
trusts and other arrangements.
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Units and apartments that have previously not attracted
land tax will become liable to this new tax. A unit or
apartment with a land value of $150 000 owned
through a trust will be hit with $1500 in land tax from
next year. The new tax will apply not only to
commercial and residential rental properties but also to
family homes owned through a trust. The Treasurer did
not have the nerve to announce the details of this new
tax in the budget. Instead the government quietly posted
an announcement on the State Revenue Office web site.
After being found out, it replaced parts of the original
announcement document with altered wording that
describes it as a discussion paper instead.
The Treasurer’s handling of this issue has been
appalling. There are only two possible conclusions:
either the Treasurer is waging an ongoing vendetta
against small and medium-sized property owners, or the
Treasurer and the rest of the cabinet lack any genuine
understanding of business and investment practices.
Once again the Treasurer has landed his Premier and
his party in difficulties due his bungled handling of land
tax. The Treasurer’s cabinet and backbench colleagues
need to get a grip on him.

Bellarine electorate: surf lifesaving clubs
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Today I would like to
formally put on record my congratulations to the
lifesaving club of the year — for members who did not
see the news recently, the Point Lonsdale Surf Life
Saving Club received the club of the year award for
2005. This is a well-deserved public acknowledgment
of the club’s significant contribution and commitment
to the local community over many years. The Life
Saving Victoria award recognises the club’s
commitment to beach safety and highlights its
lifesaving, aquatic sport, youth and leadership
development, administration and community service
achievements.
The club has consistently managed to attract and
support many young people into surf lifesaving — over
300 nippers are involved in programs each summer and
the club has a total of 620 members. The club also
attracts enormous support from the community and
local businesses. The state government has been
pleased to acknowledge the club’s great work with
significant grants over the last few years to upgrade its
facilities. I congratulate the club on its vision and
commitment to the local community and its drive to
ensure that residents and visitors can use the local beach
safely. This award is well deserved.
I would also like to briefly acknowledge the Ocean
Grove Surf Life Saving Club, which covers the busiest
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surf beach in Victoria. The Ocean Grove club also
received acknowledgment with Kirsten Ulmer winning
the junior athlete of the year award and Bruce Ward
being named the DHL Victorian volunteer of the year.
For the sixth successive year Ocean Grove was the
Victorian championship club at the Victorian state
titles. Congratulations to the club and to Kirsten and
Bruce. The Bellarine community can feel very proud of
the quality of service it receives.

Summer Lane, Ringwood: waste dumping
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — On 25 May
this year I raised in the house during the adjournment
debate a matter of urgency for the attention of the
Minister for Environment. As we have come to expect
from this government’s arrogant ministers, I have yet to
gain a response. The matter of urgency related to the
apparent illegal dumping of material that has been
going on for a long period of time at the EastLink road
reservation adjacent to Summer Lane, north of
Maroondah Highway, Ringwood, in my electorate.
The matter has since become even more serious with a
truck driver, full of remorse, now coming forward with
a statutory declaration declared at the Bayswater North
pharmacy on 16 June this year. I now quote from that
statutory declaration:
I worked two days on this site, doing approximately 80 loads
of material. Two of those loads were asbestos. The machine
operator stated to me that, ‘What people don’t see won’t hurt
them’.

Key questions must now be answered by the Minister
for Environment. First, given that the Environment
Protection Authority was made aware of concerns
about this site over a year ago, what has it done?
Second, what protocols are in place to ensure that the
EastLink consortium, Thiess John Holland, are allowed
to accept only clean fill and who is monitoring this?
Third, as this site is adjacent to a site leased by
Southern recycling and Rossi Recycling, what
investigations have occurred or will occur into the
appropriateness of activities carried out at these sites,
particularly as all sites involved are geographically
proximate to Heatherdale Creek?

Strathewen Primary School and Arthurs Creek
Primary School: achievements
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to inform the
house about Strathewen and Arthurs Creek primary
schools, which are small but growing schools at the
base of the ranges north of Melbourne.
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Strathewen Primary School invited the member for Yan
Yean and me to be present for a cheque handover to the
local Country Fire Authority. The $2000 was raised by
the children and school communities of Strathewen and
Arthurs Creek primary schools. I congratulate the
school communities because the children obviously
learnt valuable lessons about the importance of
volunteerism and emergency services.
While I was at Strathewen Primary School the principal
and school council invited me to open their sustainable
energy cubby. It came about originally through the
SmartWater initiative when the school put in a
32 000-litre water tank. It was on a very hilly site so
they had to take out part of the hill. They decided to use
that soil to make mud bricks and they built a cubby. On
top of that, they utilised recycled materials, so the moss
on the tiles is still there, and they put solar cells on top
of the bricks. They are putting a light in there and are
talking of putting a radio in there as well. Doing this
resulted in great learning across all curriculum areas.
Small schools are fantastic in doing these type of
activities.
I again congratulate the parents, the grandparents and
other volunteers who helped those students to do that.

Stamp duty: vendor-financed property sales
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Euroa solicitor Michael
Tehan has alerted me to the government’s planned
requirement for stamp duty to be paid on the interest as
well as the principal in vendor-financed property sales.
Not only does this highlight the greed of the
Bracks-Brumby government, but it also discriminates
against vendor finance in comparison with alternative
sources of finance on which stamp duty is not paid on
the interest.
This will discourage sales with vendor finance, making
it tougher for young people to buy houses, farms and
businesses because they have traditionally benefited
from sales with vendor finance. It will also make it
harder for older people who wish to keep their money
in something they are comfortable with — the property
they have often owned for many years.
The second example was raised with me by Jim
Crebbin of Mount Beauty. Jim and his wife are
self-funded retirees who have owned two flats in
Melbourne since 1938. Jim has just finished battling to
get adequate rental from one flat which was occupied
by a protected tenant for 58 years. This tenant paid less
than 50 per cent of the going rental rate, costing Jim
over $200 000 in forgone rental. The rental income is
now $14 000. Land tax was $500, but Jim advises me
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that the proposed land tax will be $3500, thereby
reducing Jim’s net rental income by 21 per cent.
The Bracks-Brumby government’s lust for cash
overrides any compassion for ordinary people,
including self-funded retirees and young people trying
to get a start. Shame on you, Mr Bracks, shame on you,
Mr Brumby!

Eltham electorate: recycled water
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — Over the last seven
months, along with the member for Yan Yean I have
been working with sports clubs in my electorate to
develop a plan to improve the conditions of local
sportsgrounds and make them water smart. The
development of this plan has had the full support of
Eltham’s great sports clubs, which recognise the need
to use water more efficiently in their sportsground
surface preparation. Without their input and expertise,
the WaterSmart Sportsground Committee, as it is
called, could not have made the fantastic progress that it
did.
These clubs support thriving memberships and are the
heartbeat of sporting life in my local community. Some
clubs such as the Eltham Football Club and the Eltham
Lacrosse Club compete in division 1 leagues, with the
Eltham Lacrosse Club being Victoria’s premiers last
year. They fought and won a titanic battle against the
Premier’s home team, Williamstown.
Clearly in Eltham there is a great desire by sporting
clubs to improve water usage on their sportsgrounds
and to improve ground conditions for the benefit of
their members. The committee has recently presented
its findings to both state and local government and I
commend the work of the sports clubs in developing
such an exciting plan. In particular I thank Dean
Philpotts and the Eltham football and cricket clubs,
Brendan Hall and the Eltham Lacrosse Club, and John
MacLeod of the Eltham North Soccer Club. These
clubs have been a constant force on the committee and
have dedicated their time and effort to attend the
meetings and go in to bat for their members on this and
many other issues. I commend their great work to the
house.

Police: schools program
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — In addition to contact
from most of the schools in my electorate in relation to
the Bracks government’s decision to cut the police
schools involvement program, I received a number of
impassioned letters from students at the Lismore
Primary School.
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Students James Devlin, Alexandra Rowe, Ben
Anderson and Matthew Woodman all wrote with the
plea not to cut this program and included in their letters
phrases such ‘as a lot of people are devastated to hear
that this great program is going to stop next year’, ‘I
think you shouldn’t stop police coming to schools to
teach’, ‘I think this is outrageous, that you are going to
shut down the police in schools program’, and ‘The
police in schools program is good fun’.
All of them were consistent in their praise for Senior
Len, who is the officer assigned to Lismore, and during
my visit and discussions with members of the school
community it was quite apparent that the program has
done a lot towards building the children’s respect for
the police.
A document recently received from Victoria Police
advising of the refocusing of the police in schools
program suggests that there was wide consultation from
police, community, schools and government before a
new model was developed. Might I suggest that, if the
amount of mail and personal contact that I along with
many of my colleagues have received on this matter is
any indication, then there was not much consultation
with the school. This is particularly evident in my
electorate of Polwarth and, I also note, in Geelong, with
many principals publicly expressing their
dissatisfaction. Somebody is not listening.

Arthur Pearce and Charlie Unmack
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — Today I wish to
pay tribute to Arthur Pearce and Charlie Unmack from
the Camberwell City RSL sub-branch, who both sadly
passed away recently. Both were Darwin Defenders,
with Charlie in the navy and Arthur in the army, and
both provided years of service and leadership to our
local RSL.
Charlie was a great seller of badges and poppies and
was the wise old sage in our local RSL. Formerly the
president of the Camberwell Central RSL, he was
always the one to whom people would turn for advice.
He died two days after Anzac Day, having gone part of
the way in the march on his scooter.
Arthur was a legend. He sold nearly $400 000 worth of
badges and poppies over the years and was secretary of
the Camberwell City RSL sub-branch for 21 years. He
was raised in Carlton and was very active in RSL
cricket in his youth. He was also at one stage a member
of the Carlton branch of the Australian Labor Party. He
was a man of the community, organising in his own
inimitable way the annual march and remembrance
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ceremonies. His sense of humour and dedication will be
sadly missed by everybody.
Last year when he put in a third party endorsement for
Petro Georgiou, I said to him, ‘Why are you doing that,
Arthur?’. He said, ‘Don’t worry, son. When it’s your
turn next year, I’ll do the same for you’. He was really a
great supporter of everybody, and on behalf of the
people of Camberwell and district and the Camberwell
City RSL sub-branch: vale, Arthur and Charlie. Our
thoughts and wishes are with their families and friends.

Police: schools program
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — The police schools
involvement program has established a strong
relationship between schoolchildren and the Victoria
Police. It has been offered in 700 schools around the
state. The proposal for the abolition of the program
produced by the police commissioner’s bureaucracy
sneers at and dismisses the need to have uniformed
police in schools. But this valuable program has not
been sneered at and dismissed by the hundreds of
young students who have taken the time to write to me.
Concerned parents and alarmed principals, teachers and
school council presidents want the program to continue.
Students have written to me beseeching the government
to continue the program, arguing that the program is
‘awesome’. One student, Sophie from Christian
College in Geelong, wrote:
Dear Sir,
Thank you for giving some of our schools the best police in
schools program we all can receive. It is a wonderful program
and I feel I speak for all when I say I have learnt a lot. The
program teaches everyone in all age categories about what the
police do every day of their lives and that the police aren’t
there to hurt you.
The other thing I think it teaches you is that police are there to
help you no matter what.
However, I have heard that the government might be
discontinuing the police in schools program because of
financial problems.
I am very disappointed to hear that, because I feel that most
people gain great confidence after having a police officer
come in to speak to them.
I have a great suggestion to help the financial problem.
We could have an organisation on the streets and tell
everyone about the police in schools program and maybe they
will donate money. At the end of each day we could give the
money to them.
I really feel you should continue this program because there is
still heaps of information for all children to learn.
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Once again, this program is fantastic. Most people enjoy it,
including me, and it is a wonderful thing that you are doing
for us. The program is awesome!

For kids to have to say they would raise the money to
continue this program shows the disgrace of this
proposal.

Macedon electorate: recycled water
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise this morning to
sing the praises of the Bracks government’s Stormwater
and Urban Water Conservation Fund. Certainly the
people in my electorate have benefited significantly
from this fund. Members may know that the
Stormwater and Urban Water Conservation Fund is a
major initiative of the government as part of its Our
Water Our Future action plan to secure Victoria’s water
supplies for the next 50 years.
This funding is on a dollar-for-dollar basis. It is up to
$250 000 and is for the use of alternative water sources
such as stormwater and recycled water. Sunbury and
the Macedon Ranges received over $400 000 in the
previous round of funding. I am encouraging them to
apply again to extend the use of stormwater and
recycled water around Sunbury and the Macedon
Ranges. So far the fund has helped tap into alternative
water sources and has drought proofed sport and
recreation ovals in Sunbury, Gisborne and Woodend.
We know we need to make much greater use of
untapped resources of recycled water. A $175 000 grant
drought proofed three major sporting facilities in
Sunbury. The water will be used to irrigate
sportsgrounds at Clarke Oval, Sunbury College and
Salesian College, Rupertswood. This is an innovative
way to harness urban water resources and return water
to our environment.
To replace potable water I encourage the government to
fund — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Agriculture: Chilean research agreement
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — A framework
for collaborative research and development between the
Victorian Department of Primary Industries (DPI) and
the National Institute of Agriculture Research in Chile,
known as INIA, has been established in the form of a
memorandum of understanding. The memorandum of
understanding was signed by the Chilean minister
Jaime Campos Quiroga and Dale Seymour from the
Victorian Department of Primary Industries and
witnessed by Professor German Spangenberg from

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1888

ASSEMBLY

La Trobe University and me in the presence of Chilean
President Lagos in Canberra.
The Chilean INIA is a business of the department of
agriculture and fisheries. Chile and Victoria have a
commonality of interests in pasture-based agricultural
industries, with similar climatic conditions and a focus
upon scientific excellence and discovery to drive
economic growth and social benefits. In establishing a
memorandum of understanding DPI and INIA affirmed
their desire to promote scientific collaboration and
exchanges of personnel and knowledge in the fields of
agricultural and biological sciences and related
technologies. The two parties have committed to the
development of joint activities, which will lead to an
expansion of cooperation in this scientific area.
Cooperation will be developed through a range of
means, including the exchange of materials and
information, particularly in relation to pasture plant
breeding and molecular biosciences; the exchange of
scientists, researchers and other specialist staff; the
exchange of plant germ plasm, seeds and other living
material; the development of joint research programs;
and the exchange of results. I commend the Department
of Primary Industries, Chile’s INIA, the Minister for
Agriculture and President Lagos for their commitment
to collaboration in these scientific areas.

Forest Hill electorate: multicultural celebration
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It was with great
pleasure that I recently hosted the second annual Forest
Hill multicultural celebration. It was held at the
Blackburn English Language School in Burwood East
and was attended by the Minister assisting the Premier
on Multicultural Affairs, the mayor of the City of
Whitehorse, City of Whitehorse councillors and over
15 local multicultural groups.
Guests were entertained by the marvellous melodies of
the Blackburn English Language School choir and were
incredibly moved by the speeches of two senior
students prior to the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs presenting the cheques to the
successful multicultural groups. Upon the conclusion of
the presentation everyone shared an outstanding lunch,
with each group contributing a plate of their traditional
food.
Cheques from the Victorian Multicultural Commission
have been awarded to over 1000 multicultural
organisations and senior citizens clubs across Victoria.
These funds form part of more than $2.85 million
provided to Victoria’s multicultural community. The
grants will assist the groups to fund basic running costs
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such as rent, insurance and utility bills. It is imperative
that the important role played by multicultural groups in
communities is acknowledged. I congratulate the
16 groups in my electorate who were given the
recognition they so deserve.
I would like to thank Robert Colla, the principal of
Blackburn English Language School, for allowing us to
once again hold the celebration at his school. I would
also like to thank the students from the choir who sang
so beautifully and make special mention of Ajock
Mach and Cida Zhang, the two senior students who
shared their harrowing stories of how they came to
settle in Australia. It is vital that our community
continues to celebrate multiculturalism. I congratulate
and thank all groups for playing an integral role in the
Forrest Hill community.

Knox Basketball
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I want to take this
opportunity to congratulate Knox Basketball and its girl
power squad (GPS) initiative. Knox Basketball is one
of the largest sporting organisations in the country, with
over 900 teams competing on a weekly basis. Roughly
40 per cent of those teams are female. Knox Basketball
already provides a great pathway for female athletes
and coaches and recognises the need to match those
opportunities for officials as well. Over the next
two years it will provide special assistance and training
for an expanded referee development panel at Knox,
initially called the girl power squad. The purpose of this
program is to give special emphasis and assistance to
the overall development of all the female referees in
Knox.
The program will expose the GPS girls to some of the
top female referees in the state. Already positive
interest has been shown by such role models as Sharon
Arnold of the Women’s National Basketball League,
who is an Olympic and world championship referee.
Sharon and other statewide referees — Sandra Probyn,
Emily Todarov and Debbie Potts — are all happy to
pass on their experience and assist the girls to grow as
referees.
Essentially this will involve extra training and
development, and most importantly a mentoring
program. This is a special opportunity to see, hear and
gain experience from those who have gone through
domestic competitions and made it to the top. The
program is open to all Knox female referees, regardless
of age or grade. I congratulate Knox Basketball and
chief executive officer, Laurie Joyce, on this initiative
and on their endeavour to achieve a minimum of five
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female referees from Knox on the statewide junior
panel.

Sir Ronald Wilson
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I would like to join
with my colleague the member for Richmond in paying
tribute to the late Sir Ronald Wilson. Sir Ronald was a
distinguished lawyer who ultimately was appointed to
the High Court of Australia.
However, Sir Ronald will be best remembered for the
contribution that he made as president of the Human
Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission, where he
undertook the preparation of the landmark Bringing
Them Home report on the stolen generations. This
report brought home to the rest of Australia the tragic
impact of the policies of paternalism and assimilation
which had been carried out by successive Australian
state and territory governments. In the report Sir Ronald
and Mick Dodson ensured that our indigenous people
were able to tell in their own words of the devastating
impact those policies have had on their families and the
general Aboriginal community. The Bringing Them
Home report has changed forever the way in which we
must view our relationship with our indigenous people.
It has provided a platform on which many Australians
have belatedly recognised past injustices and has
provided the impetus for further efforts towards
reconciliation.
Sir Ronald’s humanity is reflected in the continuing
work of his children. My thoughts are with his wife,
Leila, and his children, and in particular with his son
Bruce, who lives in my electorate and has made a
distinguished contribution through the Union Research
Centre on Organisation and Technology (URCOT) and
university life. My thoughts are also with Bruce’s wife,
Robyn, and Sir Ronald’s grandchildren, Emily and
Alice, and their mother, Kerry.

Amy Gillett
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Yesterday we
learnt of a tragic event which occurred in Germany
where a group of six young women cyclists in training
were hit by a car. This accident resulted in the death of
Ballarat resident 29-year-old Amy Gillett and the
hospitalisation of the other five cyclists, two of whom
are described as being in serious or critical condition. In
any circumstance this would be considered a tragic
event, but when it involves people who live in Ballarat
and others involved in the cycling community around
Australia and more broadly, it really does hit home.
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Amy Gillett, when you learn more about her, has been
described very positively by all who knew her. She has
been described as being, among other things, a great
competitor, very good natured and a joy to work with.
Amy moved to Mount Helen from Adelaide just a few
years ago with her husband, Simon, and she joined the
Ballarat-Sebastopol Cycling Club. She was considered
to be a very strong medal chance in the coming
Commonwealth Games in her specialty event, the
individual time trial, and had an outstanding history,
having also been a very highly reputed rower,
competing in the women’s rowing eight which came
fifth in the 1996 Atlanta Olympics. She was clearly a
very competitive woman and a terrific Australian and
she will be greatly missed. I pass on my condolences to
her husband, Simon, and her family.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Rural and regional Victoria: growth
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a matter of public importance submitted
by the member for Broadmeadows:
That this house congratulates the Bracks government for its
work to make provincial Victoria a great place to raise a
family and its commitment to strong regional economic
growth and outstanding regional results, in particular:
(1) record levels of facilitated investment;
(2) strong employment growth;
(3) vibrant population growth;
(4) massive investment in infrastructure;
(5) booming industry sectors; and
(6) unprecedented building approval levels.

Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — Deputy Speaker, I am delighted to
move this matter of public importance today. I want to
say at the outset that under the Bracks government
provincial Victoria today is booming. The last five
years have seen a dramatic turnaround from the days of
economic decline and mismanagement under the
previous Kennett government, and today we can fairly
say that provincial Victoria, country Victoria, is a great
place to raise a family, a great place to live, to work and
to invest.
It is my pleasure to inform the house today in this
debate that we have achieved another milestone in
provincial Victoria, a record that clearly demonstrates
the strong leadership that this government has shown
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across the whole state. I am announcing today figures
released by Regional Development Victoria which
show that new investment facilitated by the government
in provincial Victoria for the 2004–05 financial year
has topped $1 billion. This $1.099 billion in facilitated
investment is a new record. It is the highest level ever
of facilitated investment in country Victoria, and it
demonstrates our commitment to working with country
Victorians, with business and with potential investors to
grow jobs and opportunities right across the state.
Not only is this a record level of assisted investment:
for the first time investment levels in provincial
Victoria exceed half of all of the facilitated investment
over the last financial year for the state as a whole. Let
me stress that, for the state as a whole, our facilitated
investment exceeded $2 billion. More than 50 per cent
of that has occurred in provincial Victoria, and I think it
shows what an extraordinarily long distance we have
travelled from the days of toenails and a government
that struggled to see beyond the Melbourne central
business district.
What all of that means is it means jobs; it means
opportunities; it means a brighter future for country
Victoria. Our success with facilitated investment in
2004–05 alone delivers 1898 direct new jobs and
something like $395 million in additional exports as a
direct result of the investment which has been
facilitated. When we take into account the targets, our
target was $600 million — that was the target set out in
the budget paper — while the target under the former
government in the 1990s, if my memory is correct, I
think was $400 million. When we take those targets
into account we see we have substantially exceeded our
target, and it is a great result for the state.
The figures add to a growing list of successful
facilitated regional investments since October 1999,
now totalling something like 300 projects, with a total
investment of almost $5 billion and directly creating
more than 9940 jobs. The impact that this is having on
country Victoria generally is now very clear for people
to see, most dramatically in terms of jobs generated.
Since the election of the Bracks government in October
1999, according to the latest Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) June labour force data, the number of
jobs generated in provincial Victoria has increased by
15.7 per cent. That means there are 88 000 more people
working in country Victoria than there were in 1999. It
means 88 000 more people spending in their local
towns and cities, 88 000 more people with pay cheques
supporting local families and local communities, and
that job growth, of course, has had a dramatic impact
on unemployment rates.
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The ABS unemployment rate for regional Victoria in
June was 5.4 per cent. I think the June quarter average
was around 6 per cent. That is down from well over
7 per cent in October 1999, and it is more than 8 per
cent lower than its peak of 13.8 per cent, which
occurred under the Kennett government. Let me just
reiterate that to make a contrast. We have now got
unemployment rates down around that 5 per cent to
6 per cent level.
I refer back to a speech I made in Parliament back in
1997 just to remind the house that the unemployment
rate under the Kennett government in 1997 for 15 to
19-year-olds in Gippsland was 50 per cent; in the
Goulburn–Ovens–Murray region, 42 per cent; and in
the Central Highlands, 33 per cent. We have, working
with country Victorians, transformed the opportunities
there and dramatically reduced the rates of
unemployment. We do not want to dwell on the past,
but it is sometimes necessary to think back and remind
ourselves just how grim those times were for people
who lived in provincial Victoria.
Along with strong jobs growth has come strong
population growth. As I have previously informed the
house, the most recent population figures — the
Australian Bureau of Statistics to June 2004 — show
the highest population increase since the 1970s with a
growth rate of 1.2 per cent rapidly approaching our
target of 1.25 per cent by 2006. People are moving to
provincial Victoria — they are literally making it
happen. Some of the growth rates in our provincial
cities are truly astonishing. We can all share pride in
this growth. Bendigo in the last year had 1.8 per cent
population growth. Wodonga is an absolute boomtown
with 3.2 per cent. Ballarat had growth of 1.5 per cent.
Warrnambool had growth of 1.3 per cent and Mildura
1.3 per cent. Our hugely successful ‘Make it happen in
provincial Victoria’ campaign has now seen the
population in country Victoria increase to more than
1.37 million people.
The other element this motion talks about is the
massive increase in infrastructure. In a debate in 1997 I
referred to some budget data: in that budget of the
Kennett government the total spend on all assets in
country Victoria was $130 million. We are spending
more than that just on health and aged care. It was
$130 million in a whole year. Look at what we have
done in infrastructure. Under the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF) 100 projects
have been delivered across the state; $221 million of
government activity has geared up $564 million worth
of projects. These projects range from things like the
multipurpose ship loader in Portland, which I
announced recently, to the East Gippsland regional
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saleyards, from the Wodonga enterprise business and
technology park to the Geelong technology precinct.
They range from the Murray Goulburn dairy reuse
scheme in Cobram to the revitalisation of the central
business area in Ballarat, which I opened last Friday.
RIDF is delivering right across the state.
Of course we have also seen the natural gas extension
program. Connections have been announced to
29 towns with more coming — it is the biggest rollout
in natural gas connections in this state since the 1970s,
bringing tens of thousands of people back into the
natural gas grid, saving households thousands of dollars
over the forward estimates period. With our cattle
overpass and underpass scheme we have helped
something like 290 dairy farmers with 100 more to
come saving them thousands of dollars and making
them more competitive. Our Small Towns
Development Fund has generated $22 million of
investment for over 160 projects. Most small towns
across the state have been able to benefit under this
fantastic new program.
What about social infrastructure? How can anybody
forget that era under the Kennett government? There
were 176 country schools, 12 country hospitals and five
train lines shut down. The Bendigo railway workshops
were closed down, privatised and 150 jobs were lost;
2260 jobs were slashed from the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment; 21 small business
facilitators across the state and services for farmers
were slashed. The vet laboratories were privatised. It
goes on and on. I have some clips from newspapers of
that time: the Bendigo Advertiser — ‘Rural health
appalling’; the Gippsland Times — ‘Health services
threatened’; the Latrobe Valley Express — ‘Local
DNRE jobs will go, says MP’; the McIvor Times —
‘Kinder in crisis’; the Gippsland Times — ‘State hurts
shire: councillors slam Kennett government over
budget’; the Yarram Standard News — ‘Government
has led the exodus from the bush’, June 1988; and here
is a letter from a Victorian Farmers Federation member
for 40 years, Michael Dennis, in the Stock and Land,
June 1998 — ‘Coalition is failing its own’. How true
was that?
We have turned this around by working with country
communities, business and local councils to deliver
unprecedented investment in infrastructure from each
and every budget we have delivered. We have funded
new schools and dozens of school upgrades across the
state. We are rebuilding hospitals in Kyneton, Stawell,
Ararat, Geelong and Ballarat, and we have made
improvements to many other smaller hospitals. We
budgeted more in this budget, if my memory is correct,
for aged care facilities than the last five years of the
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former Kennett government combined. We have put
nearly $200 million into improving aged care facilities.
We have funded more than 100 new country police
station upgrades. We have boosted research and
development. We have opened up new rail lines in
Bairnsdale and Ararat which are proving a great
success. In the Latrobe Valley we have put more than
$100 million in as a result of our Latrobe Valley task
force and we are seeing a dramatic turnaround there.
There are other industries and the Minister for
Agriculture will talk to day about how we are getting
additional value-add in our agricultural industries.
Despite what have been probably the most difficult
climatic conditions we have seen in any five-year
period some great success stories are showing through
in agriculture. The minister will focus on those.
Look at another industry which has been a success.
Many people said this industry would die and wither
under a Labor government and the exact opposite has
been true. I am talking about the resources sector and
the mining industry. We have been able to work
sensibly with this industry to procure and facilitate
investment and address environmental concerns. Look
at Iluka Resources in the west of the state — the
$270 million mineral sands project. The Premier,
Minister Theophanous and I turned the first sod there
last year in June generating 250 construction jobs,
150 permanent jobs and creating extra jobs in places
like Portland as well. It is my belief we will see further
expansion of that industry in the future.
Look at Perseverance Corporation gold mine in
Bendigo. The Premier opened that new facility last
week. It has invested $99 million at Fosterville creating
150 new jobs. Look at Stawell Goldmine’s exploration
program which will generate 100 new jobs. Again, we
have worked closely with the industry. We have
worked very closely with Bendigo Mining’s New
Bendigo Gold Project and Doug Buerger. All of the
planning and financing approvals are now done; it will
create 500 new jobs over the course of that project. We
are determined to see this good news continue.
There is also the building industry. In Bendigo last
week I opened the new exhibition centre which with the
council was funded for $2.5 million under the Rural
Infrastructure Development Fund. It hosted the
Australian sheep show which was the biggest sheep
show in the world. It was a stunning success. While I
was there I made the point that through to the end of
May this year there had been $3.8 billion worth of
building approvals in country Victoria. It was less than
half that in the year that we were elected!
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Whether you look at facilitated investment, jobs,
population growth, the resurgence of industries like the
mining and resources industries or at building
approvals, there is a great success story right across
provincial Victoria. Look at what we have done with
social infrastructure. Generating jobs and prosperity is
important, but the other thing which is crucial to the
renaissance of provincial Victoria is quality of life.
People will not move to country Victoria unless the
hospitals are good, the schools are good, the transport is
good and the police stations are good. We have put
unprecedented investment into those areas, and people
are flocking to provincial Victoria.
In conclusion, there are no more toenails for the great
people — the cities, the towns, the industries and the
farms of this great state of Victoria. There is no more of
the neglect, the decline or the loss of hope. There has
been a substantial transformation of fortunes and
opportunities, and it is through working together with
country communities that we have seen this great
turnaround. I am very pleased to stand here today to run
through all of these achievements in provincial Victoria
and to say that they herald an era of progress, an era of
prosperity and an era of hope. We have more to do in
the future and we will work with country communities
to do it. I commend this motion to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — There is an
old saying: ‘A man who sings his own praises is
singing a poor song’, and I think we heard a classic
example of that. The Minister for State and Regional
Development has been trying to justify the appalling
record of the Bracks Labor government in country
Victoria. We have seen it in response to an enormous
rally from country Victoria with people coming from
hundreds of kilometres — —
Mr Brumby interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — The Minister for State and
Regional Development ridicules the people who
travelled hundreds of kilometres and camped overnight
to protest on the streets of Melbourne about the neglect
and the poor way they are being treated by the Bracks
Labor government.
Recently I had the pleasure of attending the annual
conference of the Victorian Farmers Federation. Its
president, Paul Weller, is retiring after three years as
president of the largest organisation representing the
farming community and indeed, the broader country
community, so he is a person who can legitimately
comment on this government’s performance in country
Victoria. In his annual report he says:
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There has been much said over recent times about the
relations between farmers, the Victorian Farmers Federation
and the state government.
It will come as no surprise that the VFF is frustrated with this
government’s lack of action on many, many important rural
issues.
The state government has refused to amend its
ridiculous … child employment laws. The government has
imposed union right of entry to our farms through its new,
onerous occupational health and safety legislation.

He then lists a number of areas where the VFF is
concerned about what is happening in country Victoria
under the Bracks Labor government. He talks about the
decommissioning of Lake Mokoan, the failure to allow
aerial baiting trials of wild dogs, the native vegetation
clearance system which is impeding our growth and
development and is lacking commonsense in country
Victoria, the tax on rural fire insurance, and the lack of
funding for deteriorating country roads. He points out
that the state budget this year provides less money for
country roads than in previous years. He talks about the
ban on mountain cattle grazing, and says:
On so many issues the state government has failed to act or
deliver results.

He refers particularly to areas where the VFF supports
the government on major projects such as channel
deepening, rail standardisation and irrigation systems
upgrades. But Paul Weller says that these commitments
have not been delivered. So the VFF is making an
indictment on this government’s lack of delivery and its
actions that hurt country Victoria. He says that:
… the biggest disappointments we have with this government
have been the refusal of the Minister for Agriculture, Bob
Cameron, to meet with bushfire affected farmers in the
Balmoral region …

How appalling can you get? Fires devastated farmers in
western Victoria and the Minister for Agriculture
refused to meet with them. The government also failed
to provide timely drought assistance. In his concluding
remarks in this section of the report Paul Weller says:
As president, I have become sick and tired of banging my
head against a brick wall trying to get outcomes from a
government on these important issues.

Further, he says:
The recent mountain cattlemen protest should have served as
a wake up call for the government that farmers and rural
Victorians have a value and importance in this state. The
government needs to start listening again, respecting our
views and acting on our recommendations.
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That is an independent comment from the Victorian
Farmers Federation, which is the largest group
representing rural Victoria.
I can add to the list of decisions that have hurt country
Victoria and offended country Victorians. Top of that
list is the toxic waste dump that the Bracks Labor
government originally wanted to put at Pittong, Violet
Town and Tiega, near Ouyen. It absolutely rode
roughshod over those local communities and tried to
force them to take a toxic waste dump. Then, when
under massive pressure the government backed down,
it decided to relocate the dump to Hattah-Nowingi,
which is an absolutely ridiculous, stupid and unsafe
place to put a toxic waste dump. The toxic waste will
be in close proximity to the Sunraysia food bowl, in an
environmentally sensitive area and 500 kilometres from
Melbourne where most of the toxic waste is generated.
So this toxic waste will be carted 500 kilometres up the
Calder Highway through many towns and country
communities putting them at risk because this
government is foisting Melbourne-generated toxic
waste on country Victoria. That is another decision
which is hurting country Victoria.
I can go through a number of issues including the
closure of the Minibah hostel which has hurt country
students. What about the failure to deliver the fast train
project? I know my colleague, the member for
Polwarth, will enjoy his opportunity to speak on this
matter of public importance and talk about the fast train
issue. I will just leave members with two issues. The
first is the time that this project it taking. I refer to the
Ararat Advertiser dated 21 March 2000 which reported
that the Premier said he was pursuing the fast train
project. He said that at least one will be physically built
before the end of the year and the rest are scheduled to
go through in the next four years. He was going to have
one of the fast rail projects running by the end of 2000
and the rest by 2004. Here we are in the closing stages
of 2005 and not one of those fast rail project is
operating.
The budget has blown out from $80 million to well
over $1 billion, and every time one of those
communities hears from this government about the fast
train project, the services have got slower, they stop at
fewer stations and they are further disadvantaged by a
project which should be of assistance to them. In fact,
the greatest indictment of all was when the bureaucrats
were sent out to apologise to the local communities for
the way that this government has stuffed up the fast
train project, they travelled to those communities by
car. A couple of car loads of bureaucrats went out to
apologise for the government’s appalling delivery of
train services.
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Let us look at the other issue of rail standardisation. I
remember being in the house when the Treasurer stood
up in May 2001 and said that the Bracks government
would deliver the standardisation of rail freight gauges
right across Victoria. He said, ‘We will deliver on the
Mildura to Portland rail standardisation as first cab off
the rank’. Here we are four and a half years later and
not one millimetre of the Mildura to Portland rail track
has been standardised. It is an absolutely appalling lack
of delivery on an important project for country Victoria.
In 2002, the Bracks Labor government promised that a
rail link would be put into Lascelles Wharf in Geelong.
That rail link would be very important for country
Victoria, for industry in the major regional town of
Geelong and for the movement of goods in and out of
the port of Geelong. It was promised in 2002, but not
1 millimetre of track has been delivered on that
Lascelles Wharf project.
Look at PrimeSafe: it is a classic example! PrimeSafe
has driven the yabby industry out of the state through
bureaucracy and by imposing unjustified and unfair
costs on aquaculture and the commercial fishing
industry. PrimeSafe has done more harm to the fishing
industry and fish production in this state than anything
else. When we look at human services, which the
minister mentioned, we see two simple examples of
how this government is hurting country Victorians in
terms of service delivery. Public dental services in
country Victoria are an absolute disgrace. Under this
government waiting lists and waiting times have
increased massively, so that in most of country Victoria
people on health care cards, pensioners, people in pain
and people needing dentures wait four to five years for
public dental services.
Mr Helper — What are the feds doing?
Dr NAPTHINE — Public dental services since
1901 have been the responsibility of the states. In
Victoria they are the responsibility of the state, and the
Bracks Labor government is thumbing its nose at the
people in country Victoria who need health care.
Look at the way this Labor government is running
down health services, for example, at Rochester,
Kooweerup and at my own hospital at Portland. Let us
look at how taxes and charges under this government
have hurt country Victoria. The $80 motor vehicle
registration fee for pensioners and health care card
holders is absolutely hurting country Victorians. These
people need their cars to travel, because there are no
adequate public transport services. That is why health
care card holders, pensioners and war veterans in
country Victoria are being particularly hurt by the
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$80 motor vehicle registration fee imposed by the
Bracks Labor government, which does not understand
or care about disadvantaged people. I challenge
members opposite to stand up and justify that attack on
the disadvantaged in country Victoria.
On top of that, what has the Bracks government done in
country Victoria, where the multipurpose taxi program
is absolutely important for people with disabilities and
the frail aged? It has made an uncaring, heartless and
cruel decision to cut the program. I could not believe
any government would do that, let alone a government
that purports to care about the disadvantaged. On top of
that you have the $50 motorcycle tax, which is hurting
country Victoria; the 5 per cent water tax; the annual
increase in all fees, taxes and charges; a massive
increase in forestry royalties; and an increase in coal
royalties. All these have happened in recent years under
the Bracks Labor government, and now you have the
new tax on trusts, which is going to particularly hurt
country Victorians.
Let me explain it, although I know my colleague the
member for Box Hill will go into more detail on this. It
is normal practice for many people in country Victoria,
particularly farming families and others, to hold their
assets in family trusts. If those family trusts have
off-farm investments in the local community, like a
commercial shop or business — —
Ms Duncan — In Collins Street?
Dr NAPTHINE — Collins Street! This is typical.
This is a member — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Interjections
are disorderly, and responding to them is similarly
disorderly.
Dr NAPTHINE — The member for Macedon, who
purports to represent rural Victoria, wants to brand her
constituents as Collins Street farmers. That is an
absolute insult to her own constituents. She is a
disgraceful representative of country Victoria.
This tax on trusts hurts them in two ways. Firstly, it is a
higher level of land tax — an extra 1 per cent land
tax — which is a surcharge on a tax. Secondly, and
most importantly, it comes in at a threshold of $20 000,
whereas other land tax comes in at $200 000, so many
commercial, rental and holiday properties in country
Victoria that are below the $200 000 threshold for
ordinary land tax will be caught by the land tax on
trusts that is being introduced by the government. This
will hurt country Victoria.
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Let us look at what this government has done for
Victorian regional development in the recent 2005–06
budget. The budget for the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development shows a 41 per
cent cut in investment attraction funding; a 37 per cent
cut in funding for regional development; a 7.6 per cent
cut in funding for tourism, which is very important for
regional Victoria; and a 53 per cent cut in funding for
regional infrastructure development. What is more, it
has recently started to retrench officers involved in a
number of important programs in regional
development. In particular, the Bracks government has
sacked three officers who were involved in and had the
expertise to assist councils on the StreetLife program.
That is how much it cares about country towns and
country communities. It is cutting funding for country
programs.
Let me finish by talking about the unemployment
figures. I refer to the Small Area Labour Markets
Australia unit of the federal Department of
Employment and Workplace Relations, which has said
there was a 13 per cent increase in the number of
people unemployed in regional and country Victoria
from March 2004 to March 2005. In eastern Victoria
there was an 18 per cent increase, and in western
Victoria, a 10 per cent increase, compared with the rest
of Australia, which had an 8 per cent decline in the
number of people unemployed. So the rest of Australia
has a reducing number of people who are unemployed,
but in country Victoria the number of people
unemployed is going up.
Let us look at some particular areas. In the city of
Latrobe the number of people unemployed increased by
12 per cent in that 12-month period. Indeed the
unemployment rate in Morwell was 13.5 per cent and
in Moe, 13.3 per cent. So much for the so-called
$100 million investment to improve conditions in the
Latrobe Valley. The government has failed miserably to
reduce unemployment rates in that area. In Baw Baw
the number of unemployed people went up by 19 per
cent. In Bass Coast it was 19 per cent; in Castlemaine,
16 per cent; Maryborough, 22 per cent; in Bendigo,
18 per cent; and in Mildura, 15 per cent. The number of
people unemployed in country Victoria is going up; in
the rest of Australia the number of unemployed people
is going down.
This government is not delivering for country Victoria.
The Victorian Farmers Federation says so and country
Victorians have rallied here to say so. It is about time
this government listened to country Victorians and
responded to their concerns positively.
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Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — It is
always a great pleasure to follow the member for
South-West Coast, but Hansard will not reflect the way
he looks. He has that starry, starry look in his eyes
when he fondly remembers the old days — the good
old days when as a parliamentary secretary he could
hack into health, close country hospitals — when he
could see schools closed down. He had the look of hate
in his eyes! What he hates to see is people vote with
their feet. It has nothing to do with politics but with
what the people actually think. When it comes to
provincial Victoria what has the public done? The
public again wants to live in provincial Victoria: people
are again moving to country Victoria. Confidence has
been restored.
You do not have to ask us; you can look at the bare
facts and figures. Have a look at building investment,
where people want to come and work; where
businesses say, ‘Yes, once again we have confidence
and we are prepared to invest’. You only have to look
at the figures. In the last year of the Kennett
government there was $500 million of building
investment. That was the worth in the marketplace of
that government when it came to country Victoria.
Under the Bracks government in the last year, as the
Treasurer has set out, the figure was $3.8 billion! Let us
look at the bare numbers: that is a sevenfold increase.
That is the difference between a Bracks Labor
government and the former government represented by
honourable members opposite, who can fondly
remember the old days as much as they like.
For the first time ever Victoria is the largest producing
agricultural state in Australia. What is important is not
only that we are the largest agricultural producing state
on farm but what we are able to do with that overall.
Companies in the food industry have been making their
choices, and in provincial Victoria in 2004–05 we have
seen investment of around $380 million. We have seen
investment at Campbell’s Soups in Shepparton of
$8.5 million, and an investment of nearly $12 million at
Hazeldene near Bendigo. When we look at Tatura Milk
Industries we see a $10 million investment by the
French dairy company Ingredia. The $10 million
Masterfoods snack food investment in Ballarat and the
$59 million Southcorp Wines investment at Karadoc
are just examples of what we are seeing — more
investment reflected clearly in the figures.
I appreciate that the member for South-West Coast is
embarrassed that it is so stark, but nevertheless the
numbers are there and we all know it is the Bracks
Labor government that is working with industry and
with communities to bring about the results that we all
want to see.
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I mentioned Victoria being the leading agricultural state
in Australia. The 2003–04 figures show that Victoria is
producing 3.8 per cent of the nation’s agricultural
production. For the first time we have overtaken New
South Wales. That, of course, is only in farm
production, but if we look at the whole food and fibre
sector we see that nearly one in six jobs in country
Victoria is in that chain of investment figures. That is
why the food sector is so important for country
Victoria. We continue to be Australia’s largest exporter
of food, notwithstanding the difficult years in recent
times with drought and shortage of water in some
agricultural areas, yet Victoria continues to be the
leading state in agricultural exports.
I stand before you today as a proud central Victorian. I
look at the region’s place in provincial Victoria, but
every region tells a different tale. The one tale that gets
told is about the huge change we have seen. You only
need look at Bendigo and the commitment of the
Bracks government to the Calder Highway duplication
to see that. We have a joint project and an express
commitment by the federal Liberal and National parties
to match funds, but what we have is an express failure
of that to occur. The total neglect of the Liberal and
National parties to honour their commitments is
nothing but despicable. They can be assured that central
Victoria will keep pressing this issue until they buckle
at the knees. Those opposite might be proud of the
closure of train lines; we are proud of their opening. We
are proud of the tremendous amount of work that has
occurred with regional lines as part of the fast rail
network. — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CAMERON — The shadow minister for
transport butts in, but when it comes to the election and
before the election opposition members say, ‘Yes, yes,
we are all for it’. They know that investment had not
been put in there over the previous decades and that it is
only a Labor government that is prepared to do it.
If we go across my electorate we can see the new
nursing home at Castlemaine funded by the Department
of Human Services, where planning is under way, and
the project will start in the next few months. The
Castlemaine library is finished and is a tremendous
project. The Maldon–Castlemaine railway is now
finished, and the state government is the largest
funder of that project — something that the Liberal and
National parties were not prepared to be. Look at the
substantially new school and the new police station at
Newstead as well as the new sewerage system and what
that means for the town. Look at Dunolly hospital,
which members opposite wanted to close, with Maldon
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being next. Look at the turnaround now where the
Dunolly and Maldon hospitals have been expanded.
Look at the new police station at Tarnagulla that has
recently been finished.
In Bendigo there was a $2.5 million investment for the
Royal Exhibition Centre, which the Treasurer opened
last week. Look at what the government was prepared
to do in Bendigo when there was no commitment by
those opposite for lights at the Queen Elizabeth Oval
and for the expansion of the basketball stadium; look at
what we have done at the aquatic centre and the
commitment given to the new building between the
QEO and the aquatic centre. What about the $3 million
commitment which has now seen the opening of the
Latrobe visual arts centre in View Street? Look at the
whole range of black spot works and works to make
roads safer, with the latest being in High Street,
Kangaroo Flat. Look at the building of the new
Department of Human Services premises, a $15 million
project in Bendigo, freeing up Lister House, part of
which is for the use of young doctors to enable them to
train and stay in country Victoria. It is the best
development of that type we have seen around the
nation.
Look at the investment in the radiotherapy unit and the
MRI machine now that the federal Liberal and National
parties have finally buckled and granted a licence. Look
at the new school at Kangaroo Flat where the kids have
just moved in. Look at the new school that is being built
on the present site at Specimen Hill. Look at the
Castlemaine South Primary School and the building
works under way at Campbell’s Creek primary school.
Other projects include the $20 million police station
that is soon to start; the Bendigo jail; the Bendigo
Senior Secondary School redevelopment; the expansion
of the Castlemaine jail; and the North Bendigo nursing
home. The list goes on. At Kangaroo Flat the
ambulance station was closed, but now once again
Kangaroo Flat has an ambulance station.
Look at the ICT development and what we are doing to
help the Bendigo Bank and the City of Greater Bendigo
with the civic space for its development, which will
ultimately produce 1000 jobs. The list goes on and on.
The railway workshop was closed by the former
government represented by those opposite, but we have
put in $2 million as part of the cost of redevelopment,
and to date we see a couple of hundred jobs there.
Country Victoria is no longer the toenails of the state.
Country Victoria is a key part of the state. That has
been the enormous change we have seen with the
Bracks government, and that is why people again want
to live in country Victoria. I challenge honourable
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members opposite to indicate, when it comes to central
Victoria, whether there has ever been greater
investment by a government. Has there ever been
greater investment by a state government?
Ms Pike — No, never!
Mr CAMERON — There is not one member
opposite who can say yes. The fact is that under the
Bracks Labor government Bendigo and central Victoria
have seen an enormous turnaround — a turnaround
from a time when there was simply despair to the
situation today where it is positive and forward looking.
Across provincial Victoria we have seen the positive,
forward-looking approach, and that is something of
which as a government we are extremely proud. It is
something that the Premier, the Treasurer and the
cabinet — the entire government — are proud of. We
will continue to work with provincial Victoria to
achieve those results.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Self-praise
is no recommendation. If ever you wanted an example
of it, have a look at what this mob has put before the
house today in this matter of public importance debate.
I suppose this is one of the first of the efforts
government members are making to try to ameliorate
the damage that was done to them in the public
arena — and quite rightly so — after that wonderful
rally only a few weeks ago when communities from
around the state came together on the front steps of the
Parliament to express the point of view people are
putting consistently across country Victoria — that is,
that the Bracks government does not care about what
happens outside Melbourne.
Members of the Bracks government do not have the
faintest idea of what they need to do to further the
interests of country Victorians. They are busily going
about doing what they think is appropriate for the needs
of the Melbourne metropolitan area. Their efforts
outside that region are absolutely pathetic, and
examples of that are utterly legion. There are many of
them and, as is the wont with these short debates, there
is just not the time to go through all of them, but let us
make a bit of a start.
The first thing to be said — and it did not seem to get a
mention in the Treasurer’s speech — is that the policies
of a successful coalition government at the federal level
have fundamentally set the scene that has enabled this
state government to be doing anything at all, poor and
all as its efforts are. You do not need to go back far to
see a federal government run by Labor that was in
absolute chaos. The work that is being undertaken at a
federal level has meant a major change to the way in
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which this nation functions, and Victoria has been able
to ride on the coattails of that. Plus the fact, of course,
that fortuitously this government is here at a point in
time when it is not burdened by $30 billion worth of
debt, when it does not have to devote what would
otherwise have been about 13.6 per cent of its budget to
pay off the interest that would have applied if the
figures for debt today were in the nature of those that
applied some years ago. The government has more
money available. Five years ago it had a budget of
about $20 billion; five years on it has a budget of
$30 billion, and it still cannot make it work properly.
As I say, examples are legion. Let us have a look at
them without any particular order of priority. Natural
gas reticulation has been the subject of so many
promises. One project has been carried out in Bellarine
since this government has been elected and hopefully
we will have some gas going into East Gippsland
towards the latter part of this year, but the overall
progress on the extension of natural gas has been
appalling. The not-so-fast rail project has blown out
from $80 million to more than $1 billion. If this is not
an absolutely quintessential example of how Labor
governments manage money, I do not know what is.
You would never get a better indication of how they
cannot handle things than what has happened in relation
to this fast rail project.
There is another project, too, which must be talked
about in the context of rail because this government has
absolutely no vision for the freight rail system in the
state of Victoria. Only today I met with the Alliance of
Councils for Rail Freight Development, which
comprises 24 councils from across country Victoria.
They came to me to express their grave concern about
the lack of progress by this government over issues to
do with rail freight. The focus of their concern is rail
standardisation. In 2001 in this place we had the
Treasurer standing up and telling the world that
$96 million was going to be dedicated to rail
standardisation. What has happened since? Absolutely
nothing, and the problem is that Victoria simply does
not have a seamless, connective and competitive rail
freight network. It would make substantial progress
towards achieving that goal if it undertook rail gauge
standardisation on all the key lines. The main one is the
Mildura–North Geelong line.
Here was the government back in 2001 running around
talking about $96 million being put into this project. It
has absolutely abandoned it. It has no vision for it. The
people in those 24 municipalities are desperately
anxious to have this government undertake the work
that was promised to be done — yet nothing is done.
The Minister for Transport has abandoned this project.
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He is resigned to the fact that he is not going to do
anything about it. These councils now are desperate to
get this done because to get that freight off the roads
and onto the rail lines this has to happen, and we will
see an enormous enhancement of our commercial
interests, particularly over in the western part of the
state, if the government’s promise made in this place in
2001 is actually kept and the work is undertaken. I
understand it has even got to the point where the state
government will not take up the offer of $20 million
from the federal coalition government to go towards the
standardisation project in western Victoria. How
pathetic is that! It is but another example of the problem
we have.
The toxic waste dump issue — what an absolutely
disgraceful performance by this government, terrifying
those three communities as it did for those couple of
years when it was looking at putting this dump on
private land, causing enormous expense both
financially and of course emotionally, to those people,
only to walk away from it and on the same day that it
did that to make the announcement about building the
facility at Hattah-Nowingi up near Mildura. The
government is going to cart the waste product, 80 per
cent of which is produced in metropolitan Melbourne,
over a distance of 500 kilometres and store it in this
extremely sensitive area. What a stupid thing to do! Of
course we have the present Minister for Major
Projects — and bear in mind that we have had about
three or four of them who have had a go at it but who
have all been summarily dismissed from the role —
Minister Lenders in another place, saying that if it all
goes wrong and falls off the trucks when they have a
crash, we will just scoop it up and put it on a truck and
keep going. What a ridiculous proposition it is that the
government is persisting with.
The timber industry, particularly up in East Gippsland,
is looking at ruin because of the way this government is
allowing the industry to be conducted at the moment.
Fancy VicForests, a government agency, being able to
come out on the day the budget was announced here in
May and say that it is going to have price increases of
up to 22.5 per cent for mixed species of timber. What
does the government think that is going to do to the
businesses that are dependent upon that timber and
more particularly the families who work within that
industry and who are going to be streeted because they
will not have work available to them in places like
Cann River?
The mountain cattlemen decision is another appalling
disgrace, a lightning rod if ever I saw it for public
opinion out there in country Victoria in circumstances
where this government was always going to do it. It
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said in 1999 it would do it. It has taken five or six years
to get around to it, but it has done it now — another
example of the way in which the government has taken
decisions against the interests of country Victorians.
As for the native vegetation mire — what an absolute
circus! That farmers are having to contend with these
regulations, constraints and controls is just another
element of the many aspects of red tape being imposed
on them, and the government still does not have a
proper way through it. The Engineers Australia report
that was released recently is an interesting document. If
I had the time, I would go through it. It gives a C or D
rating to most of the infrastructure across country
Victoria. There are issues such as consumer tenancy
services being closed in places like Horsham and
Hamilton. Of course out of all of this you would have
to say that this year’s budget, in which the government
made all these promises about the extent of the capital
expenditure going into country Victoria, is the one that
is the greatest furphy.
In the course of the response I made to the budget I
stood here and challenged government members to
justify the claim being made by the government that
50 per cent of its capital expenditure was going to go
into country Victoria over the course of the four-year
period referred to by the government. About
50 members of the government stood up and
contributed to the debate on the budget. Not a single
one of them took up that challenge — not one. We did
the figures. We did the numbers. What the numbers
showed was that about 23 per cent of capital
expenditure is being spent in country Victoria. It is
nowhere remotely anything like half the amount of
money this government professes to be the case. That is
yet another example of the government being prepared
to say anything and do anything with a view to
promoting its cause in country Victoria in
circumstances where the facts tell precisely the
contrary.
What is going to happen on 25 November next year
when the election is on is that people are going to have
the opportunity to register their concern about this, and
we are going to see some changes. There will be
changes in here that are reflective of the changes that
are being forced upon country Victorians by this
government. People are actually having to change their
way of life, because this Labor government, this Bracks
Labor government, this Melbourne Labor government
does not understand how country Victorians live their
lives, does not care how country Victorians live their
lives and is doing nothing that is going to advantage
these people as they move forward. It is a disgrace. This
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ridiculous, self-serving commentary by the government
here today is just that. It is pathetic.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure this morning to speak on this matter of public
importance, which highlights the benefits the Bracks
government has brought to regional Victoria. I well
remember prior to the 1999 election when we had
seven dark years of the Kennett government. We had
the closure of hospitals, the closure of schools, nurses
sacked, teachers sacked, individual contracts — we had
a whole plethora of things happening in regional
Victoria. And as the Minister for Agriculture said,
people were basically just voting with their feet: they
were leaving regional Victoria and moving back into
the cities. Regional Victoria was not a place where
people wanted to live, and that was evidenced by the
population decline in that part of Victoria. I well
remember, when we were elected in 1999, having heard
Mr Kennett refer to regional Victoria as the toenails of
the state.
It is very easy for us to forget those years, especially
when we listen here to speaker after speaker on the
opposition side, particularly the members of The
Nationals who sat by and let occur all these things that
they knew were causing direct harm to regional
Victoria. They allowed those hospitals to be closed,
they allowed those railway lines to be closed, and they
allowed the electricity industry to be sold, knowing full
well that every government was going to have to
continue to subsidise electricity so that people in
regional Victoria did not pay more than people in
Melbourne. That is the situation we were left with. We
need to continue to work on the disadvantages that were
created under those flawed privatisation systems to
make sure that regional Victoria is not continuously
disadvantaged by them.
The most galling part of the debate this morning has
been listening to the members of the opposition and
The Nationals who sat by and let all those rail lines be
closed stand here today and with straight faces say all
the things they have said. They criticise the regional rail
upgrade and the rebuilding of country rail, yet they sat
back, absolutely mute, while the Kennett government
ripped up and closed down those services. And they
stand here today and with straight faces criticise us for
rebuilding regional rail!
I turn to a couple of specific programs in the electorate
of Macedon. Major government-facilitated investments
include $1.3 million for stage 1 of the expansion of the
sawmilling operations of Black Forest Timbers in
Woodend. We have had the rebuilding of police
stations in Gisborne, Romsey and Lancefield. Under
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the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund
25 projects worth over $34 million have been
announced in northern Victoria, the Macedon Ranges
included. Among these projects are $375 000 for the
expansion of new Gisborne industrial estates and the
connection of natural gas to seven towns in the
electorate of Macedon.
It was galling to listen to the member for South-West
Coast stand here yesterday and preach to us about the
benefits of natural gas. In seven years, what did
members of the previous government do to the gas
industry?
Mr Jasper interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — They sold it! And they created
no — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
All speakers to this point have been given reasonable
freedom without interjection. I ask the members for
Murray Valley and Bass to cease interjecting in that
manner.
Mr Smith — But she’s inciting us!
Ms DUNCAN — They did nothing to facilitate the
extension of gas in the future — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Bass shall not make
remarks to the Chair in that manner.
Ms DUNCAN — They did everything to ensure that
there would not be, without massive government
assistance, any extension of natural gas at all. So all
these towns that are seeing the benefit of natural gas
today can thank one government and one government
only, and that is the Bracks government. I am very
proud to be part of that government, and very proud to
be part of a government that has invested $70 million in
the extension of natural gas. It is galling to sit here and
listen to members, like the member for South-West
Coast, preaching to the converted when they speak to
us about the benefits. We know the benefits, not just in
terms of cost but also environmentally. We deliver on
those sorts of natural benefits.
The other issue I would like to speak about is the rail
upgrade in regional Victoria — this much-maligned
project. We saw the smug face on the member for
Polwarth; we listened to him laughing about this
project. As has been pointed out previously, at the 2002
election what did he say publicly was his position on it?
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That he and the opposition supported it. Of course they
must support it. How could they not support the
rebuilding of a transport system that had had nothing
much done to it for 120 years?
When I listen to the people that criticise this project I
ask them one simple question: ‘What part of this
regional rail upgrade do you say is not necessary?’. Do
they believe the tracks were in such excellent condition
that we did not need to re-lay them? Do they believe
signals that are over 120 years old should remain in
place? Do they believe we do not need additional trains
on this system? Do they believe we do not need to
create a piece of infrastructure that not only will deliver
improved and more reliable services when it is finished
but will allow this government and all future
governments to continue to increase train services on
those lines as the demand for them increases, as we
know it must?
We know we must encourage people to use public
transport to get off the roads and to use the train system,
and that could not and would not occur if this system
were not upgraded. It was absolutely beyond patching
up. I am galled by people who criticise this project.
They will criticise any number of aspects of it, but they
cannot fundamentally criticise the project itself, the
need for re-laying the entire track system, installing
completely new signalling right up and down all those
corridors and providing new trains for each of those
corridors. This is a project I am particularly proud of
this government for introducing.
Governments are often criticised for not thinking
beyond the next election. This is a project that will
bring benefits to regional Victoria not just when it is
completed but for the next 50 to 100 years. This project
shows that this government invests in regional Victoria
now and for the future. The vast benefit that this project
will deliver will be felt in the years to come when we
can deliver services on track to meet the needs of the
21st century as regional Victoria continues to grow.
Members of the opposition suggest that because some
express trains will not stop at every station that the
system is somehow an insult to these communities.
When in government, members opposite stood back
and let train systems close. If there is no train system in
place, you cannot get too many trains stopping at or
starting from stations! This is a wonderful project. It is
part of this government’s commitment to regional
Victoria as it continues to grow.
Labor said prior to the 1999 election that it would grow
the whole of the state. This is evidenced in the
investment, whether you look at the Regional
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Infrastructure Development Fund or the Community
Support Fund and where that money is going. Instead
of being spent in Melbourne building icons to the
Premier, as happened previously, this money is being
used to develop much-needed facilities right across
Victoria. No matter where you live in Victoria, whether
in the cities or regional Victoria, this government is
investing and growing the whole state. We are seeing
record investment. We are seeing an increase in
population figures. We are seeing reduced
unemployment. We are seeing people vote with their
feet by moving out to regional Victoria.

is proposing to impose is going to cut into properties
valued at $20 000 and upwards, in comparison with a
threshold of $200 000 and upwards for normal land tax.
Not only is all the Treasurer’s past bragging about
raising the threshold and removing properties in
country Victoria from the tax net now being undone in
relation to trusts, but the tax net is now being cast far
wider than it has ever been cast before. Just about every
property in regional Victoria that is owned through a
trust will become liable for land tax if it is within a
taxable category because it is likely to have a value
above $20 000.

As has been said by previous speakers, there is a sense
of hope. There is a commitment to invest in Victoria. I
am very proud to be a part of this government. I am
very proud to speak on this matter of public importance
and to highlight and remind people of where this
government has come from and where we are going.

People that you speak to out there in the real world
cannot believe how incredibly ill-considered and
ignorant the Treasurer and the government have been in
bringing forward this measure. They just cannot
understand how this proposal ever got to cabinet,
obtained cabinet approval and was posted on the State
Revenue Office’s web site as a decision that was made
by government and was to be legislated in spring.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is yet another
matter of public importance put forward by the member
for Broadmeadows praising himself in his capacity as
Treasurer and Minister for State and Regional
Development. As others have indicated, self-praise is
really no praise at all.
The question that has to be asked is why it is that the
member for Broadmeadows cannot get anybody else in
his party to put forward a matter of public importance
supporting his efforts as the Treasurer and Minister for
State and Regional Development. Why is he so
isolated? Why, when he wants to have something good
said about himself, does he have to take the lead on it?
I suppose you can understand why the Treasurer is
particularly isolated and unpopular with his party
colleagues when you look at the difficulties he has been
causing in particular to the Premier as well as to the rest
of his party through his bungled handling of the land
tax issue. Indeed the Treasurer, the member for
Broadmeadows, likes to give the impression that he is
business savvy and that he has some understanding of
the real world of investment and finance. We are really
now at the stage of three strikes and he should be out as
far as his handling of land tax is concerned. Two years
in a row he has told the community including his own
colleagues that he has fixed the land tax problem. Then
what do we find? On top of across-the-board increases
in land tax that he has imposed and the damage that has
caused, he has now come out with this almost
unbelievably stupid proposal to impose additional
higher land tax on trusts.
In terms of its impact on regional Victoria, this new
land tax with a 1 per cent flat rate which the Treasurer

Not only does one have to ask how it was that the
Treasurer, with his purported understanding of business
matters, could allow this proposal to go forward, but
one must also ask: what were other members of the
cabinet doing when this proposition came before them?
What was the Minister for Small Business doing? Was
he briefed by his department? What understanding did
he himself display of the consequence of this measure
for thousands of small businesses across the state and in
particular across regional Victoria when they are going
to be hit with this new land tax, when they own their
small business investments, when they own their
professional practice investments or when they own
their family homes or their retirement properties or
other country properties through a trust? What was the
Minister for Agriculture doing? He was on his feet a
short time ago talking lyrically about regional Victoria.
What was he doing to protect regional Victoria from
this new impost that will apply to all taxable properties
with a value down to $20 000? Where was his
understanding of what is going on in the real world?
We have had a number of government speakers in the
debate so far trying to perpetuate this myth of the
Kennett run-down of the economy and of social
infrastructure. The fact needs to be restated, albeit
briefly in the time permitted for this debate, that the first
term of the Kennett government was devoted primarily
to repairing the damage of the Cain and Kirner era,
getting the state’s finances stabilised and rebuilding the
Victorian economy. Then in the second term, as even
the statistics in the back of the current budget papers
will bear out, it was devoted to making significant
increases in expenditure as the capacity of the state to
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do so permitted to rebuild and extend social services,
including those in the fields of health and education. As
far as rebuilding the regional economy of Victoria was
concerned, the massive investment in rural water
infrastructure and concerted effort to attract
high-value-added agricultural product and food
processing industries has borne fruit in country Victoria
and has created a momentum that has extended despite
the efforts of the Bracks government and the damage
that it has been doing.
So regional Victoria has had a welcome resurgence
over recent years, but the problem that we are now
facing is that the Bracks government cannot continue to
live off the legacy of the previous government and the
momentum that was established by that government
and, as was referred to by the Leader of The Nationals,
sustained and extended by the federal coalition
government under the leadership shown by the Prime
Minister, John Howard, and the Treasurer, Peter
Costello.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
Previous speakers have been left without interjection. I
ask members to refrain.
Mr CLARK — Our Treasurer has to stop kidding
himself that all is well with the Victorian economy, and
in particular that all is well with the economy of
regional Victoria, because the statistics just do not bear
that out. The consistent message coming out of the
economic statistics is that Victoria is back in the second
half of the national economic pack and that we are
suffering from a growing lack of momentum.
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5.6 per cent in June 2004, and the number of
unemployed increased from 37 200 to 46 900. The data
is pointing to problems emerging and growing, and the
government should be taking heed of that. Statewide
figures tell a similar story. It is particularly worrying
that over the year to May Victoria’s exports fell by
5 percent, compared with a 19.4 per cent rise nationally.
The other clear warning message is coming from
business surveys. The latest Sensis survey to May
shows that the Bracks government’s approval rating
amongst Victoria’s small and medium enterprises
remains at a record low of negative 32 per cent. If one
looks at business confidence in regional Victoria, it is
now 15 percentage points lower than the national
average for regional confidence, standing at 46 per cent,
compared with a national regional average of 61 per
cent.
So all is not well in regional Victoria, and the
government needs to heed that message. It needs to
start reversing some of the damage that it has been
doing. It needs to start winding back the proliferation of
red tape of recent years. It needs to abandon this
disgraceful proposal for extended land tax on trusts, and
it needs to fix up the underlying land tax position. It
needs to reconsider measures such as the recent
extension of stamp duty to apply to company wind-ups.
It needs to get a decent, long-term infrastructure plan in
place rather than the year-to-year, hand-to-mouth
approach that it has followed since it was elected. It
also needs to improve its accountability for service
delivery. There are a lot of opportunities in Victoria.
We need to seize the moment rather than neglecting it,
as the Bracks government has been doing.

If we look at the figures on regional labour to start, we
can see that in 2002–03 the average number of
unemployed persons in regional Victoria was 38 300.
That number grew to 39 400 in 2003–04 and continued
to rise sharply to a 46 300 average in 2004–05. There is
a growing divide in employment opportunities between
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria, with the
unemployment rate at 6.9 per cent in regional Victoria
compared with 5.2 per cent in metropolitan Melbourne.
Victoria has had the highest average regional
unemployment rate in Australia in 2004–05 at 6.9 per
cent, compared with 6.6 per cent in New South Wales,
5 per cent in Queensland and 4 per cent in South
Australia.

Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It gives me a great deal
of pleasure to rise to speak in support of this matter of
public importance. It is a matter of public importance,
and it has been important to this government in a way
that it was not important to the previous government.
This government has been listening to and supporting
regional Victoria, and nowhere more so than in
Gippsland and in particular in my seat of Morwell in
the Latrobe Valley. The Latrobe Valley was attacked
like no other region by the previous government. The
Latrobe Valley was where it destroyed jobs, destroyed
communities and sold and shut down hospitals. And of
course it degraded the rail system. As you would know,
Acting Speaker, it shut down the rail system in
Gippsland and the Latrobe Valley.

The small area labour market data shows a progressive
worsening of many of Victoria’s regional labour
markets. In March 2005 the unemployment rate in
regional Victoria reached 7 per cent, compared with

Regional Victoria is and has always been important to
this government. In the Latrobe Valley we had one of
the first ministerial task forces put in place specifically
to address a regional disadvantage — not in the city,
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but in the regional area. It was chaired by the Treasurer,
and other senior ministers in health and education were
involved in making sure that one part of regional
Victoria that had been most harshly dealt with by the
previous government was listened to first and foremost.
This government listened to the people of Gippsland
generally and the Latrobe Valley in particular, worked
in partnership and recognised the responsibility that this
government has to govern for all Victorians and then
made a real and substantial investment, not just in the
time and energy of those ministers but also in real and
substantial capital investment.
This government continues to make that investment in
regional Victoria and encourages others to make that
investment in regional Victoria. You do not encourage
others to move to and invest in regional Victoria by
branding them, as the previous government did, the
toenails of Victoria. What you do is make sure that
everybody in Victoria, Australia and right across the
world knows that you can make it happen in provincial
Victoria, as this government does, and that you can also
live in regional areas right across the state and not just
in metropolitan Melbourne. You can have a regional
skilled migration program where we bring people
directly into Victoria and to regional Victoria, and you
do that by working in partnership with regional Victoria
and, again, by listening and acting. In that way you can
make sure that regional Victoria is and continues to be a
great place to invest, to live and to raise a family.
This government recognises that regional Victoria
needs to share in the prosperity that has been brought
about by responsible government. All of Victoria will
continue to be a great place to live and to invest time,
energy and capital in social and economic
infrastructure. It is great to have the Minister for Health
here, because this government has made an investment
in a $21 million cancer care centre in the Latrobe
Valley in Gippsland and an $8 million investment in
community mental health facilities and an outreach
centre.
Do you know what the government had to do, Acting
Speaker, before it did that? Before this government
could make those investments it had to buy back the
public hospital. It had to buy the hospital that was sold
by the previous government. Every one of those
members on the opposition benches put up their hand to
vote to shut down great hospitals in Moe and Traralgon
and then sell them off, to sell the whole Latrobe
Regional Hospital to the private sector. This
government bought it back. This minister made the
investment in the cancer centre and mental health
services. Of course in Gippsland we continue to share
in the almost 6000 extra nurses and more than
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1000 extra doctors who have been employed since this
government has been in power in Victoria. There are
extra ambulances, paramedics and ambulance stations
right across regional Victoria.
In education we in regional Victoria got our share of the
5200 extra full-time teachers who have been put on
since 1999. We in regional Victoria got to share in
reduced class sizes — not just metropolitan Melbourne,
not just those people in the favoured areas but right
across regional Victoria. Retention rates are up, and we
continue to make that investment in education with,
importantly, $89 million in the last budget — what a
great investment — to make sure that every school
student in Victoria will have access to broadband
services through fibre-optic connections.
Where is that going to be of most benefit? It is going to
benefit those places in rural Victoria, country Victoria,
which were ignored by the former government. It shut
schools down. We build schools, we invest in schools
and we make sure schools in rural and regional Victoria
give the same standard of education and the same
quality of service as those in the metropolitan area.
There could not be any starker contrast than the contrast
between what we have done in education compared to
what those people who gladly sit on the diminishing
opposition benches did in regional Victoria.
The Gippsland education precinct in my electorate is
the result of a $16 million investment by this
government in making sure that we can combine and
partner with the local university and TAFE colleges and
that young students in the Latrobe Valley, an important
part of regional Victoria, get the same opportunities as
are provided in Melbourne. After years and years of
neglect by the previous government, finally Traralgon
Secondary College’s east and west campuses are being
rebuilt by this government, not by the previous
government — it ignored them.
Other investments have been made in Kosciusko Street
Primary School in my electorate and in kindergartens
which were closed down, defunded, by the previous
government. Now there is a reinvestment in
kindergartens to make sure that all Victorian children
benefit from those important early years of education.
We have increased the education maintenance
allowance so that those who are disadvantaged can
make sure they get the best out of the education system.
Victorians want safe communities, and this government
has delivered not just in metropolitan areas but right
across Victoria, with new police stations and courts in
Moe and the Morwell justice precinct, which is a
$38 million investment for the police and the court
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system. We have a new police station in Boolarra, a
one-officer police station. Instead of shutting down the
stations, we make sure that policing occurs in those
small communities.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr JENKINS — The neighbourhood renewal
program — a great partnership with the community.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr JENKINS — This is what happens when you
partner with the community. When you work with the
community you can continue to make improvements.
Mr Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Bass will refrain from
interjecting.
Mr JENKINS — When you work with the
community you can make sure that you address the
disadvantaged in the community. When you work with
the community you can do great things. You can create
employment, you can improve public housing and you
can reinvent and renew neighbourhoods that were
ignored by the previous government.
In the area of transport, infrastructure projects not just
in metropolitan Melbourne — where the EastLink
project is being funded through a private sector
partnership in a user-pays system — but also in other
areas will ensure that we will be able to continue to
make the investments we need right across Victoria. An
example is the Pakenham bypass, which will be a great
improvement in transport infrastructure.
Mr Smith — You are running three years late!
Mr JENKINS — I have heard it called galling, but
it is unmitigated gall for the opposition to complain
about the regional fast rail project and the revitalising of
the Victorian rail system. This is a new and interesting
way to be an opposition spokesperson for transport —
complain that the government is investing hundreds of
millions of dollars in the regional rail system. What a
new and interesting policy! What members of the
opposition are going to do, if they ever get into power
again, is de-invest. They will not make any investment
in regional Victoria and regional rail. Could somebody
tell me what is wrong with having faster, safer, more
frequent, more reliable, more comfortable trains in
regional Victoria? What is wrong with investing in
regional Victoria?
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Firstly, in government the opposition parties ran down
the train system. Now in opposition they are running
down our renewal of the train system. This government
is making that investment. This government is going to
improve the transport system, not just the tram tracks
and not just in metropolitan Melbourne but in regional
Victoria. The ministers responsible need to be
congratulated, and Victorians will continue to vote with
their feet by getting on the train and going out to
regional Victoria, being able to visit Melbourne and
being able to do it using a system that has been rebuilt
by this government, which invests in regional Victoria.
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I must say it is with great
enjoyment that I to join in discussing this matter of
public self-praise and self-indulgence by the Minister
for State and Regional Development and some of the
speakers from the other side, who obviously have
short-term memory loss. They are not trying to look
back into history; they are trying to rewrite history.
One only has to go back to 1992 when we took
government to see the mess we had here in this state.
We had had Cain and Kirner, who had devalued this
state down to practically zero: we were referred to as
the rust-bucket state. We had $70 billion worth of debts
and liabilities that were created by whackers like those
opposite, who called themselves the Labor government
at the time. Even now they think they are doing a great
job. I can tell them they are not. They are mismanagers
of money and are hopeless in what they do. I can say to
them now that they have done nothing for my little
patch of ground called Bass. What they have done to us
is an absolute disgrace. They have ignored us. They
probably think they are smart by ignoring me and my
constituents, trying to teach them a lesson because they
voted for me instead of Susan Davies. I am going to
fight and I am going to make sure we get the things in
our electorate that we are entitled to.
When you read this self-praise by the Treasurer you
have to remember that it is the same Treasurer who
comes in here and in answers to questions reads out
press releases about how good he thinks he is. What
sort of Treasurer is that? He does not offer anything to
this Parliament or to the state of Victoria. It is all
self-praise and that is no recommendation. He surely
cannot be looked at as being a good Treasurer. It will
not be reflected upon very well in the years to come.
The Treasurer is saying they are going to do things for
regional Victoria. And yet the new planning minister,
the man who is supposed to be making good strong
decisions to allow development in regional Victoria,
was running around Bass saying that they do not want
any coastal development in that area. They do not want

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
1904

ASSEMBLY

to have the investment promised there. They do not
want the $700 million worth of investment and
hundreds and hundreds of jobs that would come from
one project, which is Tarwin Cove. There is another
project by a developer by the name of Bruce Gibson,
another $700 million development that he wants to put
into the Bass Coast Shire. Yet the Minister for Planning
was running around saying, ‘Oh no, we don’t want
coastal development. We don’t want ribbon
development along the coastline’.
Tarwin Cove is 5 kilometres out of Inverloch. The
minister is not putting forward an argument. Yet we
have the Treasurer saying, ‘We are going to do things
for regional Victoria. We are going to have strong
employment growth’. The last lot of figures that came
out showed that there was a massive blow-out in the
Bass Coast region’s unemployment rate, which went up
by 19 per cent. That is not what you would call strong
employment growth in our area. Why? Because this
government has not invested one cent in doing anything
for the people of Bass Coast.
We heard all the ravings and ramblings by members
talking about natural gas and what the government has
done. We do not have natural gas in my area. Where
has it gone? The sum of $70 million was promised for
natural gas. How much has actually been spent? How
much has really gone into putting gas pipelines down?
And how much has gone into putting them into Labor
areas? The only areas it has gone into in Victoria are
areas that are held by the Labor Party. They are sucking
up to all their mates out there and putting money into
their own little electorates. I can tell them they cannot
keep neglecting the people in the other parts of Victoria
who are entitled to get gas. They are holding back on
industry and development by not investing in gas.
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Wonthaggi and a heap more in South Gippsland is a
blight on our amenity and on the Victorian coastline.
Yet what does Minister Hulls do? He approves them in
the areas where they should not be but allows them to
be stopped in areas run by the Labor Party. We have
long memories, not like the people on the other side of
the chamber. We will not forget what they have done to
the people in our areas.
I am pleased that the Minister for Health is here. We
have asked for a proper fully funded accident and
emergency department in the hospital at Wonthaggi.
The area has 35 000 to 40 000 people living there on a
permanent basis who are entitled to an accident and
emergency facility at their public hospital. The minister
has fobbed this off. She gave it to a committee which
looked at it for about 12 months and then said in a
report that the health services there were the poorest
standard available because there was no accident and
emergency provision. She put that report in the hands
of Val Callister, an old Labor hack who used to be a
member of Parliament and who is now the regional
manager of health in that area. Health is an absolute
debacle, and it is because of the way she is
administering it. She has been given three months now
to have an extra look at how they are going to put in
something sustainable.
I will tell members how to put in something that is
sustainable. The government should put in enough
money to employ doctors who can wait for their
customers to come into an accident and emergency
department and service them properly. We have
ambulances that go to a doctor’s surgery before they go
to a hospital. How many Labor members have to put up
with that sort of thing? It is not good enough.

There is a major pipeline coming out of Bass Strait and
going straight up through the middle of the electorate of
Bass. Where is the gas for the people down there?
Where is the gas for the people at the Wonthaggi
hospital? Where is the gas for Tabro Meats? Where is
the gas for the giant plant farm on Phillip Island? There
is none. Yet the gas pipeline runs right out of the sea
and through the middle of the electorate. Where is the
gas for Koo Wee Rup and Lang Lang? They are towns
that need that facility so they can get industry. It should
not just be into Labor towns but those that really
deserve and need it.

The Minister for State and Regional Development came
into the house and said how good things are in regional
Victoria. My electorate is an hour’s drive out of
Melbourne and we are being treated like muck. It is not
good enough for the minister to treat us like that and to
come in here and say that he is doing a good job. It is
self indulgent for him to come in here and say things
are good in rural and regional Victoria. They are not
good. Our farmers hate him and hate this government
for what they are doing to the state, for the lack of
facilities, the lack of infrastructure, the lack of
employment and the lack of opportunities being offered
to people in our area.

What do we get? We get wind farms forced on us. Do
they go into Labor areas? No. What about into Ballan?
No, they could not go into an area like that, because it
might be a blight on its amenity. It might be in the flight
path of some eagles. Allowing six of them to be built in

It is a disgrace for the Minister for State and Regional
Development to come in here this morning and
self-indulgently tell us how good he thinks he has been
and how good this government is. He will be
remembered badly in the history of the state of Victoria
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for the way he has handled its finances. Members on
the other side will also be condemned for what the
minister has done in Victoria. People will remember the
Kennett years as being great years. This government is
riding on the coat-tails of the hard work that was done
by the Kennett government and the tough decisions that
were made in Victoria. We did a great job; the
government is doing a lousy job.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am very proud to
speak today on this matter of public importance. I am
proud because this government has consistently
demonstrated its solid commitment to country Victoria
and the people who live and work there.
Since I was elected in 2002 I have heard opposition
members talk about how they see themselves as the
natural supporters of country Victoria. They say that
they are the true representatives of country Victoria. I
have also heard them consistently talking down country
Victoria. We heard the member for Box Hill talking it
down earlier. I am not sure when he last visited country
Victoria, or even whether he knows where it is, but the
picture he paints is not the picture that I see daily out in
regional areas. The member for Bass talked about
communities not forgetting. Victorian communities will
not forget what the Kennett government did to them.
The reality is that members of the Kennett government
sat across a cabinet table which saw the closure of
176 country schools, the closure of country hospitals,
the closure of country train lines, the running down of
infrastructure and the loss of jobs, whether it was
teachers, nurses or police. Industries were closed down.
That was the record we saw and that Victorians saw.
When I travelled through country Victorian during that
period, people told me that the heart of their
communities was being ripped out by the Kennett
government. If the hospital and the school closes then
families and older people move away. There are no jobs
to sustain generations in those communities. They lost
their heart. But they fought back. They saw what was
being done and they fought back to protect their
communities. The reality is that the appalling record is
on the other side of this house. The member for Box
Hill talked about legacy and said that this government
is living off the legacy of the Kennett government. I am
not living off that legacy, and neither is this government
because that legacy was appalling; we do not want to
live off it. Talk about the rewriting of history! The
reality is that the Kennett government ripped the heart
out of country Victoria. This government talks about
governing for all Victoria, and it delivers. It does not
just talk about it, it is delivering for all Victorians. We
are delivering for country Victoria and we are
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delivering within country Victoria as well. We are
delivering for small towns as well as large towns.
We have invested across the board, whether it is in
major infrastructure or basic services which are crucial
to the sustainability of communities including nurses,
teachers and police. We have invested in community
projects that help bind our communities together, and
we have done that with neighbourhood renewal and by
supporting volunteer groups. We have seen it in the
small towns project. They are important projects that
bind our communities together.
Nowhere can we more clearly illustrate our
commitment than in my area of Bellarine and in the
Greater Geelong area. There is too much to go through,
but I will touch on some of the important investments
that the government has made including infrastructure.
In health, the Grace McKellar Centre is an aged care
and rehabilitation centre that the previous government
was going to privatise, and we know what success it
had with privatising health services. We have invested
$80 million to make it a state-of-the-art facility for
people who require rehabilitation and aged care
services. We invested $26.1 million in an accident and
emergency department. We invested $18 million in the
Andrew Love cancer centre.
We have built Newcomb City Health, a brand new
community health centre, the Belmont Community Centre
and an ambulance station in Ocean Grove-Barwon Heads.
We have invested in public dental services with a 146 per
cent increase to Bellarine Peninsula Community Health
Service and a 43 per cent increase to Barwon Health.
There has been a 60 per cent increase to Barwon Health
alone with new investments announced recently of around
$18 million to deal with waiting lists and increasing
populations. It is the eighth busiest hospital in Australia,
which is incredible. We are investing to ensure that it can
meet demand.
In education the Kennett government sacked
9000 teachers and closed schools. Our record in my
area alone is that Gordon Institute of TAFE received
$16 million to open its new facilities. We invested
$9 million in a new training centre. In Bellarine we
have seen the upgrade of the Ocean Grove Primary
School, the Wallington Primary School, and a new
Leopold Primary School, as well as the Leopold Indoor
Neighbourhood Centre and the new school in Ocean
Grove. We have invested in new roofs, new toilets, new
playgrounds and new portables. All the schools across
Bellarine are benefiting. There has been the backyard
blitz, the new replacement school for Newcomb
Secondary College, and student welfare officers in our
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most disadvantaged communities to work with students
to keep them in school.

the National Celtic Festival, which is a growing
success.

In community safety we have seen new police stations
in Ocean Grove and Torquay. I have said this a few
times, but it is important to remind opposition members
that there were going to be no police in Bellarine. The
Kennett government was going to close the stations in
Bellarine. This government has built a 24-hour
response capacity station in Ocean Grove with
35 police — —

Let us talk about transport and the regional fast rail
service. I hate to disappoint the member for Polwarth,
but it is a good news story. Ten years from now, if we
had not done it, people would not be travelling on a
train from Geelong to Melbourne, because that
infrastructure was falling apart. Anyone can tell you
about the signalling system that holds it up — that is, if
it rains the trains stop because of the signalling system.
We needed this infrastructure. We will have a 25 per
cent increase in services. This is a good news story for
all Geelong residents.

Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — I am happy to talk about that.
There are 35 police officers in Bellarine. Under the
Kennett government there would have been no police;
now there are 35 officers. That is a stark contrast.
One of the first areas we developed for natural gas was
North Bellarine, and $1.75 million was invested to
provide gas. That has made a big difference. People
who had holiday homes are now making Portarlington,
St Leonards and Indented Head their permanent
residence, and that is making a big difference to the
quality of life in those communities.
A fantastic investment of $13.5 million has been made
in the Geelong Football Club to secure what will be the
leading country football team in Australia. It is the
leading team, and we will win the premiership too! This
is such an important investment for the community.
The club generates an enormous amount in terms of
economic and social contribution to the local
community.
The small towns fund is a great program, and
communities in my area have overwhelmingly
benefited from it. These are not huge projects; some
are, but some are small. It is about investing in the
projects that bind us together as a community. The
neighbourhood house in Drysdale has benefited from a
reworking. We have built the William Buckley Trail
which celebrates the history of William Buckley in
St Leonards. We saved the Ocean Grove park which
was to have been sold off, and are now investing in
infrastructure including walking trails, playgrounds,
et cetera so that the whole community can benefit from
it. Clifton Springs harbour is a fantastic project. We
have seen major investments in boat ramps across
Bellarine that were nearly falling down.
In tourism, three years of funding of $100 000 has been
committed by this government for the Queenscliff
Music Festival; and in Portarlington we are supporting

There is $5 million for the new Marshall station —
again, we are investing in public transport. We have
invested in new bus services on the Bellarine Peninsula,
including in Newcomb and Whittington. We are
investing to assist people to travel and move around in
Geelong and to Melbourne. That is attracting people to
the Geelong region. We have record population growth
both in Bellarine and in the greater Geelong area. Every
year 2500 people are added to the population. That is
fantastic news and we are providing the services to
meet that demand.
Let us talk about unemployment. The last figures, I
think in Saturday’s paper, showed that the
unemployment rate in the Barwon region is 4.9 per
cent, compared with a higher state average. We are
doing well: we are creating jobs locally and people are
moving there.
We have also been listening. We have been out there.
Community cabinets have met in Geelong. The
Parliament will sit in Geelong later this year. We are
listening to country Victoria and we are investing in the
things that matter to the people there. We are driving
population growth, investment and a positive
employment. It is a good news story and I am very
proud to stand up here and say: we govern for all
Victoria, we govern for Bellarine, we govern for
Portarlington and we govern for Horsham.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I join the debate on
the matter of public importance, following the member
for Bellarine who has no doubt been provided with her
cheat sheet in relation to fast rail. We know that
members opposite have all been handed another cheat
sheet about fast rail. It has gone to the members in
Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and the Latrobe Valley, and
they have been told, ‘Blame the Liberal Party’, as
indeed they have been told on numerous occasions on a
number of other projects that when you lack vision and

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 20 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

cannot deliver your projects across the state, you must
blame the Liberal Party.
It is amazing what a difference an election makes. I also
have just had a meeting with the Alliance of Councils
for Rail Freight Development.
Mr Hardman — What a waste of their time!
Mr MULDER — I have just had a meeting with the
councils. As I said, it is extraordinary what a difference
an election makes. Prior to the last state election when
representatives of the councils were down here visiting
with the Minister for Transport they were all given
rock-solid commitments in relation to rail
standardisation throughout the state and told that the
minister had the program in place. The Bracks Labor
government was supposed to deliver this vital project
for rural and regional Victoria, but what has happened
since then? Absolutely nothing, absolutely zero! In fact
when you talk to members of the alliance you find that
they are saying that the minister is now completely and
totally uninterested in the entire project. The minister
obviously believes he has no capacity whatsoever to
deliver on rail standardisation throughout Victoria,
which begs the question: where do you go with the
government’s commitment by 2010 that 30 per cent of
freight will be moved by rail throughout the state? It is
not going to happen — it is never going to happen.
A commitment was given to return the line from
Mildura to Geelong to a passenger service standard. I
understand that the documents forwarded to the
government by Pacific National about the potential for
and the costs associated with that did not originally
include options for standardisation. They have gone
back and been looked at and the government has now
come up with the answer that it is simply too difficult
and too expensive. Once again not only do we have
individual communities that have been lied to and
conned by this Labor government but we have a
broader community right throughout rural and regional
Victoria that will have extremely negative impacts on
its economy if we do not get rail standardisation back
on the drawing board.
In the past, when the lease was transferred from Freight
Australia to Pacific National, we have heard the
minister and the Treasurer in this house claiming that
all had been cured, that rail standardisation could now
go ahead and that there would be open access regimes.
Yet every single commitment and comment they have
made in relation to this matter has proved to be
completely and totally incorrect. It is a government that
cannot deliver for rural or regional Victoria.
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It is interesting to look at what is happening out there in
the labour market in regional Victoria and how the
government put together this matter of public
importance. It talks about strong employment growth
and vibrant population growth, but when you look at
the actual figures they tell a completely different story.
In 2002–03 the average number of unemployed in
regional Victoria was 38 300. That grew to 39 400 in
2003–04 and then rose sharply to 46 300 in 2004–05.
Unemployment in rural and regional Victoria is rising,
and rising sharply. There is a divide in employment
opportunities between metropolitan Melbourne and
regional Victoria. In 2002–03 the unemployment rate
was precisely the same, at 5.8 per cent. In 2004–05 the
gap has grown to a huge extent, with unemployment
rising to an average of 6.9 per cent in regional Victoria
while it has fallen to 5.2 per cent in metropolitan
Melbourne. That can only come about because a
government has taken its eye off the ball and failed to
invest in vital projects in rural and regional Victoria.
I know we are going to hear time and time again
members on the other side saying, ‘At all costs you
must defend our investment in the fast train project’ —
or as it has been commonly referred to in rural and
regional Victoria, the ‘farce train project’, because that
is exactly what that project has turned out to be. Each
month it appears that another announcement comes
forward in relation to this project that once again proves
that the investment was off target. It will be somewhere
of the order of $1.3 billion to $1.4 billion and there will
be no real benefit for rural and regional Victoria as a
result of investment in these fast train projects.
How on earth did the Minister for Transport fall for
buying a B-class, dodgy train protection warning
system for our fast train projects? When that train
protection warning system arrived here in Victoria it
was discovered that it was not suitable for trains that
travel faster than 130 kilometres an hour. Why was a
full assessment not carried out on that train protection
warning system before it arrived here? We know there
is suitable technology in Europe. Evidence given to a
House of Lords committee in relation to train safety
over there referred to a European train protection
warning system that has the ability to have detectors
fitted to level crossings which warn a train driver that
there is an object stranded on a level crossing. Why did
we not get that technology for Victoria, and why did we
get stuck with a B-class system? There are 36 level
crossings on the Latrobe Valley line, 43 on the Bendigo
line, 29 on the Ballarat line and 17 on the Geelong line.
In the last month there have been two fatalities in level
crossing accidents here in Victoria and yet we passed
up the opportunity to have technology in place which
could prevent deaths at level crossings.
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The only other way to deal with this would be grade
separation, but grade separation at all those crossings is
simply not viable. Doing a complete and total grade
separation package at some of those crossings could
cost between $20 million and $30 million. We are
going to be stuck with trains travelling through level
crossings at speeds of up to 160 kilometres an hour
with no real improvement in level crossing safety on
those lines. How could you invest that amount of
money and get it so wrong?
Every time we go to the government’s web site there is
another host of cost variations in relation to the fast
train project. Even locks and keys for the signal boxes.
Would you not have thought, when you were going
down the path of scoping the work for a train project,
that you would have looked at very small issues such as
that? Something of the order of $24 000 has had to be
coughed up down the line because it was not included
in the original scoping or the original project. The
government is open to demands by the contractors of
the day to pay up whatever they demand.
Have a look further at the Geelong line and green
ballast. Once again we have a major fault with the
construction of the line. Who is going to pay for this
down the line? We know and understand the
government’s plan for these four fast train projects in
regional Victoria — handing them back to Pacific
National partially completed. It will hand these lines
back partially completed and with speed restrictions
still in place because it is trying to avoid scrutiny of the
further cost blow-outs needed to complete the work
properly. I have no doubt what will happen from that
point on — Pacific National will be making demands
on the government and the government will be handing
over additional moneys in relation to rail access fees
and upgrade of the line to meet passenger safety
standards. That is how the government is going to avoid
scrutiny in terms of the final contracts and the real cost
of fast rail to the Victorian public.
Have a look at what this government has done to
V/Line services across rural and regional Victoria. It is
ruining the reputations of people who live in those
centres of being good and worthwhile employees. We
know very well that when you climb onto those
services from any of the V/Line centres around the state
you have an 8 per cent to 30 per cent chance of being
late for work or being late for a doctor’s appointment. It
is simply not good enough to continually put at risk
people’s jobs and to continually put at risk the
reputation of rural and regional Victoria.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on this matter of public importance which
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recognises the fantastic work done by the Bracks
government to make provincial Victoria a greater place
to live and raise a family. I would like to congratulate
the Treasurer and Minister for State and Regional
Development for driving the Bracks government’s
program and developing a great state for everybody, not
just the people in Melbourne.
I recently had the privilege of having the Premier’s
chief of staff visit my electorate for a day. I spoke to
him about the issues that my constituents want to see
fixed. However, I also took the opportunity to show
him around the electorate. I showed him the fantastic
programs the Bracks government has put in place and
why it is really important that they keep going into the
future — as we know, they all have time lines. I used
the time for that and I will talk about it a little bit later.
As the matter of public importance (MPI) says, the
Bracks government has had record levels of facilitated
investment. There are examples of that in the Seymour
electorate. One of the first things we did when we came
into government was a simple thing in contributing to
the sealing of the Murrindindi Road but at the end of
that road there is a timber mill which is now owned by
Neville Smiths and is where they mill their green
timber. There are vines growing in the area, and
development and more jobs are being created and
secured by that investment. I recently had the great
privilege of visiting Kinross Farm at Flowerdale.
Kinross Farm provides the fertilised eggs for the serum
for the flu vaccination. That is an amazing thing which
happens in the middle of this beautiful countryside.
They also produce eggs for the general public to
consume. An example in the north-east is Woolworths,
which has built a distribution centre providing 300 jobs.
It is not in a Labor electorate but the Bracks
government recognises that this area is strategically
important and it is growing the whole of the state.
The MPI talks about vibrant population growth. If you
go to places like Wallan and Kilmore, there is
phenomenal growth. Mitchell shire is one of the fastest
growing municipalities in Victoria, not just in regional
Victoria. It is right up there at the top and will continue
to be. When I came into this Parliament Seymour, like
many other towns in country Victoria and across my
electorate, was suffering from population decline.
Seymour is now growing at a slow pace; it is not as fast
as Kilmore and Wallan but it is growing. Towns right
across the Shire of Murrindindi — including Yea and
Alexandria — are growing as well. They are growing
because people want to live in these places. They have
pride in their communities because of fantastic
programs to develop and improve their infrastructure. I
will talk more about that a little bit later.
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Our unprecedented building approval levels are there to
be seen. The state government’s investment through the
$5000 first home owners grant has obviously
encouraged a lot of people to move into affordable
homes in the Seymour electorate. It is close to
Melbourne and they can commute to jobs.
I took Tim Pallas, the Premier’s chief of staff, on a tour.
We started in Seymour and I showed him a few of the
Bracks government programs that have been fantastic
there. That included the development of a brand-new
24-hour police station. The investment in police stations
across country Victoria has been phenomenal. I showed
him the site where an aged care facility is being built,
along with an ambulatory care facility which is also
being built on this site. This is a total investment of
about $6 million, $5 million of which comes from the
state government. A brand-new ambulance station is
being built at Seymour.
I told Tim about Kings Park and all the work that has
gone on there. An exhibition centre was built through
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, and we
hope to have the Victorian wine show operating from
there. We now have a number of expositions and shows
happening in that building. It is creating jobs. There is a
market there once a month under cover. National goat
shows and things like that have been able to be brought
to Seymour. This all provides jobs through people
buying their petrol at the local petrol station and their
food at the local shops.
We then went to Pyalong. It is only a small town, but
the $5 million promised and delivered in the state
budget has built a deviation around the town so it is
safer. There were not many votes in doing that, because
Pyalong is a very small community, but it was done to
save lives in the long run. It will make Pyalong, a
growing town but a tiny town, a better community to
live in. I should also talk about the volunteer grants
through the Department for Victorian Communities,
another great contribution by the Bracks government to
country Victoria. Pyalong Community Centre used its
grant to purchase a computer, which will enable
community members who do not have access to the
Internet to come to the neighbourhood centre and use
its computers. It is really great that we are connecting
Victoria.
From there we went to Kilmore. Funding for children’s
centres was an election promise, and a new centre is
being built. That is fantastic. It is a joint project
between state, federal and local governments. It is an
important project, and I would like to see more
children’s centres across my electorate such as in Yea
and Alexandra, because people in those areas would
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like access to that funding into the future if their shires
support the projects. They are happening, and the
communities want it. Kilmore did not have a 24-hour
police station, but the government promised it in 1999
and now it is building up to 24-hour capacity at the
station, so we are almost there, which is great. The
small town development fund is fantastic.
We also have the Sam De Gabrielle Reserve. Sam was
a dedicated community member and councillor and a
member of the Liberal Party at some stage. A park has
been named in his honour, and a $50 000 grant has
been made to develop the park, with a pathway
connecting the reserve to the middle of Kilmore at
Hudson Park. This project involves students at the
Kilmore International School in the planting of trees. It
is a fine contribution from the community, which is
great to see. Communities would not be able to do this
work on that scale without these community programs,
which is what I wanted to drive home to Tim. We need
to make sure that we are investing in our communities
and that these projects keep going. As soon as we
achieve one project the people and councils want to do
another, so it is imperative that this keeps going.
A brand new secondary college is being built at Wallan,
which is a rapidly growing community. What we are
trying to do with the planning process is to make sure
the community is able to utilise the school outside
hours, because there are not many facilities there and
we have a great opportunity to build something that it
can use for things like performing arts and to access
computers and libraries and so on. We are looking at
shared facilities for the netball courts, because I do not
think there are any netball facilities in the town, except
for the indoor stadium. That is a great project.
I then took Tim to Kinglake, and here I want to talk
about Living Regions Living Suburbs grants. The
district services centre at Kinglake is a great project,
again a result of commonwealth, state and local
government funding arrangements. It is something
community members never had before. They are
building a township, and next door to the centre is a
brand-new police station. Kinglake was miles from any
police station and had never had one before. The
previous government said there was no way it would
build a police station there, but we promised that and
we have delivered it. Kinglake is now a much safer
community. People are able to ring the police and say,
‘We need you’, and the police come almost
immediately. That is fantastic.
Down the hill we visited Yarra Glen, where I told Tim
about the benefits of the natural gas extension program.
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I know that that community will be connected shortly,
because the work has already started.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The time for commenting on the matter of public
importance has now expired.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget outcomes 2003–04
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to make a few
comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report on the 2003–04 budget outcomes.
Again I express my indebtedness to this committee for
finding out more information about the government’s
major projects being behind time and, in some
instances, over budget.
The particular project that the committee has reported
on at page 284 is the Melbourne showgrounds
redevelopment. The report shows problems with the
government’s handling of this particular major project.
The project started off with a taxpayer contribution of
$101 million, and this was made public in budget
information paper 1. The allocation for 2003–04 was
$71.5 million. In other words, the project should have
made substantial progress in 2003–04. What happened
is that the actual expenditure for the 2003–04 year was
$9.976 million, which was made public previously, but
this committee has provided the Parliament with the
details of the expenditure.
At page 285 I note that $5.2 million has been spent on
what the department has described as consultants paid
via and including Major Projects Victoria. A grand total
of $9.976 million was expended in that year, and the
consultants subtotal of $5.24 million related to ‘project
initiation’, ‘master plan’, ‘project support’ and
‘Partnerships Victoria — tender and transaction’. That
is in stark contrast to the information provided by the
department to me via freedom of information
applications, whereby the figures provided to the
opposition on consultancies are vastly different from
the $5.2 million listed in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report.
The government’s explanation for this tardiness in
construction is:
… implementation details were not known and the published
cash flow of $100.7 million over three years was a general
estimate.
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It appears to me that so many of the government’s
published cash flows are almost general estimates. I am
amazed at the audacity of the government in thinking
that that sort of information would suffice to cover its
incapacity to ensure that this project is proceeding in
the way it initially proposed it would.
At one stage the Treasurer revised the expenditure for
2003 down to $6 million. We have the extraordinary
circumstances where the government initially forecast it
would spend $71.5 million on the redevelopment in
2003–04, the Treasurer revised it down to $6 million
and it eventually came out at $9.976 million. This
appears to me to be evidence of the government’s
complete ineptitude in forward planning, as well as in
managing major projects so they are delivered for the
benefit of the people of Victoria.
I notice the revised schedule provided in exhibit 14.5,
which also has further explanatory notes saying that
funding was revised:
… due to the need to establish joint venture arrangements
before construction.

It also flags that the cash flow may need to be
rephased — a wonderful word that the government
keeps coming up with. In other words, there has been a
delay and the cash flow projections may again need to
be altered. This information at page 286 clearly
indicates that the government is more interested in
getting out its press releases on particular major
projects than in planning or supervising particular
projects. It is a case of the minister yet again taking his
hands off the wheel of major projects.
Finally, the committee made a recommendation at
page 287 which basically asks the department to:
… closely monitor progress against each of the milestone
stages to ensure compliance with the financial budget,
completion of time lines and quality standards, so the project
is delivered in an efficient and effective manner.

I would have thought that that is a most apposite
recommendation from this Labor-dominated
committee. The committee is clearly expressing its
reservations and its underlying concern, given the track
record of the changes to the funding flow and given the
explanations by the department and the minister to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee — and
notwithstanding the fact that the government says the
project will be completed on time.
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Road Safety Committee: crashes involving
roadside objects

the new younger teaching work force is well equipped
for the demands of the 21st century environment.

Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — I wish to
comment on the Road Safety Committee’s inquiry into
crashes involving roadside objects. I commend the
committee on its recommendations but note in previous
contributions from members speaking on the report that
when they described roadside objects, trees and power
poles were the main objects mentioned. I want to
highlight the fact that it is not only trees and power
poles that are a roadside hazard for motorists, including
motorcycle riders, but the prolific amount of traffic
management signage on our roadways has contributed
to numerous fatalities and injuries. My personal belief
is that not only can they be a potential hazard, if struck,
but in some cases on some roads the overuse of these
signs can cause a distraction to motorists. I have often
observed drivers wandering off the road as their
attention is drawn to reading and taking in the
information supplied on the signs. In the consideration
of the recommendations of the report, all roadside
objects identified within the report should be
investigated. Again I commend the chairperson and the
committee on the report.

We need to recognise that a small industrialised state
like Victoria depends on the skills, knowledge and
abilities of its population not only to survive but to
thrive in the current world environment. We are in an
increasingly competitive global world, particularly in
our region, and our regional trading competitors are
investing heavily in education and training, trying to
catch up on the edge that Victoria and Australia have
had in terms of the skills and knowledge of our work
force and population. We need to make sure that we
stay ahead of the pack. We need to ensure that the skills
and knowledge our schools offer students not only are
appropriate for now, so they can prosper in today’s
environment, but will give them the capacity to
improve their knowledge, skills and ability to
continually meet the future needs of our society and
economy.

Education and Training Committee:
pre-service teacher training
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak on the
parliamentary Education and Training Committee
report entitled Step Up, Step In, Step Out, on its inquiry
into the suitability of pre-service teacher training in
Victoria. Can I say from the outset that this report from
the Education and Training Committee is a report that I
am extremely proud of. It is report that has had
unanimous cross-party support, and the deliberations of
the committee were characterised by a spirit of
cooperation and a determination by all members to get
it right — to really make a difference in a substantive
way to improving teacher education in this state.
I would also like to acknowledge the incredible
dedication and professionalism of committee staff, in
particular the hard work of the executive officer, Karen
Ellingford, and research officer, Andrew Butler. They
both did a fantastic job.
The importance of teacher training in Victoria is
highlighted by the fact that so many in our teaching
work force are reaching the age of retirement. In the
next 10 years or so the face of our teaching work force
will have changed substantially. Whilst there are major
disadvantages in losing so many of our experienced
teachers, there are huge opportunities in ensuring that

We should be clear about one fact. The quality and
skills of teachers in our schools are the single most
important determining factors in producing quality
educational outcomes for students. That is why this
report was so important and why the committee was so
determined to get it right. In brief, in this context the
committee found that we need to do three important
things. We need to step up the quality, standard and
accountability mechanisms throughout the teacher
education system. We need the current teaching
profession to step into institutions, both to enhance their
qualifications and to share their knowledge and skills
with teacher educators and pre-service teachers. We
need teacher educators to step out into schools —
something that is not done enough now — to develop
an understanding and appreciation of the realities of
teaching and learning in the 21st century classroom.
Before I speak about the committee’s recommendations
I would like to comment on the feedback we have had
to date on the report. Most of the players in the
education community have welcomed this report and
have congratulated us on it. In fact the deans of
education have expressed some support for the
committee’s recommendations. I genuinely hope that
this support translates into proactive action in our
teacher education institutes. We need them to take a far
more substantive partnership with schools and deliver
for the teachers that we have.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Counter-terrorism: preparedness
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — Speaker, I rise today to
make a ministerial statement on Victoria’s preparedness
for a terrorist attack.
Victoria prides itself on being one of the most livable
places in the world:
a state where people of any race or religion can —
and do — live and raise their families in an
atmosphere of tolerance and diversity;
a community that has an enviable track record of
welcoming refugees and immigrants;
a place that understands there is strength in diversity.
But this diversity — this tolerance — is under threat.
And we cannot allow those who would destroy our way
of life to succeed.
London bombings
Yesterday this Assembly offered its condolences to the
people of London, and the loved ones of the innocent
people killed in the terrorist attack of 7 July.
As I told the house yesterday, it is more than likely that
terrorists will strike again.
And we must plan as though the next attack could be
against Victoria’s multicultural community of five
million people.
That is not to say that we are under threat of imminent
attack — the best advice we have from commonwealth
intelligence and law enforcement agencies is that
Australia and Victoria’s risk is unchanged.
But — as the attacks on London, Madrid, Bali, New
York and Washington demonstrate — we must remain
vigilant.
I would now like to outline the steps we have taken
since September 11 and the additional measures we are
now proposing.
Overview: government response
Our planning and preparation has focused on four broad
areas:
1. preventing an attack;
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2. protecting critical infrastructure such as ports,
communications and electricity;
3. preparing for an effective and immediate
emergency response to an attack;
4. and carrying out ongoing testing and
upgrading of our counter-terrorism and
emergency management framework.
This understandably has been an enormous task.
Our investment has been significant — with more than
$154 million committed in additional resources for
security, counter-terrorism and emergency
management.
Our response has been comprehensive — and
coordinated with other jurisdictions, law enforcement
agencies, intelligence agencies and emergency services.
Our preparations are among the best in the country. For
example, we were the first state to pass laws restricting
access to fertiliser and ammonium nitrate — products
that were put to devastating effect in Oklahoma.
And some of our initiatives — such as an emergency
warning system we are piloting currently, and which I
will say more about later — are leading the world.
Victoria regularly participates in a broad program of
counter-terrorism exercises to test and improve our
capacity to prevent, respond to and recover from acts of
terrorism.
In fact, members of the Victoria Police and the
counter-terrorism coordination unit are currently in
Queensland to assist with a major exercise called
Orchard Alert.
And I will be participating, alongside other key
emergency services personnel in Mercury 05 — the
next national exercise, which is scheduled to be held in
Victoria later this year.
International collaboration
Victoria has a great deal to learn from — and offer
to — countries that have stood up to terrorist attacks.
That is why Victoria Police personnel are currently in
London — gaining invaluable insights into the British
response to the bombings. A whole-of-government
team will also visit London to learn from Britain’s
experience in security, emergency management,
transport and mass casualty issues.
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That is why the Alfred hospital has forged a partnership
with Israel’s Hadassah Hospital that has enabled us to
learn from Hadassah’s extensive experience in treating
mass victims of terrorist attacks.
That is why we will shortly send a delegation of senior
government and transport managers to countries with
advanced public transport systems that have
experienced terrorist threats.
And that is why members of the Victoria Police and the
Department of Human Services provided forensic and
medical support on the ground in the aftermath of the
Bali bombings.
The terrorism threat we face is a global threat — a
multinational axis of extremists — and our efforts are
part of the global response to that threat.
Prevention
Speaker, our government’s primary goal is to prevent
any attack.
That is why we introduced a package of laws designed
to make it easier for law enforcement agencies to detect
and prevent terrorist attacks.

Counter-terrorism Committee and the Australian
Emergency Management Committee.
The professionalism of that response is a credit to the
commonwealth and state public servants who are
responsible for counter-terrorism — and demonstrates
the benefits of our planning and investment in security.
Significant progress has been made since our
government released Victoria’s security policy,
‘Enhancing Victoria’s domestic security’, in November
2002.
The counter-terrorism coordination unit in Victoria
Police and a security and emergencies unit in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet are fully
operational.
A new state crisis centre, the first of its kind in
Australia, is operational — and will be put through its
paces thoroughly for the first time during the Mercury
05 exercise which will occur later this year.
Victoria Police capabilities in intelligence and risk
analysis, forensics, the Special Operations Group and
chemical-biological-radiological incidents have been
enhanced.

Those new laws covered surveillance devices,
controlled operations, assumed identities, witness
identity protection and covert search warrants allowing
police investigating terrorist activity to enter and search
premises without the knowledge of the owner or
occupier.

The capacity of the State Coroner to participate in
disaster recovery has been increased.

I am not at liberty to detail the surveillance work our
police are carrying out on persons of interest — but
these laws are being used to protect the community
effectively.

The Country Fire Authority and Victoria State
Emergency Service are receiving training and
equipment to deal with urban search and rescue,
chemical-biological-radiological incidents, and
hazardous materials.

Speaker, prevention also relies on getting the right
information to the right people as quickly as possible.
For example, preventative measures were immediately
mobilised here in Victoria in the aftermath of the
London bombings.
Key officials in Victoria Police, the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, the Office of the Emergency
Services Commissioner, the Department of Human
Services and the Department of Infrastructure were
briefed.
A decision was made to redirect all transit police patrols
to the CBD rail network to provide a visible presence.
Liaison and briefings were held at short notice with
commonwealth officials, the National
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The Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services
Board’s capability in urban search and rescue, chemical
response and rapid response has been increased.

Within the Department of Human Services —
Our intensive care capacity has been boosted by a
further 50 beds — and our public hospital system is
gearing up to care for 1000 casualties within a
24-hour period of a major disaster.
Specialist units and emergency management plans
have been established and our pharmaceutical
stockpile has been increased.
Radiation field kits and radiation monitoring devices
for emergency departments have been purchased —
along with decontamination facilities for major
metropolitan and rural hospitals.
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More than 500 medical and health personnel have
received additional chemical-biological-radiological
incident training.
And two mobile mini-hospitals and a satellite-linked
command truck have been purchased — enabling the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service to treat up to
400 patients directly on the scene.
Public transport
But as I said, prevention remains our primary goal —
and to achieve that goal we need to reduce terrorists’
opportunities for attack.
The Madrid and London attacks highlight the fact that
public transport networks are potential terrorist targets.
The states, territories and the commonwealth are well
aware of this threat.
That is why, on 3 June, we signed a national agreement
on land transport security.
And that is why Victoria is implementing a 10-point
plan for public transport security.
For instance, the existing train radio system is currently
undergoing a $3.5 million upgrade.
We are also upgrading the closed circuit television
technology on trains and at select station car parks.
And Connex will soon upgrade the emergency lighting
and signage at city loop stations to facilitate emergency
management.
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I can also announce that our government will introduce
a new campaign, using posters and public
announcements at stations, to remind commuters of the
dangers of unattended luggage and encourage people to
be more security conscious when using trains, trams
and buses.
Our public transport system must be prepared for any
contingency, particularly in light of the London
bombing — and commuters have a vital role to play.
Infrastructure
Speaker, our preparation strategy also focuses on
protecting critical infrastructure.
We have led other Australian states in enacting specific
legislation to protect against threats to infrastructure.
The Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003
requires operators of essential services, such as
electricity generators and natural gas suppliers, to
prepare terrorism risk management plans.
Declared essential services are required to test those
plans in exercises under the supervision of Victoria
Police.
In the recent state budget an extra $16 million was
allocated to strengthen security at Victoria’s five major
ports.
Speaker, as I said earlier, our initiatives are not just
leading the nation — they are leading the world in
some cases.

The Department of Infrastructure has also audited our
transport systems for vulnerabilities and is testing and
upgrading those systems on an ongoing basis.

Over the next three months we will trial a new
emergency warning system in the Yarra Ranges and
northern Grampians to alert residents of evacuation in
the case of bushfires.

An independent review of the security risk management
of Victoria’s transport industries will be completed
shortly.

This system could allow emergency services to relay
warnings directly to residents through their phones.

That review will identify security benchmarks for risk
prevention and incident response.
And, on the advice of the Emergency Services
Commissioner, I can announce to the house today, I
have asked for a major exercise to be planned that
involves the underground loop.
The purpose of this exercise will be to test how our
emergency systems and evacuation procedures work in
real-life situations and will complement other similar
exercises, such as Mercury 04 and the upcoming
Mercury 05.

And those warnings could be targeted to a particular
town, suburb or even street.
I am informed there is no other emergency warning
system with this capability in the world.
We are working with Telstra on this trial and if
successful it may be extended and obviously applied to
potential recovery from terrorism events.
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Commonwealth Games

Conclusion

Speaker, the attacks on London remind us all of the
potential rusks surrounding major events such as the
Commonwealth Games.

In conclusion, I want to again thank the leaders of
Victoria’s major religious communities — Christians,
Muslims and Jews — who attended yesterday’s
condolence motion.

Victoria will host the Commonwealth Games in
238 days time.
We are determined to make these games the biggest —
and best — ever.
But they also need to be safe.
Security arrangements for the games will take into
account the evolving security environment over the
next seven months.
For security reasons our government will not detail
those arrangements, but I can say that the cap on the
games spending will not affect security preparations.
The 2006 Melbourne Commonwealth Games will have
the best security available. In fact, it will be the best
security in Commonwealth Games history.
Domestic threats
Speaker, we now know that the suicide bombers in
London were British citizens.
This disturbing news highlights the need to ensure
Victorian agencies have the resources, skills and
information they need to identify and counter local
threats to community safety.
But conventional security planning is only one part of
the picture.
To prevent terrorism we also need to protect the core
values of our democratic society: multiculturalism,
tolerance, diversity, justice and freedom.
Our commitment to the promotion and protection of the
rights of Victoria’s diverse range of ethnic, cultural and
religious groups is itself a bulwark against the threats of
terrorism.
With that in mind, Victoria Police has entered into a
research project with Monash University to explore
ways to support culturally diverse communities who
may be feeling vulnerable as a result of terrorism.
The research program aims to develop a community
policing counter-terrorism model. It is only in its early
stages but the concept has already generated
international interest.

Their attendance sent a message that the leaders of our
multicultural, multifaith communities are united against
terrorism.
That is a message worth remembering.
Because whatever excuse they use for their cowardly
actions, terrorists are not supported by any reputable
person of faith.
Terrorists are criminals — no more, no less — and they
will be treated as such by the people of Victoria.
We are doing everything we can to prevent an attack
and we are doing everything we can to be ready to
respond to an attack.
As I said yesterday, Victoria was a very tolerant
multicultural state before 7 July and we are determined
to remain tolerant and harmonious as a community post
7 July.
We are doing everything we can to prevent an attack.
And we are doing everything we can to be ready to
respond to an attack.
We are as prepared as we can be as a state but at the
same time of course we hope that a terrorism threat
never becomes a reality in Victoria.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I am
very pleased to join and support the Premier’s
ministerial statement on counter-terrorism. The Prime
Minister John Howard’s reminder to us after the Bali
bombing particularly resonates today. He said:
… we must disabuse ourselves for all time of any notion that
something like that cannot happen in one of our cities and on
our own mainland. We must dedicate and commit ourselves
to doing all we can to guard against such an event.

In fact just overnight President Bush said:
We understand we compete against an ideology of hatred, an
ideology that murders the innocent in order to achieve
objectives.

What those objectives are remain completely
incomprehensible to all of us, and perhaps it was the
incomprehensible nature of their objectives which
prompted my friend the Leader of The Nationals
yesterday to say that one of the reactions that we have
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to such events is anger. But whatever the objective of
terrorism might be, it is clear that we have to deal with
it. The Premier rightly points out that our thinking
about security post September 11 has been a different
matter for all of us. There are two major elements that
we have to consider. The first is prevention and the
second is disaster response and recovery, always with
the prayer that the second will not be needed.

no doubt in this state that our professionals are second
to none. Whether they are police, firefighting,
ambulance, State Emergency Service or medical
personnel, they are the finest in the world, but in this
sort of response the important part is not their
individual skills but the way they are coordinated. The
Premier has outlined a number of ways in which we are
preparing such coordination.

Under prevention I would like to mention three
elements, and much of this has been covered by the
Premier. The first is that there is government response
to it, and of course Victoria is not alone here; it is a
coordinated effort between the commonwealth and all
the states and territories. The federal government of
course has responsibility for who leaves and enters our
country, and I particularly welcome the initiative of the
e-passport, which will help security, and the other
checks, intelligence gathering and federal policing. All
those matters are addressed in the federal jurisdiction in
close cooperation with the states, and the Premier has
outlined a number of responses that this state has made.
So the first element is government response.

The third area I point out in response and recovery —
and again I will return to this — is our own population,
our own people. Theirs can be a remarkable response.
In the 7 July incident we saw the population of London
playing an important role in response and recovery.

The second element, may I say, is the preparedness of
our own citizens, our population. It is a very important
part of our reaction to the potential for terrorism. I
welcome, as the Premier has mentioned, the multifaith
cooperation that was offered yesterday by leaders of
our major faiths. I want to send a deliberate and specific
message to the Muslim community in Victoria. I want
to tell them that they were a valued and important part
of our community before September, before Bali, and
before 7 July. They will continue to be an important
and valued part of our community post these events.
Fanaticism is not a religion or a faith; it is a sickness of
mind of a tiny minority. We need to keep that in
proportion as we consider the notion of terrorism.
The third element I want to mention is the business
community, because that is an important aspect of our
preparation as well. I shall return to that a little later.
When we look at the other side of the coin, disaster
response and disaster recovery, it seems to me that there
are four areas where we need to be aware of our
responsibilities. The first and foremost to me is to make
sure we have a robust communication system. If there
ever were a disaster we would need to be assured that
we could communicate effectively and efficiently with
all the parties involved. So no. 1 is to make sure that
that communication system stands up under terrorist
attack.
The second, and the Premier has outlined this in detail,
is the coordination of our emergency services. We have

The final part is what I call systemic responses and is
about the systems that may be attacked. Again some of
these the Premier touched upon, whether they are
telecommunications, transport, power, water, our major
venues or indeed our private infrastructure, are things
we need to be aware of as we move forward.
Could I say by way of concluding this introduction that
the Liberal Party completely supports the measures the
Premier has outlined. Generally they are about
participation in counter-terrorism exercises and
intergovernmental agreements, new laws aimed at
greater security and protection for our population, the
review and upgrade of security risk management, and
the resources and training that are needed for our
personnel in case of such a response and recovery
necessity. I want to assure the Premier that he has the
complete support of this side of the house.
But as I said, it is not just about Victoria. We are part of
a larger team. We are really safeguarding Australia,
because we cannot see ourselves in isolation from the
other states and territories and from the role that the
commonwealth has to play. Once we understand that,
we all then have to work on how we make the business
sector work with us and our own citizens work with us
to understand what we would need to do in the case of
either the prevention of or the response to a terrorist
attack. I think our population would expect the federal
and state governments to enhance counter-terrorism
capabilities and disaster response, and for what has
been done here in Victoria we give full support and full
credit for the measures that have been taken.
I also talked a little about, and will mention a bit later,
strategies that will include the business community and
the broader community. We tend to think of
September 11 as the time that heightened our awareness
about the need to focus on security, but although there
has not been a terrorist attack on our soil, over the last
five years there have been some very worrying and
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concerning developments. Think back to 2000 and the
Jack Roche incident, where there was going to be an
attack on the Israeli embassy in Canberra and the
consulate in Sydney. Roche is now in custody in
Western Australia. In 2001 the authorities in Singapore
managed to avert an attack by Jemaah Islamiah on the
Australian High Commission in Singapore.
In 2002 we had the awful and tragic Bali bombings in
which 88 Australians lost their lives. In 2003 Australian
intelligence disrupted plans by Willy Brigitte to carry
out terror attacks on our soil, and in September last year
there was an attack on the Australian embassy in
Jakarta. So although there has not been a successful
attack on our soil, I think it would be naive to suggest
that we have not been a target. I do not know if people
recall this, but if you think back to the middle 1970s
and the bombing at the Hilton during the course of the
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting, we
would not have called that a terrorist attack at the time
because it was not in our vocabulary. Looking back on
it now, it seems clear that it was and therefore, even
though we have not known it, we have lived with this
for a long time.
I think our population should rest assured that there is
full cooperation between this state — and in fact all
states and territories — and the commonwealth
government. There have been over 100 distinct security
measures taken by the commonwealth and the states
since we started focusing on this post September 11,
and the amount that has been spent overall now exceeds
$5 billion. It is a remarkable commitment to the
protection of our citizens.
Could I also point out that I think we have gone and are
going through three phases and stages, some of which
the Premier has outlined. Despite the history I just gave
of those attacks on Australians or Australian institutions
and the Hilton bombing, I think the two things that
changed our thinking were September 11 and Bali, and
in particular they changed public opinion. That is what I
think brought us together in a remarkable display of
resolve — as I said yesterday, not a response that will
divide us in fear but one that will bring us together in
resolve. This phase got through to all of us, not just to
parliamentarians but to the population of Victoria, the
necessity of focusing on these issues, unpleasant though
they may be — and a lot of the Premier’s statement
today went to this — so that we can then set about
identifying opportunities for improvement in our
security measures.
As I said before, one element that we need to be very
cognisant of and include in this is the involvement of
the private business sector. Ninety per cent of our
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nation’s infrastructure is owned by the private sector,
and therefore it needs to be a part of what we will do in
the future to ensure the protection not just of Victoria
but of Australia. Moves are already under way to
catalogue that private infrastructure. We need to have
risk identified for that infrastructure. We need to
upgrade the protective security of it if necessary and
then, once that is done, integrate that business and
private sector into the public and emergency services
sectors for which government has primary
responsibility. All those things together will help us
manage the risk to Australia. As I said, all of the work
that is going on now, together with the other elements
that the Premier outlined, deserve our full support and
credit.
There is an element to which we are now turning our
minds, and I guess that is natural given that the
Commonwealth Games are coming up in Melbourne. It
might be highly unlikely that these sorts of events are
targets. One school of thought says that major world
events like the grand prix, the Australian Open and the
Commonwealth Games could well be a platform or
soapbox for a terrorist attack, and I understand that.
Another school of thought says it is unlikely because at
these times security is heightened, and the Premier has
outlined the security for the Commonwealth Games, a
joint venture between us and the commonwealth, which
will make them the safest Commonwealth Games in
history.
But the problem is that, even if it is an unlikely event,
these are attacks that I would call high consequence,
and so, improbable though it may be, we need to plan
for an attack on those areas — and it could be on any of
them. It could be any of the events that put us on the
world stage. But equally and paradoxically, as I said
yesterday, London showed us that it can be an attack on
our everyday way of life. That is what happened in
Bali; that is what happened in Madrid; that is what
happened in New York; that is what happened in Tel
Aviv. So we need also to have a heightened awareness
of security in our everyday lives.
London also showed us — and this was a remarkable
thing — that every group in the community can be
involved. I welcome the Premier’s outlining of the
integration of our health professionals, our emergency
services and our recovery specialists. I welcome his
announcements of our degree of preparedness, our
response plans and our recovery plans. All of those are
critical for the professionals who would help should
such a tragedy strike, but I would also say that one
important initiative is a recent one by the federal
government which it calls Working Together to
Manage Emergencies.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
1918

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 20 July 2005

Through this initiative the federal government has made
about $50 million available to local government and
volunteer organisations so that they can be trained in
response to and recovery from such a disaster. That will
be an invaluable resource, not just in the case of a terror
attack but also in the case of natural disasters. It was
pleasing to hear of some of the initiatives the Premier
outlined which can deal with natural disasters but
which also have applicability in the case of terrorist
attack.

because we had some concerns, as members may recall,
with general health matters in the community during
and following that disaster. We provided psychological
support not just for the victims but also for the team
members. We provided an interface for simultaneous
responses and early activation of recovery plans. We
coordinated medical, nursing and first aid volunteers at
the site and we participated in disaster and event
planning with our medical and emergency service
education.

The third element I would argue we need to consider is
how we mobilise one of our great resources, the
population of Victoria. I have one suggestion I think
would be very useful. We have mentioned the
Commonwealth Games. During the Commonwealth
Games there will be 15 000 volunteers, people who are
prepared to give up their time to welcome visitors,
direct people to venues and help them make their way
around our great city. It would be good to think we
could also take the opportunity to train those volunteers
in disaster response and recovery. For instance, they
could help in venue evacuation and directing people in
case of an emergency, not necessarily a terrorist
emergency. It seems to be an opportunity we should
take advantage of. That is not just for the
Commonwealth Games — it puts 15 000 trained
individuals back into our community. We need to take
the opportunity every time we can to continue to train
our everyday citizens, one of our great resources, in
helping us in the efforts that will be required.

That was a fatal explosion and fire at the facility in
September 1998 and we saw involvement by medical
Displan with area medical coordinators on the scene in
Gippsland and regionally in Morwell. Members will
recall that incident restricted gas supplies statewide.
The Department of Human Services activated the
emergency coordination centre, whereby public
hospitals and public information centres were supported
to assist people with medical and health needs, because
this period lasted several weeks. We had to make
provision for electrical sterilisation in some of those
hospitals. There was concern about the possibility of
flash burns occurring when people reignited their gas
pilots. Medical Displan was responsible for alerting
hospitals in the first instance to that danger. Then there
was a very concerted campaign by the public health
group in the Department of Human Services, with the
gas companies and the media, to mount a major
campaign of information to increase public awareness.

We do not enjoy the sort of motion of condolence we
had yesterday. But there is one thing we can take some
heart from: we are actually pretty good at these sorts of
disaster responses. We have remarkable skills,
resilience and resourcefulness in our community. As an
example of that, perhaps even before we understood the
necessity for developing terrorist preparedness and
recovery plans, I want to recall a time in Victoria that I
am sure many members recall. That was an emergency
response during my time as Parliamentary Secretary,
Human Services. I saw the extraordinary work and
value of the medical Displan operations after the
explosion and fire at the Longford gas facility in
September 1998. That was a remarkable operation and
was something we had not seen in this state before.
I saw medical Displan first of all provide overall
medical control and coordination and effective casualty
management. We carried out triage, first aid and
resuscitation. We coordinated transport of the injured to
the most appropriate hospital or treatment area. We
provided and coordinated qualified and experienced
medical teams to assist at the emergency site. We
provided and coordinated public health resources

Although it was not perhaps of the scale of some of the
disasters we have seen overseas, what happened in
1998 was a remarkable microcosm. All those
involved — the ministerial offices with responsibility;
public servants in the Department of Human Services
and all its agencies, who were truly magnificent; our
emergency services, including police, ambulance and
the State Emergency Service; our hospital system; our
charitable and relief workers; those ordinary citizens I
mentioned before who can be mobilised; the gas
business; and private enterprise — worked as one in
response to a significant infrastructure and human
disaster.
We have seen that although we live in a time of
heightened awareness of our security needs, when
called upon this state, its people and agencies react
magnificently. We should take some comfort in that
because much as we do not want to think we would
ever have to respond to a terrorist attack, the reality is
we have to prepare as if we will have to respond to such
an attack. I personally hope, as the Premier does and as
we all do, that we never have to mobilise these forces in
response to such an attack by terrorists. But we have to
be prepared. I am very pleased to fully support the
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Premier’s statement today and on behalf of our party I
pledge our full commitment to whatever it takes to
defend our people and our way of life.
Sitting suspended 12.52 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Parliament: sandstone sculptures
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer to the proposal to erect two
sandstone lion sculptures on the steps of Parliament
House at a cost of $250 000 and I ask: would $250 000
not be better spent reducing Victoria’s elective surgery
waiting list of 42 000, or funding four new child
protection workers?
The SPEAKER — Order! In relation to the
question, the administration of the Parliament is a
matter for the Speaker and not for the Premier. In actual
fact it would be more appropriate for the member for
Caulfield to address her question to the Speaker, which
she can do by prior notice to my office.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
expenditure of parliamentary funds which arises from a
public process and from a bill introduced by the
government is a matter of public interest, and I believe
the member for Caulfield is entitled to ask the Premier
or the Treasurer, who are responsible for determining
budget outlays and the budget of the Parliament,
whether that money is appropriately spent on two
sculptures, or whether it would be better spent on the
sort of matters that the member for Caulfield raised.
Mr Cooper — On the point of order, Speaker, the
tenor of the member for Caulfield’s question was in fact
about the allocation of money towards things that are
important to the state. She used an example of the two
lions on the front steps, but the reality is that she was
asking the Premier whether the expenditure of
$250 000 could be better allocated. That is a general
question about the allocation of government funding,
and I suggest that the Premier has a responsibility to
answer to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! The budget is allocated
to the Parliament in the same way that a budget is
allocated to other departments in the state. The
expenditure of that is under the authority of the Speaker
and the President and they are responsible for it.
However, I will check with the Clerk and get his advice
on the matter.
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I am advised that the decision on how those funds are
spent is a policy decision for the Parliament, not for the
government.

Rural and regional Victoria: building
approvals
Mr LONEY (Lara) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to strengthening the Victorian economy,
and I ask: can the Premier advise the house of recent
information in relation to building approvals in regional
Victoria?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Lara for his question, and I thank him and many other
members for standing up for country Victoria.
Since the last quarterly figures were published, country
Victoria has recorded an increase in employment of
about 11 237 people, so more people are in
employment. About 88 000 people have become
employed since this government took office. I should
add that in relation to population growth, which is one
of the determining factors of building approvals, we are
seeing the highest population growth in regional
Victoria for 40 years. The last period in which we had
this sort of population growth of 1.2 per cent goes back
to the 1970s.
So with population growth and new investment
resulting in new jobs being created — about 88 000
new jobs in country Victoria over the last five and a
half years — it is no wonder that I can report to the
house that there has been a significant increase in
building activity and building approvals in Victoria. In
May 2005 regional Victoria saw more than
$370 million worth of building permit approvals. That
is a massive 27 per cent increase on the previous period
last year. It is an indication of the strength of regional
Victoria when you take into account population
increase, employment increase and the investment
opportunities. In the 12 months to May 2005 total
building approvals for regional Victoria were valued at
some $3.8 billion — an all-time record.
This building growth is reflected in the sustained
increases in regional population. It is no surprise when
you see that this government has embarked on an
expansion of country and regional Victoria since it
came to office. In the last five and a half years we have
had the biggest single investment for 120 years in
regional rail by reopening, recommissioning or
rebuilding rail lines around Victoria. In the previous
government the member for South-West Coast closed
rail lines; we have been opening rail lines.
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More broadly, the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund has been encouraging partnership investments
with local government and local industry, which has
had a resounding effect. The population policies of this
government have had a significant impact. So overall I
am very pleased to report to the house that we have had
a record period of building approvals in country
Victoria of $3.8 billion over the last 12 months and a
27 per cent increase on the last figures. It is one of the
key indications that this government governs for every
part of Victoria.

Rail: rural and regional Victoria
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Transport. I refer to the
comments recently made by the Premier and ask: can
the minister update the house on progress in delivering
the government’s 2001 budget promise, as confirmed in
the minister’s press release dated 15 May 2001, to
standardise the Victoria country rail network?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — This
is absolute hypocrisy from the benches of The
Nationals, because as the Premier also said, when they
were in government they sold off all the country rail
lines. They flogged them off — and not only that, they
closed them down. This government has continued to
invest in regional rail. We are doing that because we are
prepared to support investment in country Victoria. We
have reopened rail lines to Ararat and Bairnsdale, and
we are doing more to improve our freight network.
At the port of Geelong the standardisation of the Corio
independent goods line and the construction of a direct
link onto Lascelles Wharf is to commence shortly. It is
an important part of our program to upgrade the freight
network here in Victoria. This follows the successful
completion of the standard gauge works at the Geelong
grain loop last year. At the port of Melbourne we have
built on-dock rail connections into Swanson Dock and
have made improvements to Appleton Dock through a
rail connection, all for our freight purposes.
On the Mildura line we have carried out a joint
investigation with the federal government after it
identified the Mildura rail line as an — —
Mr Smith — You have done nothing!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass!
Mr BATCHELOR — We have done an enormous
amount of work, and all members would know that the
ability to upgrade — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is too high. I ask members to be quiet and to allow the
minister to answer the question.
Mr BATCHELOR — All members would know
that the ability to upgrade country freight lines has been
stymied by Freight Australia for a number of years,
because it has refused to cooperate with this
government in trying to improve the country freight
network. Since Pacific National purchased the lease of
the rail freight network, which was privatised by the
Liberal-National coalition, we have been working very
closely with it on commencing, advancing and
finalising a number of rail and road projects right across
country Victoria. The standardisation of the important
rail networks up to Mildura and the north-east is an
important part of the negotiations that are taking place
at the moment.
If it had not been for the negligent and destructive work
of The Nationals in privatising the freight lines here this
project would have been completed by now.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to government business.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand from the
minister that he has now completed his answer.

Melbourne Zoo: Trail of the Elephants
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment. Will the minister outline to
the house the initiatives of the Bracks government that
are contributing to international efforts to conserve
Asian elephants?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) — I
thank the member for Oakleigh for her question. I
might say it is very appropriate that she should have
asked that, because as some members would know, she
collects corks from Parliament House. Those corks go
to Glenhuntly Primary School, which collects them for
Friends of the Zoo. The corks are then recycled, and the
funds raised go towards improving the elephant trail at
the zoo, so I thank the member for her question. I have
just returned from the zoo — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order.
Dr Napthine interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast will not behave in that manner.
Mr THWAITES — I have just returned from the
zoo, where the federal Minister for the Environment
and Heritage, Senator Ian Campbell, and I announced
that three Asian elephants will be coming from
Thailand to Melbourne Zoo. The federal government
has today approved the importation of those elephants,
and we endorse that decision. The Victorian
government is contributing $3.5 million to extend the
Trail of the Elephants exhibit, and that will add to the
$10 million already invested in the elephant trail. The
trail is a world-leading exhibit and is something of
which we in Victoria can be very proud. We are
importing three female elephants, Num-oi, Dokkoon
and Kulab. They will join the existing female elephant
and Bong Su, the male elephant. We are hoping there
will be a successful breeding program. Our aim is to
have a sustainable elephant population in Australasian
zoos.
The zoo is very important for Victoria. It is obviously
important for tourism, but it is also very important for
community education. By educating families and young
people about the importance of animals like elephants
we raise respect for conservation in the wild. We will
obtain research information on breeding these
elephants, and that information will be shared with our
partners in Thailand and Asia to help with breeding
programs for these elephants in the wild.
For the elephants themselves this will be a great
improvement, because the existing female elephant will
have another three females, and elephants like to
operate in a family-type environment. This is
something all Victorians can be very proud of. We
support the decision of the federal government, and we
are very pleased that we as a government are now
investing some $13.5 million in the Trail of the
Elephants at Melbourne Zoo.

Melbourne Water: flood mitigation
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — My question is to
the Premier. Given that the Auditor-General has found
that more than $1.7 billion is required to prevent flood
damage to Melbourne homes and the government has
allocated only $7.3 million to Melbourne Water for this
program, how does the government intend to fill this
infrastructure funding black hole?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
his question. I welcome the Auditor-General’s report
and his investigation into the stormwater flooding risks.
He does indicate in relation to our stormwater system
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that it is at a stage where it is as good as anywhere else
in Australia, and I welcome those findings. We have
made some significant improvements to stormwater
management in Victoria, and that is recognised and
acknowledged by the Auditor-General. We have
provided $22.5 million to councils to develop
stormwater action plans, but the risks of flooding in
some older, flood-prone areas must remain a high
priority. They are a high priority of our government.
The Auditor-General — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — When that cross-conversation is
finished! The Auditor-General states at page 18 of his
report that subdivisions developed after 1975 under
new standards incorporate drainage systems that would
safely accommodate flows from a one-in-a-100-year
storm event. That is a good finding, and I very much
appreciate it from the Auditor-General. In older,
flood-prone areas, as I mentioned, Melbourne Water is
also investing around $22 million over 10 years to
reduce flooding risks. As properties are redeveloped
higher flood protection standards will be applied in
council planning processes.
The recommendations by the Auditor-General that
Melbourne Water and councils should work more
closely together will be implemented. We welcome the
report. It is in keeping with the government’s policy
direction. I am very pleased to not only accept the
report but to receive it, welcome it and indicate to the
house that the government is implementing projects to
further enhance our stormwater system in Victoria.

Employment: rural and regional Victoria
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs. I refer the
minister to the government’s commitment to building
regional Victoria, and I ask: will the minister advise the
house of any recent evidence of the success of
government policy in creating jobs and attracting
skilled migrants to regional Victoria?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs) — I thank the member for Geelong for his
question. The member for Geelong and all members on
this side of the house are proud to be part of a
government that is working very hard to make regional
Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family.
We are doing this through the policies and programs
that are building strong and vibrant regional
communities right across the state. Only last week we
saw evidence in the data that shows us that these
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policies are making a tremendous impact on regional
Victoria.
As the Premier has just informed the house, the latest
Australian Bureau of Statistics regional labour force
data indicates that we are experiencing strong jobs
growth right across Victoria but particularly in regional
Victoria. The latest figures for the April–June quarter
show us that jobs growth in country Victoria outstrips
that of metropolitan Melbourne. We saw the creation of
over 11 200 jobs in regional Victoria in that quarter
alone. That increase has made a contribution to the over
88 000 jobs created since the Bracks government came
to office in 1999.
It is a very stark contrast to the story that was told
during the seven years of Liberal-National government
when unemployment rates in country Victoria were in
double digits, country schools and hospitals were
closed, teachers and nurses were sacked and vital
industries — —
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question, and I ask you to
bring her back to the question and to relate her answer
to government business.
Mr Perton — What about tedious repetition!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will behave in a parliamentary manner. The
Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs will return
to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — When you look at the policies of a
government that is making an investment in country
Victoria and contrast them to previous policies of
deliberately destroying services in country Victoria,
you see that the story is very different.
The positive story of the latest jobs figures
demonstrates how important it is for the Victorian
government to be investing in vital services in regional
Victoria. Whether it is through the government directly
funding and employing the thousands of teachers,
nurses and police who are now working in country
areas, whether it is a result of the boost to the local
construction and building industry which is benefiting
from our massive investment in infrastructure projects
in country Victoria, whether it is the over $300 million
worth of work going on in the 162 country schools,
whether it is the rebuilding of our hospitals and aged
care facilities or indeed whether it is the replacement
and upgrading of over 100 police stations across
country Victoria, all this investment adds to the record
jobs growth that we are seeing. Add to that the
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population growth and the $20 billion worth of
investment in infrastructure in regional Victoria and
you see how these things together show that the policies
and programs the Bracks government is investing in are
making a difference to country Victoria. We are seeing
particular evidence of that in the latest jobs figures.
The member for Geelong, in asking his question, also
asked about evidence regarding the number of skilled
migrants who are coming to live, work and raise their
families in Victoria, but particularly country Victoria.
The latest information is that the Bracks government’s
skilled migration strategy is attracting migrants from
around the world to live in country Victoria. Some
881 people have applied through the skilled
independent regional visa scheme to live and work in
country Victoria. We will be supporting those migrants
through our $3 million regional migration incentive
fund.
We came to office with a clear commitment to invest in
and revitalise country Victoria. The latest jobs figures,
population figures and investment and infrastructure
figures all tell the story that the Bracks government’s
policies are making a real difference in country Victoria
and are making a strong contribution that is ensuring
that country Victoria — all of Victoria — is the best
place to live, work and raise a family.

Lakes Entrance: dredging
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Environment. In the near
future Gippsland Ports will require major capital
investment to replace its dredges that remove the
accumulation of sand at the Lakes Entrance bar. Will
the government provide sufficient funding to ensure
that the Lakes Entrance bar will be maintained in a safe
and usable condition for commercial and recreational
boating and to minimise flood risk around the
Gippsland Lakes?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) — I
thank the member for Gippsland East for his question. I
know the member has demonstrated great concern — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES — He has raised it with me
previously: the member has raised his concerns about
the bar on a number of occasions. It is a major issue,
because the April Hamer, which was put in place some
30 years ago, is now coming towards the end of its life,
as is the Sandpiper, which is doing the dredging there.
This is a major challenge, and there has been some
investment. A few years ago about $1.3 million was
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invested in the installation of a new sand bypassing
system. That is important, but it is a major challenge for
us.

reaffirm our support for those arrangements as well as
announcing putting in place a 50 per cent council rate
rebate for recipients of a Centrelink EC payment.

The responsible body, Gippsland Ports, which is
responsible to me as the environment minister, has been
preparing recommendations for the future of the
dredging project. We will work with Gippsland Ports in
developing those recommendations and ensuring that
they are implemented appropriately. We will be doing
that, and I will keep the member informed.

Grain industry: outlook

You would have to say that despite the very late break
in June, confidence has now been substantially boosted.
The Premier would have seen the huge turnaround from
his visit to Birchip only some weeks earlier and that
people are confident again. While we are looking at a
normal year in the grain belt, that will be dependent
upon normal weather, so there will continue to be that
apprehension until such time as we receive normal or
even better weather than we normally would have.

Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to supporting regional
Victoria, and I ask: will the minister update the house
on the current situation and outlook for grain producers
in Victoria’s north-west?

Can I say that that cooperation across the levels of
government has been something that has been well
regarded in the north-west. We all want to see a good
year this year and, whilst things at the moment look
good, we of course will continue to look to the skies in
the coming months.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) —
Honourable members will be aware that in the
north-west of the state there has been a series of
difficult years. Across the state, 2002 was a very
difficult year in the north-west — in the Mallee and the
north Wimmera. The years 2003 and 2004 were patchy
years, so you would appreciate that those farmers in the
north-west, who I have to say are tough and resilient,
faced this year with a great deal of apprehension.

Land tax: increases

Members may be aware that the VFF grains group and
the councils had made an application for exceptional
circumstances (EC) relief which my department helped
facilitate. Earlier this year the councils were keen for
the federal government to grant full EC relief, and they
were also keen for the state government to provide
community grants which would help provide
community support not only so the long-term
recognition of projects would be there but so they
would be enduring post this difficult period.
The state government responded with $3.2 million in
community grants, as it did with $570 000 in funds for
rural and general councils, $100 000 for the Birchip
cropping group, and $200 000 in relation to education
maintenance. Pleasingly, a federal EC approval was
granted. That was a case of a good deal of cooperation
between the state, the councils, the Greens group and
the federal government. The Prime Minister also
announced in early June the new national arrangements.
We have been supportive of those and I think there has
been broad support for those in the north-west as well.
We are supportive of the national drought declaration.
At Birchip earlier this month the Premier was able to

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question without
notice is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to the
plumbers, carpenters, doctors, small business owners
and other Victorians who own their family homes
through discretionary trusts and I ask: given that the
Premier has been completely unable to explain this new
tax, how does the Treasurer justify a 500 per cent tax
rate increase on Victorians who own their homes
through a trust?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — Let me set the
honourable member for Box Hill right on this: there is
no new tax on trusts. In fact what we did in the budget
in May this year was cut land tax. I think it is worth
reminding the house that the original rate of land tax
back in the 1990s was 3 per cent. It was the Kennett
government — repeat, Kennett government — which
increased it to 5 per cent, and it is the Bracks
government which has reduced the top rate to 3.5 per
cent and will further reduce it over the next two years to
3 per cent. So the moral of the story is the Kennett
government was putting taxes up and we have been
putting them down.
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Keilor!
Mr BRUMBY — The issue of taxes on trusts is
this: tax law on trusts in Victoria has remained
relatively unchanged since 1910. We have had a
number of court decisions which have made the issue
of administration of tax law in relation to trusts
extraordinarily complicated. In 2004 — —
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, complicated, if you applied
the letter of the judgments brought down by the courts.
The State Revenue Office has been asked if it was
applying the letter of that law to levy land tax through
trusts on both the trustee and the beneficiary. That
would be an unworkable arrangement. So in 2004 we
had representations both from the property council and
from the law institute to review and reform this matter.
Earlier this year the State Revenue Office, with
government approval, released a paper for consultation,
with some rates — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I said with government approval,
for consultation. That is out there for consultation. As
both the Premier and I have made very clear publicly, it
is a model for consultation. We are not locked in to any
particular model. We are engaged in a genuine dialogue
with the industry. I do not have the copy with me today,
but I received a letter last week from the property
council praising the government for its open process of
consultation. We do not have a particular fixed model
in mind.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Trusts are a legitimate legal
instrument used by a considerable number of
Victorians. This is about making the administration of
the tax law more workable. I repeat: the structure is out
there for consultation. We do not have a final model in
mind and locked in. The process of consultation will
continue over the next few weeks and then the
government will make a decision about which model, if
any, it proceeds with in the future.

Rural and regional Victoria: investment
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Minister for State and Regional
Development. Can the minister detail to the house any
recent announcements that highlight the success of the
government in supporting and building regional
Victoria?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I thank the member for Ballarat West
for her question. I am pleased to report to the house that
earlier today the Premier and I launched Australia’s
oldest cycle race, the Herald Sun Tour, this year to be
known as the Jayco Herald Sun Tour.
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Could I just say that at the outset of that event both the
Premier and I extended our condolences to the family,
friends and colleagues of Amy Gillett, who was so
tragically killed yesterday in Germany. This morning I
was in the house when the member for Ballarat East
also recorded his sympathy in relation to this tragic
death and conveyed his sincere sympathies to her
husband Simon on behalf of the Ballarat community. I
know I speak on behalf of all members of the house
when I say that Ballarat was very proud of her
achievements and that all members extend their
sympathy to her family and to the community.
At Federation Square this morning the Premier and I
announced a series of changes to ensure that the Herald
Sun Tour is really reinvigorated as a world-class
sporting event. We have raised the race’s status to a
hallmark event. That positions it up there with the grand
prix, the AFL Grand Final, the Melbourne Cup and the
tennis championships. It makes it a significant major
event in Victoria’s calendar.
We have also revamped the event. The tour will now
run for seven days. The team size will be increased
from five riders to eight, and the number of teams
participating will increase from 16 to 20. We also
announced today the tour route. Day 1 starts in
Williamstown — which I am told historically it always
has. Day 2 is to Bendigo via Maldon and Castlemaine,
including Mount Alexander. Day 3 is Bendigo to
Shepparton. Day 4 is from the Mitchelton winery in
Nagambie to Marysville. At Mitchelton there will be a
special fundraising event that night for Very Special
Kids. Day 5 will be from Healesville with a tour of the
Yarra Valley. Day 6 will be Monbulk to
Mount Dandenong, and they will go up to the Sky High
restaurant. Members are welcome to meet them at the
top if they do not want to do that last little bit. On day 7
the criterium will end in Lygon Street.
So it is a great seven-day program. There will be over
400 cyclists, organisers and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
An honourable member — What about the
Otways?
Mr BRUMBY — The route changes every year.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — It does! It changes every year.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, through
the Chair!
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Apparently the competitors all
start without handicap at the same time. There will be
over 400 cyclists, organisers and team officials staying
overnight in the towns, which will result in an estimated
$100 000 boost to each local town, so the economic
impact of this is very significant. We announced last
year a three-year sponsorship through the Make It
Happen in Provincial Victoria program. We continue to
support the tour, along with the Herald Sun and Jayco,
and it is a great event.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The Leader of the Opposition
refers to Jayco, a great Victorian and Australian
company with a great product which is distributed right
around Australia and, I think, internationally.
Earlier today in the house, in the debate on the matter of
public importance this morning, I announced too that
this year we have seen record investment facilitated by
Regional Development Victoria in provincial Victoria.
There has been more than $1 billion of investment, and
this is a record. It is well above the target of
$600 million and well above the target of $400 million
that used to be in place under the former Kennett
government. It is a great result for our state. As the
Premier said today, if you couple that with the building
approval figures — in May $370 million; $3.8 billion
over the last year — it is an extraordinary vote of
confidence in provincial Victoria.
Finally, I want to say that this is a great fit with the
Make It Happen in Provincial Victoria campaign. We
are seeing record population growth. In the last year in
Bendigo there has been a 1.8 per cent population
growth, Wodonga has seen 3.2 per cent, Ballarat 1.5,
Warrnambool 1.3 and Mildura 1.3. Provincial Victoria
is doing extraordinarily well, despite the very difficult
climatic conditions we have had in recent years. As the
Minister for Agriculture pointed out today, in the last
year Victoria has for the first time ever grew more
agricultural produce than New South Wales. So there is
a great story out there about provincial Victoria. The
Herald Sun Tour revamped, rebadged and
reinvigorated, will become a genuinely international,
world-class event, and it is a great event for provincial
Victoria.
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Counter-terrorism: preparedness
Debate resumed.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is my
pleasure to join the debate in relation to this very
important issue, and I commend the Premier and the
government for bringing it forward. The Nationals
support the tenor of what is contained within the
ministerial statement and the general commentary from
the Premier here in the Parliament today.
This is one of those vexed issues. It is a question of
balance. On the one hand we do not want to be talking
about these issues at all, because there is a sense of
encouraging what some would say is the inevitable. On
the other hand there is the necessity to be appropriately
prepared in the event that we do have one of these
barbaric acts occur on Australian soil, and more
particularly here in Victoria. Recent events in London,
which we spoke about yesterday, have demonstrated
that you have to come down on the side of having a
high state of preparedness to accommodate what is
certainly happening in other jurisdictions around the
world and what one cannot help but fear is going to
occur somewhere here in Australia, and, as I say,
particularly in Victoria.
I noted the observation of the Leader of the Opposition
that Australia has not been exempt from this terrible
process over the past few years in that, although we
have not had any of these events occur on our own soil,
Australians have been directly involved in such events
when they have occurred in other jurisdictions. For all
those reasons it is appropriate that we do have a
heightened state of preparedness, and again for all those
reasons I think it is appropriate that we are having the
discussion which has been generated by the Premier’s
ministerial statement.
As I say, we are not alone in this: this is a global issue.
And we are not alone in this within Australia. Every
jurisdiction within the nation of Australia is faced with
the prospect of having to deal with these matters. I think
it is important that the planning which is appropriate for
Victoria’s needs accommodates the contributions that
are able to be made from other jurisdictions
internationally as well as from the other jurisdictions
around Australia. It is important that we have a
collective of the very best to be able to deal with the
sorts of activities which are contemplated by the
ministerial statement.
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In that regard we support the notion of some of our
people from different elements of government
departments being across in London at the moment,
because they can not only learn but contribute, just as
happened in Bali. It is to the credit of the government
that some of the first people who travelled
internationally to deal with the terror of that event were
from Victoria. Such involvement plays a dual role. It
means that we can go across there, through the different
personnel who participate, and we can actually learn
from the tragedies that have happened in those other
areas and we are increasingly able to contribute and
help those who have to suffer the results of these events
when they occur.
We are, of course, practising for an event which we
hope will never happen on our soil, but as I have
already observed, and without being fatalistic about
this, one would have to say that the prospect is at least
growing — if I can put it in that way — that we may
face these sorts of outrages here.
We have had a raft of legislation go through the
Victorian Parliament. I think it demonstrates that people
are up to a point prepared to trade the loss of civil
liberties, at least to some degree, for a better level of
preparedness and an improved capacity of our different
authorities to be able to combat the horror of terrorism.
I note that there remains outstanding the issue of
telephone-tapping powers being able to be provided to
Victoria. I am not trying to inject into a debate which
has the support of all of us in this place anything by
way of contention. I am simply observing that I think
progress is being made to enable Victoria to obtain
those telephone-tapping powers. I think it is important
that that is able to be ultimately achieved. I see it as a
very important element of the armoury available to our
police and other authorities to not only have the power
in the first place — which of course is vested in the
police services — but also to have whatever
information might be able to be gleaned by the use of
that extra power.
I think it is also important that the government keep a
careful weather eye on the issue of education in all its
forms within our community. I think the reality must be
faced that we have tensions in our community between
our ethnic and religious groups. It was wonderful that
many of those different groups were broadly
represented in this Parliament during the course of the
condolence motion here yesterday. But it is an
imperative that the government maintain a strong
communications mechanism through our general
community by way of educating people to the fact that
we are a community of many parts and we are a
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community of many people and religions. It is
necessary to keep highlighting that fact throughout our
community by way of a preventative measure.
The issue of infrastructure is particularly important to
those of us who live outside the metropolitan area. By
definition it is country Victoria which hosts much of the
infrastructure which is the basis of the Victorian
community. I live in Sale. I was in my office in Sale on
25 September 1998 when the terrible explosion
occurred at the Longford gas plant. That gas plant is
located only about 10 kilometres south of Sale. Two
men were killed, and about another 10 were seriously
injured. Many others were injured in ways that I
suspect even to this day we do not know. But the point
is that the reaction to that explosion and the events that
occurred after it is instructive in terms of these issues.
The emergency services did an absolutely magnificent
job, and the Leader of the Opposition went through that
chapter and verse this morning. But that event
demonstrates what could happen if a major piece of
infrastructure such our gas supply were to suffer a
terrorist attack that could result in what actually
transpired as a result of that explosion in September
1998.
One of the consequences apart from the first, foremost
and principal part of that tragedy — namely, the deaths
and injuries — was the loss of gas supplies to the state
of Victoria for about a fortnight. Quite frankly it
demonstrated how vulnerable we are in the event of
major infrastructure in country Victoria not being able
to function. In this instance it was the result of a tragic
accident. Realistically speaking that infrastructure could
be some sort of target for those who have terrible ill
will towards us. Country Victorians are very concerned
to ensure that appropriate plans are in place to
accommodate this need.
I know terrorism risk management plans are now
required to be delivered to the government, and that
process will have its place in the Longford gas plant.
The same situation applies in relation to our water
storages, because the dams are constructed in country
Victoria; our rail systems right throughout the state; our
power generation systems, which are located in the
Latrobe Valley; and our road systems and networks,
which go throughout the state. All these and more
major infrastructure facilities are, by definition, located
in country Victoria. Those of us who live in those parts
of the state always want to be certain that they are the
subject of appropriate protection mechanisms under the
various plans to which the Premier has referred this
morning.
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I might also say by way of a proposal that I note the
suggestion that a simulated event be undertaken in the
Melbourne rail loop. I suggest to the government that
something in this vein should be done in relation to one
of these major sites in country Victoria so that we can
ensure that proper plans are in place to protect these
major infrastructure items across country areas. I am
not sure what Mercury 05 later this year is to involve,
but I invite the government to consider undertaking
such a process in country Victoria.
Finally might I say that we have very able people
within the medical sphere through our regional and
base hospitals, and I would like to think that they have
been integrated into these response systems in the event
that that should be needed. As I said, I congratulate the
government for bringing this matter forward, because it
is something that regrettably we need to talk about and
something that I hope we practise on but never have to
actually bring into being.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
wish to wholeheartedly support the Premier’s
ministerial statement on counter-terrorism, and I would
like to offer that support by concentrating on the public
transport network, particularly in the wake of the recent
terrorist attack on the London transport network. At the
outset I would like to extend my sympathy to all of the
victims of the London terrorist attack and their families.
This was a despicable attack on innocent people going
about their daily lives. They were citizens commuting
to work, people going shopping and men and women
keeping appointments. What could be more everyday
than these types of activities? These citizens were cut
down on their way to work, on their way to the shops
and while keeping appointments. They were cut down,
injured and killed. While Australia remains a potential
target, there are currently no known specific terrorist
threats to Victoria — but only a fool would say that we
are under no risk at all.
In these new circumstances of international terrorism
governments at all levels, the transport industry and the
community have to plan and work together to ensure
that we safeguard our ideals and establish the safest
possible environment for all Victorians. Prevention is
clearly the goal; however, we must also be practical and
establish confidence in the community that we are
prepared to respond to an emergency situation should it
arise. The Victorian government takes very seriously
the threat of terrorist attack and takes very seriously the
need to protect the people of Victoria.
Victoria is an active participant in the
commonwealth-state transport security working group,
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which was created by the Australian Transport Council
in early 2003. Victoria has led the way by keeping
security and emergency procedures under constant
review in light of international events through the
enactment in this Parliament of the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act, again in 2003. This act
requires the owners and operators of critical
infrastructure such as public transport to plan and
respond to the assessment of risk, to determine
adequate response measures and notification
procedures, provide links to local or municipal
emergency management arrangements and implement
staff awareness and training.
Under the Victorian Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act public transport operators are required to undertake
planning exercises under police supervision to test
terrorism risk management plans. Since August 2003
my department has conducted critical infrastructure risk
assessments on all transport services, identifying the
most significant areas for security planning.
Victoria is currently conducting a comprehensive
expert review of security risk management of Victoria’s
transport industries. This review is examining the level
of security preparation for all significant operators,
whether they be in rail, tram or coastal ferry, and on the
road infrastructure. The review will benchmark and
improve procedures of assessment of the risk of
low-probability events which have high potential for a
major impact, obviously including terrorist attacks.
Dealing with the threat of a terrorist attack on land
transport systems requires a collaborative approach
from all of the agencies, but in doing that we take
leadership from the police and the national security
agencies. In talking of collaboration I think it is
important to acknowledge the constructive and
generous support provided by both the opposition and
The Nationals on this important issue in our chamber
today. The Victorian government, along with our
various public transport operators, will work closely
with the Victoria Police and other security agencies to
ensure that the public transport system operates at a
high level of responsiveness in managing emergency
incidents should they ever arise.
We have learnt a lot from countries with a history of
dealing with terrorism, and we continue to study and
unfortunately to learn from countries with advanced
transport systems. Earlier this year I sought advice on
security experts in Spain and France as well as with
Connex’s parent company, Veolia, on their security
planning and response activities in Europe and how
they might relate to the Victorian circumstance. As the
Premier noted earlier today, shortly we will be
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following this up by sending a delegation of senior
Victorian government and transport managers overseas
to examine recent developments in other jurisdictions.

of station and operational staff on our train and tram
networks, and we are doing this in conjunction with the
union.

We have a number of measures and initiatives on the
ground to ensure that we are in the best possible
position to prevent or to respond to a terrorist attack.
Extensive closed-circuit television (CCTV) systems are
in place in suburban stations, at other key locations and
on new and refurbished trains. Alarms have been
installed on trams and there has been constant reporting
of their current location through automatic vehicle
monitoring. Rail carriages and station platforms also
have duress alarm activators for patron use. My
department will continue to review its procedures
relating to CCTV technology and associated software
post the London bombings. For example, a project has
commenced with Connex trains to upgrade the CCTV
technology in the Comeng trains. All trains already
have digital CCTV, while a project is currently under
way to assess the use of digital CCTV at stations and
station car parks.

In conclusion, this government and our public transport
operators will continue to work with the Victoria Police
and the relevant security agencies and the Victorian
public to review and continually improve procedures.
As the federal transport minister Warren Truss has
commented recently in the media, terrorist attacks like
those in London would almost be impossible to prevent
on our rail networks. The thought of such an attack
upon the Victorian community is almost
incomprehensible.

The Premier identified the expenditure of $3.5 million
to upgrade the existing train radio system to overcome
problems of black spot communications. We have also
given a commitment to look at the replacement of that
system over the next three years. We already have a
program under way to provide the train control services
(Metrol) on modern computer systems, and we will
make sure that the system is much easier to maintain
and will allow us to develop a remote disaster recovery
site. This approach is also being examined for the tram
operations centre in Eastern Road. As the Premier has
outlined, we are planning a major exercise that involves
the underground rail loop. This exercise will show us
exactly how our emergency systems and evacuation
procedures work in a real-life situation.
In addition the next multijurisdictional national
counter-terrorism exercise will be conducted in the last
quarter of 2005. Mercury 05 is the second such exercise
sponsored by the National Counter-terrorism
Committee. Victoria, as the principal jurisdiction in this
exercise in 2005, will focus on the operational and
national decision making involving the deployment of
the Australian Defence Force, law enforcement
response, investigation and recovery resources in this
exercise as part of the preparations for the Melbourne
2006 Commonwealth Games.
We are providing additional staff on the network. There
are over 700 full-time customer service staff across the
rail and tram system, including 500 who travel around
the network providing for a safer environment. We also
have the Victoria Police. We are increasing the training

We have to remain vigilant and be prepared to continue
to improve our level of preparation and awareness, but
above all we must get on with life and not let the
terrorists win at any level.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I thank the government
for the chance to speak about this ministerial statement
on such an important issue as Victoria’s preparedness
for a terrorist attack. I think it is fair to say that
everyone would remember where they were at
particular times in history. I can remember clearly that
on September 11, 2001 when the two planes flew into
the World Trade Centre in New York I was down at
Mortlake talking to Country Fire Authority volunteers.
When the Bali bombing in which 88 Australians lost
their lives occurred I was on the way to a conference in
Geelong. When the London bombings occurred on
7 July I was up in Wodonga with the member for
Benambra, talking to CFA volunteers again.
I guess the London bombings hit home when a
Victorian lost his life. Sam Ly was a young Victorian
travelling overseas wanting to improve his life and
career prospects. In my own situation, my wife’s sister
is a nurse on night shift and catches the train at
Edgware Road station. For once she finished her night
shift stint on time and was able to catch a train a couple
of trains before the bombing, so we are very fortunate
from a family point of view. I guess many individuals
and families have similar stories. We have to feel for
those people who have lost loved ones, who were
innocent, ordinary people going about their business.
I pay tribute to the extraordinary way that the London
emergency workers performed. I guess we get to a
stage in life when we expect that when the English do
something they do it very, very well. There is a chance
that with the IRA attacks over a number of years the
emergency workers have been able to build up a certain
amount of expertise and also a knowledge base of
intelligence. I know that the emergency workers had all
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the injured people out of the Aldgate underground
station tunnel in 90 minutes. For six years emergency
service workers and agencies have been preparing
paramedics, nurses and doctors for disasters such as an
influenza epidemic, floods and, unfortunately, bombs.
As the injured come out of the underground railway
stations the ambulance officers and others classify
people: a green card indicates slightly injured; yellow,
seriously injured; red, critically injured; and,
unfortunately, white for the deceased. They have it very
well organised.

communications. I call on the police minister to make
sure that communications between police, ambulance
workers and firefighters will work 100 per cent
accurately. We have been pushing for some time the
issue of the metropolitan mobile radio system. We need
to make sure the MMR system is in place prior to the
Commonwealth Games, and we on this side of the
house will do whatever it takes to assist the government
in making sure that works.

Of course communications are an important part of this
overall plan, so that as the injured people are coming up
out of the underground information is able to passed on
to a higher level. The information and communications
section that worked through the emergency services in
London was absolutely crucial. It was able to acquire
double-decker buses immediately for transport and to
secure hotel wings and department stores to use as field
hospitals so they could send the injured people there for
preliminary treatment. Information was passed through
to New Scotland Yard and COBRA, the Cabinet Office
Briefing Room A, located 10 floors underground and
connected to the Prime Minister’s residence by tunnel.
There is no doubt that the London emergency service
workers did an extraordinary job.

Mr WELLS — The minister interjects and says
‘What can we do?’. Whatever it takes to make sure that
it works. All we need is an assurance that the possibility
of a situation arising in which ambulance drivers cannot
communicate with police and firefighters is corrected.
If that has been fixed in the meantime or needs an extra
budget allocation or whatever else it takes, it will have,
without doubt, bipartisan support. I say that sincerely.
We cannot have a new digital radio system that costs
$130 million but will not allow communication from
ambulances to firefighters and police. So we ask in
good spirit and in a bipartisan way that this problem be
fixed. We cannot have that sort of situation. I hope that
in his contribution the minister can give an assurance
that this problem has been fixed and that there will be
full cooperation and effective communication between
those three emergency services.

I spoke about it taking 90 minutes to get everyone out
of that Underground station. Within 10 minutes of the
first blast they had warning signs already posted on
major traffic arterials into the city; all of London’s
Underground trains were stopped; bus drivers were
promptly ordered to return their buses to the depots and
a short time later soldiers were deployed to strategically
important locations such as Buckingham Palace. It was
an extraordinary effort. I was interested to note the
following in one of the London papers at 5.30 p.m. on
7 July:
It is early still, but the impression coming from eyewitness
accounts and news reports is that London’s emergency
services and transport staff have covered themselves in glory
today.
We have known for some time that the city had contingency
plans in place in the event of a large-scale terrorist attack. The
evidence so far suggests those plans were well rehearsed and
effectively implemented when the time came.
London is jarred by shock, stung by grief, but not fraught with
panic. The Observer blog expects nothing less from its native
city, which happens also to be the coolest place on earth.

That is great praise.
We on the Liberal side are very much committed to a
bipartisan approach to this. One of the things I
mentioned that worked so well in London was

Mr Holding interjected.

We are also very keen to make sure that the other
communications systems for those emergency services
are working well. We will offer whatever support to the
minister is needed to make sure there are enough police
there as well. We also need to ensure — —
Mr Holding interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services should
not interject across the Chair and the member for
Scoresby should not take up interjections. The
honourable member through the Chair.
Mr WELLS — I have said in good faith that the
Liberal Party will do whatever it takes to support the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in ensuring
there are enough police or whatever it takes to make
sure that these games are the safest. We say that in good
faith with bipartisan support.
We also believe, as was mentioned by the Leader of the
Liberal Party, that we would expect there is a good
level of coordination. We know this was a factor in
London where there was good coordination between
the utilities, the water, gas and telecommunications
companies and a good level of coordination with the
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business sector which has a significant role to play in
the security of their facilities as was mentioned by the
Leader of the Liberal Party. We also need to ensure that
there is good coordination with the health sector,
doctors, nurses, the emergency services including the
State Emergency Service, ambulance, police, Country
Fire Authority and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. The
Minister for Transport talked about public transport
coordination, not just trains, buses and trams but also a
good, solid, clear road network.
I have mentioned communications — that goes without
saying. There is the issue of volunteers — the Red
Cross and Salvation Army would also have a very
important role to play in the case of disaster.
We are looking forward to the Commonwealth Games.
We believe they will be the best-run Commonwealth
Games ever and all Victorians will be very proud of
them. As I mentioned earlier, the Liberal Party in
whatever capacity it can will offer any level of support
it can to the minister, the government and the Premier
to make sure we have a safe games. We live in a
different world which is very unfortunate, but I
welcome the opportunity to join the debate on this
ministerial statement and offer some views and
comments on behalf of the Liberal Party.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I wish to add my comments to those of the
Premier and other members in relation to Victoria’s
preparedness for a terrorist attack. The cowardly
murders in London of innocent people from many
walks of life reinforce how much our way of life is
being threatened by these acts and this campaign. We
must find a balance between doing everything possible
to prevent a similar attack in Victoria and preserve the
civil liberties and freedoms that are an essential element
of our open, multicultural society.
The Premier has talked in some detail about Victoria’s
preparedness. Victoria has very sound emergency
management arrangements. Much has been done to
review and strengthen those arrangements and
capabilities since we witnessed the attacks on New
York and Washington in 2001.
In an article in the Boston Globe of 17 September 2001
entitled ‘New York’s preparedness should inspire other
cities to act’, Arnold Howitt of the John F. Kennedy
Business School at Harvard University wrote on the
lessons for emergency management of those terrible
events of 9/11. Amongst other points he suggested that
well-developed emergency management arrangements
should include firstly, a multi-hazard approach;
secondly, multi-agency response and recovery capacity;
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thirdly, whole-of-government coordination at all levels
of government; and fourthly, appropriate incident
management systems. He stressed the need for surge
capacity particularly in the health care area,
sophisticated communication systems with adequate
redundancy and interoperability, and regular and
repeated training exercises and simulations.
So how does Victoria measure up against this
assessment? Victoria’s emergency management
arrangements provide an all-hazards, all-agencies
approach for the prevention, response and recovery for
all types of emergencies including terrorist incidents.
Victoria has a coordination arrangement for the whole
of government in place which includes senior cabinet
ministers and very senior officers of all departments
chaired by the Secretary of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet. These arrangements are kept under
constant review. The risks and hazards affecting
Victoria are constantly changing not just in relation to
terrorism but also natural disasters and disruption to our
many essential services.
Our arrangements have continued to evolve as part of a
learning process in which international and domestic
events are reviewed and opportunities for improvement
are identified for Victoria. We have learnt much from
events such as the Longford gas crisis, the Sydney
water quality incident and the Auckland power
blackout. Contingency planning for the World
Economic Forum and the Sydney Olympics and the
need to respond to the white powder incidents
immediately after the 9/11 attacks tested our
arrangements and led to a number of changes to
strengthen our capability.
As noted by the Premier, this government has made a
significant investment in training and resources for
Victoria Police and the emergency services. I will give
some examples. In respect of preventative action we
have invested in training and equipment for units in
Victoria Police. This includes marine equipment and
personnel to protect our ports. There has been
investment in specialist groups such as the
counter-terrorism coordination group and the security
intelligence group. The counter-terrorism coordination
group provides high-level coordination to the response
to terrorism supporting and advising other specialist
units. The security intelligence group enhances that
counter-terrorism advice through the integration of
intelligence and analysis. We have funded the upgrade
of surveillance, IT and communications equipment
used in Victoria Police to help investigate terrorist
activities at its early stages.
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Ability to respond is the next stage of preparedness. We
have provided resource services for the special
operations group of Victoria Police which provides
tactical resolution to terrorist threats and expertise in
bomb response and siege and hostage situations. The
special operations group, as well as all our emergency
service agencies — the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the
Country Fire Authority and the State Emergency
Service — also now have the capability to operate
within a chemical, biological and radiological
environment. Our emergency services agencies have
received funding for things such as urban search and
rescue, enhanced communications, bomb response
equipment, forensic field analysis tools, protective
clothing and of course training in the use of that
equipment.
Something people sometimes do not think enough
about is recovery from a terrorist incident. We have and
that is why we have funded the State Coroner to
increase processing and investigation capacity, and the
Institute of Forensic Medicine for large-scale victim
identification, improved physical evidence retrieval and
protective equipment.
To build strong emergency management arrangements,
training and exercises or rehearsals are critical. Victoria
has developed and implemented a number of
multi-agency exercises where we regularly test our
preparedness through these rehearsals. This has
included a major urban search and rescue simulation
led by the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services
Board which included not only many Victorian
emergency services but also a number of interstate
agencies.
The ability to work together and provide assistance
across state and territory borders is essential. Victoria
regularly participates in multijurisdictional exercises as
part of national counter-terrorism planning, and as
indicated by the Premier, our arrangements will again
be tested as part of the Mercury 05 exercise later this
year.
I am also pleased to inform the house that later this year
Victoria will take delivery of a computer-based
simulation system designed to test our
whole-of-government coordination of major emergency
events. This leading-edge technology has been
developed for Victoria and is built around our
arrangements. It uses scenarios built on real spatial
information data and imagery, and uses carefully
constructed and credible scenarios. As with the
emergency radio broadcast memorandum of
understanding with the Australian Broadcasting
Corporation, other states and territories are now
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following Victoria’s lead and have asked to become
partners in the development of this exciting initiative.
Communications during emergencies, both between
police and emergency services and with the
community. are increasingly judged as critical to the
success or failure of managing such events. Victoria has
some of the most sophisticated communications
technology anywhere in the world, and this technology
provides crucial interoperability between our services.
The problem of police and fire servers being on
different communication systems, which affected the
response to the terrorist attacks in New York, does not
exist in Victoria. Similarly, much research has been
undertaken to establish the information the community
wants and needs, and how best to provide that
information.
We are currently implementing the statewide integrated
public safety and communication strategy, which
includes investment in the mobile data
network (MDN), metropolitan mobile radio (MMR)
and the emergency altering system (EAS). The data
network provides real-time access to a range of
different databases and can be accessed in a secure
environment. MMR provides access for emergency
service organisations in the metropolitan area to a
digital encrypted radio network that will work more
effectively than existing systems in a built-up
environment. The EAS provides a statewide paging
system for the State Emergency Service and the
Country Fire Authority to respond to emergency
situations.
As part of our process for informing the community,
which I mentioned earlier, a community information
and warning trial is currently being undertaken in
partnership with Telstra and the ABC and builds on the
research that has already been conducted in this area. It
illustrates the constantly evolving and innovative
approach we take to emergency management and
community information here in Victoria, and we look
forward to seeing the results over the next three months
of the trial being conducted in the shires of Northern
Grampians and Yarra Ranges.
Of course, all of us understand that there can be
absolutely no guarantees, but all Victorians can be
assured that we have a multi-agency, multi-hazard
approach which makes sure that all agencies, all
sections of government, all the emergency service
organisations and the community are able to respond
comprehensively and in a cooperative way to any
situation that may develop.
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Despite the comments of the member for Scoresby I am
pleased to provide to Victorians an assurance that we
have both the police numbers and resources in place, as
well as communications technologies that have
interoperable capabilities, to make sure Victorians feel
assured that investments have been made and
precautions have been taken to ensure they can feel
confident about events in the future.

this year and it laid dormant on the notice paper week
after week being pushed back because of other,
supposedly, more important legislation. Given all the
rhetoric from the state government at the time this
debate was going on, I would have thought it could
have done better than to finally bring it forward in the
last week of the sitting, three months after it was first
introduced.

Of course there can be no absolute guarantees: there is
no room for complacency. But I can assure the house
that Victoria is doing everything it can to prevent and
also to put in place the planning and capability for
managing the response and recovery to events that we
hope will never occur in this state.

Having said that, as a result of this legislation we will
now have a new 470-hectare park to be known as the
Point Nepean National Park. It will include
205 hectares of commonwealth-owned land, with a
further 90 hectares being retained by the
commonwealth until 2009. The balance of 265 hectares
which makes up the new 470-hectare park is to be
transferred from the existing Mornington Peninsula
National Park, which abuts the proposed Point Nepean
park, and will include the South Channel Fort. The
legislation also expands the abutting 2657-hectare
Mornington Peninsula National Park by a further
23 hectares, to be made up of three privately owned
allotments and 19 hectares of Melbourne Water land in
the St Andrews beach area and proximate to the
Gunnamatta sewage outfall.

DISSENT FROM SPEAKER’S RULING
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — I desire to move,
by leave:
That this house dissents from the ruling of the Speaker that
question one today was not a matter of government business
because it concerned expenditure by the Parliament.

Given that the Appropriation (Parliament 2005/2006)
Bill was brought into this house by the Treasurer as a
matter of government programming and business
concurrently with the budget and that therefore the
expenditure of the Parliament is properly a matter for
the questioning of a relevant minister — in this case,
the Premier — I believe the question was in order, and
as such I move dissent from the Speaker’s ruling.
Leave refused.

NATIONAL PARKS (POINT NEPEAN) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 April; motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In rising to
lead the opposition’s contribution to the debate on the
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill I point out that the
opposition fully supports this new national park.
Indeed, the parliamentary Liberal Party has a long and
proud history of supporting the creation of national
parks throughout Victoria ever since it was founded.
Having said that this national park has been a long time
coming before the Parliament.
The government should be ashamed of itself for the fact
that the legislation establishing this national park was
introduced and first read in the Parliament on 20 April

So today we have a piece of legislation that involves
some very worthwhile additions to our state’s national
park estate. It puts into effect the long drawn out Point
Nepean land use cause celebre. It is a cause celebre in
which the current government would like to think it had
a major public relations victory. But I put to the house
that in fact this was a victory for the local community,
for commonsense and for the member for Nepean in
this house who has worked tirelessly to achieve a
commonsense outcome with the local community. In
terms of the state government’s commitment along the
way this legislation does it no credit at all, and I will get
to the dirty hands that it comes to the debate with in a
moment.
I will go right back to the time line involved here. It
goes back to 4 April 2002, when the defence
department announced that 300 hectares of land at
Portsea was surplus to its requirements, that it would be
disposing of that site and that there would be a round of
community consultation about the future use of the site,
which then commenced from April 2002. Later in the
year, on 20 September, the defence department
appointed consultants Parsons Brinkerhoff to prepare a
master plan on options for the site. The first community
rally against the sale of any land at Point Nepean was
held outside state Parliament on 8 October 2002. Two
weeks after that the Prime Minister sent a letter to the
Victorian government saying that the property would
be advertised on the open market early in 2003. Of
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course, that goes back to an agreement that was entered
into by state governments to do with Federation Fund
money.
We well recall that the New South Wales government
did not want any money provided by the
commonwealth government as part of the contribution
by the commonwealth government to each state to
celebrate the centenary of Federation. It said instead
that it would like to have a large amount of
commonwealth-owned land on the harbour side of
Sydney go into state government ownership for the
purpose of parks and recreation. That was a precedent.
However, the Victorian state government put up its
hand for funding, and money to the tune of tens of
millions of dollars was handed over by the
commonwealth government in good faith to assist in
the construction of Federation Square, for which this
government has claimed credit even though the
previous state government initiated it.
Having got a good deal out of the Federation Fund, it
was then technically a bit rich for the state government
to go back cap in hand to the federal government
saying, ‘By the way, we now also want
commonwealth-owned land provided gratis’. This is
where the federal government lost the public relations
campaign, and as I said, the state opposition fully
supports the outcome that the community, with the
support of the member for Nepean in this house, fought
so hard for: to ensure that this land was kept in public
hands. It is now going to be a national park.
However, the state government has put out mixed
messages, because in the lead-up campaign to the last
election it actually stated that it was willing to buy the
land from the commonwealth government. I will quote
an article by Melissa Fyfe from the Age of Saturday,
12 April 2003, headed ‘Anger at Point Nepean land sale
move’.
In a television debate during the state election last year,
Premier Steve Bracks was asked if he would buy the land to
ensure it remained in public hands if all else failed. He
replied: ‘We are actually very prepared to do that very thing.
But we want the owner (the commonwealth) to clean up that
property’.

The Premier said that he was going to buy that land off
the commonwealth government, and he reneged on that
commitment. He absolutely reneged on that
commitment.
Mr Lupton interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — We will get to the next
commitment that was made and reneged on as well.
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The state government does not come to this debate with
clean hands. I have already detailed that the federal
government went through any number of machinations
for leasing the land and proposals of usage on the basis
that it believed that as the owner of the land it should
have some rights to decide its future. As I have stated
previously, it was a commonsense outcome, and the
community is to be commended for achieving this
addition to the national park estate in Victoria, but the
state government is not to be commended for the way it
dealt with this — not in good faith at all, but just as a
vote-winning exercise in its entirety.
Once this legislation is given royal assent the
commonwealth government will transfer the title of the
205-hectare weapons range land to state government
ownership for inclusion in the new national park. The
commonwealth-controlled Point Nepean Community
Trust will continue to manage the remaining
90 hectares of commonwealth land until 2009. This
parcel consists of the heritage quarantine station and
defence buildings. I might add that the commonwealth
government has already spent several million dollars in
re-roofing the quarantine buildings. I have been down
there and inspected the site; the buildings have been
repainted, and they are in much better order and
condition than they were previously. We are going to
require further legislation coming into state Parliament
at a future date to include that additional 90 hectares of
commonwealth land that will remain with the
commonwealth until 2009.
When this legislation is enacted the commonwealth
government will also be handing over a $2 million
grant to the state government in order to control burn
the 205 hectares of weapons range land, and Victoria is
required to remove unexploded ordnance. This is where
we have a few concerns, because this state government
has an appalling record, as you would accept, Acting
Speaker, when it comes to controlled burns. Not far
from your electorate on Wilson’s Promontory a
controlled burn got completely out of hand and
devastated thousands of hectares of national park,
killing native wildlife in extraordinary numbers. Far
from a controlled burn, it was a wildfire which was
incredibly badly managed by this government and the
department. So the fact that there will be a controlled
burn involving unexploded ammunition and ordnance
on the site raises an interesting debating point, and of
course there is endangered wildlife there. We have a
particular species of bandicoot that would be in danger
if the burn were to get out of hand.
The fact that the commonwealth government is willing
to hand over $2 million to the state government to assist
in this cause is in stark contrast to the total lack of
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funding the state government is willing to put into this
park. As a result of this legislation the commonwealth
government will also lose easement rights over a
400-metre section of Defence Road that adjoins the
weapons range land. It will, however, retain
easement-only rights to the remaining 2-kilometre
section of Defence Road in order to access the
90-hectare land area that will remain with it until 2009.
We have the interesting situation where the
commonwealth government is doing the right thing
with the funding. It has re-roofed the quarantine
buildings in that heritage area and it has repainted those
buildings, and they are being handed over in good
order. Of course it will be used in some cases by the
community to its benefit, but in addition to that the
federal government will be handing over a $2 million
grant to the state government.
But that is the end of the funding when it comes to any
state government involvement. We did have — quite
separate from the commitment by the Premier to buy
the land off the commonwealth government, which he
reneged on — the curious announcement by the
Premier in the last election campaign that he would be
committing a further $10 million from the state
government coffers to the funding of this park. It is
interesting that we have heard nothing since. In the
federal election campaign the Premier attended a photo
opportunity with Mr Garrett, the federal Labor Party
environment spokesman, and there was some noise
made by the Premier to the effect that the $10 million
would be coming soon, ‘Don’t you worry about that!’.
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person! That is also an indictment of the minister in
terms of the rhetoric about the environment versus the
reality of a lack of funding.
We look forward with interest to this promised
$10 million in state funding. The government has said it
will provide it in 2009, but the community is not
holding out too much hope because it knows about this
government’s record of broken promises. That
$10 million could have gone into some expert
management planning. This is another bone of
contention. While the state government has
significantly reduced park management funding for the
abutting Mornington Peninsula National Park, there is
no guarantee of any additional funding or staffing for
this new Point Nepean National Park. In the meantime
the so-called integrated management plan will be a long
time in the consultation phase.
The last thing this state government wants to do is have
an integrated management plan that is in the public
arena and might entail suggestions and
recommendations for appropriate management and
funding models. That is the last thing the state
government wants. It does not want that plan published,
it wants to push it onto the backburner, because it wants
to get away with a sleight of hand and not provide the
$10 million promised for this park. As I say, the state
government can preach the rhetoric on national park
management, but it has been caught out time and again
when it comes to following through with funding.

However, in the briefing provided to me by the
government the ministerial adviser had to intervene and
explain that the $10 million promised by the state
government would not be forthcoming until all of the
commonwealth land was handed over by 2009. In other
words, even though in this legislation the
commonwealth government is handing over the vast
majority of its land to state government ownership —
205 hectares — and even though it is retaining only
90 hectares, the state government is not willing to make
available any of its supposed $10 million commitment.
The state government gets all the public relations, but
as per usual with this government, when it comes to
environmental management it does absolutely nothing.

We have seen that with the other piece of legislation on
the notice paper for debate in this house at a later date
about the Otway National Park. It has been put
specifically to the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council that the government is going to create this new
national park in the Otways in addition to a forest park,
but where are the funding recommendations that go
with it for additional rangers and for additional pest and
weed control? At the briefing I and other honourable
members of this house had the chairman of VEAC put
his hands in the air and said that it is not part of
VEAC’s responsibility, that it is meant to be an
arm’s-length-from-government advisory body and that
it is not allowed to make any recommendations about
funding or the funding support required for a new
national park.

The government does nothing when it comes to park
management or appropriate funding for pest and weed
control. That is why, according to the Australian
Bureau of Statistics, this is the lowest funding state per
hectare and per person for park management in
Australia. What an indictment of a Labor government
supposedly committed to the environment — the lowest
funding state in Australia both per hectare and per

The house finds itself in this conundrum. We are
expected to support the creation of a new national park.
The parliamentary Liberal Party fully supports that and
recognises the outstanding work done by the local
community and local members such as the member for
Nepean in achieving this outcome. But we are
concerned that we create these parks and have no
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leverage on the state government to ensure that they are
looked after and managed properly and that appropriate
usage occurs.
Mr Cooper — Worst neighbour in the state.
Mr HONEYWOOD — It has been described as the
neighbour from hell by abutting private property
owners right around the state, because it is not a good
neighbour and does not meet its own responsibilities
when it comes to ensuring that it abides by the rules it
foists on private property owners.
Despite the belligerence of the state government and its
attempt to use this wholly and solely as a political
vote-buying exercise, moves have been initiated by the
commonwealth government to try to get a partnership
approach going here. On 20 January 2004 the
commonwealth government offered the state
government a role in managing Point Nepean by
inviting the state government to appoint somebody to
its committee of management. On 18 February the state
government established its own 10-member advisory
committee on Point Nepean — as we expected it
would, because it does not like to cooperate with
another level of government. On 10 June a separate
Point Nepean Community Trust was established by the
federal government — after its offer in good faith to
have state government nominees was refused.
On 14 July Point Nepean was included in the Victorian
heritage register. The commonwealth has done its part
by ensuring that the site has been included on the
commonwealth heritage list. On 31 August the state
government again refused to place a nominee on the
Point Nepean Community Trust, because the trust deed
allegedly failed to guarantee that the site would be
handed to Victoria. Even though we have the
commitment from the commonwealth government that
the land in its entirety would come to the state
government, for its own political ends the state
government refuses to play ball.
On 28 November last year the state government and the
Point Nepean Community Trust agreed to cooperate on
a single management plan for the area. Could you
imagine for a moment how ridiculous it would have
been if we had had two separate management plans
being orchestrated at the same time, in parallel, by
separate organisations because of the absolute
belligerence and political vote-buying priorities of this
state government? Finally a commonsense outcome
prevailed and one integrated management plan was able
to be brought forward. As I have said, for its own
political reasons this government has been slow off the
mark in getting that management plan up and running.
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On 18 January of this year Parks Victoria and the
commonwealth government-appointed Point Nepean
Community Trust agreed to work together to create a
single national park out of the former defence site.
Finally we have some cooperation occurring between
the different levels of government. The commonwealth
government had been constantly extending cooperative
proposals but had been knocked back. As I said, on
20 April this year the state government finally
introduced and first read the National Parks (Point
Nepean) Bill in this house. It has been sitting on the
notice paper for the three months since — such is the
priority accorded to this cause célèbre.
Mr Jasper — They don’t want to rush it.
Mr HONEYWOOD — They do not want to rush it
for the reasons I have given.
That is the chronology and how we have gotten to
where we are today. As I say, the situation was not
handled particularly well by different levels of
government in terms of public relations. That applies in
equal measure to the state government given the
various funding commitments and promises it has
failed to deliver on. However, at the end of the day this
is an outcome that future generations will respect and
appreciate this Parliament for. It is a commonsense
outcome. It will ensure that the national park is
accessible, and not just to local residents who will stand
to gain from a number of community usage facilities.
The local council has already been provided with some
hectares of commonwealth-owned land, which is a
good outcome for it in terms of community usage.
However, the onus is on the state government to ensure
that the rhetoric on making this national park accessible
to all is met. If you go down to the abutting Mornington
Peninsula National Park now, you will find that you
have to pay a not-insignificant fee for the right and
privilege of entering a national park. The state
government has already placed a charge on families
accessing and enjoying the abutting national park.
I ask the Minister for the Arts, who is at the table, and
the Minister for Environment — knowing full well that
they will not bother to answer — whether it is their
intention to have a similar charge for any family or
individual in Victoria wanting to access this Point
Nepean National Park. I am sure the reality will be that
there will be an entrance charge to inspect the
waist-high weed; there will be an entrance charge to
inspect the feral animals. There will be an entrance
charge, yet again this government argues
philosophically that we should not have a user-pays
system. The reality is that if it can get its grubby hands
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on additional revenue, as we have just seen today in the
house with the land tax on family trusts, it will do so.
The rhetoric of national parks being accessible and
available to all is not a reality already, given the
imposition of a fee on the abutting Mornington
Peninsula National Park. The Point Nepean National
Park has some very significant environmental values, if
they are managed properly.

output. The state government is content not to spend the
$165 million needed to upgrade the current facility
from class C to class A water and is content to continue
prevaricating over any initiative regarding that. If you
go up in a helicopter, as the Leader of the Opposition
and I have done recently, over the Gunnamatta sewage
outfall, you will see an extensive plume of sewage
going some kilometres out to sea.

Already we have the problem which the member for
Nepean in this place has been working on very
diligently: the erosion of the seawall. Again it is
becoming a danger, where vehicles trying to get to the
end of the Point Nepean peninsula to inspect the old
defence buildings and structures will find that the cliff
face is almost falling down into the sea. The seawall,
which is at the base of the cliff face, was renovated by
the previous Liberal government, which spent a serious
amount of money on reinforcing it, but for six years we
have had not one brass razoo spent on it. We now have
a real problem in that the seawall is almost beyond
renovation, so it will be a major project for a future
government to find the wherewithal to fund it. It is an
indictment on this government that it has not put any
capital works funding into this area, and does not intend
to put any capital works funding into this area.

It is a Third World solution. We are meant to be living
in a society that is supposed to be adopting world best
practice environment management. This government
prefers to spend $165 million on adding to its head
office bureaucracy rather than implementing key
projects that would ensure Victoria led the way in
environmental management. Let us all understand that
we are putting 23 hectares of additions to the abutting
national park, as part of this legislation, which will be
right next door to a Third World sewage outfall into the
ocean. It is an indictment on the government that it will
not adopt Liberal Party policy, which is to close the
Gunnamatta sewage outfall and to increase the standard
of water at the Carrum treatment facility from class C to
class A.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD — The ignorance coming
from the mushrooms on the government backbench is
there for all to see. The seawall is actually a state
government responsibility, and that responsibility has
been completely ignored by the current government.
The member for Nepean has raised a number of other
issues of concern, such as the South Channel Fort and
making sure that that heritage site is properly funded —
the state government is foisting that into the new Point
Nepean National Park as part of this legislation — and
a number of other concerns to do with the maintenance
of the park. The abutting park, the Mornington
Peninsula National Park, has already had its
maintenance funding reduced from $80 000 a year in
the last two financial years to $20 000 a year, which we
are reliably informed by the local community is not
enough to pay for the contractors to fulfil the normal
maintenance requirements — a 75 per cent reduction in
funding by the Minister for Environment.
The 23 hectares added to the Mornington Peninsula
National Park, is right next to the Gunnamatta sewage
outfall. It is fine for the government to be content with
Third World sewage recycling. We have only class C
recycling of the water from the Carrum facility, which
accounts for 40 per cent of Melbourne’s total sewage

There are many issues associated with this legislation. I
have covered the key ones as far as the opposition is
concerned. The legislation has been a long time
coming. It is only the start of the process, if you like,
because in 2009 we will require additional legislation to
incorporate the other 90 hectares of commonwealth
government-owned land. At least we have the state
government finally coming to the table and agreeing,
apart from taking the commonwealth’s money of $2
million straightaway, to ensure that there is a
cooperative effort in the interests of the local
community and that we will have, although we are
sceptical when it will be achieved, this so-called
integrated management plan. We look forward to that
and we hope those involved in the drafting of the
management plan will have the courage of their
convictions to make genuine recommendations about
the implementation and funding requirements — apart
from the $2 million being handed over by the
commonwealth government — across the whole of the
park and the abutting Mornington Peninsula National
Park.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — The National
Parks (Point Nepean) Bill creates a new Point Nepean
National Park by incorporating 205 hectares of the
former Defence weapons range site with parts of the
Mornington Peninsula National Park. It adds a further
90 hectares, including the historic quarantine building
that will be added at a later stage, suggested to be 2009,
and also adds some small areas of coastal land to the
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Mornington Peninsula National Park. As is the practice
of The Nationals, we undertook investigations into the
bill. I appreciated the briefing provided by the
minister’s office in relation to the legislation. This was
undertaken with the Honourable Peter Hall in the other
place, who is The Nationals spokesman in this area.
I want to backtrack a little before dealing with the detail
in the legislation. As a member of Parliament
representing north-eastern Victoria some people would
say I have no interest in events going on at Point
Nepean.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — The members for Mornington and
Brighton interject that that would not be the case, and it
is not the case. The Nationals are extremely interested
in developments taking place, whether they are in
country Victoria or metropolitan Melbourne. We
recognise the importance of Melbourne as the capital
city of Victoria and the important part it plays in
Victoria. I repeat, as a member representing the
north-eastern part of the state, The Nationals are well
aware of actions that have taken place over a number of
years in developing national parks.
When I entered Parliament in the late 1970s a map was
shown to me by people interested in extending national
parks across Victoria. It included southern New South
Wales, and I could not believe the areas they were
showing that would be included as national parks. We
have seen enormous changes from the 1970s,
particularly in the 1980s, the 1990s and this new
century, with areas of land added to national parks
across Victoria. It was suggested that there would be a
continuous national park coming down through New
South Wales into Victoria and right across into central
Victoria. That has been achieved. Maps of national
parks provided in Victoria show that most of the
extensions of national parks recommended by
investigations undertaken by successive organisations
created by governments have been achieved.
The Nationals are not opposed generally to extensions
to national parks, but we need to make sure that
national parks are adequately and appropriately
managed. That is the key concern we have. I saw this
particularly with the development of the box-ironbark
national park up in north-eastern Victoria within my
electorate of Murray Valley. I say without fear of
contradiction that those areas will not be managed
properly — indeed they are not being managed
properly — unless the government says, ‘If we are
going to take on additional national parks, we will
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provide the appropriate management structures through
Parks Victoria’.
Throughout the 1980s we had the Land Conservation
Council, which undertook extensive investigations into
all areas of Victoria and produced extensive reports,
and I still have all those reports in my electorate office
in Wangaratta. They are available if members want to
have a look at them, because I think many of them
would have been lost and many members would not
have copies of the reports which were prepared at that
time. The Land Conservation Council recommended
that extensive areas be created for national parks.
Indeed throughout the 1980s that happened, and then
throughout the 1990s further areas were developed.
Then we saw the development of the Environment
Conservation Council and the work it did, including its
involvement in the box-ironbark national park, which I
mentioned. Members of the council responded very
positively to my representations and came up to
meetings in north-eastern Victoria, where they
presented their case. I chaired one very volatile meeting
at a small place called Eldorado within my electorate of
Murray Valley. They indicated that I would not be able
to control the meeting, but I can assure you that I did.
The council produced a lot of detailed information, and
both sides were able to present their views. I thought it
went very well.
Now we have the Victorian Environment Assessment
Council, which has developed from the former
conservation councils. I believe that background needs
to be put on the record. We have developed these
national parks, but the key to that is how they are going
to be managed into the future. Unless the government
decides that it is going to put more money into this area,
we are going to find that the new national park in this
pristine and wonderful area that we have in the
Mornington Peninsula will not get the management it
should. I am sure that the local members who represent
those areas, and who are in the house now, will provide
additional information on the current national park and
what will happen when these other areas are included in
it.
I decided I would go to the library and get some
information. There is no doubt that the development of
this prime Portsea site has had a chequered career. I will
read a couple of paragraphs from the Herald Sun of
Friday, 5 April 2002, under the heading ‘Developers
eye prime Portsea site’:
A forgotten piece of land on Mornington Peninsula could be
worth more than $20 million to taxpayers.
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Publicly owned cliff-top land at Portsea could be sold off
under defence department plans to dispose of the disused site.
Federal defence parliamentary secretary Fran Bailey said
yesterday the department no longer needed the 300 hectares
of land adjoining the Port Nepean National Park.

An enormous debate developed over the period from
the original announcement in April 2002. I come
forward to January 2003 and again read from the
Herald Sun under the heading ‘Tourist mecca plan for
point’:
Historic Point Nepean could become a multimillion dollar
tourist attraction under a blueprint commissioned by the
federal government.
A tourism hub including accommodation, cafes, boutique
shops, a museum, heritage ferry ride, convention centre and
dozens of kilometres of new trails is recommended for the
311-hectare defence site for sale.
…
A spokesman for the defence ministry parliamentary
secretary Fran Bailey said Colliers International would begin
marketing the site next month.
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Going forward, the Herald Sun of 19 December 2003
says under the headline ‘$10 million gift’, and local
members will expand on this, I am sure:
A $10 million mystery benefactor and a Howard government
backflip have given Point Nepean to Victoria as a Christmas
gift.

Another heading in the Age on 19 December 2003 says
‘Nepean park as Canberra backs down’:
Point Nepean will be a national park in five years after the
federal government yesterday caved in to community
pressure and abandoned its commercial development plans
for the site.
In a dramatic backflip Canberra has ruled out hotels or
convention centres and instead accepted a $10 million
donation from an anonymous Melbourne family to fund the
site under a trust for five years.

Then we had an editorial in the Age on 20 December
2003 under the heading ‘Admirable outcome at Point
Nepean’ that states in part:
A much loved strip of coastal land will become a national
park at long last.

It bubbled along through 2003, and I go forward to the
Age of 4 October 2005, which says under the headline
‘State’s late “concept” bid for Nepean’:

Again the Sunday Age of 11 January stated under the
heading ‘State bid to fast-track point deal’:

The Bracks government will participate in the
commonwealth’s tendering process for Point Nepean, despite
the bitter battle over the future of the 90-hectare heritage site.

The state government will set up an advisory committee to
speed up the transfer of Point Nepean into Victorian hands,
shortening the commonwealth’s five-year plan.

…
But the bid for the 40-year lease, due on Monday, will not
offer the commonwealth money, as required in the tender
document. Mr Thwaites —

the Victorian minister —
maintained his position that Victoria should not be paying for
Point Nepean.

Again we have the entry of the federal parliamentary
secretary for defence, Fran Bailey, who said that the
state’s bid would be considered with all the other
tenders. The Age of 18 October 2003 has the headline
‘Anger as Nepean bid winner named’ — and the
federal government named the winner. Under the
headline ‘Pub, restaurant plans exposed’ the Herald
Sun of 15 November 2003 says:
Point Nepean will be transformed into a community,
education and tourist attraction under a $10 million deal with
the federal government.
A hotel, restaurant and convention centre will be included in
the redevelopment of the 90-hectare former defence
department site.
The secret plans for the Portsea site can now be revealed after
months of controversy surrounding its future.

Then there was a supposedly secret deal over the
Nepean land, so these extracts go on. The one I want to
mention in particular is from the Sunday Age of
28 November 2004 under the heading ‘Governments
united on Point Nepean park’. So at last, after all this
time, we had governments united on what they were
going to do.
After two years of bitter state-federal wrangling, the creation
of a unified Point Nepean National Park is within reach.
The Bracks government has accepted a federal government
offer to transfer 250 hectares of Point Nepean bushland to the
state.
Victoria will get $2 million for management and weed
clearance, and the defence department will clear unexploded
ordnance accumulated since 1951.
…
The federal government has abandoned plans to sell or
develop it last December, announcing the handover of the
205 hectares, with a trust to manage it in the interim.

It was interesting to read some of the information that
was publicised in the Melbourne newspapers and the
long period of time that was taken to get what I think
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will be a just result in the transfer of land and the
development of the new national park.
I want to comment, Acting Speaker, on my concern
about the lack of funding that is being provided to
national parks across country Victoria. We want to
make sure that whilst some federal government funding
is being provided to assist in the clearing of this area —
it was a generous gesture, and I think the state
government would recognise that — unless we get
appropriate management and development of this new
Point Nepean National Park it could end up in the same
situation as many other national parks throughout
Victoria, including those in north-eastern Victoria,
where I live. We have seen what has happened where
there has not been appropriate management. The huge
fires in 2003 in this state are testament to the fact that
these national parks have not been managed properly.
Not enough funding has been provided by the state
government to make sure that these areas are managed
appropriately now and into the future.
Going back to the late 1990s, we saw the transfer of
land from the Alpine National Park into the Falls Creek
alpine resort. A small area of 80 hectares in round terms
was transferred to extend the resort from the
2300 hectares that it currently occupies, recognising
that the Alpine National Park has 660 000 hectares.
I recall a comment made by the opposition
spokesperson at the time, who became the minister. In
1997 he commented that if there were a change of
government, we would see that land transferred back to
the Alpine National Park — and with the change of
government the minister decided that land would be
transferred back to the national park. I have to put on
record my disappointment, because the Liberal Party at
the time could have joined with the then National Party
and made sure that that land remained within the alpine
resort.
It is so disappointing that 80 of the 660 000 hectares of
the Alpine National Park was shifted into the Falls
Creek alpine resort and now has been shifted back out
purely on the basis of a whim. There has not been
enough discussion. We believe it should go back. It is
not pristine country. Most of that area is around Rocky
Valley Dam. The proposal was to extend the lifts out to
Mount McKay, which would have given additional
diversity to areas within the alpine resort for skiing and
to make the resort world class. I think that will be lost,
purely and simply because of the government’s not
being able to accept that 80 hectares was being shifted
out of the Alpine National Park into the skiing resort.
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I have to say in passing that the government needs to
provide greater support to alpine resorts in Victoria. It
often claims they are a great tourist attraction for the
state. People involved in skiing support the industry, of
course, but the recreation side of the industry is highly
expensive. We need greater support from the state
government to assist in the development of these resorts
rather than just accepting that the resorts are a great
tourist attraction. But that is a side issue to the main
point I want to raise. I want to make sure the
government understands that unless we get appropriate
management of these national parks, we are going to
get continual problems with fires, continual problems
with weeds not being controlled within national park
areas and continual problems with feral animals as well.
I also want to put on the record my strong support for
the continued occupation of the Alpine National Park
by the mountain cattlemen. This government did the
mountain cattleman a great disservice over many years
by deciding that they should be removed from the
national park. It took the government five years to bring
that decision to fruition. As far as we in The Nationals
are concerned, an absolutely wrong decision has been
made. The evidence coming out indicates that the
mountain cattlemen have been of great benefit to the
Alpine National Park.
We are going to see changes which will mean that those
areas will not be managed properly into the future. The
government should recognise the importance of the
mountain cattlemen and the work they have done over a
long period of time. Many people who have spoken in
this Parliament have not even been up into these areas
and do not understand the way the mountain cattlemen
have worked in the alpine areas and what they have
been able to achieve there. But the legislation before the
house is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — I said from the outset that I would
cover some of the other areas of concern. In the earlier
part of my contribution I made great play of the
legislation that is before the house. Indeed I need to put
on record the concerns of The Nationals in these areas.
One concern is about just extending national parks
without providing appropriate management into the
future. This is an important development for the
Mornington Peninsula. I think it is one of the great
areas of the state of Victoria, but unless we get the
support of the state government we will find that that
area will also fall into disrepute. If it is not managed
properly it is an area which will not be of benefit to all
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those people living within Victoria who may benefit
from going to this area of Victoria.
The Nationals will be supporting the legislation. We
consider it important that after years of wrangling and
discussions between the state and federal governments
apparently an appropriate result has been achieved. We
should be congratulating both the state and federal
governments that at last they have been able to come to
a satisfactory arrangement. I am sure that the local
members will be adding other important information in
relation to the background of the developments that
took place, the discussions which were generated and
the result which has been achieved. We look forward to
seeing the development into the future. We want to
make sure that appropriate funding and support is being
provided by the state government to ensure that we do
get this area developed to its great potential for the
benefit of all Victorians.
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — It is a great day to be
speaking on the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill that
has finally come to this house. It is always a pleasure to
follow the member for Murray Valley in any debate in
this house, but especially today. He outlined the acts of
treachery and hypocrisy of the federal government that
the state government had to put up with in managing,
with an enormous effort from the local community, to
secure the coming into existence of the Point Nepean
National Park.
We lived through months and months of speculation
about multimillion-dollar developments of one kind and
another. There were exclusive hotels and theme
parks — every month there was a different one with a
different dollar figure put to it. It was worth
$20 million, then it was worth $10 million — and we
know that to the community of Victoria this particular
area is priceless. Before the member for Murray Valley
spoke we had from the member for Warrandyte a
20-minute apology for federal government action in this
regard. It was an absolutely disgraceful contribution to
this debate, in which he made every possible excuse for
what the federal government wanted to do and had
planned and had not planned. It was all the state
government’s fault that this was threatened in the first
place — that is what you would read into his very
deceitful contribution.
It is in fact a terrific bill and sets up for the Victorian
community for posterity one of our most historic areas.
The bill amends the National Parks Act to create the
Point Nepean National Park, and it also makes some
changes to the boundary of the Mornington Peninsula
National Park. The bill continues the implementation of
the government’s 2002 election policy to protect Point
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Nepean. Of course protecting Point Nepean involves
the creation of this national park with the incorporation
of 250 hectares of the former commonwealth defence
department site. It also requires the addition of
90 hectares of the former quarantine station.
Disgracefully, we will have to come back to this house
with another bill to actually incorporate the 90-hectare
site when the commonwealth government finally
transfers the land.
With the passage of the bill and the transfer of the
250 hectares, the commonwealth will be responsible for
clearing the former weapons range of unexploded
ordnance and will provide $2 million to Victoria for
controlled burning and weed control. The burning is
scheduled to take place over 10 years to improve flora
and fauna habitats and achieve fire protection, as well
as facilitating clearance of the unexploded ordnance.
The Mornington Peninsula National Park will be
changed slightly by this act, firstly by transferring some
land at Point Nepean and the South Channel Fort to the
new Point Nepean National Park. The bill also adds
23 hectares to the Mornington Peninsula National Park:
19 hectares at St Andrews Beach, which is currently
owned by Melbourne Water; two small parcels of land
on Fingal Road; and nearly 4 hectares at the car park at
Cape Schanck together with an associated road reserve.
All those small parcels of land will be added to the
Mornington Peninsula National Park.
Clause 7 relates to the easement — I think the member
for Warrandyte raised this in his contribution to the
debate — that exists over Defence Road, where the
road abuts the land owned by the commonwealth.
Clause 7 amends the description of that part of Defence
Road over which the easement is granted as it will not
be required once the 205 hectares of commonwealth
land is transferred to the state.
The Victorian government through Parks Victoria and
the Point Nepean Community Trust is preparing a
management plan for an integrated national park.
Despite the comments made by the member for
Warrandyte earlier in this debate that this plan was
years away, it is actually due to be released in
September. It will cover both the proposed new national
park and the 90 hectares of commonwealth land at the
quarantine station site.
The commonwealth has agreed to transfer the
quarantine station land to Victoria by 2007 at the
earliest and by 2009 at the latest. The government
believes there is no reason for this land not to be
transferred immediately and that there really is no
excuse for the continued delay of the transfer of the

NATIONAL PARKS (POINT NEPEAN) BILL
Wednesday, 20 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

former quarantine station land. The Bracks Labor
government has called on the federal government to
transfer the land immediately. In his contribution earlier
the member for Warrandyte, apart from apologising for
the dreadful actions and behaviour of the federal
government on this issue, made mention of a lack of
funds for park maintenance and park management. In
the May state budget for the 2005–06 financial year,
$19.3 million has been allocated over four years and
there is ongoing funding of $5.4 million for additional
weed and pest management and improved protection of
natural values for the entire park estate of Victoria.
There is also nearly $50 million over six years for
replacing and repairing park assets.
In my concluding remarks, I once again thank the
member for Murray Valley for his historical and very
enlightening — —
Ms Munt — Hysterical!
Ms LINDELL — No, the member for Murray
Valley was very thorough in his research on this issue
and he outlined to the house time and again how Fran
Bailey, the parliamentary secretary for defence in the
federal government, had grand plans for a $20 million
tourist development. The land was to be sold by
Colliers. There were grand plans for the development of
this most wonderful location, which is of immense
environmental, cultural and historical value to the
people of Victoria, with pubs and restaurants.
In my last few comments I would like to praise the
action of members of the community of Victoria,
particularly those of the local community on the
Mornington Peninsula, for their unstinting and
unwavering determination to ensure that Point Nepean
continues to have a place in the hearts and the psyche of
all Victorians as a place of state significance. Point
Nepean is a place where we can appreciate the earliest
history of our state and admire the magnificent scenic
views available there.
I accept that The Nationals and the Liberal Party are
supporting this bill. I think The Nationals come to the
debate with their support in much better faith than the
Liberal Party, but so be it. At no stage through this did
members of the Liberal Party ever stand up to their
federal counterparts. They proved once again that they
are Liberals first and Victorians second. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a pleasure to join the
debate on this long-awaited bill. It has been delayed
week after week, and I have often got up here — —
An honourable member — Month after month.
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Mr DIXON — Month after month, actually,
because we only sit one week in a month these days. I
have been waiting with great anticipation to debate this
bill.
First I would like to talk about the addition of
19 hectares, the former Melbourne Water land, to the
Mornington Peninsula National Park, which is covered
by this bill. Back in 2000 I was approached by Marta
Marot on behalf of the St Andrews Beach Preservation
Society asking me to follow that up to see if that
reservation which was under Melbourne Water’s
control could be passed over and incorporated into the
national park. Five years later it is really pleasing to see
this actually happening.
It is a little ironic that this block of land of 19 hectares
that is going to be incorporated into the national park is
right next door to the Gunnamatta sewage outfall which
discharges 470 million litres of C-class sewage onto the
beach. It is great to see an extension to the national
park, but Melbourne Water and this government are
happily polluting Bass Strait and that section of the
beach. In fact from this very 19 hectares you have a
very nice view of the brown plume as it spreads out into
Bass Strait. You can view all the marine life that is dead
in that area, and when there is a nice onshore wind you
can get a good whiff of it from this 19 hectares as well.
Part of Melbourne Water’s and the government’s plan
is to extend this pipeline 2 kilometres out into Bass
Strait, halfway to Tasmania, and discharge it there so it
does not discharge at the beach. But the engineering
works that are required to extend the pipeline will cause
a lot of hectares of the dunes and the existing national
park to be bulldozed and flattened. The major
engineering works to enable the extension of the
pipeline 2 kilometres out to sea will have to be
undertaken right next to this 19 hectares of land. I do
not have to point out the irony in this, that the
government is giving with one hand but taking away
with three hands, as it were, given the potential damage
the proposal is likely to cause to part of this national
park. I call on the government and subsequent speakers
to say that they are definitely not planning to extend
that pipeline 2 kilometres out to sea.
It is Liberal Party policy that that $65 million extension
of the pipeline will not be undertaken. That $65 million
will be spent by the Liberal Party on far worthier water
projects throughout Victoria.
On to the Point Nepean National Park — and first, the
name. I am comfortable with it, but I would prefer the
Point Nepean that has been added to it — —
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Ms Beattie — Martin Dixon Park.
Mr DIXON — There was a good suggestion, but I
am in not in favour of that. I would rather leave my
mark in other ways. The whole area is commonly
known as the Mornington Peninsula National Park and
perhaps it should stay that way. I think the jury is out. It
is an interesting name change, and I will leave it at that.
The South Channel Fort is going to be part of the
national park and I really do welcome that. It needs that
sort of protection. The South Channel Fort is a
man-made island that was built back in the 1860s and
1870s as part of the defence of Melbourne. There is
incredible technology out there — electric mines,
search lights and other technology that you would not
have believed was about in the 1870s. It is a site unique
in the world. It is incredible. It has also developed into a
bit of a wildlife sanctuary because of its isolation. The
pier out there was restored under funds allocated by the
former government.
Mr Cooper — The Kennett government.
Mr DIXON — The Kennett government, of course.
The access is quite good but no money has been spent
since then and a lot of money is needed to fence off the
tracks because there are bird rookeries out there. Money
is needed for signage and interpretation and for
cleaning up the old magazine and gun emplacements
now that this will be part of the national park. The
member for Murray Valley made the very strong point
that it is great to have an extra national park but the
funds have got to be available to go with it. If you are
taking on the South Channel Fort you are taking on an
expense and you are taking on some pretty serious
ongoing maintenance as well, because it is a very
isolated and windswept place on Port Phillip Bay. It
will not be cheap to look after and I worry about the
ongoing maintenance of the fort.
Before I refer to the 205 hectares of the weapons range,
which the bulk of this bill is obviously about, I make
just a slight correction. The member for Carrum is not
here now, but she said the federal government has the
responsibility to clear that and that there is another
$2 million for other clearance. That is actually not so.
The $2 million was given by the federal government to
the state government, which has responsibility for
clearing up the unexploded ordnance in that area. That
$2 million will be spent over 10 years, and the manner
of clearing that area and exposing the unexploded
ordnance is through controlled burns. With
200 hectares to be cleared over 10 years, it means there
will be 10 controlled burns of 20 hectares.
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How you can control a burn and keep it within a
20-hectare area I do not know. It is going to be very
hard to do that. Recently I was down at Wilsons
Promontory with the member for Scoresby having a
briefing on the escaped controlled burn there. At least
there were hundreds of hectares of area which the fire,
when it did escape, could go into without destroying
property or harming people. But how can a 20-hectare
burn be controlled close to houses and tens of
thousands of people living and holidaying down there
on the Mornington Peninsula, on that very narrow piece
of land with incredible flora and fauna and with historic
buildings in the remaining 90 hectares? The
department’s record on controlled burns is not good,
and I am still to be convinced that the 10 controlled
burns of 20 hectares will do the job without causing
further damage. I really have my heart in my mouth
over that one.
Over the previous years the funding of the Mornington
Peninsula National Park has actually been decreased.
The money was spent elsewhere especially in the
north-east after the fires. We welcome the recent
increase to parks funding, but it has really only brought
the level back to what it was a few years ago especially
in the Mornington Peninsula National Park. Other than
the $2 million from the federal government, there is
nothing specific about the immediate money that is
going to be spent on the restoration of the 200 hectares.
There will be controlled burns and ongoing
maintenance of the fencing, roads and interpretive
signage or whatever the Department of Sustainability
and Environment wishes to do. It is great to have
extensions to national parks, but the funding has to go
with them for ongoing maintenance and bringing those
areas up to standard.
This government has promised $10 million which it
refuses to hand over until all the land is handed over. It
should release a proportional amount. If two-thirds of
the land has been handed over, then two-thirds of the
state government money should be handed over and
spent on the national park. There is a good community
process going on now to ready the land and the
90 hectares of the quarantine station area for the state
government to take over. The state government is in no
position to take it over now. I know that Parks Victoria
does not want to take it over now; it has not got the
funds to do the major work that is required. It is a very
complex site. The community is behind it. People have
said to me they are sick of bickering between the levels
of government; they want to get on with the job. This
legislation is taking a step towards that. The process
that Parks Victoria and the community trust are
working through now is positive and moving at a good
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rate. It has been very consultative and realistic about
how complex the issue is. I endorse the process.
When we look back at some of the extreme arguments
that were put up about the sorts of things that were
going to happen with this land, we can see it was
scaremongering. The BMX tracks, the Ferris wheels
and the multistorey buildings — all that was absolute
rubbish. It was never going to happen and now we have
got to this stage and seen the process happening we
know that those things were a beat-up. I am very
confident there will be a very good outcome for Point
Nepean. The people of the Mornington Peninsula and
Victoria have been waiting a long time for this.
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — I also rise to
support the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill on
behalf of the vast majority of Victorians, indeed
Australians, who are passionate about the full
preservation of beautiful Point Nepean. However, I will
qualify this statement by adding it is also with a sense
of frustration that I stand here today — sadness,
disappointment and frustration at what I can only
describe as the ongoing selfishness of the federal
government in disallowing the Australian population’s
dream of having the whole of Point Nepean as one
whole park under one manager now.
I would like to commend the Minister for Environment
and his predecessor for their passionate commitment in
fighting the federal government at every stage in its
attempt to fragment this iconic site, with the aim not of
community benefit but rather that of private gain for
private developers. It is very disappointing and shows a
total lack of respect for Victorians that I in particular
have to again stand here virtually begging the federal
government to listen to the issues of Victorians. The
first message is one park, one manager and I hope it
will be heard very soon. The second message is not to
pre-empt any planning processes around the whole of
the site by any actions the Point Nepean Trust may take
in terms of land uses which are incompatible with a full
national park.
The minister’s lobbying has been supported by
passionate groups which include the Victorian National
Parks Association through to great people like Chris
Smyth and Kate Baillieu who has a great group of
dedicated supporters around her, the National Heritage
Trust and people like Penny Blazey. She is a member
of the Premier’s women’s honour roll; she became a
recipient of that most prestigious award earlier this
year. This is to name just a few of the passionate groups
that have worked to save Point Nepean. I commend
them all because some very important outcomes have
been achieved and are reflected in this bill.
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These hard-fought outcomes were part of the Bracks
Labor government’s 2000 election policy on forests and
national parks to protect Point Nepean and include it in
the Mornington Peninsula National Park. Some of the
bill’s actions include the creation of a new Point
Nepean National Park sitting adjacent to the
Mornington Peninsula National Park; the incorporation
of the 205 hectares of the former defence weapons
range site; the commitment that the federal government
will fund the clearing of the site of the unexploded
ordnance; and the small but important parcels of coastal
land at Cape Schanck and St Andrews which will be
added to the park along with the South Channel Fort.
I would like to talk about this so-called generosity of
the federal government in providing $2 million for
weed control and burn-off. I would like to compare that
with the $115 million it announced in terms of looking
at the restoration of seven other coastal sites. Mind you,
these were coastal harbour sites on Sydney Harbour,
not Victoria or Melbourne. If we did not know about
this Sydney-centric federal government before, we
certainly knew it then. And we knew about its Liberal
counterparts here in Victoria, when in May 2003 it
proposed selling off Point Nepean to private
developers. The national outcry was intense, as we all
know, and consequently it was forced to back down,
but not before trying the quasi long-term lease option
on the public. It did not go down very well. Thankfully
in the end it backed down.
Finally, after countless years, it has acceded to
community needs and is handing over some of the land.
There is still the matter of the remaining 90-hectare
quarantine site. You have to ask who is pulling the
Liberal Party’s strings on this issue? It certainly is not
community interest. You have to wonder what is
driving it and preventing it from handing over this bit of
land so that a holistic management approach can be
undertaken to the whole of the site.
I want to talk a bit about the remaining 90 hectares,
particularly as it is still under the ownership of the
federal government. The Point Nepean Community
Trust is the authority that is looking at the future
development of the land at this time. There are some
good community members on that trust, but it would be
fair to say that they are the exception rather than the
norm. The federal government has offered $5 million to
the trust. Realistically that just about covers the fees of
the executive members, the consultant’s costs and all
the other costs associated with putting out briefs for
tender. It does not do anything in terms of adding to the
infrastructure or the quality of the site. Much has been
made about the tidying up of the site. A couple of
million dollars has been put into doing cosmetic
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changes around the facades of buildings and things like
that.
Let us put that into a historical context. Just before the
federal government announced that it was going to sell
off the site, it cleaned up the buildings. Is that a
coincidence? If you are going to sell off a site, you tart
it up to increase its dollar value. It has also promised a
couple of million dollars over a couple of years to
enable the Australian Maritime College to run courses,
but it has not offered to contribute anything to the
infrastructure of running courses on the site. It wants to
set up an education precinct down there without holistic
and comprehensive community consultation, but
nothing is mentioned about the rest of the facilities
down there. It is exceptionally frustrating in that
context.
I could talk about other groups who wanted to be
involved with the process but who were pressured not
to be involved, but I will do that another day when the
90 hectares has finally been handed over.
Other members have referred to the $10 million
contribution underwritten by an unknown family, and I
understand that that is to go towards a proposed respite
centre on the site. You have to ask whether that is what
the community expects national parks to include. Are
there no other suitable sites closer to medical facilities
or transport infrastructure? What about the broader
access and equity issues in creating such exclusive
non-public compounds within the precinct? It does not
take into consideration what Victorians really want to
see on the site. There is a singularity in both proposals
that I have talked about that the community finds
disconcerting. The issue is not their purpose but their
location. But more than that they are not part of an
overall plan for the whole site, just part of a potentially
inappropriate, isolated plan for the 90 hectare site.
These institutions could go anywhere. Why are they
being considered in the first place, and why put them
there? They are not part of an overall plan for this site.
It seems to me that the key players in the Point Nepean
Community Trust have very different ideas about what
a national park is and does compared to the rest of
Australia, which has a very clear view about the sort of
activities that should be undertaken in a national park.
The whole site should be handed over and an integrated
management plan for the whole of the site formulated,
with democratically nominated and elected people on
the management committee. They should be the ones to
have a say on the site.
The Bracks Labor government has been very clear
about its views on Victorian expectations of what
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should and should not occur in national parks. We have
seen that recently with the alpine national grazing bill
which received overwhelming community support
across the state in terms of banning cattle grazing from
our beautiful alpine parks. The Bracks government has
fought for total land inclusion, while the federal
government and the Victorian Liberal Party have
fought not to have one site under one management plan.
This is a sound bill which espouses the principles of
sustainable preservation, taking into full consideration
the invaluable heritage, cultural and environmental
significance of Point Nepean.
Nothing that I have heard so far from opposition
members in the debate tells me that they are not still
hell-bent on doing something on this 90 hectares
contrary to the principles and the wishes of Victorians
for national park sites. The proof is right here because
the federal government has not yet handed over the
90 hectares. It could; but it will not. Today we should
be celebrating the total inclusion of Point Nepean into
the Point Nepean National Park. Instead we are still
waiting for the transfer of the remaining 90 hectares in
a fairly piecemeal process, which while hard fought for
by local and national supporters and the Bracks
government, is still incomplete. Someone aptly pointed
out to me the other day that the heart and soul of Point
Nepean is still excluded from this bill. Someone also
pointed out to me that this often reflects the character of
the Howard government and the opposition members
who think this is a fantastic outcome at this time.
I commend the member for Murray Valley for putting a
very realistic slant on the historical context of the bill.
The overriding message is: one park, one management
plan, one manager. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — This bill progresses
the issue of the Mornington Peninsula National Park
and Point Nepean to a stage where I think the entire
community can say that we are getting there — in fact
we have virtually got there — in regard to what it is that
the community wants and what it believes is right for
this site.
I noticed with some interest that the member for
Hastings is valiantly trying to continue the conspiracy
theories, and I suppose it is good that she wants to go
down with the flag flying. During a matter of public
importance debate back in November 2003, she and the
member for Frankston and a few others on the
government backbench brought up some fantastic
conspiracy theories, all of which have proved to be
totally false. The hypocrisy of the debate at that time is
now seen to be very clear and on the public record, and
it is amazing to me that the member for Hastings is
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prepared to stand up here again today and continue
along those lines. It is simply staggering, but I noted
that she was reading from a cheat sheet obviously
supplied to her by the minister and the minister’s
advisers. Clearly she did not have any ability to address
some of the issues.
Ms Delahunty — On the bill!
Mr COOPER — I am on the bill. If I were you I
would just keep quiet. You have no credibility at all in
this place, or even outside this place.
In essence, the member for Hastings says that there is
no reason why the entire site should not be transferred.
She says that even though it is quite clear that the
government does not have the resources to manage the
entire site. As the member for Nepean said, Parks
Victoria has said that it does not want control of the
whole site yet. But that was not good enough for the
member for Hastings. She flies in the face of that kind
of reality.
As we all know, lack of funding has been the hallmark
of this government, particularly in regard to the
Mornington Peninsula National Park and Point Nepean.
As was said in the debate back in November 2003,
there is ample evidence that the government has not
been doing the job that it is charged with on its existing
responsibilities down there. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition mentioned the collapsing sea wall down
there, and when he mentioned that the members for
Carrum and Hastings yelled out by way of interjection,
‘That is on commonwealth government land’. They did
not know what they were talking about.
The sea wall is the clear responsibility of the state
government, yet even though they were informed of it
in the debate in this place two years ago, the members
for Carrum and Hastings have still not picked up on
that. They have been standing up here talking about
Point Nepean when they do not know the difference
between what is commonwealth responsibility and
what is state government responsibility. The sea wall is
clearly a state government responsibility. No money
has been put into it. It is in a state of collapse and will
cause significant environmental problems if it
completely collapses.
The same applies to Pearce Barracks, another area of
state government responsibility at Point Nepean where
no money has been put in. The condition of those
historic barracks is grave. They have been ignored by
the government for years, and again we have the
evidence of lack of funding. That is the thing that
should be addressed by this government. The member
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for Carrum stood up here and said, ‘We have increased
the funding in the recent budget’. The reality of
increasing the funding is one thing, but the actuality of
spending the money properly is certainly another.
That is what concerns us and a lot of people who have
an interest in Point Nepean. Talking about Point
Nepean with passion in this house, as we have heard
already from the member for Carrum and the member
for Hastings, is one thing, but their rhetoric is laced
with hypocrisy.
What we need to bear in mind is what the member for
Nepean said about the Gunnamatta outfall. Part of this
bill proposes the transfer of 19 hectares of Melbourne
Water land in the St Andrews beach area approximate
to the Gunnamatta sewage outfall. As the member for
Nepean said, under this government’s plans the area
around there is proposed to be flattened and its
environment virtually destroyed with the government’s
plans to extend the Gunnamatta outfall further into Bass
Strait. We have all this passionate debate from
government members about how important the
environment is at Point Nepean — which it is — and
what a wonderful job they are doing, but they ignore
completely what is going to go on down at St Andrews
beach with the extension of that outfall.
Where is their passion and where is their feeling for the
environment in that area? It is totally missing from this
debate. They are just concentrating on advancing their
hypocritical arguments with regard to the remaining
land, which will be transferred over, as has already
been committed to by the commonwealth government,
in 2007. The members who have spoken from the
government side in this debate so far have spoken with
forked tongues.
I want to concentrate in the time remaining to me, and
there is not much of it, on the situation that is now
going to proceed with the controlled burn. As the
member for Nepean said, this is going to take place
over 10 years. It is going to be done by Parks Victoria,
and as the member for Nepean said, its track record in
regard to controlled burning is not good.
Mr Maughan — Not good!
Mr COOPER — It is not good, and the member for
Rodney agrees. We have seen a couple of examples in
recent times. The north-east of Victoria is a blackened
ruin because of a controlled burn that got out of control,
and we also know that what happened earlier this year
down at Wilsons Promontory was a massive black
mark against Parks Victoria. I want to make it quite
clear that I am not criticising the employees of Parks
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Victoria. They can only do what they can with the
resources made available to them. What is clear to me
and I think to most people in this state is that in the
greater number of instances they do not have the
resources to do the job properly, and that is why these
things get out of control.
However, it was interesting to read on 15 July in the
Herald Sun under the heading ‘Prom blaze gutted us —
business’ that:
Tourist businesses around Wilsons Promontory are struggling
to survive three months after the government-lit fire debacle.
They say visitor numbers to the region have dropped
dramatically and the recent school holidays were ‘dead as a
doornail’.

The article finishes:
More than 6000 hectares of Wilsons Prom was burnt after a
Department of Sustainability and Parks Victoria burn jumped
control lines in early April.

The assurance we need to get — and when I say ‘we’ I
mean the entire Victorian community — is that some
lessons have been learnt by this government about that.
Members of the government cannot stand up in this
house, as has happened, and point the finger at Parks
Victoria and departmental officials. The Minister for
Environment has to take some responsibility over this
issue, and the minister has to give some assurances that
this will not happen again. Ministerial accountability
and responsibility need to be sheeted home here, and a
controlled burn at Point Nepean getting out of control is
going to be a disaster of monumental proportions.
Wilsons Promontory and the north-east of Victoria are
not areas where there is a large population, but Point
Nepean on the Mornington Peninsula certainly is.
The Minister for Environment needs to stand up here
and take some responsibility for what is going to go on
down there. It is going to be right there on his doorstep,
and he needs to tell us that a controlled burn at Point
Nepean is in fact going to be controlled and not out of
control as has happened elsewhere in this state. The bill
is a welcome progression, as I said at the start of my
remarks, but the house and the people of Victoria need
a lot more assurances and guarantees from this
government in regard to the way it is going to manage
this national park and in particular how it is going to
manage the controlled burn that it proposes to
undertake.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise today to speak in
support of the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill. It is
indeed a pleasure to speak on a bill dealing with the
formation of this national park in Victoria. I think it is
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the second time I have spoken on a bill covering the
formation of a national or alpine park, and it is fantastic
to be part of history and be able to pass that on to our
children and grandchildren. This national park narrowly
escaped a planned sale by the federal government and
an uncertain future at the hands of developers, so it is
an especial pleasure to be standing here speaking of this
park. It also has a special place in Victoria’s history and
in our environment, and it is a legacy which we can
pass on. It marks the entry to Port Phillip Bay, and this
is a quick run-down of its history, in which I was very
interested.
Prior to 1840 the people of the Kulin nation lived in
Port Phillip for over 40 000 years. In 1837 the area was
settled by pastoralist Edward Hobson. In 1840 the land
was transferred to Daniel Sullivan. In 1845 the
shepherd’s hut was built, and it still remains on the site
to this day. In 1850 other settlers moved to Point
Nepean. In 1851 Victoria was established as a separate
colony. In 1852 there was the arrival of the ship
Ticonderoga and the establishment of the quarantine
station on the site. In 1852 a cemetery was established,
probably for all the people at the quarantine station who
did not get better.
In 1854 the quarantine station was officially gazetted
and a hospital was built. In 1855 the Nepean cemetery
was established and the last burial in that was 1926. In
1858 five two-storey stone hospital blocks, housing up
to 500 people, were built. The buildings were
completed over the next 100 years. The pier was
completed, the telegraphic link to Melbourne was put in
and in 1882 Victorian military forces started to
construct the defence installations.
In 1918 there was an influenza epidemic, and 128 000
travellers were examined on this site. The quarantine
station officially closed in 1978, but until 1999 the site
was still being used as temporary accommodation for
Kosovo refugees. That is a long and significant history,
and the site was still being used recently. With its
military installation it played its part in defending the
bay from perceived aggression. They thought the
Russians were coming at some stage. The Cerberus at
Sandringham beach is also from those times. The
quarantine station also protected Victorians from
disease.
In 1990 or 1991 the state government declared the tip
of the peninsula a national park, the Mornington
Peninsula National Park. It consisted of rugged
bushland, great beaches and historic gun bunkers and is
reputed to be the place where former Prime Minister
Harold Holt tragically drowned.
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This bill will create the new Point Nepean National
Park, which will sit adjacent to the Mornington
Peninsula National Park and will incorporate 205
hectares of the former weapons range on
commonwealth land at Point Nepean. We hope it will
also incorporate the 90-hectare quarantine station and
its associated heritage buildings. These are due to be
transferred between 2007 and 2009. I truly hope the
federal government will keep its word and hand over
the land. The area is a key component of the park. The
magnificent quarantine buildings and officers quarters
will add a wonderful and new dimension to the national
park. It will be a jewel in the crown for Victoria’s
national parks.
It was only pressure before the last federal election that
achieved this great result. We have heard today it was a
matter of great controversy whether the park would be
saved. It is interesting for me and the people of my
electorate on another level, because we have a
much-loved park called Chicquita Park. It was owned
by the federal Department of Defence. It contained
significant vegetation and provided much-needed open
space, but it was sold by the defence department, the
commonwealth government, in 2001 to a nursing home
developer. It was offered through the federal
government’s representative, Fran Bailey, to Kingston
council at that time for $2.9 million, but the council
could not come up with that sort of money and
eventually it was sold to the developer for
$2.2 million — a cheaper price than that at which it was
offered to Kingston council. The previous Liberal
member for Mordialloc did not lift a finger to support
his local community regarding the sale of this park. It
was sold by a Liberal government. This was Crown
land that was sold from under the residents of Mentone.
The former member is now acting as a consultant for
the current owners of the land.
Another significant piece of land is the Highett CSIRO
gum tree site, which was identified for sale before the
last federal election, until the Liberal candidate for
Goldstein intervened and made representations on
behalf of the local community. It was spared by the
federal government before the last election. While I
welcome the federal government’s change of mind on
the CSIRO site and Point Nepean, I wonder what the
people of Mentone did wrong to miss out and have their
local park sold. I condemn the decision process in
regard to Chicquita Park.
Finally, I would like to acknowledge the efforts of the
Minister for Environment in saving Point Nepean and
drafting this historic legislation. The minister has also
assisted me with Chicquita Park. He understands that,
although it is not of state significance, it has
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significance to the local community. The state
government is contributing by undertaking the
significant cost of the works associated with the
removal of Kingston council’s drainage pipes on
Mentone beach as part of works to be done by
Melbourne Water on the clear understanding that these
freed-up Kingston council funds will be used by the
council in its negotiations to secure the best possible
park outcome for local residents.
There is a pattern of the federal government selling or
trying to sell local community assets, assets of state
significance and Crown land. There is also a pattern of
the state government doing its best to try to save these
assets for local communities and the whole state. It
would be remiss of me not to condemn the federal
government for its efforts and congratulate the state
government. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I will make a few
remarks about the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill
which creates a new Point Nepean National Park. That
is spelt out in clause 1 of the bill, where it says the bill
has three purposes:
(a) to establish a national park to be known as the Point
Nepean National Park; and
(b) to make various amendments to the Mornington
Peninsula National Park; and
(c) to make other associated amendments.

I note that the new Point Nepean National Park will
comprise some 470 hectares, of which 205 hectares will
be former Department of Defence land that is being
transferred from the commonwealth government. The
remainder of the 470 hectares is made up of parts of the
existing Mornington Peninsula National Park and some
small areas of coastal land. Together these three parcels
of land will make up the 470 hectares of the new Point
Nepean National Park. I welcome the initiative, and it is
great to have this area as a national park. I support the
thrust of the legislation and the fact that this land is to
be included in a national park. The Mornington
Peninsula National Park will be left with an area of
2680 hectares.
I want to make a few brief remarks in passing. The area
that will be in the national park is undoubtedly a
beautiful part of Victoria, as is the Mornington
Peninsula. I personally have a long association with the
Mornington Peninsula. I love the area and go there as
frequently as I am able. My grandfather was the
engineer of the then Shire of Mornington from about
1915 to 1920, when Mornington was a very small
country town.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAUGHAN — That is when I went to
Dandenong Primary School, that is right, so I know the
area well. I have a brother who lives on the peninsula
and I have family who live down that way. I regularly
visit the area and holiday there. In fact last Christmas
and New Year my family was holidaying in that area
and I took the opportunity to do the bike ride.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAUGHAN — I live in Echuca all the time,
and I really enjoy it, but it is so crowded with tourists at
that time of year, as the minister well knows, because
he encourages them to go to Echuca, and I welcome
that. But I like a change of scenery, and this year it was
the Mornington Peninsula. I took the opportunity to
visit what will now be the Point Nepean National Park.
I hired a bike and rode around that magnificent area.
It was a glorious day, and there is no doubt that there
are magnificent views of Port Phillip Bay — the ocean,
Bass Strait, the Rip — and of course you can go down
to the well-known Cheviot Beach where Harold Holt
used to go swimming and ultimately was lost. Then
there are the defence fortifications that were built to a
very early settled part of Victoria and so have been
there for many years. They were put there to defend the
entrance to Port Phillip Bay, with the first part of those
defence installations being built in 1882, I believe, and
added to during World War I and also during World
War II. It is interesting to go around those defence
establishments and imagine what it was like in 1882
when they were first built to protect the entrance to the
bay and again when they played an important role,
certainly during World War I and to a lesser degree
during World War II.
Then there is the quarantine station which will not yet
be part of this proposed national park. It will be in time
when the commonwealth adds that additional land to
the national park. The quarantine station was built in
about the 1860s and was a very important facility
during the influx of migrants to Victoria. People who
had various infectious diseases were quarantined there.
A very good friend of my family who came to this
country 25 or 30 years ago was quarantined there
because there was a cholera outbreak in India as they
were coming through. All those on the plane and all
those they had come in contact with were quarantined
there. So it was in use until relatively recently.
I want to make a couple of points clear. Firstly, I
support the legislation. I support national parks, but
government members constantly criticise The Nationals
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for some of the concerns we have about national parks.
They are not about not wanting national parks, because
we appreciate and do want national parks. Our concern
is that maintenance resources need to go with their
establishment. It is not good enough to lock up land and
declare it a national park and, as the government does,
beat one’s chest and say, ‘Haven’t we done a
marvellous job? We have locked up all this land in
national parks, and that is the end of it’. It is not the end
of it unless the necessary resources for their
maintenance are provided. This government has not
provided the resources needed to maintain national
parks. Right around Victoria you can see that weeds
and feral animals are completely out of control. Even
worse, at the moment there is active discussion about
reducing the number of Department of Sustainability
and Environment officers involved in plant and pest
control.
Landcare — made up of private citizens looking after
their land — is doing a fantastic job. At the very time
when we should be encouraging them and helping them
to get rid of weeds, the government is doing exactly the
opposite. It is reducing its resources in that area and, as
I have indicated, weeds are rampant and running wild
in many of our Crown land areas.
As I have indicated, it is proper management and
resources that we are concerned about, for the control
of weeds — blackberries, in particular — and proper
management in terms of controlled burning, which has
been mentioned earlier. Over the years there has not
been anything like sufficient controlled burning to
reduce the fire risk. As a result of very poor
management practices and poor decisions that let those
fires get out of control we have lost well over 1 million
hectares of prime forest country. They destroyed the
very things that this government talks about
protecting — those endangered species of flora and
fauna were just incinerated in that fire. Why? Because
we are getting rid of cattle in the high country and
controlled grazing. We are not doing enough — —
Mr Lupton interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — They were, but it was limited,
as you well recall, and there has not been enough
controlled burning.
Getting back to the bill, I am very concerned that the
commonwealth government is providing $2 million, I
think it is, for controlled burning in the Point Nepean
National Park area but that Parks Victoria will carry out
that burning. That worries me greatly because it does
not have a very good record — as the member for
Seymour will be well aware — firstly, with the fires in
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north-eastern Victoria and, secondly, with the fires at
Wilsons Promontory. I would be watching very
carefully how that controlled burning is done. Certainly
it is needed and it is a good thing to do, but it needs to
be properly managed.
The final point I make is that there is a bit of hypocrisy
here on the part of the government. Members of the
government are rightly claiming some credit for
creating this national park. I support them on that. But
what are they doing at the very same time? They are
extending the sewage outfall at Gunnamatta to put more
sewage into the sea. We should not be doing that at the
very same time as we are creating this new national
park.
In essence I welcome the establishment of this new
Point Nepean National Park, but I express grave
concern about the government not providing sufficient
resources to manage it properly and not being able to
manage controlled burning. I am not in any way
criticising DSE staff; I am criticising management and
government policy. I hope that the government gets its
act together and is prepared to provide those additional
resources and proper management to ensure that the
Point Nepean National Park serves the community
well.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill
because it reflects the Bracks government’s
commitment and determination over a long time to
ensure that the 205 hectares of former commonwealth
land at Point Nepean will be incorporated in one single
national park.
The fact of the matter is that this clear and resolute
position that the Bracks government has taken in
arguing that Point Nepean should be part of one single
national park in public hands has largely forced the
hand of the commonwealth government to accede to
that request and accede to the demand from the public
and the community campaign to ensure that the land is
included in a national park. To realise that the
commonwealth government was forced to do that we
have only to look at what were the first instincts of the
commonwealth government in relation to this land. Its
first instinct was to sell it off, to see what price it could
get for this land and put it up for the highest bidder. It
did not hand it over to the state government for the use
of all Victorians; it wanted to sell it for private
development.
This is an absolute disgrace because at the same time as
it was refusing to hand over this land to the Victorian
government for its management as a national park, the
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commonwealth was giving $150 million to the New
South Wales government to manage heritage areas
around Sydney Harbour. So there was $150 million for
Sydney Harbour but nothing for Point Nepean.
At the time the Bracks government put to the
commonwealth government a comprehensive plan for
the management of this land. It proposed that the
commonwealth and state would jointly oversee the
90 hectares while the commonwealth completed its
clean-up of the unexploded munitions on the site and
the state upgraded the historic buildings. That proposal
for the management of that land was put forward
several years ago. What did the commonwealth do? It
refused point-blank to accept that proposal, saying, ‘No,
unless you are prepared to buy the land, you cannot
have it. It cannot be in public hands. It cannot be used
for a national park’. That was when the commonwealth
government was running a budget surplus of
$7.2 billion — but no, it wanted a bit of money. It had
private profit and commercial gain written all over the
proposal. Essentially what the commonwealth wanted
to do was to make a quick buck out of this precious
national resource at Point Nepean.
So of course the Bracks government did what it could.
It took the only responsible course: it said, ‘Okay, we
are going to rezone the Point Nepean defence land. We
are going to create a special-use zone to prevent private
commercial development down there on that historic
site’. Not surprisingly, of course, the community was in
uproar. We had the campaign that was ably led by
people like Kate Baillieu, Penny Blazey, Chris Smyth,
the Victorian National Parks Association and others to
keep Point Nepean in public hands.
The commonwealth tried to dress up its intention to
make money out of Point Nepean by talking about
leasing the land, which had the added benefit of trying
to circumvent Victoria’s state planning laws. Whilst the
commonwealth was trying to do this it was running into
opposition from all sorts of quarters, not only from the
community but from the defence department’s own
consultants, Parsons Brinckerhoff, who advised
strongly against any residential development on this
site. Parsons Brinckerhoff said this site was an historic
site, it was an important site and there should be no
residential development on it.
The commonwealth decided to take another turn and
said, ‘We will set up a Point Nepean Community
Trust’. The commonwealth claimed money was
available from a philanthropic organisation to protect
the site. What the commonwealth was really doing was
being completely pig-headed. Instead of doing what it
should have done and given the land to the Victorian
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government to manage as a national park, allowing it to
invest in doing up the old quarantine station, the
commonwealth said, ‘Oh no, we can’t do that. We have
to have this convoluted process where we set up a
community trust’. This was a private community trust,
which really was not publicly accountable to anyone,
that was going to manage this land.
The commonwealth sought to claim, through the
community trust, that the land would eventually be
handed over to the state government after the trust had
done its work on what the use of the land by the
Victorian government should be. The whistle on that
was blown pretty early on. The head of the trust, Simon
McKeon, stated in the Mornington Mail and the
Southern Peninsula Mail on 20 May 2004:
… the most significant decision will be whether to transfer
the land to the state.

and:
There could be any number of reasons why it would not be
transferred.

Here we have a shambles. We have the Prime Minister,
running around in the federal election campaign
promising that the land would be handed over to the
state government eventually. At the same time we have
the person who is heading up the community trust
appointed by the commonwealth government saying, ‘It
may or it may not be handed over’. At every point the
commonwealth government was trying to avoid the
obvious conclusion and refusing to bow to sustained
community opinion that the whole Point Nepean site
should be handed over and integrated into a single
magnificent national park for future generations.
Then, of course, we had a cave-in of sorts. We finally
had the commonwealth government coming to some of
its senses and agreeing that 205 hectares of land should
be transferred to Parks Victoria for management. But it
still clung to its Point Nepean Community Trust. It still
clung to the flawed proposals it had developed and
sought to implement against community opposition
over a long period of time, and to the bizarre idea that
somehow a private community trust could determine
and manage the future of the remaining 90 hectares of
land better than the state government through Parks
Victoria — a specialist body that manages national
parks throughout Victoria and has the resources, the
capacity and the skills to manage and protect our most
beautiful natural resources. Somehow this private
community trust would be so much better at doing that
than the state government’s specialist body would be!
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So here we are: we are all still trying to work with the
community trust, which is frankly not equipped to
undertake this task. Even more bizarrely, the trust will
have no responsibility or role in the future whatsoever
to implement whatever proposals it comes up with for
the old quarantine station. Everyone knows that
whatever those proposals are, if they are not for
commercial development, inevitably they will have to
be for public use and they will have to be funded by the
state government. They will have to be a state
government responsibility and they will have to
constitute a use that is consistent with the requirements
of a national park. Yet the commonwealth government
has continued to refuse to recognise this reality. It has
refused to bow to community opinion and hand over
the land for a single integrated national park. And here
we are today, with this bill, and the jewel in the crown
is still missing — the 90 hectares of the old quarantine
station is still not included in this proposal.
It is to the great shame of the opposition that right
throughout this process opposition members have
refused to say a single word against what the
commonwealth government was proposing. They
refused to recognise that this was a bizarre, convoluted
and ultimately futile plan that would not bring about the
outcome that the majority of Victorians wanted. They
have not stood up to the commonwealth government
and said that the decent and honourable thing to do in
these circumstances is to hand over all the land to the
Victorian government to manage as a national park in
perpetuity for all Victorians and for the use of all
Australians and for future generations.
That will always be to the great shame of this
opposition, an opposition that claimed it was going to
make the environment one of its top priorities, an
opposition that said it was going to create a coherent
environmental alternative within this state. The
alternative it supported was a flawed Point Nepean
Community Trust. It backed the Howard government.
Opposition members have been Liberals first and
Victorians second on this matter. Victorians will not
forget that. In 2009 when the land is finally handed
over to the state government for integration into the
national park, Victorians will remember that it was the
Bracks government, with the community, that brought
about that outcome. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I would just
like to remind the member for Bentleigh that it was:
The current Victorian government —

that —
was offered almost all of Point Nepean —
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according to an article I am quoting from the Age of
7 July 2003 written by Greg Hunt —
including the heritage precinct, as a gift under the Federation
Fund. Whereas the NSW government was given a similar
offer and chose to take Middle Head and the other defence
properties as its allocation, the Victorian government chose
arts funding instead of Point Nepean.
Premier Steve Bracks claimed last week that he had not
thought about Point Nepean at the time, yet he personally
rejected the offer of Point Nepean in a letter to the
commonwealth on 20 March 2001 — 16 months after
coming to office.

The bill before the house proposes to amend the
National Parks Act to establish a new 470-hectare
national park to be known as the Point Nepean National
Park. It will include 205 hectares of
commonwealth-owned land, with a further 90 hectares
still being retained by the commonwealth until 2009. It
will also expand the abutting 2657-hectare Mornington
Peninsula National Park by a further 23 hectares, to be
made up of three privately owned allotments and
19 hectares of Melbourne Water land in the St Andrews
Beach area approximate to the Gunnamatta sewerage
outfall. Those later two references draw me to call upon
members opposite to, firstly, come clean on the
government’s proposals in relation to the Devilbend
Reservoir land and say whether it is going to sell this
land for public housing or whether it is going to convert
it to community use. It needs to be consistent in its calls
in relation to Chiquita Park and other areas as well the
Devilbend site. Secondly, I call upon government
members to draw attention to their intentions in relation
to the Gunnamatta sewage outfall. Extending the outfall
pipe will not solve the issues with the water quality
going into Bass Strait in that particular area.
Victoria has one of the greatest coastlines in the world.
Renowned Victorian academic, Melbourne University
professor and now international consultant, Dr Eric
Bird, has indicated on a number of occasions the
outstanding features of Victoria’s coastline between
Nelson near the South Australian border and
Mallacoota to the east. He is also the author of a
publication on the web entitled ‘The great coastlines of
the world’.
One of the great spectacles of Victoria is its natural
inheritance. The brilliance of the hovering kestrel in
flight waiting for its prey below and the movement at
first light of two or three cormorants streaking across
the water represent images that are as important to
Melbourne as other, more commonly known attributes.
If more Victorians understood the miraculous journeys
of the birds of Port Phillip Bay, there might be a greater
regard for the importance of native vegetation, the
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protection of wetlands and improved water quality. It is
likewise with the miraculous journeys of the whales
that come out of the Antarctic and then hit Tasmania.
Some detour to the right and go across to the Furneaux
Island area, while others go around the west coast and
move towards Portland Bay and South Australia. Those
great leviathans of the deep are a marvel of nature. The
extraordinary bottlenose dolphin colony in Port Phillip
Bay represents one of the bay’s true highlights. They
take a more active interest in fellow saltwater travellers
than those not-so-docile sunbathing seafarers, the seals,
and the numerous jet skiers on the bay.
It is now 203 years since white man first made his way
into Port Phillip Bay. It was a Mr Bowen, in a small
vessel from the Lady Nelson, who made his way
through the Port Phillip Heads at some stage between
29 January and 4 February in 1802. Later that month
the Lady Nelson, under the command of Lieutenant
Murray, made its way into Port Phillip Bay. Some 12
months later the first foot survey of the coastline of Port
Phillip Bay was undertaken by Sir Charles Grimes.
Melburnians will be aware of the Charles Grimes
Bridge, which spans the Yarra. Not many people will
be aware that Governor King gave Grimes instructions
to survey Port Phillip Bay by foot. He embarked upon
this exercise, making his observations in a daily diary.
The pristine nature of the bay and the sightings of
member of the Koori Kulin nation were also recorded.
He noted that the existence of the Freshwater River —
a combination of surveys of both the Maribyrnong and
Yarra rivers — formed the basis of his conclusion that
this area, which later became Melbourne, was a good
part to settle in. It is an unfortunate act of history that
his diary record was not available for the Collins
settlement down in Sorrento later that year. It was an
ill-fated expedition that later packed up and made its
way down to Tasmania.
Victoria also possesses some of the last sustainable
supplies of many fish species, particularly abalone. It is
notable that overseas fisheries have collapsed. As a
further anecdote, in 1804 some 600 000 seal skins from
Victorian and Tasmanian coastal waters were
transported to the United States of America. Sealing
was one of the significant early industries in the
Victorian colonies.
I use those remarks by way of background to comment
that it was from Stockyard Flat at Point Nepean that a
number of indigenous women were abducted by the
early sealers and taken to the islands between Victoria
and Tasmania. The continuing survivors of the
Bunurong people are seeking to re-establish their
claims of inheritance within their territory in the
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Bunurong district, or precinct. I hope there will be
strong scope in the future development of Point Nepean
to establish that area as a significant indigenous area,
noting the importance of its range of middens and a
number of other important sites that are reflective of
Victoria’s history and the contribution of Victoria’s
indigenous peoples.
The Liberal Party has had a number of significant
achievements in relation to the environment. The
establishment of the Land Conservation Council under
Sir Rupert Hamer was one of our foremost
achievements. Its subsequent land reviews have made
multiple recommendations which have been
implemented by this house. The establishment
subsequently of the Environment Conservation Council
was undertaken by the Kennett government, and the
marine parks that were later adopted in Victoria were a
product of that review. There was the establishment of
the Environment Protection Authority and the Victorian
Conservation Trust, now the Trust for Nature, as well
as the abolition of scallop dredging on Port Phillip Bay.
I draw to the attention of the house the fact that the
latter was opposed by the Labor Party. Equally the
renourishment of Hampton Beach was opposed by the
Labor Party
Over the last five years the Labor Party has directed
insufficient attention to a number of other reforms of
the previous government, such as coastal
renourishment. It was under the Liberal government
that the diversion of treated sewage from Mordialloc
Creek was undertaken. In the establishment of marine
parks there were notable omissions from the original
Environment Conservation Council reports — that is,
Ricketts Point Marine Sanctuary and Cape Howe
Marine Park. There is a certain touch of irony in the
fact that the very park that the Labor Party did not
include in its original marine park and marine sanctuary
focus became the launching place for the system of
marine parks and sanctuaries in Victoria.
In national terms the federal Liberal government has
led the ban on international whaling. The Antarctic
Treaty Bill 1960 was the product of a Liberal
government. The abolition of sandmining on Fraser
Island was the product of a Liberal government, and the
Natural Heritage Trust funding, through which
$2.5 billion was contributed to the environment, was
the largest environmental rescue plan ever undertaken
in Australia.
Point Nepean is a wonderful area of Victoria with
strong historic significance. Other parts around the bay
are equally important. I alluded to Ricketts Point
earlier. I point out a contemporary issue at Ricketts
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Point which relates to a proposal to establish 16 car
parks on the eastern side of the roadway adjacent to it
and would require the removal of local vegetation. I do
not consider that a good idea and I call upon the local
council and other planning agencies to work to achieve
a much better outcome on that particular issue. In
conclusion, the Liberal Party supports the establishment
of the national park and the addition of land at Point
Nepean.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to make a
contribution on the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill.
It is a great thing that an agreement has finally been
reached on Point Nepean and the land will be
transferred to Victoria during the latter half of 2005.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the National Parks
Act 1975 to establish a national park to be known as the
Point Nepean National Park, to make various
amendments to the Mornington Peninsula National
Park and to make other associated amendments.
The Point Nepean National Park does not have a lot of
significance to the Seymour electorate, but it was a
particular issue which I watched with interest as the
debate went on. There was lots of game playing by
members of the federal government as they tried once
again to rip off the Victorian taxpayers. The federal
member for McEwen — from my area — was
embroiled in all this controversy, which added to the
intrigue and what was really a very bizarre scenario,
one about which the federal government should be
absolutely embarrassed.
This is an historic site. For example, it has defence
fortifications to protect us from any invasion that may
have occurred. It has significant other native as well as
heritage values and significant native conservation
values. They include the coastal moonah woodland,
which is a threatened vegetation community. It has the
southern brown bandicoot, which has national
significance, and two significant bird species, including
the sooty oystercatcher and the hooded plover, and
there are significant aboriginal heritage sites.
We have heard a bit today about the state budget and
the government’s work in national parks. It was very
pleasing to see in the budget papers more funding for
weeds and pest control on government land, especially
in our national parks. Those funds will go to places like
the Point Nepean National Park, the new Otways park
and also the many parks across the Seymour electorate,
including the Kinglake National Park, which will be
getting additions in the near future, and the Cathedral
Ranges State Park. That is great to see, and it is also
great to see that since the 2003 fires the Bracks
government has given a significant boost to our
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national parks through funding for more controlled
burning to make sure that they are protected into the
future. I would like to commend this bill to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I rise to support this
legislation, and I certainly support the army barracks
being transferred from commonwealth to state
ownership for the purpose of the extension of the Point
Nepean National Park. This has had some significant
history, of course, and it is now the subject of an
agreement between the commonwealth and the state
that will see another parcel of land transferred to the
Point Nepean National Park in 2007–08, as I
understand it. Also, there is the promise from the
Bracks government to improve the conditions of the
park.
I have had a great deal of personal experience down at
the Point Nepean park. The family holidayed at
Sorrento regularly and are regular users of the park.
Indeed it was only a month ago, on the Queen’s
Birthday weekend, when the family went down there. I
was actually intrigued to see that the numbers of people
who are now using the Point Nepean park — it is
actually the Mornington Peninsula National Park, but I
will say Point Nepean anyway — for recreational
purposes, such as walking and riding bikes, now seems
to be dramatically increasing. That is certainly a good
thing and the resolution of these issues that will see this
land transferred to the state for the purposes of a
national park is certainly worthwhile.
I raise one issue at this stage. I heard the words of the
member for Bentleigh when he was talking about the
commonwealth’s desire to sell off this land to the
highest bidder for the purposes of a private
development. Certainly there is the idea that if you
cannot buy then you cannot have it. That means that if
the state government could not buy it from the
commonwealth it could not have the land. The member
for Bentleigh said it was a case of, ‘If you cannot buy it,
then you cannot have it’. That meant that if the state
government could not buy the land from the
commonwealth it could not have it. Most importantly
the member for Bentleigh indicated — and it has been
repeated by a number of government members over a
number of years — that the only responsible response
that could be made was to prevent any development on
the land through the state planning controls.
There is also something that as the member for Kew I
have asked the government to explain to me on a
number of occasion. There is a big issue in respect of
land in my electorate — that is, the land used by Kew
Residential Services. We may have listened to the pious
comments made by the member for Bentleigh and other
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government members. They have talked about how
disgraceful it is that the commonwealth was about to
sell off publicly owned land to the highest bidder for a
private development. They talked about the possibility
that the commonwealth wanted to sell it to the state and
have taken the view, as expressed by the member for
Bentleigh, that it was a case of, ‘If you cannot buy it,
then you cannot have it’. He said that the only
responsible thing to do with the land was to prevent
development on it.
Certainly the hypocrisy of this government’s stand on
Point Nepean and the commonwealth land there as
opposed to the unalienated Crown land at Kew
Residential Services is profound. The land at Point
Nepean was alienated land because it had been sold to
the commonwealth for the purposes of defence at the
time of Federation, and this issue arose when it became
no longer required for defence purposes.
A similar thing has happened in my electorate, and
while I acknowledge that Yarra Bend Park is not a
national park, the fact is that it is managed very well. It
was a good move by the Kennett government to take
over the statutory trust and the management of that
park. There certainly have been a number of dramatic
improvements in that time to that park. The numbers
that are using Yarra Bend Park are extraordinary, and
they are not just — —
Dr Napthine — A number of bats are using it!
Mr McINTOSH — Indeed, there are a number of
bats there too. As I said, the number of people using
Yarra Bend Park is large and seems to be increasing.
You only have to go down there on any Saturday or
Sunday to see the numbers that are using it — and they
are not just from Kew, they are from electorates all
around the city and probably all around this state. The
Studley Park boathouse is a local icon that is well
recognised as being a great asset to the city. The whole
of that land was originally reserved in the 1840s for the
purpose of maintaining a lunatic asylum, and that is
exactly what it was used for. Over a large number of
years we saw that land developed, and in the 1880s the
government built a magnificent edifice up on the hill,
the old psychiatric hospital, which as part of a large
parcel of land was flogged off by the former Cain
government in the 1980s for private development. It
became Kew Gardens, not a suburb in itself but a small
part of the suburb of Studley Park.
Now the area is not 200 hectares but some 27 hectares.
It is only 4.5 kilometres, or perhaps 5 kilometres, from
the central business district, which you can see as you
stand on the top of the hill overlooking Yarra Bend
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Park, which used to be part of that large parcel of land.
It is unalienated Crown land that has always been
reserved by governments of this state. The whole of
Yarra Bend Park was created in 1925 when the land
was no longer needed for psychiatric purposes and was
reserved for the common good of Victorians. It was
ultimately upgraded and extended into the current
boundaries of the park in the middle 1930s at the height
of the Depression, I might add. At least governments of
those days had some foresight as to the benefits of
parkland.
Despite the pious comments we are hearing from this
government, as I said, not one of its representatives has
been able to demonstrate to me what the difference is
between the government’s principled stand in relation
to Point Nepean and what is happening in Kew.
Although Point Nepean is much larger, the former
parcel of land is adjacent to a national park; and while
Yarra Bend Park is not a national park, it is managed by
Parks Victoria and is treated as a park. The hypocrisy of
the government is profound. Those pious words from
the member for Bentleigh and other government
representatives just demonstrate that hypocrisy. They
are prepared to flog off the land in Kew for a private
development. It is not even open private development,
given the profit-sharing arrangements that exist with the
developer and the government.
We do not know how much the government is going to
make out of it, because the paltry sum apparently paid
of $80 million is certainly a fraction of the land’s true
value. On that 27 hectares of land, which was capable
of being added to Yarra Bend Park, we are going to
have potentially up to 1100 dwellings. That land would
certainly have added to what is already an asset for the
people of Melbourne, the people of Victoria and the
people of Australia, if not much further. It would have
been an iconic national park inside the city boundaries.
The hypocrisy of the government is best summed up by
the Premier in answer to a question from the member
for Dromana in March 2003 in relation to Point
Nepean, when he said:
It is totally and utterly irresponsible — it is irresponsible for
the particular reason that the land is already in public
ownership.

By his own words he damns himself and his
government as a bunch of hypocrites.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Like all members of
the government I am very pleased to be speaking in
support of this bill before us, the National Parks (Point
Nepean) Bill. The establishment of the Point Nepean
integrated national park, which takes in a number of
parcels of land, will be the latest addition to the
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magnificent record the Bracks government boasts in
establishing and protecting national parks throughout
our state of Victoria. It was only last month that we
passed legislation in this house to protect for time
immemorial our Alpine National Park from the
damaging effects of cattle grazing.
That was a tough decision, as in doing so, as we all
know, people’s lives and livelihoods were directly
affected. But it was an initiative whose time had come,
and it was also the correct decision. In my patch of
Victoria, the south-west, we saw the extension of the
Otway National Park earlier this year. Like the Point
Nepean park, the extended Otway National Park will
incorporate the existing park and the Angahook-Lorne,
Carlisle and Melba Gully state parks, creating a mighty
100 000 hectare national park.
So as I say this bill when taken into consideration with
other government initiatives is indicative of the Bracks
government’s commitment to the establishment of a
network of national parks that will be greatly
appreciated by Victorians for many generations to
come. This is not to mention the marine parks that were
created by the Bracks government during its first term
of office.
The house is well aware of the history and lead-up to
the development of this bill: the federal government’s
position in seeking to sell off the land and the
community campaign that has basically led to the
government establishing this bill. The bill will create a
new extended Point Nepean National Park that will
include the former Department of Defence land from
the federal government and will incorporate sections of
what we know as the Mornington Peninsula National
Park. In establishing the new national park, it must be
noted that the park will be surrounded by the Port
Phillip Heads Marine National Park. Both parks will
create a magnificent protection of the environment to
be enjoyed by hundreds of thousands of tourists and
locals who visit the area each year.
In supporting this bill and thus the creation of the new
park, it must also be noted that this is only the first
stage of a two-stage process in the park’s creation. The
government’s vision of a new park will not be fulfilled
or achieved until the federal government transfers the
former quarantine station to the state. As previous
speakers have noted, this parcel of land is of great
historical significance; it will be the last link in the
creation of the new park. Although I have visited the
site of the new Point Nepean National Park, I have not
visited the historic site we are talking about. I am told it
is a truly historic site that has frozen-in-time buildings
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from the 1860s including old hospital accommodation
and other buildings built from the local quarry stone.
It is pleasing to learn that the commonwealth and state
governments have reached agreement that will see this
land transferred to the national park by 2009.
Importantly, once the land is transferred — and
hopefully it will be sooner than 2009 — the land and
the treasure trove of historic buildings will receive the
benefit of national park protection. This will not only
benefit the land and buildings but all Victorians. This is
good legislation; it has my full support and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I rise to speak
briefly on the National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill. As
other members of the opposition have said, the
opposition fully supports this bill. I personally welcome
it as well.
I begin by saying my family has had a long connection
with this part of the world and a deep affection for the
Mornington Peninsula. I congratulate all of those
involved in the creation of this park — there has been a
lot of hot air over a fair bit of time that has brought us
to this point. I do not want to revisit all of that. I am
very familiar with the land involved — I have swum it,
walked it, run it, been down there and even in days
gone by trained with a rugby squad on some of that
land for a week. I know it reasonably well. It is a
special piece of land and location which warrants
special attention and that is what it is getting.
There have been plenty of opportunities over the last
couple of years for all sorts of things to be said and
implied about this. It has always been my opinion that
we would get to this point. I said very early on that we
would reach this point because inevitably this was the
right use for the land. In my view it was the only
reasonable use for the land, and I will come back to that
in a minute. The park itself is special. As I said, I have
visited most of it. About the only piece of the land in
question here that I have not visited is the weapons
range. I have not tiptoed through the weapons range
and taken my chances. I am sure there are some
members on the other side who would wish that upon
me.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — There is a party room every
week.
Mr Robinson — It is not the other side.
Mr BAILLIEU — Your party room or our party
room?
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The reality is it is extraordinary land. This is in many
ways different to other national parks because it is a
very long, narrow piece of land which has an extensive
perimeter — it is 10 kilometres long which makes it a
little different from most. I am sure members are
familiar with the ocean side of the park and the history
involved there, even the political history of the ocean
side. Members would I am sure be involved with Point
Nepean itself in terms of understanding what it means
to the Victorian heritage context. On the Port Phillip
Bay side running around Nepean Bay, the Bend and
Ticonderoga Bay there is a very special quality. Not
only that, it makes this park accessible from the water
in a way that is not necessarily the case elsewhere.
You have to get to most of our national parks via
roadways. Access to what has been the Mornington
Peninsula National Park has been restricted, and those
restrictions still apply. They even applied recently in
my experience, but I will not go into that — Easter
Sunday was a lot of fun. Having the park accessible
from the water means that its management is going to
be a continuing and resource-intensive issue. I want to
come back to that.
Over the course of the debate there has been a lot of
misinformation in my view about what the issues are. It
has made me smile on many occasions being a bit more
familiar with the land. Almost all the photographs and
footage we have seen of the area in the course of the
debate over the last couple of years have shown land
which is already national park. That in itself has
generated a fair bit of misunderstanding in the
community that somehow or other Point Nepean or the
Mornington Peninsula National Park that already
existed was at stake. It was not. It was a question of
what to do with the remainder land. And now some
205 hectares are to be added to the existing national
park and renamed as a consequence. Most of that is
land south of Defence Road including land down to the
Fort Pearce and Cheviot Hill area which is essentially
weapons range land.
Land on the Port Phillip side is still to be added to the
park land in due course, and I am confident that will
happen. It has always been my view that this would be
the point that we would get to because essentially this
land is very difficult to deal with. It is a long, narrow
piece of land. It is not like, for instance, Port Arthur,
which is a major national asset not dissimilar in size —
perhaps a little smaller — but which is contained and
easy to manage, and has an iconic purpose for tourists.
There is a historical purpose for tourists here, but
essentially the tourist experience is the view and such as
can be garnered from the heritage around the quarantine
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and the hospital sites. It makes this a difficult and a
different management task.
In addition, there is the rough water on the ocean side,
and members of this house and all Australians know
how treacherous it can be, which makes this site special
as well. On the Port Phillip side there is an unknown
quality which has not received much attention, and that
is the tide that runs five to six knots through Port Phillip
Heads. Even the most accomplished swimmer finds it
difficult to maintain a position against that tide. It has
always been my view that a facility on the Ticonderoga
side of the land would be problematic when it came to
having unsupervised kids on the beach, or even having
those with a little less experience of coastal conditions
visiting that site.
Visitors have been discouraged since it has been
defence department land, and visitors to the property
have always found entering the water difficult. There is
also a dolphin reserve, which again makes it difficult.
So it has always been my view that we would
inevitably get to the position where there would be
extensions to the national park and the modest use of
the existing buildings and heritage facilities there. I
think that is a good outcome.
The perimeter and the access that it provides is going to
be a serious management issue, and other management
issues are involved. One of the real tests of the
government’s commitment here will be how it
resources and staffs this national park. It is difficult to
staff. There are a lot of treacherous aspects including
the fortifications in the existing national park at the
Point Nepean end. I have explored some of them and
they are dangerous for public access. There are the
dangers of the tide on the Ticonderoga side and
certainly on the bend on the Nepean Bay side. The
existing national park includes an area at the Point
Nepean end which I have always called the narrows,
which is an extremely narrow and narrowing piece of
land, subject to erosion, and that in turn is going to be a
management issue. It is an issue that this government
has to wear and resource.
The test of this park will be whether those resources are
made available and how it is staffed and looked after.
There is a long way to go in terms of the additional land
and the use it will be put to. There is a long way to go
in terms of the clearing of the weapons material and the
burns which will take place. Others have already
spoken about the department’s somewhat ordinary
track record with burns and fires, at least in recent
times. I trust that will not occur here and that sufficient
research and preparation will be done for those burns.
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There is still a fair bit to do to ensure that we get uses
that are compatible with the site. There is still a fair bit
to do in providing resources, but fundamentally this is a
good outcome. We should give the politics a rest and
understand that the process has produced a good
outcome. Yes, public land gets sold, and as the member
for Kew said it is being sold at Kew, at Royal Park, at
Werribee and at Frankston. I could rattle all of those off
and go into them in detail. We have a good outcome
here. It is a shared responsibility and we welcome it.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to
support this bill, and I will make my comments as
quickly as I can. The bill is a tribute to the hard work of
many Victorians, one or two of whom live in the
Mitcham electorate, and I will talk about them briefly in
a moment. The bill is a product of the impasse over the
future of this land that has dragged on for far too long.
It represents a fundamental weakness in federal
government policy that has not yet been talked about.
The defence department is the only federal department
historically empowered to retain a share of its assets
sales. My understanding is that at least three or four
years ago the defence department was entitled to retain
$130 million a year of assets that it sold off. This was in
contrast to any other department at any other level of
government where proceeds of assets that have been
unloaded are retained by Treasury. This arrangement
distorts public policy. It is an incentive for the defence
department alone to flog off assets, and land in
particular, regardless of its historical or environmental
value. This is a very dangerous arrangement at a time
when the department’s outlays are increasing for a
variety of reasons, and although we are getting a
resolution on this issue, the policy setting is skewing
good outcomes. It was not unlike the uncertainty which
surrounded the future of the Point Cook site which had
similar historic value.
I have visited the area twice over the past couple of
years, and I am indebted to Mr Ian Haskins, a resident
of Forest Hill, who accompanied me. For many years
he has been involved in trying to create an enlarged
national park down there. We visited the quarantine
centre, which was still in use in the early 1970s, and is
still in very good condition. We inspected the beach
with its very fast-running tide. As the member for
Hawthorn said, it is not exactly the sort of place where
you would want to hop in for a swim because you
would very quickly end up in Bass Strait.
The attraction of the area is enhanced by local legend.
One is that Benito’s treasure was buried not in
Queenscliff where it is commonly thought to have been
buried, but on the cliffs in the area that we are going to
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create as national park. There is a further variation on
the legend. I recognised the comments of the member
for Hawthorn when he said that his family had had a
long connection with the area because the further
variation is that Benito’s treasure was secretly
recovered by the Baillieu family in the 19th century. I
do not know whether that is true, but the secret is now
out and it will become part of the tourist trail. We will
all be going down with our metal detectors to see if the
clan left anything there.
This is a wonderful asset. The Point Nepean National
Park will remind us from whence we came. It also
demonstrates an increased capacity to conserve land,
which is an important lesson for the future. I
congratulate the minister in particular for his tireless
work in getting this bill to the house.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure indeed to join debate on the National Parks
(Point Nepean) Bill. I am sure this is the day when all
Victorians will rejoice that this fabulous land is being
included in this bill. It was part of our 2002 election
policy on forests and national parks. The policy
document stated that it was our aim to protect Point
Nepean and include it in the Mornington Peninsula
National Park, and require the commonwealth to fix the
site contamination and accept liability for clearing the
unexploded ordnance.
We all know that this an area of great beauty. It fits in
with a suite of environmental policies including the
creation of national parks for which the Bracks
government is well known. The commonwealth will
progressively clear the former weapons range of
unexploded ordnance at its own expense, and will also
provide a once-only grant of $2 million to Victoria for
the controlled burning and weed control of the former
weapons range. We have heard people talk with some
negativity about that, but I am sure that this park will be
well managed and well maintained.
We need to protect some of the significant nature
conservation and heritage values in the area, and they
include coastal moonah woodlands, which have a
threatened vegetation community, and the southern
brown bandicoot, which has national significance.
These species can be maintained, and certainly out my
way in the Woodland State Park we have seen the
eastern barred bandicoot now coming off the
endangered species list because of a former Labor
government’s action. There are two significant bird
species at Point Nepean — the sooty oyster catcher and
the hooded plover — and there are also significant
Aboriginal heritage sites.
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This is a good bill. It has been a long time coming to
the house, but it is a good outcome for all Victorians.
The member for Mordialloc mentioned the various
groups; I will not name them individually because I
know others want to speak on this bill. This bill’s
coming into the house is a major win for Victorians. I
too would not like to swim in the Point Nepean area;
swimming is not one of my strong points, but like most
Victorians I can appreciate the beauty and the serenity
of the new Point Nepean National Park. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am very pleased to be
able to speak in support of the National Parks (Point
Nepean) Bill, which creates the new Point Nepean
National Park. This Bracks government is a great
supporter of national parks in Victoria, and as a
member of that government I am very pleased to be a
very strong supporter of national parks myself. This
government has done more to create, extend and protect
national parks in Victoria than any government in our
history, and I am very pleased to be associated with
that. Our record in government includes the landmark,
world-first marine national parks, the extension and
creation of the new Great Otways National Park and
finally the necessary protection of our great Alpine
National Park. I was very pleased to be able to play a
part in the proper protection of the Alpine National
Park as a member of the environment minister’s alpine
grazing task force which led to the removal of cattle
grazing from that pristine area, which is the source of
most of our water supply in Victoria.
The Point Nepean National Park is really a tribute to the
determination of the Bracks government and in
particular to the Minister for Environment, who has
consistently fought for the creation of this national park
against a significant amount of opposition from the
federal government and with no support at all from the
opposition here in Victoria.
The area covered by the Point Nepean National Park is
clearly inappropriate for any form of development. It is
an iconic site in the history of Victoria and one of the
most special places with great meaning for all people in
Victoria, no matter where they live. The historical sites
in the Point Nepean National Park area are of particular
significance. The fight to create the park in its final state
is still not over. We have the situation where the
community trust set up by the federal government has a
role to play. The 90 hectares around the quarantine
station has still not been handed over to the state
government. I urge all Victorians to continue to support
the campaign that must continue to be waged until that
final 90 hectares is handed over to the state so that it
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can be properly managed and integrated into the Point
Nepean National Park to complete the jigsaw.
I commend the government for its creation of this very
important national park and for continuing the work it
has done to create more national parks than any other
government in our history. I support the bill and
commend it to the house.

Wednesday, 20 July 2005

TOBACCO (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of Ms PIKE
(Minister for Health).
Government amendments circulated by Ms PIKE
(Minister for Health) pursuant to standing orders.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I support the bill and
congratulate the minister and the Bracks government on
the battle to obtain this national park. I first heard of
Point Nepean when I was in a refugee camp in Europe
and I again heard about the quarantine station when we
were on a boat coming to Australia. When we stopped
at Port Said and Colombo we were told that if we got a
contagious disease we would finish up at Point Nepean
and would never get to Melbourne! So I learnt about
Point Nepean then, way back in history.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — The Liberal Party
has much pleasure in supporting the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill. This bill amends the Tobacco Act
1987. The main purposes of the bill are to ban smoking
in enclosed workplaces and other places; increase
control over tobacco advertising; introduce further
measures to prevent the supply of tobacco products to
young people; and ban smoking in covered public
transport property — that is, on railway stations.

The next occasion was when I served in the Australian
military forces and the Australian Army used the park
down there. That was my association with the park
then, in those beautiful surroundings. When I became a
member of Parliament we had several tours around the
quarantine station and the park itself, looking at the
whole area, before it became popular to campaign to
turn it into a national park and close it. That is where
the government accommodated the Bosnian refugees
more recently, which is when I again had an association
with the area.

By way of background to this piece of legislation, it
needs to be said that legislation in relation to the
smoking of tobacco in our community has been
evolving over time. The previous government certainly
participated in the process of starting work to reduce the
level of tobacco smoking in our community. The
federal government has also played a very strong role in
this process, particularly in relation to advertising
campaigns. I think most people would recall — you
still see them occasionally — those ads that make one
feel a little squeamish as you see the fat being pushed
through what I think is probably an aorta.

Having only a few minutes to express my views on it, I
welcome the fact that it has now been declared a
national park and express the hope that the quarantine
station and the rest of the area will be put into the
national park and preserved for history for ever and a
day. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — I want to thank members for contributing
to the debate — the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
the member for Murray Valley, the members for
Carrum, Nepean, Hastings, Mornington, Mordialloc,
Rodney, Bentleigh, Sandringham, Seymour, Kew,
Geelong, Hawthorn, Mitcham, Yuroke, Prahran and
Keilor. I thank them for their contributions. It is a good
result for the environment and a good result for
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — The comment was that I should
talk to my husband. This goes back a very long time
because I think a large number of people in this place
probably would have smoked at some point in their
lives.
Mr Delahunty — Not me.
Mrs SHARDEY — Some people are just so pure!
The level of smoking among teenagers is still far too
high today but as teenagers and students a large number
of people in this place would have smoked. I think most
of us would remember our parents smoking,
particularly those who were involved in the Second
World War as most soldiers smoked and cigarettes
were part of their rations. It is only in recent years that
there has been such huge awareness of the fact that
cigarette smoking is a real health hazard. The one thing
my husband, as a cardiac surgeon performing heart and
lung surgery, heart transplants and so forth, has said to
me about this in the past is that a very high proportion
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of his patients either continued to smoke when they
became ill or had been smokers for many years.
We know that if you give up smoking the effects of
nicotine on your system can diminish fairly quickly.
There has been great encouragement from a large
number of sources for people to give up smoking. The
commonwealth government pushed very hard for the
introduction of warnings on packets of cigarettes and
for the removal of advertising at sporting events and so
forth. The advertising campaign was something former
federal Minister for Health and Aged Care, Dr Michael
Wooldridge, put a lot of effort into. The commonwealth
needs to be congratulated in that area.
However, tobacco still causes close to 5000 deaths in
Victoria each year and has a significant economic
impact. I have mentioned some of the diseases in which
tobacco is a significant risk factor but they include
coronary artery disease, stroke, peripheral vascular
disease, lung cancer and other respiratory diseases. It is
estimated that you can double your chances of getting
most of these diseases by smoking.
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people with diseases caused by smoking. This
represents 10 per cent of all disease treatment costs.
Further, available data estimates the health care costs,
including pharmaceuticals, associated with past and
present tobacco use, borne by the Australian
government, to be something like $880 million — a
huge expenditure. In Australia the social costs of
smoking are estimated to be some $21 billion per year.
As I alluded to before, tobacco smoking is the largest
single preventable cause of cancer and heart disease in
Australia. It is responsible for 21 per cent of all cancer
deaths and 13 per cent of all new cases of cancer. It
kills over 19 000 Australians each year and disables
many more.
We believe that one way to assist in reducing smoking
and its impact is to decrease the opportunity to smoke
or for environmental tobacco smoke (ETS) to affect
non-smokers. The National Occupational Health and
Safety Commission’s guidance note on the elimination
of environmental tobacco smoke in the workplace
states:
There is no safe level of exposure to ETS.

The other area of grave concern is passive smoking. It
has been shown to be a significant risk factor for
non-smokers and smokers. Passive smoking has
recently been shown to increase the risk of heart disease
by some 50 per cent to 60 per cent. I will be talking in
more detail about that later. We know that
approximately 30 per cent of Victorian workers
continue to be exposed to passive smoking in the
workplace. The industries of greater risk usually
include the hospitality areas, factories, warehouses and
home businesses.
The Liberal Party feels very strongly about this issue. It
put out a position paper in January of this year. I would
like to not wholly but partly incorporate this paper into
my contribution because it really speaks very strongly
about the Liberal Party’s attitude to smoking. It is why
we support this legislation. There are probably some
other areas we would like to see included at some later
time. We accept that reducing the number of smokers
and protecting others who might be exposed to
second-hand tobacco smoke is essential to the
improvement of public health. Although there has been
a reduction in daily smoking rates, tobacco smoking
continues to present Australia’s largest cause of
premature and preventable death and disease. Smoking
rates in Australia show that 25 per cent of adult men
and 21 per cent of adult women still smoke.
Smoking and tobacco exposure has a major impact on
Australia’s health system. It is estimated that over
940 000 hospital patient days per year are occupied by

As employers are responsible, as far as is practicable, for the
health and safety for workers and other persons who enter the
workplace, smoking should be eliminated from workplaces.

The states and territories in Australia have taken
various actions to ban smoking in public places.
Tasmania, Queensland and the Northern Territory have
banned smoking at public building entrances. A ban on
smoking in public places has the support of a number of
health organisations in Australia. This is what the
Liberal Party is really strong on. Those organisations
include the Australian Medical Association, the
Australian Council on Smoking and Health, the Cancer
Council of Victoria, Quit, the VicHealth Centre for
Tobacco Control, Action on Smoking and Health
Australia, the Australian Medical Association, the
National Heart Foundation and the Royal Australasian
College of Physicians. I would be surprised if the Royal
Australasian College of Surgeons did not support it as
well.
Prior to the introduction of this bill Victorian legislation
imposed smoking restrictions in hospitality venues.
This was limited to restaurants, dining areas in pubs,
shopping centres and some gaming areas. Smoking
outside state government buildings is presently not
prevented, nor does Victorian legislation prevent
smoking outside the entrance to Victorian health care
facilities such as hospitals. These are the two areas
where the Liberal Party would like to see smoking
banned. The Liberal Party does not support smoking in
public places where the possibility of passive smoking
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exists. The Liberal Party has given a commitment to
ban smoking in and around all state government
buildings and in and near children’s playgrounds.
That has been our contribution to this debate. We think
it is very important that those things also be considered.
I have mentioned already some international and
interstate comparisons. Full smoking bans in licensed
premises have been implemented in Ireland, New
Zealand, Norway, New York State and California. As I
have said, in Australia plans are under way to stop
smoking in Queensland, New South Wales and
Tasmania, as well as in Victoria.
I turn now to some of the provisions of the legislation.
The bill will create a new offence of smoking in an
enclosed workplace. Clause 6 substitutes new
sections 5A to 5I and repeals sections 5J and 5K. New
section 5A states:
(1) A person must not smoke in an enclosed workplace.

This new section goes on to provide for those areas
where the subsection does not apply, and I will read
those into the record. The new section states:
(2) sub-section (1) does not apply to the following —
(a) residential premises, other than the part of
residential premises being used for carrying on a
business while one or more persons who do not
reside at the premises are present in that part;
(b) licensed premises;
(c) an outdoor dining or drinking area;
(d) a declared smoking area of a casino;
(e) a vehicle;
(f)

a place of business occupied by the sole operator of
the business that is not for the use of members of
the public;

(g) a personal sleeping or living area of —
(i)

premises providing accommodation to
members of the public for a fee; or

(ii) a residential care facility;
(h) an area in an approved mental health service …
that is declared, or that is in a class of area that is
declared, by the secretary, by notice …
(i)

(j)

a personal sleeping or living area, or an exercise
yard, of a prison within the meaning of the
Corrections Act 1986;
a detention centre established for the purposes of
the Migration Act 1958 of the Commonwealth.
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What has been mentioned to me, which I would like to
understand more about, is that a large number of people
in supported residential services smoke, particularly
people with mental illnesses and disabilities. According
to our briefing those people will now not be able to
smoke in the common areas within the establishment
but will be able to smoke in their bedrooms. Of course
they can smoke outside as well. I have some concern as
to their safety. I think that is an issue that needs to be
thought about. I would like to know what will happen
to ensure that those people will be safe.
The third significant area of the bill is that a person can
be directed to cease smoking in enclosed workplaces by
an inspector, and the failure to do so will invite a
penalty. From 1 July 2007 part 3 of the bill will remove
the exemption of licensed premises from the application
of the offence of smoking in enclosed workplaces as set
out in new section 5A. New section 5C provides that it
will be an offence to smoke in an outdoor dining or
drinking area if an area has a roof or walls in place and
the total area of the wall surface exceeds 75 per cent of
the walled area. We have some concerns about this
provision. We believe it raises a lot of issues, especially
the notional 75 per cent of the total walled area. A
number of questions need to be asked in relation to this.
Certainly the Australian Hoteliers Association has
raised this as an issue. It wants some certainty for the
future. There are a large number of questions about
whether sails and other temporary roof-type coverings
will count as surface areas. It has also been raised with
me that there could be a problem if a room or an
outdoor area is on a large balcony and the floor forms
one of the surfaces. If you talk about a room, you talk
about the four walls and the roof covering those walls.
Where there is an elevation will the floor be included as
one of the areas whereby you are looking to measure
75 per cent of the area? If it is over 75 per cent of the
notional walled area, you will not be allowed to smoke
in that area.
We will have to look at the balcony at the back of the
Parliament when the roof is pulled over for inclement
weather and people take a smoke out there, as many
people in this place do. There are a lot of questions
about this part of the bill, and the drafting appears a bit
sloppy. We will be looking for some clarification, and I
suspect the government may have to look at that
particular part of the legislation again.
Some sections of the bill restrict certain marketing and
sales activities employed by tobacco companies to
increase the consumption of cigarettes by children, and
I refer to buzz marketing and signage. There are a
number of other areas I will mention briefly. New
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definitions are being inserted into the principal act.
There is a new definition of ‘tobacco advertising’. New
section 5 enables the minister to declare the high-roller
room in the casino to be a smoking area. I understand
some amendments will be moved to that provision in
the consideration-in-detail stage and that that part of the
bill will be moved to a different section. I was surprised
to see these amendments introduced at this very late
stage. I believe these sorts of errors should not have
occurred.

although the remainder of the bill will come into
operation in March 2006. As I understand it, that was
done to allow premises to make necessary changes to
their facilities, but the amendments that the government
has had to introduce are there partly because the current
bill would have not required them to be smoke-free
areas between 1 March next year and 1 July 2007. In
other words, without the amendments, the casino would
not have been smoke free; it would have been open
slather. I have discussed that unfortunate outcome.

This bill was second read some two months ago. It has
been in preparation for a very long time, and it has had
the support of the Liberal Party. Given that preparation,
I would have thought it would have been possible to get
it right. It is a great pity that these mistakes have
occurred, and they are not something that the
Parliament should accept as reasonable. While we will
not be opposing the amendments because they are
necessary for the operation of legislation, I point out the
errors.

Looking at some of the support and rationale for this
legislation, I note that VicHealth has done some
research and released figures which are important. Its
research tells us that almost four out of five Victorians
support total smoking bans in bars and clubs. Almost
70 per cent of those who did not disapprove of the bans
thought they should be brought in sooner than the
proposed time line. There are probably good reasons for
that, but I can certainly understand why the time lines
are there. The latest figures show that of around
3000 Victorians surveyed in 2004, 79 per cent
supported smoking bans in bars, 69 per cent said total
smoking bans in hospitality venues should be brought
in sooner than 2007, 77 per cent of those who want the
bans brought in to hospitality venues sooner want to see
them implemented within six months and finally
support for smoke-free bars and clubs has climbed
dramatically over the last five years.

Clause 11 amends the penalty provisions for offences
regarding tobacco advertisements. The new maximum
penalty will be 60 penalty points. The provisions have
been consolidated. Clauses 12 and 13 increase the
penalties for various offences up to 60 penalty points.
Clause 15 amends the penalty regarding the purchasing
of tobacco for minors, which will not be allowed under
this legislation. The bill makes it an offence to place
vending machines in premises unless they are inside a
bar area, and there are some details concerning that.
Clause 18 inserts a new division 3 in part 2 of the act to
cover under-age music and dance events. It will be an
offence for a person to smoke in any area of a premises
while an under-age music dance event is taking place. I
like that provision, because too many children are
exposed to smoke and think it is a cool thing to do. If
we can remove that from their sight, all the better.
Clause 14 increases the maximum penalty in relation to
the prohibition on certain tobacco sponsorships to
60 penalty units, and clause 26 inserts new
section 222A into the Transport Act, extending the
offence of smoking in or on any public transport
property. That covers a covered train platform. We
asked a lot of questions about this provision. Where on
a station are you not allowed to smoke? What if a
person is standing half under the roof? This is another
area that needs clarification.
In relation to this whole issue, there has been a lot of
support for this legislation. Before I talk about those
levels of support, I refer to the licensed premises
provisions that will come into operation in July 2007

I talked about this being an evolving issue. In 2000,
57 per cent expressed support for a smoking ban in bars
and clubs. That figure climbed to 63 per cent in 2001,
to 68 per cent in 2002 and 72 per cent in 2003. So there
is broad community support for this legislation, and we
appreciate that.
The Cancer Council of Victoria sent out a very
interesting document which lists individual electorates.
I was pretty keen to see what the statistics are in my
electorate of Caulfield. The letter initially says that
every day 11 Victorians die of a disease caused by
smoking and that tobacco is the cause of more than
4000 deaths in Victoria each year and costs the
Victorian community billions of dollars a year in health
costs. The information they enclosed showed the annual
deaths, including avoidable deaths, caused by smoking,
alcohol, other drugs and road deaths.
In my electorate of Caulfield, of 465 deaths in the four
years between 1999 and 2002, 52 were from smoking,
which was the highest figure. Alcohol caused 11; other
drugs caused 3; and there were 4 road deaths. The
annual deaths due to smoking in the electorate of
Caulfield are: lung cancer, 19; mouth and throat
cancer, 1; other cancers, 6; heart disease, 10; stroke, 4;

TOBACCO (AMENDMENT) BILL
1962

ASSEMBLY

and chronic bronchitis and emphysema, 13. Of the total
number of 52 annual deaths, the diseases that stand out
are lung cancer, heart disease and bronchitis and
emphysema.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mrs SHARDEY — I was in the process of coming
to the end of my contribution, but I want to talk about
some research that has been done particularly in
relation to passive smoking, which addresses the
Liberal Party’s rationale for supporting this legislation
and seeing it as very important. Some research
published in a United Kingdom paper asks the question,
‘What’s in smoke?’. I do not suppose most people have
thought about what chemicals are in smoke, but
apparently tobacco smoke contains over
4000 chemicals in the form of particles and gas. The
report states that:
Many potentially toxic gases are present in higher
concentrations in sidestream smoke than in mainstream
smoke and nearly 85 per cent of the smoke in a room results
from sidestream smoke.

I assume that is passive smoke. It goes on:
The particular phase includes tar … nicotine, benzene and
benzo … The gas phase includes carbon monoxide,
ammonia, dimethylnitrosamine, formaldehyde, hydrogen
cyanide and acrolein. Some of these have marked irritant
properties and some 60 are known or suspected carcinogens
(cancer-causing substances). The Environmental Protection
Agency … in the USA has classified environmental tobacco
smoke as a class A (known human) carcinogen along with
asbestos, arsenic, benzene and radon gas.
How does this affect the passive smoker?
Some of the immediate effects of passive smoking include
eye irritation, headache, cough, sore throat, dizziness and
nausea … Short-term exposure to tobacco smoke also has a
measurable effect on the heart in non-smokers. Just
30 minutes exposure is enough to reduce coronary blood
flow.
In the longer term, passive smokers suffer an increased risk of
a range of smoking-related diseases. Non-smokers who are
exposed to passive smoking in the home have a 25 per cent
increased risk of heart disease and lung cancer.

That is in the UK.
A major review of the government-appointed Scientific
Committee on Tobacco Health (SCOTH) concluded that
passive smoking is a cause of lung cancer and ischemic heart
disease in adult non-smokers and a cause of respiratory
disease, cot death, middle ear disease and asthmatic attacks in
children.

The list goes on and on, but I think all of this reflects
the fact that the legislation being passed today is
legislation of a type that the Liberal Party has
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demonstrated both in the past and currently, as well as
through our position statement, that we strongly
support. The problems we have with this legislation
relate mainly to the definitional issues to do with
outdoor smoking areas, which we think need some
strong clarification and may need to be amended in the
future. We are concerned that the government is being
forced to amend this legislation even before it has gone
through this house because it was incapable of getting it
right, particularly in relation to the casino. I think this is
a great pity, but it probably goes to the heart of what the
government is about sometimes.
In any event, it gives me pleasure — as the main
speaker on this bill for the Liberal Party — to support
this piece of legislation. As I have said before in both
the Parliament and the community, this legislation is
part of a long evolution of recognising that smoking is
bad for one’s health. There have been big changes in
community attitudes to smoking in workplaces and
public places. The Liberal Party would support even
stronger measures in terms of public places, because we
believe the public deserves to be protected from passive
smoking. Many have commented that when travelling
around our city of Melbourne, particularly when
looking at public buildings, we see people standing
outside having a fag, so to speak.
We strongly support this legislation, but we have some
reservations and seek some explanation in the
consideration-in-detail stage as to how the government
is going to cope with these issues.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
The Nationals to speak on this important bill, the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. Firstly, I would like to
thank the staff at the Department of Human Services for
the briefing they gave me and my colleague in the other
place, Mr Damian Drum and for their promptness with
the amendments, which have been brought in today. It
is unfortunate that these things happen, but I am glad
the amendments were picked up before the legislation
went through. It is a wonder it does not happen more
often. It again highlights to me the importance of
having good staff who analyse legislation. We often
read a second-reading speech and take that as a
summary of the bill, but it is important to read the
actual document to pick up the types of errors that have
obviously been picked up by others.
I want to say — and I know it is not common — happy
birthday to a lady in this house today. We would like to
sing happy birthday to Zdenka later, but we will not do
it at this stage. I do not think I can afford the time —
and the minister might be a better singer than I am.
Happy birthday, Zdenka!
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We know the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill has many
purposes: firstly, to ban smoking in enclosed
workplaces and other areas; secondly, to increase
controls over tobacco advertising; thirdly, to introduce
further measures to prevent the supply of tobacco
products to our youth; fourthly, to generally increase
controls over tobacco smoking in licensed premises and
outdoor drinking and dining areas; and fifthly, to ban
smoking in covered public transport property.
The Nationals consulted very widely with the
Australian Hotels Association, the North West
Municipalities Association, the Victorian Healthcare
Association, the Australian Nursing Federation, the
Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria and the
Victorian Alcohol and Drug Association, which is
commonly known as VAADA.
It was interesting to note a comment in the VAADA
June newsletter that we all receive as MPs about the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. The association said
VAADA welcomed the amendments to Victoria’s Tobacco
Act, particularly the smoking bans at workplaces, bars and
youth events, as these are significant steps in increasing the
community’s overall health …

It went on to say:
VAADA believes the amendment bill is broad ranging, and in
line with the growing community concern regarding new
tobacco control initiatives and smoke-free settings.
However, it is VAADA’s view that there is still room to
further the scope of the bill.

I think that has been highlighted. Over many years
anti-smoking legislation has been coming into this
place, and it has had tripartisan support to get us to
where we are today. There has been evolution in
tobacco control.
I have to say upfront that I am an anti-smoker. I think
that any people who want to smoke should go into a
40-acre paddock or bigger, right away from everyone
else. I cannot say that I have never smoked. As a young
fellow — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DELAHUNTY — No, not the B & S balls; it
was before that time. As a young fellow I went away on
a footy trip — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I am not sure; I cannot
remember back that far. But the reality is that I can
remember the packet of cigarettes I bought. I was about
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14 or 15 years of age and I bought a packet of Country
Life — they could have been named after the Country
Party! But importantly from my point of view the
cigarettes were terrible.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I do not know about that.
They were very strong and were very upright in
representing their country communities. But at the end
of the day it was a good experience, because I smoked
probably the worst packet of cigarettes, or two of them,
and never smoked again in my life. So I am very
fortunate that I did not take up that dreaded tobacco
smoking.
The Nationals will not be opposing this legislation, but
we have some concerns in relation to the
implementation of it. As we know, most of the
responsibility will involve environmental health
officers and local government. Three or four years ago
when tobacco legislation went through this house
$2 million was given to local governments across
Victoria for its implementation. At this stage we have
no commitment from the government that we know of.
I know it would be lovely for the parliamentary
secretary, who will be following me in the debate, to
give a bit of confidence to the Municipal Association of
Victoria, to the Victorian Local Government
Association and to local governments across Victoria.
There is no doubt that this legislation will create a
bigger workload for them. It is important in the
implementation phase that we have a good
communication strategy. That involves the government,
the key stakeholders and importantly local councils,
which are going to be the major group implementing
this legislation.
Therefore in this presentation I will be pushing for a
communication strategy. It needs to have a positive
spin, because most of the implications of this legislation
will impact on hotels, bars and licensed venues. As we
have seen before, when legislation is not implemented
at an appropriate time in each state — in other words, at
the same time — patrons move across the border and
take their money with them. That has a big impact on
some of our venues, particularly along the northern part
of the state of Victoria.
As I said, The Nationals will not oppose the bill,
because we believe it is good legislation. As a board
member of VicHealth I am very pleased to see this type
of legislation come before the house. It has further
powers to ban smoking in public places and the
advertising of cigarettes. Back in 2002 major legislation
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went through this place that changed some of the
advertising provisions. As we all know, the Victorian
Tobacco Act was introduced about 18 years ago, and
there have been amendments to that act over time as
stricter controls have come through.
As I said, the legislation has had tripartisan support. I
have a brother-in-law who is a surgeon — he is married
to my second sister — and he gets very upset about
people not doing enough to assist their own health
status. He is a trauma surgeon, and he works hard to try
and save people after accidents and the like. But
importantly we must reinforce the message in the
community that the best way of looking after your own
health status is to give up smoking or not take it up.
Passive smoking, as we know, remains a significant
health issue. In Australia it is estimated that it causes
about 1600 deaths a year. That is an enormous impact
on our communities. We worry about terrorism and the
like, yet here we are losing 1600 lives per year because
of passive smoking. Lung cancer, heart disease, low
birth weight in babies and respiratory problems in
children can be attributed to passive smoking. We have
consulted widely, and the Australian Hotels
Association, which I believe has had some input into
this bill, is pleased that this will be phased in. It does
not want to see businesses go to the wall, so it is
pleased to see the implementation phase.
It is interesting to note that back in 1990, 70 per cent of
the alcohol consumed was in licensed premises here in
Victoria. Now that is reversed, with about 30 per cent
being consumed. We are seeing the prevalence of
takeaway alcohol from supermarkets and hotels, but
also there is a prevalence of backyard bars being
established. The AHA is concerned, and as legislators
we should be concerned, that these bars do not have any
controls over smoking. Yet it is my belief that because
they are confined spaces they should be picked up by
this type of legislation, which bans smoking in any
confined space. There are a few limitations to that, but
they are confined places.
The AHA was very strong in its discussions with us
that it wants a positive spin put on the use of licensed
facilities. They are good facilities and play an important
role, particularly in country areas, where they are the
hub of a lot of activities. They are meeting places and
often provide restaurant meals and those types of things
for people to get out and consume. They serve not only
alcohol but also meals. However, they also need to be
able to adjust to this implementation phase. We are
calling on hotels to take up the challenge and upgrade
their facilities. They can do so by providing kids’
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playrooms and good meals, but if people want to go
and smoke they should do it in outdoor venues.
I have read that not all unions are not happy with this
legislation, particularly the corrective services union. I
can understand their concern. I hope and trust that the
Department of Human Services and the government are
working through those issues. The community
corrections people will be working through that,
because they are also in a workplace environment.
A couple of years ago local councils were given
$2 million to implement the tobacco legislation. I think
it is important that we get a commitment from the
parliamentary secretary or the minister that this type of
money will be provided to local government in the
implementation phase.
After looking through a booklet that was given to me I
just have to read out a quote from it:
Smoking is the single largest preventable cause of premature
death and disease in Australia.

It goes on to say:
Research has increasingly shown that a number of serious
diseases such as heart disease and lung cancer can be traced to
second-hand or passive smoke. Passive smoking results in
19 000 hospital bed days in Victoria and costs the community
over $11 million each year.

It is an enormous cost to us in our community. I will
quote from the submission that I received, and no doubt
other parliamentarians received it, that was put by the
Australian Hotels Association to the government. I
want to quote a couple of bits, because I think it is
important that we reflect on them. The submission
states that the government’s plan:
… of prohibiting smoking in enclosed workplaces of licensed
premises —

it is not only in licensed premises; as we know, it is in
all workplaces —
whilst minimising the impacts of such bans on business
viability and employment …

As I highlighted before, there have been times when we
have implemented smoking legislation that has not
corresponded with what has been happening in New
South Wales. As a result we have seen a lot of patrons
move across the river to places where they can still
smoke and gamble, therefore taking their dollars with
them. In this submission the AHA went on to say:
A range of ‘complying models’ of unenclosed areas related to
licensed premises based on the current definition of
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‘enclosed’ within the Tobacco Act 1987 be approved to allow
certainty in regards to premises development investments …

That is important. If anyone is going to spend money
on upgrading their facilities, they need to know about
the strict guidelines governing how this is going to
work. The AHA went on to argue that:
On-street (al-fresco) arrangements not be disturbed.
…
Private residential areas and guest rooms of accommodation
pubs and hotels are not to be included in the smoking bans;

But its main concern was — and I think this is true —
that:
Penalty provisions in respect of youth smoking at under-age
music/dance events held in pubs and hotels should be
essentially directed to the youth rather than the publicans.

I think that has been picked up in the legislation, and it
is to the credit of the government that they have done
that. They are some of the concerns that were raised
with us and obviously with other MPs.
I want to quickly go through some other points. Passive
smoking increases the risk of heart disease by 50 to
60 per cent, double what was previously thought. It is
important to note that six other Australian jurisdictions
have banned smoking in public places. Queensland,
New South Wales and Tasmania have plans under way
to ban smoking in licensed premises. As I stressed at
the briefing we had with the department, and I stress it
here tonight, we need to make sure that we do not get
border anomalies, that the implementation of those
plans, particularly in relation to New South Wales, is
done in a similar time frame so that we do not get
patronage moving across the border, and I highlighted
that earlier today.
It is important to know that the reforms in this bill carry
on from reforms that have happened since 1987. We
know that the key reforms in this bill relate to smoking
bans in enclosed workplaces, and that is important. We
have all been in workplaces where we know that
tobacco has been smoked. The interesting thing is that
this bill is not going to apply to cars. I worked in both
the then Department of Agriculture and the then
Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs before
accepting the honour of representing the seat of Lowan,
and I often hopped into departmental cars where people
had been smoking. It is a disgusting habit and it is
unfortunate that this bill has not gone far enough. I
think smoking should not be allowed in departmental
cars or in cars provided by the government, full stop!
We know that key reforms will also talk about
advertising of under-age music and dance events, bans
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on buzz marketing and non-branded tobacco
advertising, and we support that, but one reform
amends the act to allow the police the power to issue
infringement notices. In the briefing we were told that
the issuing of infringement notices is going to be done
by environmental health officers (EHOs) and that that
is where the major workload will go. But we must
realise that EHOs normally work Monday to Friday,
from 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. Obviously licensed venues
and other recreational activities often operate at night or
on the weekend, so it is going to be interesting to see
how that actually works. This legislation highlights the
fact that police will also have the power to issue
infringement notices. I was informed at the briefing, but
I could not pick it up in the legislation, that transit
officers will also be able to issue infringement notices.
We need some clarification in relation to that,
particularly for Melbourne commuters.
We know that other departmental officers will also
issue infringement notices, but it is interesting to note,
when you look through the legislation, to see that it is
up to the owner of the business, whether it be a hotel or
another workplace, to inform a person that they are not
allowed to smoke. They have got to go through these
steps as a defence against being charged, whether it be
with the issuing of an infringement notice or having to
go to court. But it is up to them to tell the person not to
smoke.
It is also interesting to note, when looking through the
bill and at the notes in a lot of the literature given to us,
that if the hotel or workplace owner cannot get the
person to stop smoking, they are asked to call the EHO.
Where are we going to call EHOs at 10 o’clock or
11 o’clock at night, or even on weekends? The reality is
it will not happen. I think they should be calling the
police in that instance if they have got that problem, but
we need clarification.
As the member for Caulfield said, the second-reading
speech speaks about the existing exemptions for the
high-roller rooms at the casino continuing to apply. We
know the current legislation is not right and that that
has been picked up in the amendments to make sure it
continues. We support that. We have some concerns
about it, but the reality is that it is in place, and we are
not going to oppose that type of thing.
Another issue talked about in our party room was
having designated smoking areas in mental health
services, but we know it can continue. Smoking at
under-age events such as music and dance parties will
be banned, which we totally support. It is important to
get to our youth at an early stage to stop them taking up
the dreadful habit of smoking, because as has been
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highlighted, young people smoke more in social
settings. About 30 per cent of 16 to 17-year-olds
currently smoke. That is very unfortunate, but 80 per
cent of smokers begin smoking before their 18th
birthdays. The younger they start, the less likely they
are to quit.
I will not have time to go through it today, but I have a
good booklet which has been put together by Quit
Victoria with all the research data. I also want to
compliment Cancer Council Victoria. It has been
involved in setting up these Relays for Life events
which are held right across Victoria. They are excellent
social events, but they are also healthy events and
importantly raise a lot of money for Cancer Council
Victoria to fight this dreaded disease of cancer.
One of the interesting things I want to finish off with is
that in Victoria in 1987 there were 1468 licensed
premises — that is, hotels, motels and pubs; in 2005
there are 1960. There has been an enormous increase in
the number of bed and breakfast establishments, small
clubs and miscellaneous licensed facilities — from 120
to 3376. Over the 18-year period there has been a
growth of 300 per cent in the number of licensed retail
businesses. There has been a minimal growth in the
total consumption of alcohol. That is why the
Australian Hotels Association (AHA) was very
concerned about the implementation phase.
The enforcement in workplaces will be done by EHOs.
It is important, though, as we were told in the briefing
to note that EHOs will be expected to visit all
workplaces and give workers a 15-minute presentation
on the implementation of these laws. They have got a
big job. There are defences for people who want to
make sure they do not get charged, and I think that is
accounted for.
In summary, there is no doubt about the changing
community attitude to smoking and about the
community’s intolerance to people walking into
workplaces or licensed venues and smoking. We have
never seen a better example of that than the ban on
smoking in restaurants, which I believe has led to better
environments and increased patronage. With those few
words, Acting Speaker, I indicate that The Nationals
will not be opposing this legislation but will be looking
for the government to give some commitments on some
of the issues I have raised tonight.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I am very pleased to
rise and make a contribution to the debate in support of
this important bill. The Labor Party in government over
many years has a proud record when it comes to
tobacco control reform. The record shows that we on
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this side of the house and our party in government have
led the way in this complex and often conflicted area of
public policy. Whether it is point-of-sale changes or
reforms in relation to smoking in restaurants and
gaming venues and making them smoke free, this side
of the house has worked very hard to drive change over
a long period of time.
The amendments before the house tonight build on that
important work and take it to the next stage or phase, if
you like. It is an important reform, because as was
mentioned by other speakers earlier, 15 per cent of all
deaths in Australia can in one way or another be
attributed to smoking. Further, tobacco is the cause of
almost 5000 deaths in Victoria each year and costs the
Victorian community — there is an obvious cost in
terms of those deaths — in economic terms around
$5 billion annually due to health care and other social
costs. We are talking about a very large problem;
reform in this area is obviously very important.
Science tells us beyond any doubt that environmental
tobacco smoke or second-hand smoke is harmful to
health. The risks posed by second-hand smoke in the
workplace are unacceptable, and that is why the
government has taken up the challenge in this most
recent round of reforms to make all enclosed
workplaces smoke free. There are a number of
exemptions which I will come to shortly.
I will outline the major reforms in this package and the
process that has led us to this point. In October last year
the Premier announced a package of reforms in relation
to tobacco control. Following this announcement I was
pleased to lead detailed consultations. From memory
we had eight or nine forums with industry, unions,
public health groups and the broader community on the
package of reforms. Following that series of meetings a
written submission guide was circulated and
submissions were sought from interested parties right
across the Victorian community.
It has been very important to consult widely and
extensively on this package of reforms, to go and seek
the views of those who are affected by and interested in
these matters. By doing that in a comprehensive and
genuine fashion we have been able to arrive at a
balanced and sensible outcome. That is not to say it has
not been difficult — it has. These are complex issues
and striking an appropriate balance is no easy task.
I want to thank all those stakeholders who have
participated in the process, although it is always
dangerous to single people out. I will run the risk and
single out Todd Harper and the team he leads from
Quit; Brian Kearney from the Australian Hotels
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Association, representing the industry side of the
argument, if you like; and others from those respective
camps who have been involved in the process. I thank
Brian Daley from the Liquor, Hospitality and
Miscellaneous Workers Union, who has worked, it is
fair to say, very hard and advocated passionately and
strongly on behalf of those people who work in the
hospitality industry. All those people have played an
important role in the reforms we have brought to the
house today.
I will go through the key features of the package. All
enclosed workplaces from 1 March next year will
become smoke free. Workplaces include areas where
both paid and voluntary work is undertaken. The key
element of these changes is the nature of ‘enclosed’.
The enclosed portion of the workplace will become
smoke free. ‘Enclosed’ means an area or premises
substantially enclosed by a roof and walls, whether or
not the roof and walls are permanent, temporary, open
or closed. This is a very good way of simply defining
that term. The notion of ‘substantially enclosed’ is
already used in relation to gaming venues and in other
parts of tobacco control legislation as it operates now.
To pick up the point made by the member for Lowan,
those who will enforce these changes are very familiar
with the detail — it is not a big change for them. But
more importantly, guidance will be provided to all of
those who will have to enforce the provisions, and there
will be a comprehensive public and stakeholder
education campaign. I am happy to commit on behalf
of the government that we will brief the member for
Lowan and other interested members on what that will
look like at the appropriate time.
In relation to exemptions, residential premises used for
carrying on a business — that is, home offices that do
not have access to the public and do not have staff —
will be exempt. People’s private homes and their
private living space are not being caught up in these
changes, and that is important. Vehicles and personal
sleeping or living areas in a hotel or residential care
facility will not be caught up by this. The member for
Caulfield raised the issue of supported residential
services and similar settings — nothing in these
amendments removes the ability of the operator to
place conditions upon a person taking up occupancy
there. Voluntary codes, conditions of entry and
occupancy can still be placed on those people. We have
not sought to legislate or regulate how people behave
within their personal living space.
There are other exemptions in terms of mental health
facilities and prison cells. A process is under way in
relation to prison cells. Up to 37 per cent of cells are
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now smoke free. We have made great progress in a
short time, and I have confidence that Corrections
Victoria, in conjunction with other agencies, will work
towards a much higher figure over time. That is a
sensitive and difficult environment and one where we
need to be anything but heavy handed.
Licensed premises are obviously exempt because their
bans come into effect on 1 July 2007. The member for
Lowan talked about a big workload for those who will
enforce this and those who will have to live with it on a
day-to-day basis. The long lead-in time means we can
deal with that workload. There will be resource
implications. He noted the $2 million that was provided
last time. I cannot give him a figure, but I make the
point that there will be proper support so these new
changes can work properly.
From 1 July 2007 the same definition in relation to
substantially enclosed roofs and walls will apply to
licensed premises, but a separate offence for smoking in
outdoor drinking and dining areas is being put in place
under these changes. Outdoor drinking and dining areas
will be defined as a balcony, veranda, courtyard,
rooftop, marquee, street or footpath or any similar
outdoor area where the predominant activity is the
serving of food or the consumption of drink. It is a
fairly commonsense term. Where those areas have a
roof, the total wall area cannot exceed 75 per cent of the
total notional wall area.
The member for Caulfield raised some questions in
relation to shade sails. At the end of the day it is not
about the structure, it is about whether it impedes the
flow of air and whether it practically encloses the actual
space. If it does, then smoking should not happen there.
It is sensible, as the member for Mornington pointed
out. I have confidence, although the member for
Caulfield does not, that there will be a great utility in
having separated the offence in relation to substantially
enclosed areas and treating outdoor drinking and dining
separately.
There will be greater utility: one size will not fit all in
terms of the many different venues. This is a sensible
way to do it. It will take work; it will mean people will
need to be informed. Environmental health officers will
be taken through things; those who run the venues will
be taken through things, and the general community
will come to understand what is a smoking area and
what is not.
The roofed area of train station platforms will be smoke
free. Under age music events will be smoke free. Buzz
marketing and non-branded tobacco advertising are
important measures as well. We have substantially
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increased the penalties for tobacco companies
breaching advertising and promotion provisions with a
penalty of up to $500 000, and that has seen strong
public support in recent times, and we are grateful for
that. There will also be stronger laws in relation to the
selling of tobacco to minors. These are all important
reforms.
The member for Caulfield is very concerned about the
house amendments that we have moved. Yes, a drafting
error was made, but it is a bit difficult to be lectured to
by the member for Caulfield. In seven years of
government those opposite only made one substantial
amendment to this act, which was to raise the age of
purchase from 16 to 18 years, and that was part of a
Council of Australian Governments process. You do
not make any mistakes when you do not do any work.
We welcome the support of the member for Caulfield
and those opposite, and I do not want to labour the
point because there is bipartisan support for the bill, but
it is a bit rich to be lectured to by those who have no
record at all when it comes to these issues.
Quit celebrated its 20th anniversary earlier this year,
and I think it would be fair to say that of those who
were around the table when Quit came into being,
no-one would have thought that smoking would be
banned in public bars just 21 years later. These are
extraordinary steps forward. We are proud of the
changes. It is not easy: it is hard to find the balance. It is
hard to deal with what are often very contentious and
technically detailed issues, but we have risen to that
challenge. We are proud of this bill and we think that
this regime will work. It will have utility. It has struck
an appropriate balance between those who would seek
us to go further, and others who perhaps think that we
have gone too far already. These are important changes,
and I commend them to the house.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I want to address
two matters in this bill which amends the Tobacco
Act 1987. The first is to advise the government that in
its consultations with the Australian Hotels Association,
it has no doubt had the prospective plight of small
country hotels drawn to its attention. What needs to be
understood about a lot of small country hotels is that
they will not have the economic capacity to create the
areas outside of a building where smoking can take
place, and that could put a lot of these hotels out of
business. Some may say that is just bad luck, but the
fact is that a lot of small country hotels are at the centre
of towns in country Victoria, and it would be a tragedy
for those towns to lose their hotel. As much as it has
been for them to lose banks and every other thing over
the years, the hotel would be about the last gasp for
some of the small country towns.
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I want the government to understand that this is a
significant outcome from its legislation and to address
the issue. There may well be a need for financial
assistance for some of the small country hotels, to allow
them to create areas for smokers who are significant
patrons of a hotel so that the hotel can keep their
business and keep it going. It is not an insignificant
issue. I noticed that when I raised the issue of the
possibility of some financial assistance, the member for
Mulgrave just raised his eyebrows and smirked. In
communities in country Victoria with small country
hotels that will be confronted by this issue, to go in and
raise your eyebrows and smirk at the prospect of
putting them out of business would mean being ridden
out of town on a rail. The reality is that it is important
for those towns.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr COOPER — The member for Mulgrave should
listen, and in his position as parliamentary secretary
understand that it is an important issue. It is one that
needs to be addressed. We need to listen with a degree
of compassion for those small hoteliers, and to deal
with the issue so that we do not see a lot of hotels go
out of business. They are important, not only to the
town but also to the people who supply them usually
from nearby bigger towns. So there will be fall out if
this issue is not addressed. It is very important that the
government understands this issue, and that is why I am
underlining it now, to make sure the government
understands that it is very important throughout country
Victoria and that it addresses the issue.
I listened to the member for Mulgrave with some
interest because he was talking about this bill taking the
controls to the next stage. Over the years we have
addressed the tragedy of tobacco use in this state — and
it is tragic. We have 5000 deaths from smoking every
year in Victoria, and it is very important that we address
that. Over the years, regardless of who has been in
government and regardless of what the member for
Mulgrave said, there has been bipartisan — or as the
member for Lowan would say, ‘tripartisan’ — support
for the continuation and growth of the controls. So this
is not a partisan issue. It is an issue of looking at how
we can incrementally increase these controls to a stage
where we can get most of the community, if not
hopefully all of the community, to stop smoking
tobacco products. That would be the aim of every
sensible person in the community. As a community we
simply cannot substantiate and support the fact that
5000 of our fellow citizens are dying each year from
the inhalation of tobacco smoke.
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This bill has the support of the opposition, and rightly
so. But I want to draw something to the house’s
attention — and I do not do it in a partisan way,
although no doubt government members will
immediately accuse me of being partisan. I know that
the member for Mulgrave understands that it would be
unfair for me to be accused of being partisan. But I
want to address the issue of this Parliament. It is all
very well for us to debate this legislation tonight, and
set out rules for the rest of the community, but
interestingly those rules do not apply to the very
building in which we sit. The member for Mulgrave
looks amazed. Let me say again that the rules do not
apply to Parliament House.
The member for Mulgrave talked about enclosed areas,
and gave us a very erudite explanation of the situation
in proposed section 5(c) to be inserted into clause 23
which relates to smoking in outdoor dining or drinking
areas. It will be an offence to smoke in those areas if
they have a roof or walls in place and the total area of
the wall surfaces exceeds 75 per cent of the total
notional wall area. He then went on to say, very
correctly — and I told him it was very sensible — that
it is not really about that definition, it is about airflow. It
is all about whether the smoke can get away. He said at
the time, ‘I notice the member for Mornington said that
is a very sensible thing’, and it is a very sensible thing.
So let us talk about a couple of areas in Parliament
House where the smoke cannot get away, and where
smoking is permitted and will continue to be permitted.
The dining area on the veranda outside the members
dining room is one of those areas. When the awning is
down, smoke cannot get away. You are up to your
armpits in smoke.
The place that I have to walk through when I leave this
chamber to go to my office down below, as the member
for Mulgrave also has to do, is where everybody
smokes — and the member for Kew is now nodding to
me. I have to walk through passive smoke several times
of every day that this house sits. I say to the house that
if you are going to have a rule that applies to small
country hotels, restaurants and all businesses outside
and around this building and throughout this state, why
is that same rule not rigorously applied to Parliament
House? We are making laws that apply to communities
and businesses that will impact upon businesses and yet
here we are saying, ‘We have got this rule for you
Mr Businessman, but we do not have the rule for
ourselves here in Parliament House’.
Mr Andrews — That is wrong.
Mr COOPER — That is not wrong. I know, as the
member for Mulgrave knows, that when this bill is
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enacted by the Governor in Council there will still be
smoking out on the veranda and there will still be
smoking downstairs here.
If we as a Parliament were really setting an example to
the people of this state, we would be banning smoking
anywhere in the parliamentary precinct. That is what
we should be doing. We should be leading the way, but
we are not.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr COOPER — The member for Mulgrave says I
am wrong. I say to the member for Mulgrave that he
and all the others who say I am wrong are trailing their
coats behind this legislation. They are not in front
leading the way and they need to lead the way. If we
truly have the health of the community at heart and we
are genuine about banning smoking and improving the
health of Victorians then we should be leading the way.
We are not leading the way, so my plea to the
government tonight — and I say again that this is not an
attack upon the government because it would not matter
who was in government, we would probably still be
dealing with a bill pretty much like this and I would be
saying it regardless of whoever was in government —
is that we should be out there in front, and this precinct,
not just the building, should be smoke free.
If the Melbourne Cricket Ground is smoke free, why
the heck is the Parliament of Victoria not smoke free?
That is the question I put to the government and I ask
the government to act upon this, not just say, ‘Oh, yes,
we have heard Cooper and we will forget about it’. The
government needs to be looking at this issue and acting
on it and bringing in a bill that will initiate this issue in
order that we can say to the people of Victoria, ‘We are
leading the way. We are showing the way. We are
doing unto others as we have done to ourselves’. That
would be a very good example to set for the rest of the
community and it would be — —
Mr Trezise — Absolute rubbish!
Mr COOPER — ‘Absolute rubbish!’, said the
member for Geelong. He is a smoker, no doubt — —
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr COOPER — Or a reformed smoker, but
anyway somebody who said, ‘Absolute rubbish!’. The
member for Geelong by interjection said we should not
make Parliament House a smoke-free zone. What a
disgraceful thing to come from the mouth of a member
of the government! The people of Victoria are looking
to this government for leadership, not for the kind of
stupidity that has come out of the mouth of the member
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for Geelong. I urge the government to consider my
entreaties tonight if they have the genuine health needs
of Victorians at heart.
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — I am also
pleased to make a contribution in support of the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. Just to reassure the
previous speaker, the parliamentary secretary assures
me that the same laws will apply to this house as will
apply in the community. I am not sure whether the
member was arguing for more stringent processes to
apply to this place and that there be no smoking in the
gardens or other non-enclosed areas — that might be
another discussion that we could have and I might not
even disagree with him about that — but there is no
doubt that the same laws will apply to this place as will
apply to any other workplace.
As previous speakers have said, smoking is a very
serious health issue in our community. It is very
pleasing that we have support from all the opposition
parties for this legislation. Smoking causes thousands of
deaths in Victoria each year, increasing the risk of
coronary heart disease, stroke and vascular disease as
well as a range of cancers and a whole host of other
diseases. Five thousand deaths a year costing over
$5 billion annually in health care and other social costs
to the Victorian community is very alarming to say the
least, especially as they are preventable. Fortunately
reforms that have been made in recent years have had a
very positive effect in terms of reducing smoking rates,
exposure to passive smoking and smoking by young
people, which is a very important area that this bill
focuses on.
These reforms include preventing exposure to cigarette
smoke in public places; increasing the penalties for
selling cigarettes to minors; and restricting tobacco
advertising. It is very pleasing that this government has
led the way in this regard. As a consequence, smoking
rates for adults have declined almost 5 per cent from
1999 to 2003, and have declined just over 4 per cent
among young people. We need to do more work to
continue that decline in smoking among young people.
In fact, the advances we have made in this country and
in Victoria in particular are brought starkly to light
when one travels overseas. Tobacco advertising is very
prevalent in Europe and the United States of America
and very noticeable when one travels there. I guess it
was in this country also before we got rid of it. It just
shows how quickly perceptions of what is socially
acceptable can change and have changed in this
country. We also take for granted being able to eat in
smoke-free restaurants, travelling on smoke-free public
transport and working in smoke-free workplaces. It is

Wednesday, 20 July 2005

quite a surprise when you go to other parts of the world
where that is simply not the case.
Research has shown that there is widespread
community support for increased smoking bans. Over
90 per cent of Victorians support the tougher
enforcement of laws prohibiting the sale of cigarettes to
minors. It is therefore timely that we make the further
reforms proposed in this bill. Other speakers have
already outlined these significant areas of reform so I
will not repeat them. Some of these measures will come
into force from March 2006 and others, particularly the
ban on smoking in enclosed licensed premises, will
come into effect from July 2007, thus giving the
industry and the community time to assimilate and
adjust to these new laws. The government considers
that an appropriate process and measure.
As many as 30 per cent of Victorian workers continue
to be exposed to cigarette smoke at work. This is
particularly an issue for hospitality workers, but they
are by no means the only workers who continue to be
exposed to passive smoking. Passive smoking is a
scourge. It is very difficult for an employee to say to a
manager or boss, ‘Sorry, I will not have a meeting with
you because you smoke and you will blow smoke all
over me’. I have been in that situation for many years
with a manager who smoked profusely — —
Mr Kotsiras — Name her!
Ms ECKSTEIN — The member for Bulleen knows
well to whom I am referring. Although I love her
dearly, passive smoking was an issue. I may need to
take that up in the future.
One working shift in a smoky bar is equivalent to
smoking 16 cigarettes a day. This is not only very
unpleasant but clearly poses a significant health risk for
such workers over time. Why should workers continue
to be exposed to such significant risks? Why should
staff and patrons in non-smoking areas in licensed
premises continue to be exposed to passive smoking
from adjacent smoking areas? The World Health
Organisation has concluded that there is no safe level of
passive smoking. This important aspect is being
addressed in the bill.
The other aspect of the bill that I will address briefly is
the increased enforcement measures in relation to
smoking bans for young people. It is alarming that
around 30 per cent of 16-year-olds and 17-year-olds
smoke. In fact, about 80 per cent of adults who smoke
began to do so before turning 18. It is therefore
important that measures to curb smoking among young
people be stepped up. The more we can prevent young
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people being exposed to smoking in social settings, the
more likely we are to deter more of them from
becoming casual and then committed smokers.
Therefore, the bans on smoking at under-age music and
dance events, as contained in the bill, are very
important and are an appropriate measure for us to take
as a community. For the young people who already
smoke, their consumption is likely to be reduced
through smoking bans at such events.
Preventing or making access to cigarettes more difficult
is an important measure in deterring young people from
smoking. Currently cigarette vending machines can be
located in areas where young people can easily access
them without any adult oversight. The bill restricts the
placement of vending machines and requires them to be
in line of sight immediately next to the bar or service
counter so they can be monitored by adult staff who
take responsibility for access to them. That is an
important measure in minimising young people’s
access to cigarettes and deterring them from smoking.
Similarly, making managers responsible for the sale of
cigarettes to minors regardless of whether that sale is
made by an employee or an agent such as a family
member or volunteer helping out in the store means that
some person is responsible if the sale of cigarettes to
young people occurs. This will encourage managers to
make people aware of the laws in relation to the sale of
cigarettes to minors.
The sighting of photo identification as the only defence
against selling cigarettes to a minor will ensure greater
compliance of retailers asking to see identification, a
deterrent in itself, and again limits access to cigarettes
by young people.
These reforms are timely and appropriate considering
the adverse health impacts of smoking in our
community. The more we can deter young people from
experimenting with smoking, the more we will deter
young people from graduating to becoming life-long
addicts.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure for me
to speak on this bill. I say from the outset that I am a
non-smoker and while I respect the individual’s right to
smoke when they feel like it, I also expect them to
respect my right to work in an environment which is
smoke-free. I take on board the comments of the
member for Mulgrave who ensures me that the
courtyard downstairs, right next to my office in this
building and where a large number of my parliamentary
colleagues and parliamentary staff go for a smoke, will
cease being a smoking area once the legislation is
passed. A large number of people go downstairs outside
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my office to smoke. It is very uneasy and
uncomfortable for me to sit there working while people
outside my office are smoking and the smoke comes
into my office.
Victoria has come a long way in trying to reach a
compromise with smokers and non-smokers. Recently I
was in Europe and was speaking to some members of
the European Parliament and the Greek Parliament.
Five of us had breakfast at 8 o’clock in the morning. As
soon as we sat down at the table for breakfast, four of
them lit cigarettes and started to smoke. I asked them
what they thought of not smoking in an enclosed area.
They said it was discriminating against them and that
they should be allowed to smoke. I pointed out to them
that I should be allowed to enjoy breakfast without
smokers around. They say that this had been going on
for years, that I was attempting to discriminate against
them and that they should be allowed to smoke.
Australia, Victoria and Melbourne have come a long
way and found a compromise for smokers and
non-smokers. I support the legislation.
I think it is our responsibility to ensure that every
Victorian is able to work in a smoke-free environment.
Passive smoking was not spoken about 20 to 25 years
ago. Today there is a large body of medical evidence
and research which proves that smoking is harmful to
one’s health. Indeed, a study undertaken by Cancer
Council Victoria found that over 57 per cent of
hospitality workers were exposed to smoke while at
work and that 80 per cent of workers in bars and clubs
are concerned about working in a smoke-filled room. It
is true to say that in Victoria 5000 people die each year
from smoking-related illnesses. It is our responsibility
to make sure more is done to look after the wellbeing
and health of people working in the hospitality industry,
to name just one industry.
Research has shown with the introduction of smoking
legislation relating to restaurants that there has been an
increase in support for this type of legislation. At first
people complain but over the years they have found
these restrictions allow people to enjoy their meals in a
smoke-free environment. Passive smoking is an
important issue and is made up of two parts. The
non-smoker can breathe in smoke from a cigarette,
which is called sidestream, or smoke that is being
inhaled and exhaled by the smoker, which is called
mainstream. Tobacco smoke has over 400 different
chemicals comprising particles and gases. Many of
these are present in high concentrations in sidestream
smoke. Some of the effects include eye irritation,
headaches, sore throat and nausea. In the long term
there is an increase of 25 per cent in the risk of getting
heart or lung cancer.
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A media release of 28 January from Quit Victoria
states:
Non-smokers who die of lung cancer … are more than twice
as likely to have worked in a smoky environment, according
to a study published …
The new research confirms that environmental tobacco smoke
(ETS) is a risk factor for lung cancer … particularly in former
smokers.
The BMJ study also reveals that ETS exposure during
childhood is linked with lung cancer, particularly among
those who had never smoked.
Executive director of Quit Victoria … said the findings in
relation to workplace were disturbing evidence of the harm
caused to non-smokers from working in an environment
where they are consistently exposed to ETS.
‘The study provides a compelling case for employers who are
considering making their workplaces smoke free to do so
sooner rather than later’ …
‘The only way to protect non-smokers from the harms of
passive smoking is to ban smoking in all indoor workplaces’.

Of course there are also concerns about the impact it
has on our children because it increases the risk of
infections such as bronchitis and pneumonia in
children. I support this type of legislation because,
having three children of my own, I know how
important it is for children to be able to live in a home
or go to a restaurant which is smoke free.
An article in the Townsville Bulletin headed ‘Study
slams passive smoking’ states:
Children exposed to passive smoking have a higher risk of
developing lung cancer later in life than other youngsters,
according to new research.
…
‘Passive smoking clearly increases the risk of lung cancer’ …
‘People should not smoke in the presence of their children’.

It goes on to illustrate the harmful effects that smoking
has on children.
As I said from the start, I support this legislation. It is a
logical step to ensure that both smokers and
non-smokers are able to live and work together with
no-one being disadvantaged. As I said also, we need to
do something more about smoking in Parliament. The
member for Kew is a very keen smoker who often
stands outside my office smoking. I am sure he will
now stop doing this and ensure that I will be able to
enjoy working in my office without having to inhale
some of his smoke.
I have to say also that there are a number of concerns
with this bill. The member for Mulgrave has clarified
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some of them and, as I said from the start, I look
forward to this Parliament House being smoke free
because, although I have raised it a number of times in
the past, unfortunately nothing has happened until now.
So while I support this legislation and consider that
there has to be a balance between smokers and
non-smokers, I believe that more has to be done in the
future.
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — It is a
pleasure to join in the debate on the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill 2005. This bill is another important
step forward in tobacco control. These reforms are
building on the already significant achievements in
tobacco control that have been undertaken by this
government since 1999. It is hard to believe that
smoking was allowed in restaurants only a few years
ago. Before this government was elected in 1999 there
had been no significant changes to the Tobacco Act
since its introduction.
I was working as a researcher at the Centre for
Behavioural Research in Cancer when the Labor Party
was in opposition and developed its tobacco control
policy as part of its health and community services
policy. I then worked for the Minister for Health in our
first term and was extremely proud of and had great
pleasure in seeing a raft of changes introduced to
reduce the damage caused by tobacco in our society.
Those measures included banning smoking in public
places and a lot of other measures designed to reduce
the uptake of smoking amongst our young people.
Most of us probably know someone who has died as a
result of smoking. They are not just statistics. They are
individuals — loved ones who have been lost, dying
from a disease that is totally preventable. I take up what
the member for Lowan was saying about his
brother-in-law, the surgeon. I recall that, in an effort to
get nurses to stop smoking, a surgeon at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital where I worked used to ask nurses
to come and look into the chests of patients who were
having lung operations and say to them, ‘That’s
Marlboro country in there’.
The impact of smoking hit me personally when a friend
of mine died from lung cancer at a young age. Elizabeth
Yeo and I worked together as transplant coordinators.
Elizabeth was the first transplant coordinator in
Australia and I was one of three who, after her success,
started working. She was based in Sydney. I remember
going with Elizabeth to a conference in Adelaide. She
had a bad cough and said she had to see a specialist and
have an X-ray when she got back to Sydney. That
X-ray found that she had lung cancer and she had one
of her lungs removed immediately. Unfortunately, she
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died less than a year later, leaving behind two young
children. Elizabeth had started smoking at a young age.
The importance of stopping young people from ever
starting to smoke and getting hooked cannot be
overestimated. Quitting is really hard. As a former
smoker, although I never smoked as heavily as
Elizabeth did, I know it is hard to stop smoking. You
cannot underestimate the necessity of trying to stop
young people from taking up smoking so they do not
have to even think about quitting.
This government has already introduced really
important reforms aimed at reducing smoking uptake
and consumption amongst young people. They include
increasing penalties for selling cigarettes to minors.
This was backed up by a program of enforcement
conducted by local government that the members for
Lowan and Mulgrave have already referred to that.
Environmental health officers going out to enforce bans
on tobacco sales to minors is a really important part of
the program.
We have also introduced various other amendments
that have been aimed at reducing the insidious
promotion of tobacco to young people in our society.
Also, in our first term we introduced reforms banning
smoking in licensed premises, including gaming and
bingo venues.
Passive smoking has been of great concern for some
time and this bill will go a long way towards reducing
the harm caused by passive smoking. The public
support these reforms as they supported early reforms,
and they are welcoming and enjoying a smoke-free
environment in many different venues, including
restaurants. It is a cultural change.
During my years as a researcher at the Centre for
Behavioural Control in Cancer, I worked on a number
of papers including the quit evaluation studies. I refer to
some recent research which was led by a colleague of
mine, Tessa Letcher, and published by CBRC. The
paper is entitled ‘Would smoke-free pubs and bars
influence attendance by the Victorian public?’. The
report presents data on Victorian adults self-reported
frequency of patronage of hospitality venues and
community support for the introduction of smoking
bans in such venues by smoking status. I refer to some
of the data which was collected by telephone interviews
of random samples between November 2000 and 2003.
The research found that for the vast majority of
Victorians their likelihood of attending hospitality
venues such as hotels, bars, nightclubs and gambling
venues would be little affected by the introduction of a
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total smoking ban. This was reported by the
non-smoking majority of patrons as well as the
smokers. No difference was observed in approval for
smoking bans in bars between the population as a
whole and bar patrons. The majority of regular drinkers
at hotels and bars are non-smokers. In 2003, 81 per cent
of hotel customers interviewed did not smoke.
Community support for the introduction of a total
smoking ban in bars and licensed venues has increased
over time and this research reported the level at 72 per
cent.
Another paper I refer to is again from the CBRC
research paper series and again Tessa Letcher was the
lead author. It is entitled, ‘Would Victorian smokers
find it easier to quit if bars and pubs were smoke free?’.
This research indicated that smoke-free environment
policies may reduce tobacco consumption and
encourage quitting, especially among younger patrons.
In the report the authors considered the potential impact
on the behaviour of smokers following the introduction
of a ban on smoking. Again I refer to the data in the
paper. The survey was conducted between 2000 and
2002 among 2000 Victorian adults. The authors
reported smokers predictions of their smoking
behaviour, that is the likelihood of quitting and/or
cutting down, in the event of the introduction of
smoking bans in hospitality venues including hotels,
bars, gaming venues and nightclubs.
In 2001 more than one-fifth of smokers reported they
would be more likely to quit smoking altogether if total
smoking bans were introduced in licensed hospitality
venues. In 2002 that figure was almost 30 per cent. In
2002, among those who did not think they would quit
altogether 43 per cent reported they were at least likely
to reduce the amount that they smoked. In other words,
this research indicated that the reforms introduced in
this bill will not only reduce the impact of passive
smoking on the patrons of the venues but will also help
smokers to quit.
I will not go into the detail of the bill, as other people
have already done that. In summary I want to say that
all the reforms in the bill will further assist existing
measures and reduce the damage caused by tobacco in
our society. I commend the bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I would like to join the
debate on the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. Like The
Nationals member for Lowan, I am a non-smoker. I had
a go at it at one stage when I was in the Boy Scouts, but
I gave up smoking when I gave up scouts. It is one of
those things that happen when you are a young person:
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you think it is a big deal, that it is cool to smoke. We
used to go off to our annual jamboree at Gilwell Park,
and you always used to buy the packet of cigarettes
from the local cafe, after collecting the bottles on the
side of the highway and getting the deposit back from
the cafe. You went off and you thought it was real cool
to smoke the cigarettes. I think what turned me off,
apart from the fact that I did not really enjoy it, was that
when the money ran low, when there were not many
bottles on the highway, we turned to rolling our own,
using tea-tree bark, and it did not quite have the same
kick! So I gave up smoking at about age 13.
In terms of the health aspects, I read an interesting
paper last year when I was in Europe with the Drugs
and Crime Prevention Committee’s inquiry into the
harmful effects of alcohol, drugs and road rage. The
paper was by the European Union (EU) on the common
agricultural policy. EU policy is to subsidise tobacco
production very heavily: I think 70 per cent of the
income earned by tobacco growers in the EU comes
from subsidies. That is clearly subsidising a product
which is bad for health. What is even worse is that the
product is a low-grade tobacco, so it is not used in
Europe; it is exported to Africa and further exacerbates
the health problems in Africa. It really is a very poor
use of public money in the EU to be subsidising
tobacco production which then goes and creates health
problems in Africa.
I would like to focus my comments not so much on the
banning of smoking or the restriction of smoking in
various places but on the legal or legitimate industry of
growing tobacco. This exists in my area in the Ovens
and Kiewa valleys, and is an industry particularly
important to the townships and area surrounding
Myrtleford, Ovens, Porepunkah, Mount Beauty and
Tawonga. It is important because 263 families earn
their income from growing tobacco, and that involves
130 licenses. These people are honest, hardworking,
good people. They produce around 4 million kilograms
of tobacco each year from about 1400 hectares of
country that has been cropped. The farm-gate value of
that product to the local economy is $650 per
100-kilogram bale, which works out to be $27 million
coming in a year as farm-gate value to the local
economy.
More importantly, the produce generates $28 000 per
100-kilogram bale in excise duty income for the federal
government. That is a whopping $1.1 billion worth of
income that is being generated for the federal
government from the taxes and excise on the tobacco
grown in the Ovens and Kiewa valleys.
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Also at a local level the industry provides another
80 seasonal and permanent tobacco-preparation and
processing jobs in the tobacco cooperative at
Myrtleford, and that results in $1.6 million worth of
wages going into the economy of Myrtleford and
nearby. Overall the tobacco industry in that area is
worth about $90 million.
In addition to the health issues which have been raised
well and truly by other speakers, there are two other
issues I would like to touch on at a local level. One is
the issue of illegal tobacco, or chop-chop, as it is widely
known. The second is: are there any alternatives to
tobacco production for the 263 families that currently
rely on it for income-generation?
Chop-chop is a major concern to the people in our area.
There has been increased activity by the Australian
Taxation Office and the federal police. However, I am
told in discussions today with the chief executive
officer and the chair of the tobacco cooperative, John
Moore and John Muraca, that there is still a need for the
ATO to substantially increase the resources going into
the policing of chop-chop, because the illicit sales of
tobacco are still at an extremely high level, and the
increase in detections that have occurred recently are
still only skimming the surface of a very significant
illegal industry. I would also like to comment, for the
benefit of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, that the chair and chief executive officer of
the tobacco cooperative were highly complimentary of
Victoria Police’s role in the capture of people involved
in the illegal trade in tobacco. They describe the police
effort as fantastic.
The other issue from a local point of view is: what
alternatives are there to growing tobacco, in the event
that tobacco is progressively phased out?
Mr Robinson — Wine!
Dr SYKES — The reality — stop whining there,
please, member for Mitcham — is that there is no
alternative row crop or non-perishable product that
produces a similar return per hectare. Keep in mind that
the area these people farm is relatively small. If you
look at other crops such as grapes, those of us who
enjoy the product might be aware that the profitability
of grape production has dropped substantially in the last
couple of years, so turning to grapes is not a profitable
alternative.
Equally, turning to vegetables is not a profitable
alternative, because it is difficult to be guaranteed of
making satisfactory returns from that very small area.
So these hard-working people, who have put their lives
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into growing tobacco, in a legitimate industry, have a
serious difficulty in what alternatives they can turn to in
the event of tobacco continually being discouraged and
people decreasing their demand for that product.
I ask the government and the Parliament, when passing
this legislation, to consider the impact of the decreased
use of tobacco, as well, clearly, as the positive health
benefits of that. I would ask that the Parliament
consider the negative impact on local communities such
as Myrtleford, Ovens, Porepunkah and Mount Beauty,
and that the government ensure there are appropriate
economic offsets and appropriate alternative options for
these people and these communities to generate income
so that they can continue to enjoy their life in the area
they have chosen to call home.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am very
pleased to be able to rise in support of this bill. In a
relatively short period of time we have seen a
significant shift in our views on smoking. Previous
speakers have talked about it being a matter of two
decades, and certainly my memory of growing up with
very different attitudes to smoking puts the finger on it
being as few as 20 years ago, when smoking in the
home or workplace went without question, apology or
excuse — it was just done. A cigarette was lit up
whether you liked it or not; no discussion was entered
into.
Twenty years ago attempts by the community to
prevent children and adolescents from smoking derived
more so than now from concerns to do with morality
rather than health. Young girls who smoked at school,
after school or in the sheltersheds sent the wrong
message to boys. Boys who smoked were unruly or a
bad influence. I do not think the minister at the table,
the Minister for Manufacturing and Export, who is
much younger than me, is old enough to remember, but
I remember that when I was a young child for my
parents and those of my friends and neighbours within
the community, the terms ‘bodgies’ and ‘widgies’ were
inextricably linked — in the one breath — with young
people and adolescents who smoked. I do not think I
am being too quaint in making reference to those times,
because I certainly well remember them, and they were
part of the norm. Young people smoking was an issue
discussed by adults, but normally in a very low voice
and in very derogatory terms.
Advertising agencies, of course, focused their
cigarette-selling campaigns on young people with
images of something counter to that — of being cool,
with it and having it all. These images were very
appealing to young people, and they were certainly a
contradiction to the way in which adults saw smoking
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amongst that cohort. Today we look back and see that
medical evidence has caused a seismic shift in
community understanding of the ill effects of smoking
on all of us. These days parents — and I am one of
them too, at the age I am — do not use the morality line
any more, because we know it is more severe than that,
that the effects of smoking run deeper than that. Instead
what we are saying to our children now is, ‘Do not
smoke because it will make you sick for the rest of your
life’.
Thankfully now children and adolescents are less
subjected to the once comprehensive and highly
suggestive cigarette advertising as a counteractive to the
health message. That has not happened by accident.
Together with the medical evidence that has shown the
ill effects of smoking in a very stark way, has come
government policy-making, public policy and great
debate among the public. With that has come education
campaigns and legislative change, which of course have
curtailed advertising and its effects on the promotion of
smoking to young people and adolescents. That has
been terrific. I commend the process of public policy
that has recognised that and worked with the
community to achieve a remarkable shift in attitude in
our community.
This bill is certainly a marked representation of the
seismic cultural shift in community understanding over
the last 20 years. It has been a remarkable turnaround,
and the benefit for public health that it presents to us is
yet to reach its peak. Around 5000 Victorians still die
each year as a result of smoking-related illnesses. And
of course the financial drain on our health system is still
seriously high — $5 billion is quoted as the cost to
Victorians alone, to our health system and the effects on
social capital and productivity.
Recent empirical medical evidence overwhelmingly
shows that exposure to passive smoking increases the
risk of heart disease by an astounding 50 per cent.
Governments have a social responsibility to combat this
and other impacts in a range of ways so that our quality
of life is improved and we can become a more
productive society.
This government has put in place a swag of reforms to
help bring about a healthier Victoria, and this bill
represent another very significant step in the recovery
from ill health. We have increased penalties for selling
cigarettes to minors, restricted smoking in licensed and
gaming venues and introduced smoke-free shopping
centres and laws to do with dining. We have also
imposed strict advertising and display rules on tobacco
retail outlets.
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As proof of the community’s acceptance that there are
sound policy reasons for these measures, we only have
to look at figures recently released by the Department
of Human Services which show a significant increase in
support of the government’s reforms in introducing
smoking bans in bars, nightclubs and gaming venues. In
the year 2000 the levels of support amongst Victorians
for smoking bans in bars, nightclubs and gaming
venues were around 57 per cent, 55 per cent and 66 per
cent respectively. In comparison, in 2004 — only last
year — the levels of support had increased significantly
to 78 per cent, 80 per cent and 85 per cent respectively.
That is of the order of 20 percentage points in a matter
of four years. That is nothing to be sneezed at.
To highlight the community’s attitudes towards
smoking amongst young people, a strong 90 per cent of
Victorians support stricter enforcement of the
prohibition of selling cigarettes to minors. These figures
tell a very important story to us as legislators about the
role of education and the difference the provision of
health and medical information can make to people’s
choices in life and ultimately their quality of life. As
legislators we need to be buoyed by these findings and
inspired to keep the reforms coming. That is what this
bill does.
The smoking trend is clearly veering downwards. As
yet we have not reached the peak of the benefit derived
from the campaign against smoking. We know the
health risks are still there and are seriously high.
The key changes in the bill take our community
forward from March 2006. The changes have certainly
been repeated by previous speakers here tonight. Very
simply, they include a ban on smoking in closed
workplaces. This is something very dear to my heart
because in a previous life I was involved in industry,
and smoking in workplaces often led to very severe
health problems. I certainly witnessed a situation which
affected employees.
The ban on smoking will extend to covered train
stations and platforms, and bus and tram stops. The bill
will provide the police with powers to issue
infringement notices vis-a-vis the sale of tobacco to
minors and strengthen the law enforcing the ban on
selling cigarettes to young people. Smoking bans in
licensed premises and restrictions on smoking in
outdoor dining and drinking areas will take effect from
1 July 2007. The additional time is to allow for cultural
acclimatisation in the community and the industry to
the changes to smoking on such premises. The
commencement date coincides with that of similar
legislation in New South Wales.
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I would like to comment on the ban as it will apply to
workplaces next year. Exemptions to the ban will apply
to workplaces containing personal living and sleeping
areas and where accommodation is provided for a fee,
such as hostels, hotels and residential care facilities.
These exemptions are a response to ambiguities
surrounding public space versus private space in terms
of a workplace. It is often quite difficult for
governments and public policy to balance the needs of
public good versus private good. Governments are
confronted by that all the time. This is nothing new. I
believe the bill does a very good job in balancing those
needs and providing exemptions which I believe are
necessary to allow for accommodation and gain broad
acceptance in the community for the reforms before us
tonight. I wish to congratulate all parties involved,
including the Parliamentary Secretary for Health.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill this evening. I certainly support this
bill which in many respects is a ‘no-brainer’, as the
Americans would say, because, as the advertisements
that have appeared on cigarette packages in this country
for a number of years have strongly suggested, smoking
does injure your health and not only your health but that
of those around you who might be unfortunate enough
to inhale your cigarette smoke. It also kills. We cannot
dispute that.
I say that despite the fact that I participate in smoking a
cigarette or a cigar more often than I should, but still
not that often.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I should not do it at all! But this
is where logic and irrationality clash, and they have
ever since Columbus and his crew some 500 years ago
discovered the enjoyment that the natives of the
American continents were getting from the tobacco
product.
An honourable member — Go, Dees!
Mr ROBINSON — Go, Dees, indeed. They will
need some stimulant to fire them up, but I hope it is not
tobacco.
The bill is worthy of support because it effectively
proposes world best practice. That is important because
it was this very chamber that back in the mid-1980s
under the Cain government probably led many other
jurisdictions around the world with the VicHealth
Foundation which at that stage was dedicated to an
anti-smoking campaign. I think it was funded through

TOBACCO (AMENDMENT) BILL
Wednesday, 20 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

an excise placed on tobacco, which it was in the power
of the state to do at that stage. In many ways that was
revolutionary. Indeed, other jurisdictions have matched
that and gone further, to the point where Victoria, once
having led the charge in dealing with the damage that
cigarettes do, now seeks to regain that leadership.
I refer to an article that appeared in the Irish
Independent on 29 March and that I came across in
Ireland earlier this year when I was there with the
Economic Development Committee. It was penned by
the Irish Prime Minister, Bertie Ahern, and celebrated
the anniversary of Ireland going smoke free. For the
benefit of the house I will read a couple of paragraphs
from the article:
One year ago we witnessed the introduction of historic
legislation which was unique to Ireland. Banning smoking in
the workplace has been agenda-setting around the world.
March 29, 2004, was the date when workplaces in Ireland
went smoke free. On that day employees and the public alike
were given effective protection from a known health hazard
and carcinogen, second-hand smoke.
The facts are that you do not have to be a smoker to get
cancer from cigarette smoking. You can get it even if you are
never a smoker. You can get it from other people’s smoke. It
is a fact that passive smoke exposure increases the risk of
stroke by 82 per cent.
The fact is that exposure to passive smoking in the workplace
increases the risk of lung cancer by up to 40 per cent. The fact
is that exposure to passive smoking in the workplace
increases the risk of heart disease. The fact is that a
non-smoker living with a smoker has a 25 per cent increased
risk of lung cancer and a 30 per cent increased risk of heart
disease.
The fact is that standing in the path of a smoker or their
cigarette or being in a room in which there are smokers means
being exposed to at least 50 agents known to cause cancer and
other chemicals that increase blood pressure, damage the
lungs and cause abnormal kidney function.

Bertie Ahern concluded that article as follows:
In Ireland this measure will provide a health legacy, not just
for current but also for future generations who, thankfully,
will never know what it was like to work in an enclosed,
smoke-filled environment.

Dare I say that if this is good enough for Ireland with its
great tradition of pub life and the cigarette smoke that
went with that pub life and if it is good enough for the
bar-filled boroughs of New York, it is certainly good
enough for Victoria. However, I want to acknowledge
that going down this path brings with it some
displacement. It is not an easy thing to introduce,
knowing that in some respects it will disrupt the lives
and livelihoods of Victorians.
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I think the member for Benalla alluded to the impact
that the gradual tightening of laws governing the
production and retailing of tobacco are having on
people. He referred to tobacco growers. The Economic
Development Committee last year was very glad to
have the opportunity of visiting the King Valley,
Milawa and some areas around there as part of a
particular reference that dealt with Victorian food and
wine. It is a lovely part of the world, and if you can
access the King Valley from the south via Powers
Lookout you can see a particularly spectacular part of
the world. I am not sure whose electorate that is in, that
of the member for Wangaratta or that of the member for
Benalla — perhaps it shifts occasionally. The good
thing is that the bushrangers up there can keep an eye
on both of them. I think that is the moral of the story. It
is a particularly wonderful part of the state.
We had the opportunity as a committee of meeting with
Fred Pizzini and Otto del Zotto, both of whom migrated
to this country as young men in the 1960s and started
their working lives in that region as tobacco growers. I
guess both of them had the good fortune to be able to
switch to wine production at a time when they were
under less pressure than perhaps is the case for tobacco
growers today. In that respect it was a very fortuitous
decision on their part. But they have shown that
transitions can be made, and I certainly hope that
transition can continue with some of the tobacco
growers in the region today who are facing some real
pressures by virtue of legislation at both state and
federal levels.
We also need to understand from the Irish example of
the impact on pub owners. I think in the same edition of
the Irish Independent on 29 March there was an article
that referred to the impact of the smoking legislation on
the value of hotels that were being sold. The article is
headed ‘Cautious pub sales as smoke clears’. It reads:
Valuations in the pub sector remain cautious with three
properties new to the market selling in the first quarter of the
year, according to insiders in the sector.

It goes on to explain the impact of the legislation in
Ireland on the value of those properties, and that is
something we need to bear in mind.
I suppose the bigger issue is the philosophical issue —
that is, that we have here legislation dealing with the
way people wish to participate in their enjoyment of a
product which they can legally purchase on the retail
market. It is a product which we nonetheless understand
to be injurious to health and a product which we
understand in almost all circumstances is enjoyed with
some secondary impact upon others. It would be very
rare to find people in the major cities of Australia who
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were able to smoke a cigarette or a cigar without
impacting even marginally on people around them.
Yet we accept that this is still a legal product, and I
think that makes tobacco, even more so than alcohol, a
unique product. It is one of those philosophical issues
that I do not think we have the capacity to resolve at
this stage, but it is a problem — that is, what is the
community prepared to accept as a legal product, even
allowing for the fact that we almost all accept that it is
injurious to health and we wish to curb its use? That is a
problem that we will continue to wrestle with.
In a practical sense I think there is an issue about how
we are going to have this legislation phase in. We do
not want to see people who have participated in
smoking at pubs for a long time being forced out into
the cold and the wet and confronting some sort of risk
when indulging in that practice out in the elements and
in car parks and all that sort of thing. Nonetheless those
are issues we need to tackle because they are products
of legislation which is warranted and which brings
Victoria into line with the rest of the world, and for that
reason the bill has my support.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to the debate on the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill. As the previous speaker said it is a
no-brainer. I say that because I have often regarded
smokers as no-brainers as well. I am a passionate
non-smoker; I have long hated smoking. I have never
smoked in my life and have always regarded it as a
dumb habit of those who cannot think things through. It
is taken up to conform, giving in to peer pressure and
the need to belong.
Mr Robinson — Not once? Not ever?
Mr LOCKWOOD — Not once, not ever. I have
never smoked. I have always disliked it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member should address the Chair.
Mr LOCKWOOD — There was, Acting Speaker, a
very good reason of course. I grew up in a household in
which everyone else smoked. The adults smoked and of
course the teenagers smoked when the adults were not
around. I had numerous trips to doctors and hospitals
with various illnesses that affected my chest, throat and
nose for a number of years. Nobody every seemed to
think that perhaps it might have been due to the
smoking, and it took some years before those illnesses
went away.
An honourable member — It could have been the
microwave.
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Mr LOCKWOOD — In some respects it could
have been the microwave — although they were not
around at the time!
Smoking has always been a problem for me. I have
never liked being in smoky places, although there are
some smoky places like bars that I like to go to — or in
the past I have. I am far too cautious these days to ever
go into a bar. I like listening to music and things like
that, but a lot of the places I went to were smoke filled,
and I could not last long if I wanted to keep breathing.
If I did not mind not breathing it was not much of a
problem; I could stay there for as long as I did not have
to breathe. But it usually meant that I had to leave and
find somewhere else to go, and for that reason I have
never been a great frequenter of a lot of those places
because it was so difficult to exist in that environment.
Thankfully smoking has disappeared from the
workplace over the years. I refer to one of my earlier
jobs when I worked for some time on buses. There was
a smoking section at the back of the bus which I always
thought was quite stupid because it did not really make
any difference whereabouts you were on the bus. I
remember one night a gentleman got on the bus, went
down to the back and lit up a cigar, which was
particularly smelly. The driver did not take to that very
much and as we drove along there was a door adjacent
to where the passenger was sitting so he just kept
opening and closing the door on that cold winter’s night
to give him a nice blast of chilly air to try to persuade
him to give up. But he was a determined smoker and he
worked his way through two cigars just to spite us,
despite our best efforts.
In many office environments I have worked in there
have been smokers who were just as dedicated to their
smoking as I was to anti-smoking, and we often had
little side battles about smoking. In one workplace
where smoking had come to be banned one of the
salesmen decided he would keep his door closed so that
people would not see him smoking, but it was such a
smoke-filled room it was not hard to guess what he had
been doing. Of course I always had great difficulty in
venturing into that room.
It is great that attitudes have changed. Smokers have
realised that smoking causes inconvenience to others. I
have never really objected to people smoking as long as
I did not have to breathe their smoke and as long as
they kept their habit to themselves. There were those
who claimed they had a right to smoke but I always
thought I had a right to breathe as well. If they could
smoke where I did not have to breathe the smoke, that
was fine by me, but this was always quite difficult
given the pervasive nature of cigarette smoke. In
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various workplaces there were usually a number of
non-smokers and a number of smokers, and it was
always the non-smokers who were inconvenienced
when people smoked.
As I said earlier, attitudes have changed. We have had
television campaigns telling us about the dangers of
smoking. Young people in schools are now educated
about smoking. I am not sure how effective that
advertising is. I have two children, one of whom is an
avid anti-smoker and the other a dedicated smoker, so
there was perhaps a 50 per cent success rate there. The
young man who now smokes has given up smoking
about six times so far, and he is dedicated to giving it
up again at some stage in the future, but not just yet.
He is finding it quite an addiction to give up, although
he has decided these days that his health is more
important. It is just a matter of finding the inclination
and the time to give up yet again — he will be quite an
expert at giving up smoking, I guess, by the time he
eventually does quit — or if he does!
The children are the most important ones. We need to
persuade younger people not to smoke, and that is a
huge battle. There are huge amounts of peer pressure.
There is plenty of ‘cool’ associated with smoking,
particularly in movies and television. If the cool
characters are seen smoking, then it is difficult to
persuade our young people not to smoke, but of course
we do our level best.
Some of the changes in this legislation — to increase
penalties, to make managers responsible for their
agents, to be tougher on ID so that there needs to be a
photo identification for young people, to put vending
machines in more restrictive places where adults and
not younger people will see them — are good things. If
those measures save a small number of young people
from taking up the habit, it will save them from perhaps
years of frustration. I know my son has gone through
quite a deal of frustration in trying to give up smoking.
It changes his life around sometimes when he is going
through his quitting — it is quite an ordeal.
As I said, I grew up in a smoking household. My
mother gave up smoking after all those years. I nagged
her and caused a bit of a rift between us at times, but
ultimately she gave it up and now she has been a
dedicated non-smoker for many years, having improved
her health immensely once she gave it up. That was
encouraged by a number of her siblings. I think four of
them have died from either lung cancer or emphysema.
They were lifelong smokers and they always said they
smoked because it was the only pleasure they got. I did
not see much pleasure in the emphysema that took
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years to take them away. That was very debilitating and
not something you really want to encourage people
into.
As we have heard tonight, the bill prohibits — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LOCKWOOD — We should not be addicted to
the taxation. It is a bad thing, isn’t it.
The bill will prohibit smoking in enclosed workplaces,
which, as I said, has got to be a good thing. People who
work in bars and such places need to be able to work
safely and not run the risk of serious diseases.
Mr Robinson — What was the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee’s position?
Mr LOCKWOOD — SARC said the legislation
was fine. SARC had a sound position on this. We were
not trespassing on anybody’s rights.
An honourable member — Not unduly.
Mr LOCKWOOD — Not unduly. Perhaps
trespassing on smokers’ rights may be — —
Mr Robinson — A lengthy discussion with SARC?
Mr LOCKWOOD — Yes, a lengthy discussion; it
took a minute or two.
Mr Robinson — A couple of smokos?
Mr LOCKWOOD — Indeed, a couple of smokos.
It is good to see smoking banned in under-age music
events. That will be something of a test for the
legislation, I dare say, but — —
Dr Sykes — It puts the link between smoking and
compulsive gambling.
Mr LOCKWOOD — Smoking and compulsive
gambling, that would be quite a link, I guess. People
who sit there pulling away at a one-armed bandit are
usually puffing away on a cigarette as well. But we do
not let them do that anymore, do we. Smoking is now
no longer allowed in most of the gambling venues.
The bill prohibits smoking in licensed premises, it
restricts the number of vending machines, as I have
said, and it provides for photo identification and agent
provisions. All of those things are designed to cut down
on smoking, to make it safer for people to work in
various environments and to discourage young people
from smoking, because passive smoking, as has been
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said already tonight, is an evil for people and something
they should not be subjected to. They should be able to
be safe in their workplaces and not unintentionally
smoke the equivalent of 16 cigarettes a day. Health is
important to all of us. Smoking is hugely damaging to
people’s health. As we said, it kills; it does all sorts of
things.
Youth smoking has always been a huge problem. It is a
difficult addiction to toss, so it is better if we discourage
people from taking it up in the first place, if we can get
the youth away from smoking and discourage them as
much as we can. There will always be people who will
take it up, and we are never going to stop it totally, so I
suppose we need to provide places for people to enjoy
the habit, if they wish. Ultimately it is their choice, but I
remain as ever a dedicated non-smoker. This bill is
another example of the Bracks government making
Victoria a great place to raise a family.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — It is a pleasure to rise
following the member for Bayswater. I am very pleased
to support the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. It is a very
important piece of legislation, and it is one that I am
proud of. We heard in earlier contributions that
although little progress was made over the first part of
the last 10 years significant progress has been made
over the last few years in regard to smoking.
Smoking, both active and passive, is a massive killer in
this state. The figures have been mentioned already,
and they are staggering — there are almost 5000 deaths
each year at a cost of $5 billion annually. As we all
know, passive smoking dramatically increases the risk
of cancer and heart disease. Despite these risks the take
up of smoking, particularly by young people, continues
to be a significant problem of concern, although it has
reduced in recent years.
The reforms made over the last five years have been
substantial. They include the banning of smoking in
restaurants in July 2001; the declaration of enclosed
shopping centres as smoke free and the extension of
smoke bans in the dining areas of hotels, bars and clubs
where the consumption of food is the primary activity
in November 2001; and the requirement that licensed
venues with two or more operating rooms designate
one room as smoke free together with the increased
penalties for selling cigarettes to minors in September
2002. These reforms did have a positive effect, and the
smoking rate has declined to just under 5 per cent.
However, the evidence of continued death and illness as
a direct result of active and passive smoking strongly
suggests that further reform is needed, and this has
great public support. The community has called for
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further reform, and the community welcomed the
Premier’s announcement of these changes late last year.
Smoking in public places is under attack, and this
change in community attitude has been many years in
the making. The goal is to make smoking abnormal and
non-smoking the norm. This aim is not only in Victoria
but also around the rest of the country and many places
across the globe. But when you travel you see there are
quite a number of places where smoking seems to be
the national pastime. When you travel from Australia to
some places overseas it is quite jarring to see the level
of smoking in almost every sphere of life.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
would prefer to hear the member without the
interjections by the members talking to the minister.
The honourable member without assistance!
Mr MERLINO — The key reform is the banning of
smoking in pubs and clubs. This will be effective from
July 2007. I mentioned before that one of the reforms is
the requirement for licensed venues to have
non-smoking rooms. An interesting survey was done by
the Uniting Church in March 2004, which was reported
in the Age of 27 June last year. That survey found that
two-thirds of the 32 venues visited had poorly enclosed
smoking rooms that allowed smoke to drift through the
venues. In reality there might be a non-smoking room
but smoke can quite easily drift into the non-smoking
areas. The banning of smoking in pubs and clubs is
great news for the health and wellbeing of not only the
patrons but also, even more importantly, of the workers
at these bars and clubs who night after night work in
smoke-filled environments. We might visit a bar once a
week, once a month or whatever it may be, but there are
workers who have to work in these venues every night.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Some members might be at bars
every night! The Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous
Union has been correct in campaigning on behalf of its
members in the hospitality industry in particular to
protect them from passive smoking. No-one should be
exposed to a greater risk of death and illness simply by
virtue of their particular employment.
I would like to turn to speaking about young people.
The minister in her second-reading speech stated that
30 per cent of 16 to 17-year-olds currently smoke and
80 per cent begin smoking before they turn 18.
Smoking in social situations is a great influence on the
behaviour of young people. Todd Harper, the executive
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director of Quit, said in October last year when the
smoking reforms were announced:
By making bars and clubs smoke free the likelihood of young
social smokers becoming regular, addicted smokers will
decrease significantly.

The ban in bars and clubs and even more specifically at
under-age music and dance events both indoor and
outdoor will go a long way to reduce the peer influence
both in introducing smoking to young people who did
not smoke before and the levels of addicted smokers.
In addition there are significant reforms with regards to
the point of sale of cigarettes to young people. The
strengthening of those laws include making the sighting
of photo ID the only defence for selling tobacco to a
minor. It makes the manager liable when an agent of
their shop sells cigarettes to a minor. It clearly outlines
what a manager must do to train employees or agents
not to sell tobacco to minors. It restricts vending
machines to bars, gaming areas or bottle shops of
licensed premises in the line of sight or immediately
next door to the bar or service counter.
Dr Rob Moodie, the chief executive officer of
VicHealth, said this about the government’s reforms:
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only out of his place but he is eating in the chamber
which is against standing orders. I ask you to ask him to
desist from eating in the chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for South-West Coast is quite correct. If
the member Narracan is eating, he should leave the
chamber.
Mr MERLINO — It showed that the rates for
12 year olds decreased from 13.1 per cent in 1993 to
9 per cent in 1996. He said:
I think it becomes clear that efforts to reduce the number of
outlets willing to sell cigarettes to minors are required in
addition to school education programs, media campaigns and
advertising restrictions. This is a powerful intervention at a
local level with considerable potential to reduce national
teenage uptake.

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Consider that nearly 50 young people take up smoking each
day. Where and how do these under-age smokers get their
cigarettes? It comes down to supply.

Devilbend Reserve, Moorooduc: future

Also consider that 40 per cent of retailers are selling to
minors. It becomes clear that the supply side of the smoking
equation needs even stronger attention. It is time to get tough
on supply to make it inconvenient and difficult for young
people to obtain cigarettes.

Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I raise an issue for
the attention of the Minister for Environment and I call
on him to take action to release a copy of the Krohn
report on the future of the Devilbend site at
Moorooduc.

Dr Moodie was referring to a study published in the
Health Promotion Journal of Australia which was
entitled ‘Reducing adolescent smoking rates,
maintaining high retail compliance results in substantial
improvements’. One of the authors of that study,
Douglas Tutt, said this about the study:
The results clearly demonstrate that to successfully reduce
adolescent smoking rates, the supply side of the equation
must also be addressed … Our focus centred on what happens
when interventions are made on the supply side of sales to
minors. The results indicate that the key is to make smoking
inconvenient for teens.

This study was done over a period of six years. I am
quoting from the VicHealth web site. It revealed that by
maintaining high retailer legislative compliance at
90 per cent smoking rates among teens declined
considerably. The most significant change was in the
younger age brackets of 12 and 13 year olds — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I understand the member for Narracan is not

The report, which was written by Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) employee
Mr Jack Krohn after he had extensive consultation with
a group appointed by the minister, the Devilbend
working group, is now being kept secret from the
39 members of that group, which includes the
Australian Conservation Foundation, the Port Phillip
Conservation Council, the Victorian National Parks
Association and the Western Port and Peninsula
Protection Council.
The future of the decommissioned water storage site at
Devilbend is certainly an icon issue for the people of
the Mornington Peninsula. The government has a
magnificent opportunity to turn this site into a
world-class fauna and flora reserve, but it must first
reject the proposal by Melbourne Water to sell off a
large part of the 1057 hectare site to private ownership.
Such a proposal would destroy the capacity to create a
fantastic reserve. What is disappointing is that the
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minister has remained ominously silent about selling
off some of the site.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I am sorry to interrupt the member for Mornington. I
ask members to be quiet and listen to the honourable
member for Mornington. He has the right to be heard.
Mr COOPER — I am also concerned that one local
Labor MP, the Honourable Geoff Hilton, MLC, has
publicly stated that he thinks such a sell-off is a really
good idea. One can only hope Mr Hilton stands alone
with that opinion, but sadly there are no guarantees that
his position is not shared by those at the highest levels
of the Bracks government, as well as possibly even
being shared by the member for Hastings.
The members of the working group are now worried
that by refusing to release a copy of the report for their
scrutiny the minister has a secret agenda that does not
reflect the views of the majority of those he appointed
to advise him. When the group asked him to release a
copy of the report they were told the final version was a
ministerial document and could not be shown to them.
Such a response is absolute nonsense and flies in the
face of honest and transparent consultation.
The Devilbend working group comprises people
appointed to the task by the minister who have spent
countless hours working on the issues, but they are now
being denied the right to actually read what has been
presented to the minister. No doubt what is in the report
has been portrayed in whole or in part as the views and
the recommendations of the group. Secrecy within this
government has now grown to a bizarre level when this
sort of behaviour is uncovered. People appointed to
carry out a task being refused the right to read a report
about that task is simply outrageous.
I call on the minister to immediately provide a copy of
this report to the working group. To not do so means
the minister is hiding something from that group, or
perhaps hiding something from the general community.

Queenscliff Music Festival
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Tourism. The action I seek is for
him to give consideration to upgrading the Queenscliff
Music Festival to a hallmark event. The Queenscliff
Music Festival is held in November each year and is a
showcase for contemporary Australian music and
musicians. Line-ups over the last few years have
included Xavier Rudd, the Whitlams, Renée Geyer and
the John Butler Trio.
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Since the festival commenced six years ago it has
continued to grow at an extraordinary rate. In the 2003
festival, for example, we saw a 14 per cent growth in
ticket sales in just one year. It is without doubt the
largest event on the Bellarine Peninsula, if not Geelong
itself. It generates of the order of 8000 paid room nights
and over $1.8 million in the Queenscliff area, and this
figure is also on the rise. The Queenscliff Music
Festival is managed by a not-for-profit community
organisation and has enormous support from the local
community and local businesses. It also has an
enormous volunteer base. Hundreds volunteer each
year, and I am proud to be one of those regular
volunteers.
The festival has been recognised in major tourism
awards, winning the Victorian most significant festivals
event award, and in the 2003–04 year it won the
national tourism award. The festival continues to
develop new strategies to increase its reach and increase
visitor numbers. It has a national marketing strategy as
well as significant local and statewide strategies. It has
a strong partnership with ABC radio and the local Echo
newspaper and has also targeted the Age and the Herald
Sun, resulting in significant increases in pre-event sales.
The festival organisers have also taken advantage of the
establishment of Jetstar at Avalon, offering ticketing
and air fare and accommodation packages. This has
resulted in an enormous growth in attendances from
interstate.
The festival has also developed a partnership with Jack
McKeddy, who is the owner of the ferry service
between Sorrento and Queenscliff, offering new
opportunities to promote visitation and overnight stays
in Mornington. The government has made significant
financial contributions to the music festival to assist in
growing the event, the most recent being its
commitment of $100 000 over three years. The
Queenscliff Music Festival is one of the most
significant events in the region. It is on a scale with
some of our other hallmark events. I believe the festival
is worthy of recognition as a hallmark event, and I
again ask the minister to support this acknowledgment.

Elmore field days: sewerage facilities
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for State and Regional
Development concerning the provision of assistance to
the Elmore field days committee to install a sewerage
scheme on the Elmore field day site.
As many members of the house will know, the Elmore
field days are run entirely by volunteers. They started
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from nothing and now have their own permanent site
that is very well serviced by a whole range of
improvements, including roads, buildings, power, water
et cetera, all of which have been paid for out of
earnings. Significant amounts of money have been
donated to local charities, including hospitals, sports
facilities and the Campaspe run. Again, as members of
the house would be well aware, the field days attract
thousands of visitors from throughout Victoria and
interstate each year, so they are a great regional
attraction.
The field days committee has attempted to broaden its
interests. It utilises the facilities for a range of other
activities to generate additional income. It has had a
real coup for next year, because it has been able to
attract an international scout jamboree with thousands
of interstate and overseas visitors. One thing is missing,
and that is a proper sewerage facility to cope with the
large number of people.
The estimated cost of the scheme is $350 000. The
committee has about $150 000, and is looking to bridge
the gap. I wrote to the minister on 14 April seeking a
meeting between the minister and representatives of the
field days committee to discuss avenues available to the
committee to source the $200 00 capital funding. Since
then my office has arranged an on-site meeting on
3 August between Terry Fitzgerald from the minister’s
Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development, the field days committee and the Central
Murray area advisory committee.
I conclude by saying that the Elmore field days
committee is a great group of people. They are all
volunteers who contribute enormously to regional
development. This is regional development at its best. It
costs the government very little money, and I therefore
seek the minister’s support and assistance in finding the
$200 000 of capital funding to enable this very worthy
project to proceed as soon as it is possible to do so.

Automotive smash repairers: code of practice
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) —
Tonight I raise an issue for the Minister for Small
Business. The action I seek is that the minister raise at
the next small business ministerial council the lack of
response from the federal government to the
Productivity Commission’s report into the smash repair
industry. This industry is made up of a couple of large
insurers and a lot of small business people, being the
smash repairers. Seventy per cent of their work comes
from the insurers. They have had a $23 dollar hourly
rate for the last 13 years. The biggest cost increase for
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repairers in recent years has been the cost of insurance
itself.
I want to briefly describe an incident which occurred
recently and which has given an enormous amount of
distress to a smash repairer and a consumer, Mr Cash,
through the actions of the Royal Automobile Club of
Victoria. If Mr Cash wished to use his own non-RACV
approved smash repairer, Kerry Panels, he was told that
the RACV would enforce a cash settlement on him
under the terms of its contract. The consumer was told
that he would have no warranty on the works even
though a warranty was provided by the smash repairer.
He was told that the RACV does not have a current
relationship with the repairer, and effectively the
actions of the insurer were to try to steer the customer
into its own shops; it will not allow quotes from
non-preferred smash repairers, and it has tried to tow
the car out of the repair shop.
In this instance Kerry Panels was forced to ask the
client to assign their rights under the contract to make a
claim against the insurance company. This will end up
going to court. Mr Cash, who has the contract, was not
aware of the cash settlement terms because they came
in only in September 2004. They were there previously
but are now being enforced. This customer now has to
wait for 14 to 30 days to get his cash settlement
payment so that he can pay the repairer for the repairs.
Really what we have got here is a fight over who owns
or has the relationship with the consumer. It is a pretty
ridiculous way to treat the consumer.
Recently some members of the Liberal Party have gone
out of their way to support the smash repairers in their
cause, and they include Andrew Robb, a federal
member of Parliament, and Bruce Atkinson, a member
for Koonung Province in the other place, who has
indicated that he believes there needs to be a mandatory
code of conduct for this industry.
Again I ask the minister to chase up the federal
government to look for a response to this Productivity
Commission report, which has some very important
suggestions about making the industry operate a lot
more fairly for the small businessman.

Ambulance services: south-western Victoria
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Health and concerns ambulance
staffing shortages and under-resourcing in the
south-west. The issue of timely and appropriate
response to emergency situations in the south-west has
been and continues to be of major concern to residents
and emergency services personnel alike. There is
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currently only a single-crew ambulance in the town of
Terang, and because of under-resourcing there and in
the Camperdown and Mortlake branches, officers
frequently have to be recalled to duty on their days off,
with some being called in four times during their
six-day break. There is a real danger of people getting
to the stage that they will become burnt out. Overtime
levels are increasing and more importantly this situation
has placed the paramedics under considerable stress,
knowing that there is a reliance on them to be available
on their days off.
I call on the minister to immediately review the
resourcing issues currently facing the rural ambulance
service in the south-west by providing a two-officer
crew in Terang and addressing the concerns of the
Rural Ambulance Service in relation to staff wellbeing.
A community response team was put in place some
years ago to assist in emergency situations. However,
for the past two years their ability to respond adequately
has been seriously depleted due to the fact that they
have not been able to attract anyone to fill vacancies in
the team. Under-resourcing coupled with an inadequate
backup community response team and the Bracks
government’s complete disregard for the wellbeing of
residents of the south-west in rejecting every proposal
put forward for the establishment of an emergency
helicopter service in the area, show again that this
government has little or no interest in ensuring that the
people of the south-west have access to safe, timely and
well-resourced services to deal with health and safety
emergencies.
Given the growing level of tourism in the south-west
which this government trumpets as a benefit of the now
expanded Otway National Park, unless the tourists all
sprout wings most of them will be driving on our roads.
Surely, when setting off to enjoy their time in the area it
is not too much to expect that should the worst occur
adequate and timely assistance will be at hand? I
therefore urge the minister to ensure that appropriate
services are put in place without further delay.

Narre Warren South electorate: youth activities
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — I rise today
to call for action from the Minister for Education
Services, who is also the Minister for Employment and
Youth Affairs in this Parliament, to ensure that the
government continues and expands its support for
constructive youth activities in my electorate. As a
growing area with many new young families moving in
each week, the city of Casey has a large and growing
youth population.
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Recently a community questionnaire was sent out to all
households in my electorate and the responses
highlighted the community’s concerns that all levels of
government should ensure that entertainment and
opportunities for youth participation in the community
are readily available. Many members of the community
have noted, in both the questionnaire and discussions
with me at other times, the importance of such activities
in shaping our youth and preventing boredom and the
beginning of antisocial behaviour.
The contribution of scout and guide movements in
building up young people is well recognised and widely
respected. A key challenge for youth activities such as
those provided by Scouts and Guides is finding leaders
and the cost of training them. Similarly, sporting clubs
of all types play an integral part in the social lives of
people in our community. The diversity of sporting
opportunities in Australia, from the more traditional
football, cricket, netball and tennis clubs through to
basketball, badminton, soccer, martial arts, bowling and
gymnastics, continues to grow.
The government has shown a commitment to sporting
opportunities and their associated social and health
benefits through many grants in the city of Casey. One
of the recent grants is $500 000 from the community
facilities funding program for the development of
Casey Fields stage 1, which is due for completion in the
next 12 months.
The City of Casey is also in receipt of funding from
Sport and Recreation Victoria for the recreation
planning review of the Casey skate strategy, the
installation of a synthetic bowling surface at Berwick
Bowling Club and the Power Reserve soccer facilities.
It also receives funding of $75 000 for its after-school
programs via the government’s youth services program
and $38 000 through the FReeZA program. That
program has the special benefit of being run by youth
for youth, giving them invaluable experience in
organising and running such projects.
Another major cost of youth activities is facilities. I am
pleased to note that the facilities in many of our new
schools are very much used by our youth and
community groups. I call for increased use of jointly
funded facilities and especially the shared use of new
facilities such as the Centre Road primary school
currently being constructed.
I seek action from the minister for the benefit of my
constituents, both young people and the families of the
vibrant and growing electorate of Narre Warren South.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 20 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

Australian Breastfeeding Association: funding
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Health, and the
action I seek is for the minister to provide at least
$100 000 per annum to help fund the work of the
Victorian branch of the Australian Breastfeeding
Association. Given that the first week of August is
World Breastfeeding Week, I urge the government to
make this funding commitment to coincide with this
important week, which will promote the benefits of
breastfeeding across Victoria and the world.
It is widely accepted by the health community that
breast is best when it comes to babies’ health and
development. Indeed mothers should wherever possible
feed their babies breast milk exclusively for at least six
months. The Australian Breastfeeding Leadership Plan
of August 2004 says:
In 2003 the Australian National Health and Medical Research
Council (NHMRC) revised its dietary guidelines for infant
feeding to reflect the evidence-based World Health
Organisation (WHO) recommendation that babies be
exclusively breastfed for around the first six months of life,
and with continued breastfeeding to the age of two or beyond
with appropriate complementary foods.

Further it says in relation to the rate of breastfeeding in
Australia:
On discharge from hospital, 83 per cent of babies were
breastfed. However, of all infants three months or less in age
only 54 per cent were fully breastfed and only 32 per cent of
all infants aged six months or less were fully breastfed. The
survey recorded no infants being fully breastfed at age
six months in either 1995 or 2001.

That comes in light of information provided by Wendy
Burge, the president of the Australian Breastfeeding
Association, in the same document, which says:
The attributable cost of hospitalisation alone of prematurely
weaning babies is up to $120 million annually for just five
common childhood illnesses.

Clearly breastfeeding provides the child with the very
best start in life in terms of their health and
development, and certainly the Australian
Breastfeeding Association’s Victorian division does a
fantastic job in providing voluntary support services to
encourage mothers to breastfeed, to promote
breastfeeding and to offer practical support and
assistance and provide counselling and advice.
What I am concerned about is that this is being done on
a shoestring in Victoria. In New South Wales,
Queensland and South Australia the state governments
provide funding for office people and staffing of the
local breastfeeding association, but no money is
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provided in Victoria for the Victorian division of the
Australian Breastfeeding Association. This government
trumpets its support for women and breastfeeding, and I
applaud that. Breastfeeding should be encouraged, but
what we need is a government which will literally put
its money where its mouth is and provide $100 000 a
year in ongoing funding for the Australian
Breastfeeding Association to promote breastfeeding in
Victoria.

Frankston-Flinders–Stony Point roads, Crib
Point: upgrade
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — My request is
directed to the Minister for Transport, and the action I
seek is for the minister to consider all available funding
options for an upgrade to the intersection of
Frankston-Flinders Road and Stony Point Road at Crib
Point. This intersection is a major road transport route
to and from the rural townships of Crib Point and
Bittern, HMAS Cerberus and the nearby Hastings and
Balnarring townships, which have grown substantially
over the past 10 years.
Frankston-Flinders Road is one of the main gateways to
the Mornington Peninsula which, from a tourism
perspective, has grown phenomenally in popularity
over the same timeframe. The intersection also
accommodates the Stony Point railway line, which has
received much support from the Labor government,
with the installation of boom gates in 2002.
Community concern over this intersection has grown as
a result of several collisions over the past two years. I
would like to commend to this house the outstanding
work undertaken by traffic police at the nearby
Hastings police station in educating drivers about sound
driving practices and also adherence to road rules. I also
want to put on record my appreciation of the great work
done by the Bittern Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers when promptly attending incidents there,
along with our local paramedics.
I also want to place on record the outstanding civic
spirit displayed by Cr Brian Stahl and local residents
Dean Parnell and Ken Marshall, who have worked
collaboratively and tirelessly with me and with local
residents and businesses to raise community awareness
around this intersection, with one major outcome being
the collection of signatures I have had the pleasure of
recently presenting to the minister. I thank all
involved — local residents, local shopkeepers and
sporting organisations — for their fantastic teamwork
to date.
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This collaborative approach between local government
representatives, local residents, safety organisations and
me as the local member has resulted in some very
proactive outcomes across the Hastings electorate, with
the construction of traffic lights at Tyabb’s major
intersection; the construction of roundabouts on Coolart
Road in Balnarring and at the intersection of South
Gippsland Highway and Baxter-Tooradin Road at
Tooradin; the second stage of the duplication of
Frankston-Cranbourne Road in Langwarrin; and the
duplication of Sladen Street in Cranbourne — just a
few of the projects that are under way or have been
completed in the past 12 months.
Further upgrade to this intersection needs to be
considered, and it should be reflective of local factors,
such as current and future traffic streams, the precinct’s
accident history, the input of local services such as the
Bittern CFA, the proximity of the rail line and adjoining
properties and reserves, and pedestrian access. With
these factors in mind I ask the minister to consider all
available funding options in consideration of an
upgrade to this intersection.

Emergency services: 000 response
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I raise an issue for
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who I
am pleased to see sitting at the table tonight. The issue
relates to concerns with the emergency dispatch
service — or, as it is commonly known, the 000 phone
number — which people are asked to call in an
emergency for the police, fire brigade or ambulance.
The action I seek is that the minister review the
effectiveness and efficiency of the 000 emergency
dispatch service, particularly in rural and regional
Victoria, and provide the necessary resources and/or
training to ensure that best practice service is provided
for us in country Victoria.
There have been many examples of problems with the
service in my electorate of Lowan. I refer to an article
in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 4 July this year which,
under the heading ‘Triple 0 anger’ states:
A Wimmera farmer has warned the 000 emergency dispatch
system is placing rural properties at risk.

Further on the article says:
Mr Schultz said the failure of the Computer Aid Dispatch
Centre at Mount Helen —

in Ballarat —
to dispatch a unit followed considerable confusion over the
address of his property near Nhill.
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Another article, in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 13 July,
under the heading ‘SOS goes awry’ states in part:
Tooan resident Kerry Toet said she was furious she was
forced to drive her husband, Chris, to Wimmera Base
Hospital after the service failed to send an ambulance.

The article says further:
She said the dispatcher took more than 5 minutes to locate
their Tooan [property].

The article goes on to say:
Mrs Toet said the dispatcher lectured her on giving her
husband incorrect medication for the pain and then decided
no ambulance was required.

The stories go on. Mr Richard Griffiths from Dimboola
rang my office to say that he and another fellow were
travelling on the Western Highway and got run off the
road by a road-rage truck driver. They pulled up, and
this fellow was banging on their car. Mr Griffiths rang
000, and I am sure to your amazement, Acting Speaker,
the dispatcher did not know where Dimboola was —
Dimboola, the home of Tim Watson!
Dr Napthine — And Merv Neagle.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Merv Neagle is another one,
yes. The dispatcher did not know where Dimboola was.
Mr Griffiths said the delay was very extensive and he
did not get action. This happened on 8 July this year.
So there are many examples in my electorate of
concerns about the 000 number. It is an important
service to us in country Victoria, as it is anywhere
across Australia, and it is important that we get it right.
I know that the Country Fire Authority members who
provide a voluntary service, the ambulance service and
the police do the best they can, but it is important that
we have the appropriate dispatch services. If there need
to be more resources or more training, I ask the minister
to take action to ensure we have the most effective and
efficient service in country Victoria and that it meets
world best practice. We in country Victoria deserve the
service to be the same as it is anywhere else in Victoria.

Consumer affairs: Money for Living
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I raise a matter tonight
for the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs in
another place. The matter I wish to raise concerns a
company called Money for Living. This company
directs its activity towards older home owners, who are
encouraged to ‘unlock the equity in their homes’. In
reality they sell their homes to the company in return
for a smaller lump sum payment and monthly
instalments. They are allowed to continue to live in

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 20 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

their homes and their rates are paid by the company. I
initially raised concerns with the minister about what
legal rights former home owners would have if this
company were to go bankrupt. I now ask the minister to
take action to attempt to limit the very aggressive
advertising of this company directed to vulnerable older
Victorians and to issue warnings about dealing with this
company.
I ask the minister to advise older people that they must
seek independent financial advice on matters as serious
as selling their homes. This company on-sells the
homes it buys to other investors, so there is a double
jeopardy here for people whose only asset is their
home. We know there are methods of remortgaging
homes that have solid security behind them. I am very
concerned about some of the practices of this company.
I am sure there are other companies operating similar
schemes. I believe we have to strengthen the regulation
and consumer protection around such companies. I ask
the minister to take some action to ensure that the
general public is warned about these schemes and that
people are warned to get financial advice and to
remember that, if a deal sounds too good to be true, it
probably is.

Responses
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Lowan for raising
a very important matter not only for people who live in
regional Victoria but also those who live in the
metropolitan area and want to have confidence that
emergency calls are promptly responded to, that
appropriate information is gathered quickly and that it
is passed on to emergency service organisations so they
can respond. As honourable members would probably
be aware, the system as it operates in Australia is that
Telstra answers all 000 calls nationally and then
distributes them to emergency service call-taking
facilities throughout Australia. In Victoria those calls
are distributed to the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority (ESTA), the new
statutory authority which took over this function from
Emergency Communications Victoria on 1 July this
year.
In the case of fire calls in rural Victoria, these calls are
directed to the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Ballarat state
emergency communications centre. In the case of all
ESTA calls — call taking and dispatch — the process is
essentially the same. It consists of the call taker posing
a series of structured questions to validate the address
point, then clarifying the nature of the emergency and
then dispatching appropriate appliances and notifying
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other emergency services and authorities as required —
for example, power companies, the police or the State
Emergency Service, as the case may be.
The member for Lowan raised a series of questions
about specific instances. I understand the first of those
instances was essentially a fire response, the second
was an emergency medical response and the third was a
road rage incident involving a truck that required a
police response. I am happy to obtain further
information about each of those instances and about the
dispatch circumstances in each case.
In relation to ESTA’s call-taking and dispatch
performance at Ballarat, the June 2005 figures are very
good and very reassuring. In terms of the speed with
which emergency calls were responded to, 99.2 per cent
were answered within 5 seconds. In relation to the total
time taken to dispatch fire brigades, including the calls
themselves in 88.3 of cases the fire brigade was
dispatched within 120 seconds. These are rural
call-outs, so they are very encouraging figures. I know
they do not relate precisely to the circumstances
described by the member for Lowan, where in some
cases there was uncertainty about the location of
particular towns.
In relation to emergency operator training, I can advise
the member for Lowan that ESTA call takers at Ballarat
receive seven weeks training. The final two weeks
involve trainees operating under a qualified mentor, and
this is in addition to any previous training that has been
conducted in call taking itself. ESTA is a registered
training organisation with national accreditation to
provide that training, and we are obviously always
monitoring the training to ensure that it continues to be
up to date and provides a relevant context in which the
personnel performing those important dispatch and
call-taking functions are appropriately skilled to do so. I
am happy to follow up the individual circumstances
described by the member.
The member for Mornington raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment in relation to the release of
the Krohn report.
The member for Bellarine raised a matter for the
Minister for Tourism in relation to the Queenscliff
Music Festival.
The member for Rodney raised a matter for the
Minister for State and Regional Development in
relation to assistance for the Elmore Field Days
Committee.
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The member for Narre Warren North raised a matter for
the Minister for Small Business in another place in
relation to smash repairers.
The member for Polwarth raised a matter for the
Minister for Health in relation to ambulance service
resourcing in the south-west.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs in
relation to expanding support for youth services in the
city of Casey.
The member for South-West Coast raised a matter for
the Minister for Health in relation to support for the
Victorian branch of the Australian Breastfeeding
Association.
The member for Hastings raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport in relation to a Crib Point
intersection.
The member for Carrum raised a matter for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs in another place in
relation to an organisation known as Money for Living.
I will direct these matters to the various ministers and
advise them to approach those members directly.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.33 p.m.
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Thursday, 21 July 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 advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 282 to 293
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 o’clock today.

CRIMES (CONTAMINATION OF GOODS
OFFENCES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Crimes Act
1958 and for other purposes.

Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I ask the honourable
member to give us a brief explanation.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This
legislation will amend a deficiency in the Crimes Act to
accommodate the position of a Mr Hahnheuser, who
recently was able to escape conviction in the County
Court at Geelong regarding offences to which he
admitted involving the deliberate contamination of a
feedlot to stop sheep being exported from Australia.
There is a problem with the Crimes Act as it presently
exists, and what this bill will do is address that issue to
ensure that our agricultural industries are protected
from such conduct in future.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious education in Victorian schools draws
out to the house that under the Bracks Labor government
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review of education legislation, the future of religious
education in Victorian schools is in question and the
petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no change to
legislation which would diminish the status of religious
education in Victorian schools and, on the contrary, require
the government to provide additional funding for chaplaincy
services in Victorian state schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria [is] concerned to ensure
the continuation of religious instruction in Victorian
government schools.

By Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) (11 signatures)

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious education in Victorian schools draws
out to the house that under the Bracks Labor government
review of education legislation, the future of religious
education in Victorian schools is in question and the
petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no change to
legislation which would diminish the status of religious
education in Victorian schools and, on the contrary, require
the government to provide additional funding for chaplaincy
services in Victorian state schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria [is] concerned to ensure
the continuation of religious education in Victorian
government schools.

By Mr WELLS (Scoresby) (38 signatures)

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious instruction in Victorian government
schools draws out to the house that under the Bracks Labor
government review of education and training legislation, the
future of religious instruction in Victorian schools is in
question and risks becoming subject to the discretion of local
school councils.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no
change to legislation and the Victorian government schools
reference guide that would diminish the status of religious
instruction in Victorian government schools and, in addition,
urge the government to provide additional funding for
chaplaincy services in Victorian government schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria [is] concerned to ensure
the continuation of religious instruction in Victorian
government schools, and to provide additional funding for
school chaplains.

By Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (15 signatures)
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) (38 signatures)
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) (113 signatures)
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) (182 signatures)
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) (68 signatures)
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Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (48 signatures)
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) (92 signatures)
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) (57 signatures)
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (81 signatures)
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (41 signatures)
Tabled.
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He was able to practice for the whole community up to
the day he passed away. This sort of service from a
family GP who was dedicated to that position and the
area is an amazing achievement. He provided a service
to the people. I give my sincere condolences to his wife,
Nina, and daughters, Mary-Anne, Tina and Irene.

Kew Residential Services: site development
CLASSIFICATION GUIDELINES
Publications, films and computer games
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General), by leave, presented
guidelines for the classification of films and
computer games and guidelines for the classification
of publications 2005.
Tabled.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 9 August
2005.

Motion agreed to.
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Dr Igor Balabin
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to express my
condolences to the Balabin family on the death of
Dr Balabin, who served in St Albans for nearly 50 years
as a local GP. He was a migrant who came to Australia
and had to sit again for exams and qualify to be
registered here as a medical practitioner.
Dr Balabin worked tirelessly in St Albans until the age
of 81. He did not retire. He still had patients he looked
after. His was committed to his clients and particularly
his old clients that he knew from Europe. He spoke
several languages. He was committed to the western
suburbs area and the suburb of St Albans. He
deliberately chose to practice in St Albans because he
thought that at the time that he settled there in the 1950s
it needed a medical practitioner who could
communicate and understand the language of the
people. He was able to speak many of the Slavic
languages as well as Hungarian, as he and his wife had
a Hungarian background.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Kew Cottages cash
bonanza has hit another hurdle with the news that the
City of Boroondara will seek a court injunction to put
the brakes on the Bracks government’s contemptible
rush to get a bucket of money.
It is a farce that the Bracks government as the developer
can submit a plan to the Bracks government as the
planning authority that will maximise the profit of the
Bracks government as the owner of Kew Cottages, at
all times neglecting the vulnerable and ignoring the
Kew community.
Paul Keating was right when he said you should never
stand between a Premier and a bucketload of money —
what a bunch of hypocrites Labor is made of. The
Premier is on the record as saying the sale of publicly
owned land is:
… totally and utterly irresponsible — and it is irresponsible
for the particular reason that the land is already in public
ownership …

The Bracks government’s grab for cash is in a proposal
for anywhere between 500 and 1100 dwellings that, in
the words of the City of Boroondara, is:
… so deficient in information nobody could be expected to
understand exactly what is proposed.

I welcome the decision by the City of Boroondara to
seek a court order to restrain the Bracks government.
However, we can all be reassured by the Bracks
government’s form on major projects that the Kew
Cottages cash bonanza will go the same very slow way
of fast trains, gas reticulation, rail standardisation and
the airport transit.

Robert Spratling
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is my honour to
rise and pay tribute to the life of Robert Thomas
Tulloch Spratling, who died on 20 June after a short
illness. Bob, as he was known, was born on Friday,
13 July 1920, and was the son of Percy and Doris
Spratling and an older brother to Reg.
Bob was a very considerate and genuine man who was
extremely loyal and devoted to his work, his church, the

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 21 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

ALP, the Richmond Football Club, various community
organisations including the guides, the restoration of the
Polly Woodside and the Australian Institute of
Genealogical Studies. Bob’s commitment to the
Methodist Church led him to become president of the
youth ministry and included a trip to Oslo, Norway and
postwar Germany. On this trip Bob carried two letters
of introduction. One was from Premier John Cain, Sr,
and the other from a former Prime Minister, Ben
Chifley. Recently, years later, both were found by his
daughters, Merilyn and Coral.
Without a doubt Bob’s greatest commitment and love
was reserved for his wife, Doris, whom he married on
12 February 1949. That devotion was later extended to
include his two daughters and later still his sons-in-law,
Gary and Steve. I am also aware he was extremely
devoted to his four loving grandchildren, Abbey, Sean,
Courtney and Ben.
I first met Bob in 1974 when I joined the ALP. Bob
was always willing to assist whenever he could. I also
recall meeting his wife, Doris, when I first stood for
council in the early 1980s. We had many talks in his
lounge room, where we were surrounded by photos of
his loving family.
I extend my sincere condolences to his wife, Doris, his
daughters, Merilyn and Coral, his sons-in-law, Gary
and Steve, and his grandchildren.

Youth: pregnancy and parenting program
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to advise the
house of the young, pregnant and parenting program
run by The Bridge Youth Services in Shepparton. The
funding for that pilot program for young women under
21 years of age ends in December.
I recently met with the managing director of The Bridge
Youth Services, Graeme Parish, and Best Start project
worker Sally Wright, who advised me of the success of
this program in the last six months. About 200 women
have sought sexual health and pregnancy advice,
professional support, counselling, information on
contraception, pregnancy testing and educational
opportunities, and they have built social support
networks and personal resilience. The program also
teaches good parenting skills to young women to help
them become better parents. Fifty per cent of the young
women who have given birth at Goulburn Valley
Health will have participated in antenatal care and
education classes.
Prior to this pilot program the participation rate was
6 per cent. This could be increased to 70 to 80 per cent
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if funding were available. These young women do not
attend the mainstream health system because they
believe it is too judgmental. The Bridge is a
youth-focused centre where young people feel valued.
The present level of staffing is inadequate if the centre
is to expand for the growing requests for assistance.
The Bridge would like to invite the partners of the
women to the program and to go into schools. To do
this it needs more funding. I understand The Bridge
applied for a youth participation and access grant, and
unfortunately it was unsuccessful. I ask the Minister for
Youth Affairs to consider alternative funding to enable
this important program to continue past 2005 and
expand to meet the special needs of young people in the
Shepparton district.

Frank Cox
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I pay tribute
today to Frank Cox, OAM, who will turn 90 years of
age on 5 August. Frank began his working life as an
apprentice baker before enlisting in the Australian
Imperial Force, in which he served from 1940 to 1945.
He saw active service overseas in theatres of war which
included Kantara, through the Western Desert to Tripoli
and later in Greece. The traumas of his experiences as a
prisoner of war for three and a half years in Wolfsberg
(Stalag 18A) are only known to him and fellow
prisoners of war. After his return to Australia he went to
a convalescent camp in Ballarat. It truly must have been
a surreal return.
Post discharge Frank gained employment with the
PMG as a trainee linesman, then he set up a bakery in
Hampton, which was followed by a grocery store in
Elizabeth Street, Coburg. Finally he worked in
distribution at Kodak. Frank made an incredible
contribution to the community, serving as a Coburg
councillor for a record 33 years, with three terms as
mayor. The Newlands estate is an area of Coburg that
was built postwar. Frank was pivotal in establishing
community infrastructure, including the Coburg
Olympic Swimming Pool, the Coburg Basketball
Stadium, Jackson Reserve and the Newlands-Coburg
Senior Citizens Club, all of which remain as
well-utilised and valuable community assets.
Always a family man, Frank served on many local
committees, became a justice of the peace in 1960 and
performed this role at Pentridge. He also served
continuously from 1959 to 1980 at the Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works. Frank continues an
active life with his wife of 60 years, Clarice.
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Rail: platform safety
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — On Friday,
10 June, the V/Line train from Spencer Street to Albury
stopped at the Wangaratta station. One of the last
people to disembark was a young mother with three
children, including a baby in arms. As she alighted her
three-year-old slipped between the carriage and the
platform to the rails below. In the confusion that
followed the mother of the boy lay down on the
platform to reach for her child. I am advised that the
conductor was not aware of what had occurred and that
the train was about to depart. I am further advised that
had it not been for the quick response of another
passenger, who ran to the locomotive and warned the
driver, the train may well have started to depart from
the station.
In response to a letter from a concerned fellow
passenger V/Line stated that all trains are timetabled to
stop for a minimum time of 20 seconds. It goes on to
say:
Passengers need to be aware that they should be standing by
exit doorways ready to alight as their train pulls into the
platform, to ensure they are not overcarried past their intended
destination.
A check of the locomotive speed chart for this particular
service showed that the train was stopped at the platform at
Wangaratta for the scheduled amount of time, which should
have been ample for all passengers boarding and alighting the
train to do so safely.

I believe this response is not appropriate, given the
seriousness of the situation. My concern is that the
minimum time of 20 seconds is not sufficient, and the
minister should look at this.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — Having listened to
the comments made in this house this week by the
member for Nepean and the member for Mornington, it
is obvious to me that members of the opposition cannot
make up their minds on channel deepening. One minute
they are telling businesses they support it, and the next
minute they are spreading irresponsible misinformation.
Will the opposition ignore the independent panel,
which recommended trial dredging after extensively
looking at the environmental investigations conducted
into channel deepening? Are both members deliberately
going against their own party, which at a
commonwealth level has given approval to the trial via
its environment minister?
Approval by both levels of government has been given
to the small-scale trial, which is intended to test
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dredging technology and provide essential information
for the supplementary investigations that are under
way. The trial dredging will provide neither any
additional depth to the channel nor any relief to ships
currently facing depth constraints in Port Phillip Bay.
For local Liberal members of Parliament to suggest that
the trial is a backdoor way to deepen channels is
absolute nonsense. It is another classic example of how
the opposition stands for nothing, has no policy
direction and says anything in a desperate attempt to
grab a headline.
I challenge both Liberal members to publicly state that
they will stand against the intent of their own party at
both state and federal level and oppose channel
deepening. Let them say publicly they will fight the
federal environment minister on the trial dredging
approval and any future potential channel deepening —
or are their rantings and ravings just more false words
and actions?
The Bracks government’s position on channel
deepening is very clear: no channel deepening will
occur unless all environmental considerations are met.
Clearly the opposition is not interested in ensuring
dredging can proceed in an environmentally sustainable
way. Rather, perhaps they would push the bigger — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Wonthaggi hospital: funding
Mr SMITH (Bass) — Today I want to speak about
this heartless government, which has lost its feeling for
the people. This government has become arrogant and
just does not care about people. I recently had two
people in my office who need to have hip replacements.
They have been in severe pain and, if they are not
drugged up, suffer from sleep deprivation and severe
depression. These people are humans who really are
entitled to get some relief from this ongoing pain. This
uncaring government finances the local hospital at
Wonthaggi with enough money to allow the hospital
specialists to carry out only 20 hip or knee
replacements a year.
The people who have been to see me have already
waited two years in severe pain, and now they appear to
be having to wait anywhere up to at least another
couple of years. The minister’s solution to this problem
is to blame everyone but herself. She suggests that the
people go to another hospital, get another surgeon or go
to another GP, saying, ‘It’s all their fault, not mine’. It
is not good enough in this day and age for the minister
to just fob these people off. They are elderly, they have
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confidence in their surgeons, their GPs and their local
hospital. Why should they have to go to a strange
hospital up to an hour and a half’s drive away from
their home, away from their family and friends?
Minister, I want the people in my electorate to be
looked after. I want these two people to be put out of
their pain, to have their hip — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Janet McPartlane
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I would like
to say a few words in memory of Janet McPartlane,
who worked as an electorate officer for me and a
member for Waverley Province, the Minister for
Finance in the other place, John Lenders. Janet passed
away on 24 June from motor neurone disease. This
horrible disease took away her life at only 58 years of
age and only 18 months after diagnosis.
Janet was one of the loveliest people you could ever
meet. She was incredibly caring and understanding and
had the perfect qualities to work as an electorate officer.
Members know the role of an electorate officer can be
very rewarding but also very challenging, and Janet
genuinely had an interest in every single person who
came to the front desk of our office and with every
single call she took she made sure that person had a
patient, caring and understanding ear.
Janet was born in 1947 in Scotland in the little town of
Bo’ness. She was one of six children; three boys were
born first, followed by three girls, Janet being the
middle daughter. At Janet’s funeral her childhood was
described as extremely happy and carefree. Janet’s
oldest brother came to Australia in 1965 and was
followed by their sisters, Agnes in 1970 and Janet in
1971.
Janet married and had three sons. After her marriage
broke up she worked hard to bring up three young boys
on her own. She worked in the evenings as a cleaner
and raised three wonderful sons who loved her very
much and of whom she was very proud. She found
work that she greatly enjoyed and which really suited
her personal skills when she started working in the
electorate office of a former member, Jan Wilson. Janet
then worked for the Minister for Finance, and from
2002 she worked for both John Lenders and me in our
office in Glen Waverley.
Janet leaves behind Steven, Andrew and Sean and three
grandchildren whom she absolutely adored, as well as
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her sister Agnes and brothers, George and Joe. We will
miss you, Janet, but not forget you.

Phillip Le Gassick
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I wish to bring to the
attention of the house the death of Phillip Edwin Le
Gassick, a community-minded person from Mildura
who died last week in the Alfred hospital. Phil was a
well-known contributor in our community. He moved
to Mildura in 1979 and owned a sign-writing business
in which he worked with his wife, Beverley.
Phil was a very generous individual and a great family
man. Being a sign-writer, you can imagine the number
of people who made approaches to him to ask for
community sign-writing, and for over 25 years Phil was
a very generous community member in Mildura. He
had a wide circle of friends and he lived life to the
fullest. He liked to party. He liked his houseboat
because he said it had the best view in the world and
there was no lawn to mow!
He had two daughters, Fiona and Chelsea, and two
grandchildren, Riley and Shamus. Often we do not
reflect on people’s generosity and commitment to their
communities until they have gone, and I think that was
the case with Phil Le Gassick. We will miss this
gentleman. He was a great contributor to our
community and a great man.

Southern University Games
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — I would like to bring
the Southern University Games to the attention of the
house. It was a very successful sporting festival held in
the Latrobe Valley a couple of weeks ago. I would like
to congratulate all those people who participated filling
every motel room from Warragul to Sale. There were
over 1000 competitors. In particular I would like to
congratulate Janine Ayre and Wendy Hrynyszyn from
Events Latrobe in the City of Latrobe for putting them
on. They are going to happen every second year for the
next six years in the Latrobe Valley.
The games are one of those services provided by
university student unions that will be very difficult, if
not impossible, to continue if the federal government’s
voluntary student unionism legislation goes through
unhindered or untempered by supposedly caring
members of the opposition — the Liberal Party and The
Nationals. The VSU legislation is philosophically
driven by the Howard government. It wants to
dismantle fine organisations and in particular it wants to
adversely affect regional universities. You have to ask
why The Nationals continue to support the degrading of
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services to regional communities and support a
government which is going to run down university
services for students right across regional Australia. If
The Nationals are fair dinkum about their opposition to
the VSU, then why is The Nationals Victorian senator
going to pull his vote and make sure he does not
support this legislation? The reason is that The
Nationals talk big but when it comes to acting they do
nothing for country Victoria.

pedestrian. So lives are being saved. They are the lives
of our families and friends.

Terrorism: London bombings

As Superintendent Wynn from the Victoria Police said:

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The attack in
the capital of the nation that was the birthplace of
Australian parliamentary democracy is a direct attack
on the very values and aspirations that this house
represents. Yet on a far more personal and tragic level
this outrage has claimed to date the lives of 56 innocent
citizens including a Victorian, Sam Ly.

Everything we do from speed cameras to officers waiting in
cars next to the road help in trying to bring the road toll down.

Sam’s family fled tyranny and oppression in their first
homeland. I have had the privilege of meeting Sam’s
immigrant brothers and sisters from Auschwitz, from
behind the Iron Curtain, escaping from Pol Pot and
more recently running from Saddam Hussein. All have
come to this country with hope and found salvation in a
nation that has embraced them as its own.
We can promise Sam and the many other victims from
Bali to the World Trade Centre these two
commitments. Firstly, that Australians in the past have
never been found wanting when confronting tyranny
and injustice. Australians will maintain that tradition of
defiance and steadfastness as we move forward into this
new and dangerous world. Secondly, we will continue
to confront the perpetrators of unleashed evil by doing
the very things they despise. We will live our lives with
hope, understanding and freedom. We will be tolerant
of difference. We will reaffirm every day the very
values that have made this nation great — values that
are anathema to the perpetrators of evil.

Road safety: government initiatives
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — Once again I rise in this
place to support the Bracks government’s actions to
strengthen road safety in our communities. The figures
are impressive. Our Arrive Alive road safety strategy
has produced some great results. In 2003 and 2004
Victoria recorded its lowest road tolls. Lower car
speeds reduce the risk and severity of road accidents.
Pedestrian fatalities have fallen by 39 per cent since
2001. A pedestrian hit by a car travelling 60 kilometres
an hour has a three in four chance of dying. With a
speed limit of 40 kilometres an hour the odds are
changed to an 80 per cent chance of survival for the

I was very distressed to read a press release from the
member for Sandringham in the Bayside Leader
28 June this year. He said:
Speed cameras in Bayside and Kingston are being used to rip
off drivers … There is a 12.8 per cent rise in speed camera
fines.

I would like to assure the people of my electorate that I
will continue to support road safety and continue to
value the lives of road users and pedestrians in our area.

Police: schools program
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — One of the great
success stories in the 1990s was the police and
emergency services Start program where a $1 million
was provided annually for grants up to $10 000 for
sport and recreation facilities for communities with a
police involvement. It was particularly targeted at
providing activities for young people. However, the
new Labor government in Victoria abandoned the
program saying it would spend the money targeting
young people at risk. That program and funding has
been lost.
Now we see the government and Victoria Police are
proposing to abandon another successful program —
the police in schools program. I have been inundated
with representations from schools, school councils,
principals, parents and in particular students within the
electorate of Murray Valley and across north-eastern
Victoria highlighting the importance of the program
and its success expressing concern that consideration is
being given to scrapping it.
I raised this matter in the Parliament last month and was
disappointed that the police minister had not responded
to extended representations I had written to him with
supporting documentation. I acknowledge his recent
responses but I am concerned when he said:
There is a need to develop a police youth model with a
broader focus and the flexibility to address local child and
youth issues.

The minister has an excellent program already in place.
My evidence is the huge representations I am receiving
from school communities confirming its success. I ask
him to not abandon another successful program
operating within the state of Victoria.
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Marie Wallace
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I wish to report
the sad loss of an outstanding community member in
my area, Marie Wallace. Last Sunday after a lengthy
battle with cancer, Marie succumbed peacefully at
home and in the presence of her family. She remained
positive to the end.
A widowed mother of six, Marie Wallace was a
genuine part of the community, so much a part of things
that she was part of the fabric of our local area. I knew
Marie from Knox council; she was mayor in my first
year there in 1993. Some referred to her then as the
mother of council, since she had been a councillor
since 1973, and always projected a warm, motherly
outlook. Indeed, she liked nothing better than to visit
local schools as mayor and tell the young students
about local government. In all, she spent 27 years in
local government. She was three times mayor of Knox
and was honoured with the title of freeman of the city,
the highest honour Knox City Council could bestow.
I am sure the Knox opportunity shops and Red Cross
will never forget her. It was often said that she cared
more for others than for herself, and all this while
caring for her large family as a sole parent. Marie was
active in the Australian Local Government Women’s
Association. She received an Order of Australia medal,
was a justice of the peace, a founding member of Knox
Community Volunteers, on kindergarten committees,
school committees, scouts, Villa Maria, St Vincent de
Paul, Bayswater Rotary where she was a life member,
and numerous others.
Marie also loved her roses; she had a lovely rose garden
in front of her house. When you saw the roses it was the
sign that you had arrived at Marie’s house. In 2000 I
followed Marie as the representative of her ward of
Dinsdale. She always supported my efforts to revitalise
the Bayswater area. So on behalf of my family and my
staff I extend my condolences to Marie’s family. I am
sure all my parliamentary colleagues join me in doing
this.

Native vegetation: regulation
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The government’s
native vegetation or net gain controls are a shambles,
and I have said so before, as has the government’s own
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission.
And now the community is struggling with the recently
released, but much overdue operational guidelines.
The City of Greater Bendigo has made its views clear.
The city’s June meeting adopted a report noting:
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The COGB vigorously objects to the way in which the native
vegetation framework will be implemented through the
operational guidelines.

Further it notes in conclusion that:
However, the operational guidelines are simply unworkable.
They are very difficult to understand, will place unreasonable
demands on the City of Greater Bendigo staff, will take
considerable resources to implement and not necessarily
ensure the best interests of the community are protected.

It continues:
If the guidelines were introduced as exhibited, it would have
major implications on council’s ability to consider and
process planning applications for native vegetation removal.

It also notes that:
… the guidelines are extremely complicated, difficult to
understand and require the COGB planners to be making
decisions and assessments well beyond their area of expertise.
The guidelines will also place an unreasonable burden on the
COGB and the community in terms of the time taken to
assess planning permit applications.

Further:
This convoluted language has made it extremely difficult to
prepare a response to the draft operational guidelines.

It continues:
There are many references within the guidelines that relate to
council planners making specific assessments and judgments
on matters of ecology.

And:
There are numerous such decisions that the guidelines place
the onus on planners to make; decisions that should be made
by ecologists qualified to make these assessments.

And there are many other similar negative comments.

Victorian Multicultural Commission: grants
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am very proud to stand in
this house as the member for Clayton. It is a dynamic,
growing multicultural electorate that I believe is a
microcosm of the entire state of Victoria, and dare I say
the entire country. This pride was recently reaffirmed
due to the $1.4 million in organisational support
funding that this government has granted to numerous
multicultural organisations in Victoria, through the
Victorian Multicultural Commission.
Late last month I was truly overjoyed to see so many
multicultural organisations receiving what are in
essence the funds that will enable them to continue to
operate and service people within their own community
and the broader Clayton community for another year.
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There were representatives from the Greek, Bengali,
Filipino, Italian, Maltese, Spanish, Chinese and many
more communities, all of which provide an invaluable
service to the multicultural population of Clayton,
Victoria and Australia.
Over 30 groups were represented in my office to collect
cheques worth a total of $25 000. Some of these groups
were: the Australian Chollo Community, Monash
Maltese Seniors Social Group, United Filipino Elderly
Group and the Avellino Circolo Pensioners of
Springvale. All of the groups received cheques to do
vital work within their own community and in turn, the
broader Victorian community.
Throughout the state over 1000 multicultural
organisations and senior citizens clubs received
funding — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member’s time has expired!

Russell Lee
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Hundreds of people
filled an aircraft hangar at Ceres, west of Geelong,
yesterday to bid a fond farewell to Russell Lee, who
died in an aircraft accident at Mount Hotham recently.
Russell was a character who had a thirst for life and
was much loved by those who met him. Sometimes he
was described as an eccentric character for feats such as
his 10-kilometre journey on a unicycle to attend a
meeting on Mount Hotham. Russell was involved in his
local community. Indeed the local Country Fire
Authority brigade arranged the vehicle traffic
management yesterday, when cars were parked down
both sides of the runway on the family farm.
Russell loved his family above all, but he also loved the
water and was a keen diver, often providing family and
friends with a feed of crayfish from his dives. He was
an accomplished skydiver and a pilot with over
20 years experience, flying both for pleasure and as an
occupation. Russell’s untimely death leaves his wife,
Lindy, and their children, Chris and Alex, with many
memories of a wonderful man and a loving husband
and father. The Victorian community is poorer for the
loss of Russell Lee at the age of 48. It is claimed he
once mused to friends words to effect that, ‘Gee, I’ll be
really annoyed if I don’t live to be 100!’. The men and
women of the flying fraternity will miss him. Vale,
Russell Lee.
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Plenty Road, South Morang: duplication
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I have the great
pleasure to inform the house that yesterday I was able
to join the Minister for Transport at South Morang to
make a very important announcement regarding
funding for the duplication of Plenty Road. Members
will recall that last year this government fulfilled an
election commitment to allocate $14 million for the first
stage of the development of Plenty Road from
Centenary Drive, Mill Park, to Bethany Court, South
Morang. Recognising the great need of the community
and the rapid population growth that is occurring along
the Plenty Road corridor, the government was able to
allocate a further $18 million, which was announced
yesterday.
This boost to the Plenty Road project will take the
duplication all the way to Gordons Road at South
Morang. It represents a $32 million project, and I was
very pleased to have been joined yesterday by the
member for Yan Yean, along with several residents
who have joined with me in recent months to campaign
for additional funds. I acknowledge their contribution to
this great achievement yesterday. I certainly look
forward to a much safer driving experience for
residents along the Plenty Road corridor once the
project is completed. Congratulations to all involved.

Mount Baw Baw: resort
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I congratulate all
those involved in the Mount Baw Baw alpine resort,
from the board to the staff and supporters, on the
development of the new Baw Baw Central. This comes
from the $3.5 million given to the Mount Baw Baw
resort by the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund, and I thank John Brumby and his department for
their support. Baw Baw Central, developed at a cost of
$850 000, is a great new facility. It was built on budget
and on time, which of course we know the Bracks
government is certainly capable of achieving and does
achieve.
This is a great facility and will assist not only skiers but
all those who want to enjoy snow sport activities. They
should just come up and enjoy the magnificent view
from Baw Baw Central!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member’s time has expired. And he should
not refer to ministers by their names.
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WORKING WITH CHILDREN BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Working with Children Bill represents a significant
change in the way Victoria treats the care of children.
For the first time, there will be minimum, statewide
standards for those who work with children, whether in
paid employment or as a volunteer.
Any parent who entrusts their child to a person who
holds an assessment notice under this act will know that
that person has been vetted by the government, and a
decision has been made that that person is not
unsuitable to work with children.
I say ‘not unsuitable’ because the
working-with-children check alone is not enough. The
check is based on a person’s criminal record plus, in
some cases, information from professional disciplinary
proceedings. It does not, and cannot, tell a prospective
employer everything he or she needs to know about a
person. The working-with-children check is no
substitute for careful recruitment procedures and
thorough reference checking.
This bill is only one part of the government’s initiative
in this area. A new unit is being established within the
Department of Justice which, as well as conducting
these checks, will work to educate the community
about the check and the responsibilities to which it will
give rise. This will be complemented by the role of the
child safety commissioner, who will conduct an
independent review of the working-with-children check
each year. His oversight will assist to ensure that the
scheme is administered appropriately. He will report to
Parliament on the findings of his review through the
Minister for Children.
The Working with Children Bill is the product of a
thorough consultation process. In December of last
year, an exposure draft of this bill was released and
widely distributed. We received over 160 submissions
on this bill. They came from sporting clubs, church
groups and community organisations. We also received
submissions from legal groups, child welfare
organisations and interested individuals. The current
Working with Children Bill is the result of careful
consideration of all those submissions.
Of course, the government knows that it cannot please
everyone. There are widely divergent views in the
community about who this bill should cover, what
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should bar a person from working with children and
how a person with a criminal record should be treated.
The bill does not attempt to regulate private
relationships that exist between family and friends.
Nothing in this bill will stop teenagers from babysitting
for their neighbours, nor will it prevent a family from
taking their children’s friends away with them over the
weekend. The Working with Children Bill is about
ensuring that when a parent or guardian entrusts their
child to a person or organisation outside the family, be
it a music teacher, a child-care centre or a sporting
camp, they will know that the person who will be
responsible for their child has been checked at least to
the standard required by this bill.
We are aware that most abuse of children happens
within a child’s immediate circle of family and friends.
The Working with Children Bill does not alter the way
in which the government tackles this problem. Rather,
our child protection system provides child-centred,
family-focused services to protect children and young
people from significant harm as a result of abuse or
neglect within the family. It also works to help children
and young people deal with the impact of abuse and
neglect.
The government is currently reviewing the child
protection system in order to improve outcomes for
children and families. The government’s vision is to
provide children with the best possible start in life and
to give their families and communities the help they
need to achieve this. The review of Victoria’s child
protection system is premised on the idea that to receive
the best start in life, vulnerable children and young
people need to be protected and nurtured to adulthood.
The child protection system and the Working with
Children Bill complement one another. While child
protection works to deal with the difficult problems that
can arise within the family, the Working with Children
Bill will enhance the safety of children when they are
participating in activities outside the home.
Developing the working-with-children scheme has been
an exercise in striking the right balance. Minimising the
risk of harm to children is our priority. In achieving
this, however, the government is aware of the need to
ensure that all applicants for an assessment notice are
treated fairly, in accordance with the principles of
natural justice. Also important is the need to create a
scheme that does not bury employers and community
organisations in red tape and responsibilities, and the
need to create a scheme that does not discourage the
volunteers that are so vital to Victoria’s community.
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The government considers that the Working with
Children Bill meets its aims. It creates a scheme that
balances these, sometimes competing, considerations
but which is aimed squarely at improving children’s
safety.
The Working with Children Bill — summary
In brief, this bill sets out criteria for who should be
allowed to work with children. It envisages that the
Secretary of the Department of Justice, through an
agency, will vet people’s criminal records and consider
them against these criteria. This agency will issue
‘assessment notices’ to those who are not judged
unsuitable, and ‘negative notices’ to those who are
considered unsuitable to work with children. It will then
be a criminal offence for a person without an
assessment notice to work with children. It will also be
a criminal offence for an employer or organisation to
engage a person to work with children if that person
does not have an assessment notice. Those who have a
negative notice are prohibited from even applying to
work with children. All these offences carry a
maximum penalty of two years imprisonment.
Of course, once a person receives a negative notice, he
or she will be precluded from many fields of
employment and community involvement. This is a
significant restriction to place on a person. To ensure
that no-one is unfairly treated, this bill provides for a
full range of appeal rights. A person who is issued with
a negative notice and feels aggrieved can appeal this
decision to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal.
As I said earlier, the Working with Children Bill
represents a significant change in the way Victoria
treats the care of children. We do not expect Victorians
to comply with it the moment it becomes law. There
will be a five-year implementation phase, during which
the legislation will be progressively rolled out across all
fields of child-related work. There will be ample time
and assistance for all those who need to comply with
this bill to do so.
Who will be checked?
The Working with Children Bill will apply to all
employees, self-employed persons, and volunteers in
child-related work where that work involves regular
direct contact with a child and that contact is not
directly supervised by another person. Work, in this
legislation, includes work performed as a volunteer.
Children benefit greatly from the unpaid work of the
many Victorians who get involved with school, sports
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and other community activities involving children. I am
pleased to announce that the working-with-children
check will be free for all volunteers. The Working with
Children Bill will benefit volunteer organisations by
providing free and simple assistance to them in
managing their responsibility to ensure that the children
under their care are safe.
Those who earn their income through child-related
work will pay a fee when they apply for a
working-with-children check. Once an assessment
notice is granted, it will be valid for five years, and can
be used for all forms of child-related work.
The types of child-related work captured by the bill are
listed in clause 9(3). They include child care, youth
justice, paediatric wards of hospitals, overnight camps
for children and the provision, on a commercial basis,
of entertainment services and play facilities. They also
include clubs, associations or movements that ‘provide
services or conduct activities for or directed at children
or whose membership is mainly comprised of children’.
This is not a precise term — but there is no way to be
exact about something as fluid as a club’s membership
and activities. This definition targets those clubs —
such as large sporting clubs — which may run
competitions specifically for children, even if most of
the club’s members are adults. It also captures
organisations that may be based around a hobby —
such as model making — that involves both adults and
children, but where most of the club members are
children. This is a bill about protecting children, and
this definition is intended to capture activities that are
for children, while excluding clubs in which children
may be only peripherally involved.
Not every adult involved in these types of employment
or volunteer activities will need to be checked. That
would be casting the net too wide, and putting too great
a burden on many organisations. Rather, it is only those
who have direct contact with children, and who are not
directly supervised, who will require the check. For
example, the coach of an under-12 football team will
need the check, because he is engaged in child-related
work, has direct contact with a child and is not
supervised. By contrast, a person who is employed to
develop the rosters for the under-12 competition, and
has no involvement with the teams, will have no direct
contact with children and so will not require a check.
Neither will a person who acts as an assistant coach,
under the coach’s direct supervision.
The Working with Children Bill provides guidance on
what ‘direct supervision’ means, by providing that it
requires immediate and personal supervision, but does
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not mean that a person working with children must be
watched every moment of the day.
As I said at the outset, the Working with Children Bill
sets statewide minimum standards. The bill requires
that certain workers must be checked. However,
workplaces still bear the responsibility, as they do now,
of deciding what standards they want their workers to
meet. Any workplace may choose to do more than this
bill requires — but no workplace may do less.
Exemptions
Although the bill generally covers people in
child-related work which involves regular direct contact
with a child, where that contact is not directly
supervised by another person, there are exemptions.
Those exemptions are for parents, family members,
children, teachers and police. However, it must be
remembered that these exemptions cannot be relied on
by any person who is on the sex offender register, or
who is subject to an extended supervision order under
the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act.
Parents will not need a working-with-children check if
they are volunteering in an activity with their child.
Reading with your child’s class or helping out with
your child’s school play will not bring a parent within
the scope of the legislation. However, if your child
stops participating in that activity — for example, if
your child goes to high school and you want to continue
to volunteer at the primary school — then a
working-with-children check will be required.
There is also an exemption for those who work with
their family. Family is more broadly defined in this
exemption, and will cover grandparents, aunts, uncles
and siblings. This means that if an aunt is paid to teach
her niece piano, or an extended family schools their
children together, there will be no need for a
working-with-children check.
One question the government faced in developing the
bill was whether to check children themselves. We
have opted to exclude children from the operation of
the Working with Children Bill, so any child can work
with other children without having to be checked.
Children who attend community and sporting activities
often do so with other children. It is extremely difficult
in some circumstances to draw the line between when a
child is participating with other children, and when he
or she is actually working. For example, is the scout
who participates with his or her fellow scouts and then
leads a group in an activity working with children?
Rather than burden groups with the responsibility of
having to draw these lines, we have exempted all
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children from the operation of the check. This
exemption extends to 18 and 19-year-olds who are still
at secondary school, so that they may participate in
work experience and community programs organised
by their school, without having to apply for a
working-with-children check.
Teachers and police
Many professions require stringent police checks before
they can begin work. Few, however, keep those checks
updated regularly.
Teachers are already regulated by the Victorian
Institute of Teaching (VIT). No-one may become
registered as a teacher if they have a serious sexual
offence on their criminal record. Teachers who are
currently teaching will be deregistered if they are found
guilty of a serious sexual offence.
As teachers are already carefully regulated, the
government has opted to leave the regulation of this
profession in the hands of the VIT and exclude teachers
from the operation of the working-with-children check.
Any teacher who has a current VIT registration will be
able to work with children in any capacity.
As part of the Working with Children Bill, we are also
strengthening the VIT regime by broadening the
requirement for police to notify the VIT when a teacher
is charged with a serious criminal offence.
Similarly, police officers are monitored for criminal
convictions. If a police officer is charged with an
offence, he or she may be suspended from duty. This
bill does not subject police officers who wish to work
with children either in their job or in their free time to
another layer of regulation. Instead, the Working with
Children Bill provides that sworn police officers, other
than those suspended from duty, may work with
children without requiring a working-with-children
check.
To ensure that taking this approach does not create any
loopholes in the scheme, a teacher who loses his or her
registration, or a police officer who is suspended, must
inform any other child-related organisation they are
working with of this deregistration or suspension.
Many other occupations require people to be checked
for a criminal record. In some cases, people will be
required to have both a working-with-children check
and comply with the checking requirements of their
own employer. The government will continue to work
to reduce the number of cases in which this occurs.
However, as the Working with Children Bill establishes
a minimum standard that will apply across Victoria, it

WORKING WITH CHILDREN BILL
2000

ASSEMBLY

will always be open to individual employers to request
that prospective employees meet a higher standard.
Visiting workers
Many children travel into Victoria as part of school
trips or with sporting teams. With the Commonwealth
Games being held in Victoria next year, we are aware
that many people will be concerned that, by arriving in
Victoria as a coach or chaperone of a young athlete,
they may need to comply with this new regime. Rather
than expecting people to get an assessment notice
before they visit Victoria, we have exempted visiting
workers from the working-with-children scheme. This
is a narrow exemption and will only cover those who
do not usually live or work in Victoria. It means that
school groups can visit, junior teams can tour, and
adults from interstate or overseas can accompany them
without falling foul of the working-with-children
legislation.
Who may not work with children?
As I said at the outset, this bill creates a regime for
declaring people unsuitable to work with children. So
who will be considered unsuitable?
Any person on the sex offender register or subject to the
Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act will
automatically be issued with a negative notice. There is
no appeal against this decision, unless a person believes
they have been wrongly identified.
Any person convicted or found guilty as an adult of a
serious sex offence committed against a child or of a
child pornography offence will also automatically
receive a negative notice. There is no discretion in the
secretary to grant an assessment notice in these
circumstances.
However, a person in this situation may take their case
to VCAT and ask VCAT to consider whether they
should be granted an assessment notice. This will allow
the scheme to deal with extraordinary situations that
may arise. VCAT may only grant an assessment notice
in these circumstances if it is satisfied that the applicant
does not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of
children and that granting an assessment notice is in the
public interest.
The next category of offenders are those with
convictions or findings of guilt for serious sexual
offences against an adult or against children committed
when the offender was a child. Also in this category are
those with convictions or findings of guilt for serious
violence or drug offences. In all of these cases the
applicant is presumed to be unsuitable to work with
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children. However, this is a presumption rather than a
hard and fast rule, and there will be a discretion to grant
an assessment notice to a person who falls within this
category.
The discretion is given to the Secretary of the
Department of Justice. The secretary may only grant an
assessment notice if she is satisfied that the person does
not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children,
having regard to a number of factors. These factors
include the age of the offence, the seriousness of the
offence, the ages of the applicant and the victim at the
time of the offence, and the applicant’s behaviour since
the offence was committed.
The offences of violence that will lead to this
presumption include murder, intentionally causing
serious injury and making threats to kill a person.
Similarly, serious drug offences, including trafficking
in a commercial quantity of a drug of dependence,
cultivating a commercial quantity of a narcotic plant
and supplying drugs to a child, give rise to the
presumption that a person is not suitable to work with
children.
As well as convictions, this category covers people who
have been charged with any of these offences or
charged as an adult with a child pornography offence or
with a serious sex offence committed against a child,
where that charge is yet to be finalised. A person who
has been charged with an offence is, of course,
presumed to be innocent unless and until a guilty
verdict is entered. As I said earlier, developing this bill
was an exercise in striking the right balance. In
allowing pending charges to be considered as part of
the working-with-children check, the government has
decided that the need to ensure the safety of children
requires that this information be available to the
secretary in determining whether the applicant poses an
unjustifiable risk to children. Of course the secretary
will weigh the fact that the person has not yet been, and
may not be, found guilty in the balance in making this
decision.
The discretion given to the secretary, plus the ability to
appeal the issue of a negative notice to VCAT, creates
the flexibility that the working-with-children scheme
needs to deal with the wide variety of situations that
will arise when checks are conducted.
There is a third category of application which
encompasses offences committed against the Working
with Children Bill itself. This category also enables the
secretary to go beyond the consideration of criminal
offences and consider determinations made by
professional registration bodies.
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In this category the secretary still has a discretion, and
the presumption is that a person will be granted an
assessment notice, unless the secretary is satisfied that it
is appropriate to grant a negative notice. Again, the
secretary is required to consider a range of appropriate
factors, including the severity of the conduct and the
time that has passed since it occurred.
The relevant professional bodies are not named in the
legislation, but it is our intention to prescribe by
regulation bodies such as the Victorian Institute of
Teaching (VIT) and the medical registration boards.
The government is currently reviewing the operation of
all health practitioner registration boards, and the
information held by these boards will not be
incorporated into the working-with-children scheme
until the review has been completed and the future
arrangements for regulation of the health professions
have been determined.
Once the relevant boards have been prescribed, if a
health professional is the subject of a serious
disciplinary finding and, for example, is deregistered,
this information will be available to the secretary if that
health professional applies for a working-with-children
check. The secretary will consider the circumstances
that led to the deregistration, including its relevance to
child-related work, in deciding whether this is a case in
which the presumption that an assessment notice should
be granted is displaced.
In going beyond purely criminal information we are
acknowledging that there is other information that may
be useful in determining whether a person is unsuitable
to work with children. We are using information from
professional registration boards, because they operate in
accordance with the principles of natural justice, so that
a professional is made aware of the allegations against
him or her and is given an opportunity to contest them.
This is information that is the result of a proper
investigation and has been tested before a tribunal.
Given the significant consequences for a person’s
career and lifestyle that may flow from the issue of a
negative notice, it is only information of this standard
that is sufficiently robust to warrant inclusion in the
Working with Children Bill.
All applications that fall outside these categories will
qualify for an assessment notice. It is our expectation,
based on the experience of other states, that the vast
majority of applications will lead to the issue of an
assessment notice.
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Updating of checks
The working-with-children check has one significant
advantage over virtually all other employment related
police checks — it will be continually updated.
When a person is issued with an assessment notice,
they will be added to a database. Victoria Police will
have the ability to match this database against the list of
all new charges and convictions on a regular basis.
If a person who holds an assessment notice is charged
with one of the offences that can lead to a person being
denied an assessment notice, a number of things will
happen. The police will tell the Secretary of the
Department of Justice, and the secretary will consider
whether the assessment notice should be revoked.
Individuals are also placed under an obligation — they
must also tell the secretary about the charge, and if they
are involved in child-related work, they must tell their
workplace. There are criminal penalties for failing to
meet these obligations. If the secretary knows where the
individual is working, she will also pass on this
information to the workplace or organisation — but the
secretary will not always know this.
The government has decided that it is important for a
person freshly charged with an offence to have the
opportunity to make a case as to why they should keep
their assessment notice. If the secretary proposes to
revoke the assessment notice and instead issue a
negative notice she will first issue an ‘interim negative
notice’ and tell the individual that he or she may make a
submission to her. The workplace must be informed of
the issue of an interim negative notice — both by the
individual and, where possible, by the secretary. It is
then up to the individual workplace to determine how
best to deal with the individual while their status is
being reconsidered. Some workplaces may choose to
allow the person to continue to work, perhaps with
added supervision, while others will request that the
person stop volunteering at their association or suspend
them from the workplace.
If the reassessment of the individual results in a
negative notice, he or she must stop working with
children. To fail to do so will be an offence carrying a
maximum penalty of two years imprisonment. We
understand that this will concern employers bound by
the commonwealth’s Workplace Relations Act. The
Working with Children Bill recognises this by ensuring
that no offences will be committed if an employer is in
the process of meeting their obligations under that
commonwealth act.
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The regular updating of the working-with-children
check and the requirement that any change in a person’s
status under the act be passed on to workplaces will
ensure that the assessment notice is not just a document
that will be granted and then forgotten about. An
assessment notice will ensure that a person initially
found not unsuitable to work with children will be
continually screened for new criminal charges that may
render him or her unsuitable to work with children.
Review
As I said at the outset, the Working with Children Bill
represents a significant change in the way Victoria
regulates those who care for and work with children. To
ensure that this scheme meets its aims of providing a
safer community for children, while not overburdening
those who will be required to comply with it, the
government will review the operation of the Working
with Children Bill three years after the checking of
Victorian workers begins. Although the scheme will
take five years to be implemented across all areas of
child-related work, we think that after three years of
checks it will be time to take stock of the way the
scheme is operating and ask ourselves whether it is
doing what it is supposed to do.
Conclusion
There are those in our society who would, given the
opportunity, hurt children. This bill is about putting
barriers in those people’s way to reduce their chances
of being in positions of trust with children. The
Working with Children Bill does this in two ways: by
ensuring that those people who have inappropriate
criminal records are prevented from working with
children or from becoming involved in children’s clubs
and activities, and by bringing home to parents,
workplaces and children’s organisations the importance
of thoroughly checking those to whom we entrust our
children.
It does ask people who work with children to apply for
a check and to comply with the responsibilities that will
come with holding an assessment notice. It also asks
employers and other organisations to ensure that their
workers have been checked and hold a valid assessment
notice. However, this is a small price to pay for the
creation of a statewide screening system which will set
a mandatory minimum standard for everyone who
works with children, within the meaning of this bill.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 August.

VAGRANCY (REPEAL) AND SUMMARY
OFFENCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Vagrancy Act 1966 is the classic example of a law
that needs reform. It is almost 200 years old and is
steeped in the language and attitudes of Dickensian
England.
It targets street crime and in particular the activities of
thieves, cheats and vagrants. By 2000, when the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
commenced its inquiry, the Vagrancy Act consisted of
some 20 offences, along with some procedural and
evidentiary provisions which also appear in the
Summary Offences Act.
The proposals set out in this bill complete the
government’s work on the Vagrancy Act. The bill
proposes legislation to implement commitments that the
government has already made in response to SARC’s
inquiry into the Vagrancy Act and resolves those issues
identified for ‘further consideration’.
The government has decided to retain the offence of
begging and the related offence of encouraging or
procuring a child to beg. The government is committed
to poverty law reform and, in a fairer Victoria, has
undertaken to monitor the impact of the offence of
begging on people who suffer genuine hardship. The
government, in partnership with police, welfare, local
government and advocacy groups, will continue to
explore means to support people who resort to begging
when faced with extreme poverty.
Following the approach recommended by SARC, this
bill repeals redundant provisions and retains offences
which still serve a useful function in our society.
Provisions which are clearly redundant include some
gaming offences, which duplicate provisions of the
Gambling Regulation Act, minor deception offences,
which are covered by consumer protection laws, and
trespass, which is already a summary offence.
The bill retains several offences, including escape from
lawful custody, wilful and obscene exposure, and the
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offence of possessing house-breaking implements. In
re-enacting these offences, the language has been
modernised to bring these provisions into line with
contemporary Victorian drafting practice.
Likewise, the offence of loitering with intent still has a
place in the maintenance of public order. This offence
will be re-enacted in an amended form in accordance
with SARC’s recommendations.
The re-enacted offence now targets drug dealers, as
well as thieves and cheats. However, the perpetrator
must do something ‘in furtherance of’ an indictable
offence to be guilty of loitering with intent.
The bill also provides for a new consorting offence to
target activities that may be a prelude to organised
crime. It will be an offence, without reasonable excuse,
to habitually consort with a person convicted or
suspected of an organised crime offence. While the
original consorting offences targeted thieves, the new
offence is directed at people involved in organised
crime and is designed to assist police in creating a
hostile environment for organised crime.
The repeal of the Vagrancy Act marks our recognition
that many of the values it enshrined no longer should
apply in contemporary Victoria. Under the Vagrancy
Act, it is an offence to profess or pretend to tell fortunes
or practise witchcraft. But the times have long since
past when witchcraft and fortune-telling represented a
danger to law and order, or a focus for criminal activity.
This offence is out of place in a culturally diverse and
tolerant society.
This bill re-enacts offences that assist police to target
crime, while removing obviously outmoded language
provisions based on outdated values. It brings into
focus the efforts this government is making to keep
Victorian streets and communities safe and free from
crime.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 August.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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I am pleased to present the Residential Tenancies
(Further Amendment) Bill 2005 today. This bill will
provide residency rights to residents of shared rooms in
rooming houses and reduce the period of time required
for caravan park residents to have access to residential
tenancy rights.
I am proud to say that this bill fulfils the Victorian
government’s commitment to strike a better balance
between the rights and responsibilities of tenants and
landlords in the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 (RTA),
in line with the recommendations of the residential
tenancies legislation working group, which undertook a
review of the RTA in August 2000.
One of the recommendations made by the working
group proposed amendments to the RTA to ensure
residency rights for residents in shared rooms in
rooming houses. The Victorian government committed
to undertake further investigation into the possibility of
legislative amendment. I am confident that the
amendments to rooming house provisions in this bill
address this commitment.
Rooming houses provide an essential interface between
homelessness and lower cost, accessible housing, which
is not duplicated by any other form of housing. Many
of the people who reside in rooming houses are among
the most vulnerable and marginal in the community and
are often faced with a choice between a shared room or
homelessness.
The legal coverage of residents in shared rooms in
rooming houses has been in question since the decision
in Kirkland Fisher v. Aboriginal Hostels [1998] VSCA
130 (Fisher), which determined that the provisions in
the Rooming Houses Act 1990 only applied to residents
with exclusive occupation of a room. As the provisions
referred to in Fisher have been re-enacted without
substantive change in the RTA, there has been some
doubt as to whether the provisions of the RTA extend
to cover residents in shared rooms in rooming houses.
As a consequence, many residents of shared rooms in
rooming houses have found themselves without any
rights or safeguards under the RTA and without the
same statutory rights that are enjoyed by residents of
other forms of residential properties.
The new provisions in the Residential Tenancies
(Further Amendment) Bill 2005 will provide this
vulnerable tenant group with rights that are consistent
with other rooming house residents, which will result in
greater housing stability and provide recourse to
legislative redress should a residency dispute arise. At
the same time, these new provisions will benefit
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rooming house providers by allowing rooming house
owners to conduct their businesses in a properly
regulated environment that will also contribute to
greater housing stability and certainty for all parties.
Currently, a person who does not have prior written
consent from the caravan park owner to occupy a site in
a caravan park as his or her only or main residence,
must have occupied a site for a minimum of
90 consecutive days before he or she is regarded as a
resident and eligible for protection under the act. Under
the new provisions, this period will be reduced to
60 days. This will afford longer term occupiers of
caravan park sites rights and protections under the act
sooner than is currently the case, without interfering
with the provision of accommodation for tourism.
The provisions in this bill aim to reinforce the
government’s commitment to improving tenure security
for people living in all forms of long-term
accommodation and to protecting the rights of
low-income Victorians.
This bill introduces modest but significant change that
will significantly improve the rights of the state’s most
vulnerable residents.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 August.

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

In 2003 the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation requested that the Minister for Gaming
approve the commission entering into discussions with
the Melbourne casino operator, Crown Limited, to
review the casino agreement that was originally entered
into in 1993.
The casino agreement is one of the key documents
relating to the establishment and operation of the
Melbourne casino and can be amended with ministerial
approval. It sets out many of the licence conditions that
apply to the operation of the Melbourne casino by
Crown.
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Concurrently, Crown requested that the casino
agreement be reviewed and specifically requested that
consideration be given to removing the single purpose
restriction that prohibits it from undertaking any
business other than the operation of the Melbourne
casino.
The government was prepared to consider Crown’s
request to remove the single purpose restriction because
the restriction was designed to protect the interests of
the state during the development and construction phase
of the Melbourne casino, which is now complete. There
is no longer any reason to restrict Crown’s operations in
this manner and the single purpose restriction may, in
fact, impede Crown’s capacity to compete in the
interstate and international gaming market.
Indeed, the government saw Crown’s request as an
opportunity to make other changes to the casino
agreement that would improve Crown’s accountability
and transparency and to give increased powers to the
Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation to
monitor the operation of the Melbourne casino to
ensure that the highest standards of probity and
accountability are being met.
This review of the casino agreement has resulted in a
package of agreements between the commission, the
government, Crown and Crown’s parent company,
Publishing and Broadcasting Limited.
These agreements will provide significant benefits for
Victoria, including —
increased transparency and accountability through
the improved provision of information by Crown to
the commission;
the expenditure by Crown of at least $170 million
over the next five years on the Melbourne casino
complex. This will maintain the value of the
complex which is leased by the state to Crown;
increased tourism and export income as a result of
the removal of the single-purpose restriction. Crown
will be able to compete for interstate and
international casino business and for other
non-gaming business;
the promotion of tourism to Victoria by Crown; and
employment and other economic benefits that will
result from Melbourne being the headquarters for the
gaming business of Publishing and Broadcasting
Limited and the Melbourne casino remaining the
flagship gaming business for Publishing and
Broadcasting Limited in Australia.
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The amendments contained in this bill are part of this
agreement.
Importantly, the bill —
increases the matters that the commission must
consider when undertaking its periodic review into
the suitability of the casino operator under section 25
of the Casino Control Act 1991;
varies the maximum interval between the reviews;
and
ratifies an eighth deed of variation to the casino
management agreement under the Casino
(Management Agreement) Act 1993.
Currently, section 25 of the Casino Control Act 1991
requires the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation to undertake a periodic review of the casino
operator’s suitability not less than once every three
years and in conducting that review to consider:
whether the casino operator is a suitable person to
continue to hold the casino licence; and
whether it is in the public interest that the casino
licence should continue in force.
The bill amends section 25 to expand the matters the
commission is required to consider when conducting its
periodic review to specifically include:
Crown’s compliance with the Casino Control Act
1991, the Casino (Management Agreement) Act
1993, the Gambling Regulation Act 2003,
regulations made under those acts; and
Crown’s compliance with certain contractual
obligations to the state, including obligations under
the casino agreement, the casino licence and the site
lease, for example.
The bill extends the time period for this more rigorous
and detailed review of the casino operator from not
later than every three years to not later than every five
years. A review can still be conducted at a lesser
interval if the commission considers it necessary to do
so.
The bill includes a transitional provision to enable the
next periodic review to occur within five years of the
review that ended on 30 June 2003 and to consider the
additional matters specified in clause 3 of the bill for
the entire period of that review. This means that the
amendments for the periodic review will have a
retrospective effect, once the act has commenced, for
the period from 30 June 2003 until the day that the act
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commences. This will enable the new extended review
to apply immediately rather than after another limited
three-year review is undertaken.
The bill also amends the Casino (Management
Agreement) Act 1993 to ratify an eighth deed of
variation to the management agreement for the
Melbourne casino.
The management agreement is an agreement between
the state and Crown and is contained in schedule 1 to
the Casino (Management Agreement) Act 1993.
The eighth deed of variation to the management
agreement has been entered into as part of the package
of agreements that has been negotiated with Crown.
The bill ratifies the deed of variation which removes
from the management agreement the requirement that
Crown obtain the consent of the state prior to acquiring
assets that are not related to running a casino. This
reflects government’s decision to remove the single
purpose restriction and to allow Crown to carry on
businesses in addition to the Melbourne casino.
The bill will also ratify a variation to the management
agreement that updates the definition of transaction
documents to reflect two additional documents that
have been entered into with Crown.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SMITH (Bass).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 August.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
(WILLIAMSTOWN SHIPYARD) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Mr HULLS (Minister for Planning).
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I rise to present the
opposition’s response to the Planning and Environment
(Williamstown Shipyard) Bill. The opposition will not
be opposing this bill; however, I do have to note that
this bill seems to be something of an empty gesture, and
is perhaps too little, too late. The reality is that this bill
was introduced into the house late in May, and in the
first paragraph of the second-reading speech the
minister said that the government:
… with this bill is taking a further step to show its support for
the Tenix-Williamstown naval shipyard bid for the
Department of Defence air warfare destroyer project …
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Members will know that that is a $6 million project to
build three destroyers for the commonwealth. Indeed in
the last paragraph of the second-reading speech the
minister again reminded us that the government
introduced this bill:
… to ensure that Victoria has the greatest chance of success in
its bid for the Department of Defence air warfare destroyer
project.

Sadly Victoria did not win that tender; the project was
awarded to South Australia, and much has been said
about that in the media. Yet now we find ourselves with
this bill, which was intended to assist in the pursuit of
that tender. It does raise questions as to why it is
proceeding, whether it is necessary and whether it will
assist or in any way inhibit future use of the
Williamstown shipyard or advantage it. It would seem
on those accounts that there will probably be no
substantial gain as a result of this bill passing. There
may be some gains, which I will come to later, but will
there be any losses and will anyone be set back as a
consequence of this? Perhaps at the margins there
might be some control issues, but the reality is that in
the context of planning of land use at this site this is not
going to make a great deal of difference. Hence we will
not be opposing it.
In commenting on this I want to give a little
background. The context of the bid and the way the
government approached it was interesting. As I said, it
was a $6 million bid for the warfare destroyer project.
On 21 April the Treasurer was asked a question about
the bid and he had quite a few things to say. In fact he
said Victoria had the ‘most competitive bid’:
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 … that has been
signed by Tenix and the unions; we have a plan to minimise
risk and generate the best value for money; and we have the
commitment to win this project.

He went on to say:
There is absolutely no doubt that the Victorian Tenix bid … 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.

Sadly the one thing we did not have in the end was the
contract, and Victoria is the worse for that. It is not the
first time Victoria has missed out on significant
contracts, such as that for the Virgin Blue’s
headquarters, or perhaps for things less industrial, such
as the Super 12 bid. In that case the government simply
failed in its mission to win a licence for a rugby union

Thursday, 21 July 2005

side in the Super 12 — now the Super 14 —
competition, and plenty of criticism has been assigned
to the government since.
That is what the Treasurer had to say on 21 April. I
must admit that at the time my ears pricked up because
I thought perhaps the Treasurer was getting ahead of
himself, perhaps he was probably spruiking a little too
hard and maybe he actually felt nervous that we were
not going to succeed. I am not party to all the
information that the Treasurer might have had, but it
seemed odd to be spruiking your own bid in the
Parliament when the place to be spruiking the bid was
elsewhere.
Then curiously on 28 or 29 April in the other house the
Honourable Sang Nguyen raised the issue that
somehow or other the Williamstown dockyard was
going to be sold for housing. It was a spurious claim
and it was not made in the context that there was
currently a bid on and that at that time there was the
prospect that the shipyard would be a party to this
substantial warfare destroyer project. Again, that raised
my interest.
Then on 17 May the Premier came into this house and
said what a glorious bid Victoria had and that we could
not possibly lose. In that context I think a lot of people
thought that government members had got well ahead
of themselves, and that has unfortunately proved to be
the case. Of course since then we have had a lot of
commentary, and the Premier has maintained a public
face but has allowed a private face to be spoken of. It
has been leaked and described in the media that he is
somehow fuming about this result, despite having
publicly and happily aired the notion that he had had all
the assurances that this was a legitimate and straight
tender and that no ill would be taken.
It is probably best summed up in an Age editorial of
2 June. This was a couple of days after the
announcement was made. The Age had an editorial on
1 June, which I think was the day after the
announcement was made, which raised a range of
questions. Those questions have mostly and
substantially been put to bed and there has been plenty
of commentary since, but I think the editorial in the Age
of the following day, which was slightly calmer,
summed it up. The paragraph is entitled ‘State must
shape up or ship out’, and begins:
It’s time for a realistic rethink on shipbuilding, without false
optimism.

It goes on:
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Until the moment South Australia won the bidding in a
$6 billion deal to build three destroyers, Victoria refused to
contemplate losing.

And it says further:
The Bracks Government has some questions to answer. Was
it overconfident and so outrun by SA Premier Mike Rann?
That would call into question the quality of its political and
technical advice. How advanced is its plan B for
Williamstown, starting with bidding for the 70 per cent of
work on the destroyers that is to be done outside South
Australia? Western Australia has signed a memorandum of
understanding with South Australia that it expects will secure
much of that work.

Finally:
State planning law amendments will not save a shipyard that
doesn’t have ships to build. If it turns out that the decisive
moment has already passed for Williamstown, what are the
alternatives? Victorians must hope that plan B is better than
plan A turned out to be.

Plan A is gone, and we are left with this component of
plan B.
Before I come to the legislation itself, we need to
understand that in February this year the government
took steps to alter the Hobsons Bay planning scheme
which substantially covers the shipyard site, and as a
consequence of that the planning minister was made the
responsible authority. The planning minister is at the
table and he looks like someone who is the responsible
authority for the Hobsons Bay shipyard. I can see the
burden on his shoulders now, and he is straining at the
table. But he was made the responsible authority.
Coupled with the planning minister’s responsibility for
the port of Melbourne planning scheme, which also
covers part of the site in question, he was given total
authority for land-use planning on this site. The Premier
is quoted in a Herald Sun article on 5 March this year in
response to those changes:
Premier Steve Bracks said even if Williamstown lost the bid,
yesterday’s announcement would guarantee ‘there will
always be a shipyard, no matter what’.
‘This is a strategic site. We want to be the centre of
shipbuilding in this country. This helps keep it that way’.

That was said at the time the responsible authority
status was assigned to the planning minister.
Mr Hulls — And he announced the legislation that
same day.
Mr BAILLIEU — He made those announcements
about the planning scheme amendments in March this
year, and it was not until the week before the tender
was finally announced that we actually had presented to
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the Parliament the legislation which we have here
today. In fact you could only conclude that it really was
an empty gesture and it was a bit of last-minute
spruiking.
Mr Hulls — No, he actually announced it that same
day, I think you will find. You need to have a look at
the transcript.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The Minister for Planning has had his chance.
The member for Hawthorn has the call.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Minister for Planning is
suggesting that somehow I am not on the ball here
because the minister announced this legislation, and
that is the point I am making.
Mr Hulls — The Premier.
Mr BAILLIEU — I am sorry, the Premier
announced that this legislation would come, but the
changes that were made at that time and were in place
on the day the Premier spoke to the Herald Sun were
the responsible authority status changes — an
announcement in March. Yet it took until the end of
May to produce in the house the legislation which was
going to — —
Mr Hulls — That is not bad!
Mr BAILLIEU — Not bad! Not bad, says the
minister. That is fast-tracking through that cabinet of
yours. Goodness me! That is what makes this really an
empty gesture, the fact that the government did not
move — —
Mr Hulls — Better Decisions Faster.
Mr BAILLIEU — Better Decisions Faster? This is
one of those faster ones, is it?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Hawthorn will have his
conversation through the Chair.
Mr BAILLIEU — It is a fascinating debate across
the table, because the minister — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The debate should not be across the table.
Mr BAILLIEU — The minister knows that this has
really become a bit of a joke, and as for Better
Decisions Faster, we could go on for hours about what
a joke that has become — and I will come back to that
shortly.
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The reality is this legislation was introduced at the last
minute. It was almost a case of, ‘Ooh, we forgot to
introduce the legislation. We had better get on with it’.
It is not a substantial piece of legislation. The
conditions for the government controlling the land use
planning of the site were already in place early in
March — in fact in February. Everything since has
been an empty gesture, and the spruiking for the bid has
sadly failed.
What are we talking about here? We are talking about
the site on the Hobsons Bay and Williamstown
foreshore including Reid Street Pier, Nelson Pier West,
Dockyard Pier and surrounded by Nelson Place and
Kanowna Street and then some of the car park on the
south-eastern side of the site. All of this is just west of
the Gellibrand Pier site. A site is set aside, and the
intention is that it be set aside for shipbuilding.
What does this bill do? It is not a substantial piece of
legislation. We are not talking about a lot of changes.
The bill essentially inserts a new part 3D into the
Planning and Environment Act, and that provides for a
process for the implementation of a site strategy plan.
In doing this we are inserting a strategy plan for the
Williamstown shipyard into the Planning and
Environment Act and ensuring that that strategy plan, to
the extent that is needed, can only be altered with the
agreement of both houses of Parliament and using
ratification processes.
This government has found itself politically infatuated
with ratification processes. In terms of planning there
are limitations to that process, and I think the planning
community is starting to get the picture that assigning
planning authority to the Parliament and to members of
Parliament has political and symbolic value, but it is not
necessarily sound planning practice. In effect it is
increasingly being seen to create a situation where we
are abrogating planning authority to uninformed
members of Parliament. The reality is that members of
Parliament cannot be informed on all the detail of a
planning matter, and we saw that 18 months to two
years ago on the green wedge legislation.
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Environment Act subject to the same ratification
processes nearly three years ago. Has that actually been
implemented? The extraordinary thing is it has not. It is
yet to be implemented. There is a strategy plan but it
has not been inserted into planning schemes. That
reflects the dubious quality of ratification processes.
With this legislation the minister at any time ‘may’
prepare a strategy plan. The reality is the legislation
provides no obligation for the minister to prepare a
strategy plan. It will be subject to these approval
processes as would subsequent amendments.
There are some provisions for what can be in the
strategy plan. That in itself is instructive. Clause 3 of
the bill, which will be new section 46Z of the Planning
and Environment Act, says:
The purpose of this Part is to ensure that the Williamstown
Shipyard Site continues to be used for industrial and marine
engineering purposes and ancillary purposes.

We took some time at the briefing to get a handle on
what ‘industrial purposes’ means.
Mr Hulls — Did we give you a briefing? We never
got one under the old regime.
Mr BAILLIEU — We got a very good briefing
with the planning minister’s staffer and she was good
enough to come back with some of the items we asked
for. I am grateful for that. The term ‘industrial
purposes’ is very open ended. The strategy plan can
include just about anything. The term ‘ancillary
purposes’ is indeed similarly open ended. A response
from the minister’s staffer as to the meaning of
ancillary said:
Planning case law provides that an ancillary activity must be
either:
a necessary adjunct to the primary use and there must be
a close association between the principal and ancillary
use; or
an activity which grows out of or develops from the
primary use and is intended to enhance it.

This provisions for the new part 3D are similar to
provisions for the Melbourne Airport environs strategy.
Melbourne Airport is on a much more substantial piece
of land and the environs include much more than the
Williamstown shipyard.

The reality is that the range of that is huge. It could
even be, picking up the point of Mr Nguyen from the
other place, housing associated with the workers who
work on the site. That point was made at the briefing.
We also sought clarification of what ‘marine
engineering’ meant. The response to the briefing said:

The Williamstown shipyard is an important piece of
infrastructure land use, and we acknowledge and
support that. But it is petite compared to Melbourne
Airport. Interestingly, this house placed the Melbourne
Airport environs strategy plan into the Planning and

The planning scheme defines the term marine engineering
inclusively to mean shipbuilding, ship repair and
maintenance; oil and gas construction; fabrication, electrical
and other trades; systems engineering; systems operation;
integrated logistics; engineering design; training and
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education and associated accommodation; research and new
technologies; supply and warehousing and ancillary activities.

When you add on top of that the prospect of the site
being used for industrial purposes the reality is there is
almost nothing that would be excluded from a potential
strategy plan for the Williamstown shipyard. If that is
what the government wants, that is what the
government is going to get, because it has the numbers
in this house. But I do not think anyone should be under
any illusions that anything substantial is going to
change because this legislation is going through the
house. We will have another land-use planning
situation where a relatively petite piece of land use,
albeit a very important piece of infrastructure and
employment centre, is going to be subject to ratification
and the whims of the Parliament.
We do that currently with the Melbourne Airport
environs strategy plan. We did it first with the Upper
Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy
Plan. That is a very large piece of land and there is a
strategy plan associated with it because with the change
to the Planning and Environment Act and the change to
the local government boundaries we have retained the
regional strategy plan which was in place across
multiple municipalities. That largely operated as a
strategy plan exercise.
I have mentioned the Melbourne Airport environs
strategy plan. It was put through the house three years
ago and there is still no plan in place in the planning
schemes. In addition we have had green wedge
legislation through this house. There are various
provisions now such as the urban growth boundary
(UGB), which is defined in the act. Any subdivision
changes within the 800 000 hectares of land which now
forms a doughnut around Melbourne cannot be
changed without the ratification of both houses of this
Parliament. This means that any small change has to
come to this Parliament. This is regardless of whether
or not members of Parliament are informed about it and
can make anything other than a superficial judgment.
Already some of those provisions are causing some
grief. Let me quote an article by Rob Taber from Urban
Affairs, the newsletter of the Urban Development
Institute of Australia, volume 1, no. 22, winter 2005.
Rob Taber is an engineer and property specialist and
the chief executive of Villawood Properties.
Interestingly, he was formerly with VicUrban and has
more than 25 years’ experience in development and
associated industries. He specialises in developing
contaminated and difficult sites. In an article about the
UGB and the processes that apply he said:
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But the pertinent point is that the high cost base for raw land
is locked in thanks to the UGB eliminating the scope for the
developers to do something new and unique as there is no
reward for this risky venture.
From this examination of the effects of the UGB it is
reasonable to predict that the days of highly innovative
projects are gone.
Developers don’t need to have smart ideas to meet all
stakeholder needs and they don’t have the incentive of a high
risk-high reward approach to introduce new products and new
ways of developing.
In essence the UGB has dumbed down the land development
industry and severely diminished housing affordability along
the way.

Mr Hulls — That is wrong. You have to be
innovative. That is just not true.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Minister for Planning says
that is not true. I am sure he will take that up in the next
issue of the Urban Development Institute of Australia’s
magazine.
Mr Hulls — Or probably at the dinner on Saturday
night. I look forward to your company and having a
dance with you, Ted.
Mr BAILLIEU — A dance with you, Minister!
Who would be leading?
Mr Hulls — Obviously me. You’d just follow on.
Mr BAILLIEU — The minister can deny the views
of the industry, but we are hearing that constantly. We
heard it recently on the Outer Suburban/Interface
Services and Development Committee at a
parliamentary committee hearing. We heard similar
commentary from a number of developers.
I make the point because the UGB is locked into
legislation and is subject to ratification. It means that
any changes have to go through Parliament. The risk is
that we get political decisions rather than informed
decisions as a consequence.
I have mentioned that the legislation contains a strategy
plan that goes to the Williamstown shipyard site
strategy plan and the provisions for amending such a
plan. I mentioned the fact that it includes ‘industrial’
which is a very lose definition and ‘ancillary’
provisions. There is one very curious provision that I
want to mention, and that is the provision in proposed
section 46ZC(4) of new part 3D and which reads:
The strategy plan must not prevent —
(a) the continued use by the public of …
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There are then some details of particular pieces of the
land. The reality of those provisions is such that they
will allow the continuing use of the land for what I
understand to be a Sunday market. That is a very
cheerful provision, but if we are actually talking about
the significance of this site to the extent that it is a key
piece of industrial, manufacturing and shipbuilding
infrastructure in Australia, which is certainly the hope
and claim of the opposition, then it is curious that we
would have a provision which allows a Sunday market
into perpetuity, and that the perpetuity of that market
cannot be changed without both houses of Parliament
agreeing to the change. It reflects the fact that the
government’s heart is not really in this legislation. It did
not bring it in until absolutely the last moment, and it
has not dealt with some of the tricky issues — and I can
see that that is a tricky issue because it concerns a local
community and a local asset. But I think it reflects the
fact that the government’s heart is not really in it.
The second-reading speech and the legislation refer to
Better Decisions Faster aspects and changes to the
Planning and Environment Act which were made last
year under the Better Decisions Faster label. It is
interesting to contemplate what has happened to those,
and I have already raised in this house the fact that the
planning industry in Victoria is up in arms about those
changes, because they have failed. Again, the planning
minister is giggling. I am sure he is desperate to get
onto his feet and refute that, but the reality is that
planners, councils, professionals and commentators
have said that the changes have been a debacle. The
provisions for the authorisation and certification of
planning scheme amendments by the minister have
already attracted significant criticism from the industry.
I recently received some correspondence from a very
prominent planner who says that not only does it make
the system more convoluted and time consuming but it
fails in its key aim of making decisions faster. He goes
on to say that these changes could effectively increase
the procedural time taken to process planning scheme
amendments by up to two to three months.
That has been the experience, and I have raised in this
house before concerns about those changes very
forcefully expressed by the Municipal Association of
Victoria, by almost every metropolitan council at least
and some regional and rural councils. It simply amuses
me that in the second-reading speech the government
again tries to trumpet its claim of making better
decisions faster. We got it before from the planning
minister when he laughed that better decisions faster
would be an ironic title to attach to this legislation
because it was introduced at the last minute, and now
here we are proceeding with it as an empty gesture after
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the bid which it was meant to support has already been
lost.
There is no great significance to the legislation in terms
of its provisions. I have been through the ones which I
think are significant. In an article in the Herald Sun on
2 June the Leader of the Opposition expressed well the
opposition’s view on the Tenix site. The comments
were made following the bid and after some of the hue
and cry that we heard from the Treasurer, the Premier
and others. He said:
We need to put a stop to this pointless whingeing and turn a
loss into an opportunity.
… it would be more honest to admit that Victoria’s bid was
flawed and it was second rate compared with South
Australia’s.
So where to from here? First, we need to quickly and honestly
analyse what went wrong with our bid.
We need to ask ourselves if it was because the government’s
most junior minister, Tim Holding, and then failed minister
Andre Haermeyer were put in charge of this project.

He goes on to explain that we need to have a plan B, as
the Age editorial says.
The legislation will no doubt pass in the knowledge that
nothing significant is really going to come from it: there
will be no great gains. There will perhaps be a land tax
change. It will be interesting to see whether the value of
the land changes at all following the passage of this
legislation, and if as a consequence the land tax
liabilities for the owners of the land will change. They
may benefit from it in some way.
Will anyone lose from it? There may be some
restriction or some slowing down in the process in
terms of future land use planning if there needs to be a
change. That is about it. I do not think anything much is
going to be gained from the legislation. A key
description of this legislation and its conduct was given
on Channel 9’s Sunday program which did an analysis
of the tender. It very accurately walked through the
tender and noted that South Australia had outsmarted
Victoria on a commercial bid, and attributed much of
that to former BHP chief executive, John Prescott. It
was a fascinating analysis which does not reflect well
on the Victorian government that following the bid
whinged rather than got on with it.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on behalf of The Nationals on the Planning and
Environment (Williamstown Shipyard) Bill and to say
that it will not be opposing the bill.
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It is a small bill whose purpose is to amend the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 to ensure the
continued use of the Williamstown shipyard site for
industrial and marine engineering purposes, as well as
ancillary purposes. The main purpose of the bill is to
insert new part 3D to provide for the preparation of a
strategy plan for the Williamstown shipyard site by the
minister. While the minister may prepare the strategy
plan, it has to be approved by both houses of
Parliament. I understand that the Minister for
Environment must give consent for any works within
the coastal areas, and that includes dredging works.
The member for Hawthorn said the government stated
that it brought this bill before Parliament to show its
support for the Tenix Williamstown naval shipyard bid,
which was a project of state significance, and had we
been awarded that tender it would have meant quite a
lot to Victoria. The bill was introduced on 25 May. It is
being debated today, 21 July, and it will be second-read
in the other place on 9 August. That means it will be at
least 3 months, and maybe 4 or 5 months, before the
bill receives royal assent and we can see its outcome.
The planning minister is now the responsible authority
for administering and enforcing the Hobsons Bay
Council’s planning scheme for the Williamstown
shipyard site. Previously there were two planning
schemes which were not streamlined enough, and it
makes sense to make the minister the responsible
authority for the Hobsons Bay scheme as well as the
port of Melbourne scheme, for which the minister is
already the responsible authority. The minister has also
said that the passing of this bill will make the planning
process more consistent, more effective and more
streamlined.
The bid that this bill was to support was for a $6 billion
contract to build three air warfare destroyers for the
Department of Defence which would have been of state
significance, not just for Williamstown but for the rest
of the state. It would have injected $3 billion into the
economy and created 1600 new jobs at the site. There
are already 600 people at the Williamstown site, but
this would have meant there would be 2200 workers at
the site. There would also be a college of shipbuilding
and marine design to train up to 150 students per year,
provide more opportunities for our apprentices and for
the employment of our young people.
There were four bids to build the air warfare
destroyers — Tenix in Williamstown; Tenix in
Osborne, South Australia, which was a greenfields site;
the Australian Submarine Corporation (ASC) at
Osborne in South Australia; and a United States of
America shipbuilder, Northrop Grumman.
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The competition was mainly from the Osborne site in
South Australia, which was a greenfields site. It is
interesting that that site won the bid, because you would
have thought, looking at the Williamstown bid, that it
should have won — if we believe the Treasurer, who
said the site and the shipbuilders had a good reputation.
They built quality ships on time and on budget, so I
think more could have been done there to make certain
we did everything in our power to ensure that it was the
successful tender.
However, the Tenix Williamstown naval shipyard bid
was unsuccessful and the tender was awarded to the
Adelaide-based Australian Submarine Corporation
(ASC) for the $6 billion bid. This is a great loss to
Victoria and, more importantly, to the workers at the
shipyard. The federal defence minister, Senator Robert
Hill, said the ASC’s bid was superior. The Treasurer
commented that the Victorian bid was less than the
competing bids, being better value for money. It was
about $300 million to $500 million less than competing
bids.
Mr Baillieu — The federal or state Treasurer?
Mrs POWELL — The Victorian Treasurer said that
Victoria’s bid was — —
Mr Baillieu — He claimed.
Mrs POWELL — As the member for Hawthorn
said, it was the Treasurer’s claim that it was
$300 million to $500 million less than the competing
bids. But the defence minister, Robert Hill, also said
there would be opportunities for the other shipyards,
including Williamstown, if they did not win the tender.
Some 70 per cent of the module construction will be
subcontracted to other shipyards around Australia,
creating a thousand additional jobs and other
opportunities throughout the country.
The Minister for Planning knows of these opportunities
and the need for urgency and consistency for the
Williamstown shipyard. A number of reasons for
upgrading the site for future opportunities are given in
the minister’s Ministerial Powers of Intervention in
Planning and Heritage Matters document, which
provides for the minister to become the responsible
authority for the site. I will not go through the whole
document, but some of it makes good reading. I refer to
one of the issues stated in the document, which is dated
February 2005:
… The successful shipbuilder is expected to source some air
warfare destroyer (AWD) modules from other Australian
shipyards. This will mean there is some sharing of the AWD
work across multiple shipyards. Tenix estimates as many as
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600 Victorian businesses will supply into the AWD project
and expects the value of Victorian inputs to match the
$3 billion achieved on the ANZAC project.

It goes on to say:
The project would modernise the Williamstown dockyard,
and this, combined with the introduction of new skills and
production methods, would help secure the future of the
dockyard through 2016 and beyond.

That is what we are looking for — making sure that the
shipyard at Williamstown continues to get appropriate
contracts.
The government commissioned a report entitled
Building the Air Warfare Destroyers — How Does
Williamstown Rate? from the Allen Consulting Group.
The report, which went to the minister in February
2005, gives a number of reasons why Williamstown
should have been the preferred tenderer. I will just read
through a few of the competitive advantages. It talks
about the Williamstown shipyard growing into an
efficient operation with a skilled work force; it talks
about the Anzac ships being delivered on budget and
close to the original schedule, with fully operational
systems; and it talks about two of them having been
exported to an apparently satisfied customer. The
premium paid for local construction is low. It also says
that further contracts to upgrade the Anzac ships have
been awarded to the Williamstown yard and that Tenix
has won a number of export orders, recently including a
major warship project for New Zealand, in strong
competition with other international players.
The report goes on to talk about the disadvantages of
the site. It talks about the history and the heritage value
of the Williamstown site, saying:
Despite its colourful history, there is a view among some
officials in Canberra that the shipyard in Williamstown is
somehow unsustainable. They point to its supposed
unattractiveness in the middle of a bayside suburb and to
supposedly high-opportunity costs because of the potential of
the site to be used for housing or recreational activities. They
also sometimes allude to security concerns that such a
significant facility should be located adjacent to residential
areas.
…
… The shipyard is centrally located near to a shopping and
restaurant strip and not far from residential developments …
One of the conditions of the tender is that the shipyard should
be available to carry out major through life support
(maintenance tasks occur at, or close to, the fleet bases) on the
AWDs for the duration of the service. This suggests that the
facility’s existence would need to be guaranteed out to about
2050. We understand that neither Tenix nor the state
government has any difficulty in agreeing to this condition.
There is no intention to re-zone the site.
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The report also talks about the need for some upgrades
at the site to make it more competitive:
The shipyard at Williamstown is a modern working facility
still engaged in building the Anzac frigates … While much of
the existing shipyard would not require refurbishing in order
to accommodate the AWDs, some facilities would need to be
upgraded or replaced. For example, the present slipways and
docks are too small, and in any case there is now a view that
slipway launches are undesirable for substantial vessels
because of the strain they supposedly exert on the hull.
Some upgrading of the Tenix shipyard will be required to
enable it to consolidate the AWD platforms at Williamstown.
The work includes the provision of a floating dock for launch;
cranes, including a heavy-lift mobile crane; a construction
hall; a steel fabrication shop; panel manufacturing facilities,
including a robot cutting machine; pier demolition; and
dredging.
The capital cost of the works would be of the order of
$80 million. It is understood that the Victorian government
has offered a support package for the project that would
provide funding for a share of this upgrade cost.

I understand that the government had also included
support by way of being able to give some payroll relief
and also streamlining the planning process, which had
already been done by making the minister the
responsible authority for that site.
There is a need for upgrading at Williamstown so Tenix
can tender for any other subcontracting by the
Australian Submarine Corporation (ASC). It is
important that that upgrading gets done, because there
is some concern about the site continuing as it is once
any contracts Tenix has have been completed. We also
need to ensure that Tenix itself does not reduce its
commitment to the Williamstown site in preference to
the one in South Australia.
Some concerns were raised in an article in the Adelaide
Advertiser of Wednesday, 8 June 2005. It reports some
comments by Mr Salteri, who is the Tenix Group
managing director. Given that Tenix already employs
800 people in South Australia, it reports:
(Mr Salteri) said Tenix would compete for the contract to
build hull sections for the destroyers — 70 per cent of which
would be outsourced by ASC.
He said Tenix would consider relocating some of its 500 staff
from Williamstown if it was awarded a share of the hull
sections construction. ‘If we had the work and we had to do it
in South Australia, by all means, we’d relocate (staff)’, he
said. ‘We’re used to, coming from the construction industry,
sending our people to where the jobs are’.
Despite criticism from Victorian Premier Steve Bracks of the
federal government decision to give the destroyer contract to
ASC, Mr Salteri congratulated ASC on its winning tender and
said his company looked forward to competing for associated
work.
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I think we have to make sure that any associated work
is tendered for from the Victorian site. The government
must do everything it can to support the site at
Williamstown by ensuring that the planning processes
are streamlined, that the upgrades go ahead and that all
the other issues are dealt with so that the government
itself will not be the one that holds up unnecessarily any
further alterations or upgrades.
As we have seen, Tenix Williamstown can tender for
other shipbuilding projects in the future, and we need to
ensure that those tenders are won for the betterment of
the Williamstown site and not for any South Australian
site. I believe the strategy plan that this bill enables the
minister to prepare should also take into account the
needs of the community. It is important to listen to
community members’ concerns, as well as the retail
shopping centres and the commercial ventures around
the port, because it is of historic value. The government
must make sure it looks into all those issues when it
makes any decisions about a strategy plan for the area.
Hopefully when the plan comes before Parliament we
will be able to examine it.
There is a need for this bill to be passed as quickly as
possible so that a strategy plan can be put in place and
we do not substantially impede Tenix in any subsequent
contracting for works. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — It is with great pleasure
that I rise in support of this bill, which amends the
Planning and Environment Act to protect land use at the
Williamstown shipyard. Even though it is a small bill it
is a very important one, because it will ensure that the
land around the shipyard is maintained for industrial
and marine-engineering purposes, and it provides
certainty for the future of the Williamstown shipyard.
Earlier this year the Premier gave an assurance that the
shipyard would remain and maintain its function. This
is really about delivering on that commitment.
This bill is important in a land-use sense, because the
potential to rezone the Williamstown shipyard is very
great. They are on the foreshore in a very important part
of Williamstown that would be very valuable if it were
rezoned for housing. That is obviously a threat to the
shipyard. Housing redevelopments are generally a
threat to ports as well as to shipyards, given their
encroachment on areas of state significance. This bill
provides that the Williamstown site cannot be used for
non-industrial purposes; hence it cannot be rezoned as
residential without the approval of both houses of
Parliament.
This major initiative by the government, that it intends
the site to be used for industrial marine and engineering
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purposes, is very valuable for Victorian industry.
Shipbuilding is a high-tech industry which is an
enormous feeder for other industries. It enables us to
retain an enormous skill base not only throughout the
industrial areas of Victoria but particularly in the
western suburbs, where there are a lot of workers who
work on the site. So shipbuilding is of great importance
to the western suburbs and the wider Victorian
economy.
The member for Hawthorn misunderstood the Tenix air
warfare destroyer bid, which was very competitive. He
stated that this bill is too little, too late, but I think the
state of Victoria, this government and Tenix did
everything they could to secure the contract. In fact the
Allen Consulting Group report, which the member for
Shepparton quoted, found that the state’s bid was the
most competitive on a number of levels and that
Victoria had a very strong case. Even though it did not
get the primary air warfare destroyer contract for
Victoria, Tenix remains a very competitive player in the
world shipping market. It is completing the 10th Anzac
frigate, which is on time and on budget, and it is
building two ships for the New Zealand navy, which
will be ready by 2007. Clearly it is still very
competitive in shipbuilding, and we believe, quite
rightly, that Tenix in Williamstown operates the best
shipbuilding yards in the country.
The reality is that the AWD project is far too big for the
Australian Submarine Corporation. Seventy per cent of
the module work will be constructed at other shipyards.
That will provide an opportunity for the Tenix
Williamstown shipyard, which will obviously be where
it will be bidding. It remains a world-competitive
shipyard and will obviously compete for other projects.
This bill is important, because it is about land use. It is
also very much up front, in that it requires a strategy
plan for the site. That strategy plan will look at the
future use of the site and its ability to both directly and
indirectly create jobs. It recognises the importance of
the marine engineering and industrial activities at that
site and the importance of marine engineering as an
industrial sector for Victoria, because if we lose the
shipyard we lose an important area of expertise and
industry in this state.
In providing for a strategic plan for the site the
Victorian government is delivering support, certainty
and streamlined planning processes for the
Williamstown shipyard. It is really a key to and an
important part of our industrial base in Victoria. In
doing this the government is being supported by the
Hobsons Bay City Council and the local community.
As was mentioned by previous speakers, part of
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developing the strategic process is akin to the work that
has been done around the airport and its environs plan.
It is very much about getting the community and local
councils involved, consulting on the future of the site
and ensuring that local interests are also represented.
That is part of the key to this. It is about protecting
important infrastructure and about the use of land
which is important to the industrial fabric and expertise
of this state. That will be done through a strategic
planning process involving the local council and local
community interests. Anyone who knows about the
shipyard at Williamstown will understand the
importance of all that.
The shipyard abuts both residential land and a major
shopping and restaurant strip which is of major tourist
importance as well as community importance in terms
of the local economy. All those interests need to be
satisfied. I think this is the best possible process. I do
not agree with the member for Hawthorn, who said that
it is a petite site, that this is too late in the piece and that
it is not important. This is an important bill that
provides for very good strategic planning and for
having a continuing shipbuilding sector in the Victorian
economy. With that brief contribution I want to endorse
the bill and wish it a swift passage.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In joining the
debate today I will make a brief contribution. What an
indulgence we have here before us. To think that the
Premier of the state can walk in and sponsor legislation
that is specific to his electorate — a cute little device to
win him a few votes in his own patch. Can you imagine
if the member for Scoresby, who is at the table,
introduced legislation that suggested that further
protection for Koomba Park in his electorate be
specifically legislated for as a flora and fauna reserve or
a state park? Can you imagine if I came into this
Parliament and requested special legislation for my
electorate that set aside the Warrandyte township as a
particular heritage precinct or as a single use only area?
The Parliament would throw it out with contempt. It
would say, ‘This is the greatest example of parish
pumping or pushing your own barrow imaginable, and
the Parliament’s time ought not be wasted with the
indulgence of one single member being able to put
legislation through’.
This is what this legislation is about — shoring up the
Premier’s vote in Williamstown to make him look
good, given that, as the member for Hawthorn correctly
said, the government is incredibly embarrassed about
its poor effort in trying to win the major contract. It is
spitting the dummy and now deciding it will make sure
it protects and mothballs an industrial site for all time.
That is a cute device that reveals that the government

Thursday, 21 July 2005

did not get its act together and lost the contract for
Victoria — and many thousands of jobs have been lost
as a result. Now the government is trying to look as
though it is doing something about it, just in case a
contract is won in the future, by enshrining this site in
electorate-specific legislation.
As shadow Minister for Environment I could
understand if the government came forward with
legislation to protect the natural environment. I could
understand the government coming forward with
legislation that would protect the built environment by
way of heritage. But it is a first for the Parliament to
have specific legislation that protects an industrial site
from any attempt to ensure that there could be some
revegetation of areas that may not be required in the
future for some industrial purpose. The ultimate
political irony is that a community market takes place
in this industrial precinct, and that will be protected by
this legislation as well.
Why did the Premier not come in here today and
protect the Royal Williamstown Yacht Squadron site in
his electorate — where I have been on a number of
occasions — rather than the built environment? Why
did he not come in here and have specific legislation to
protect the housing commission flats in his electorate as
a significant part of the environment of Williamstown?
Let the house be aware of what this legislation is all
about. It is about taking up Parliament’s time to indulge
the Premier of the day in an electorate-specific situation
he has got himself into because of the poor negotiations
carried out by him and the Treasurer on getting jobs for
his area. Because he could not get the jobs he is quite
content to have a mothballed site enshrined in
legislation so that all can see that the site could be used
in the future. That is good for jobs! No-one is denying
that it is a very important industrial facility. No-one is
denying that it was important for Victoria to have won
the bid, and we would have liked to work with the
government if it had bothered to extend the hand of
cooperation so that we could work together.
Unfortunately the government had a winner-take-all
attitude to this, and it lost. If it had extended a
cooperative hand, we may have got across the line —
who knows.
Having said that, the opposition supports the
importance of both the Williamstown port and the
shipbuilding facility in terms of providing future jobs,
but we are fascinated by this interesting device by
which the Premier seeks to demonstrate that he really
does care about this patch of dirt by for the first time
having an industrial area protected when the
government’s rhetoric is all about improving the
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environment, not just the built environment but one
hopes the natural environment.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the bill and
point out its importance to the western suburbs.
Historically a lot of people from the western suburbs
have worked at the Williamstown dockyards, as they
have been known. Generation after generation has
worked there. We have seen the changes and pressure
on industry, particularly in the western suburbs, where
businesses have disappeared or closed down. Often the
land they were on has been sold off for the
development of shopping centres or other activities. A
typical case is the former Sunshine Harvester Works
site, of which there are no remnants left. The Albion
explosives factory has disappeared. Businesses have
disappeared from the west because the land has become
too valuable and because of pressure for other
development to occur on those sites.
This bill will protect the Williamstown naval
dockyards, as they were known, and Tenix from the
pressure that is taking place in Williamstown. As has
been pointed out, with housing around it and an
attractive shopping strip, there could be pressure in the
future for the land to be used for other purposes rather
than for the sort of heavy industry that we have now.
This measure will also make sure that Tenix can invest
in the facility and that it has security of tenure so that in
bidding for other tenders it will not be worrying about a
changed planning scheme that could put its operations
in jeopardy.
This bill should have been passed a long time ago, in
view of the way the area has moved ahead, the trends
with industry and the changes in the industrial
landscape across the region. The government is shifting
the fruit and vegetable market, and there will be no
protection of the existing site because the market will
be shifted to another location. People are saying there
are more uses for that land. Patrick and P & O want to
use it for containers. That will change the shape of that
industrial area. It is important for Williamstown that the
Williamstown dockyards be preserved. Once the bill is
passed any changes to the planning scheme will require
the approval of both houses of Parliament.
When I started work as an apprentice I worked at
Metters in Gordon Street, Footscray, known later as
Modern Maid. That factory has gone totally. It has
disappeared and the land has been sold for housing. The
commonwealth ordnance factory site on the
Maribyrnong River has been sold off for housing, so
industry is disappearing. This bill will protect one
industry and is guaranteeing that it will remain at
Williamstown for the future.
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Having made those points, like others I feel that it is
unfortunate we did not win the tender. It is open to
debate whether there was federal government bias
against Victoria in our not winning the bid. With Tenix
the Victorian government put in the best bid for the
project, but this legislation will protect the industry for
the future. It will mean we secure jobs and the company
will be secure in that area and not have to worry about
the encroachment of other possible developments on
Crown land surrounding the site.
The shipbuilding industry is an important part of
Australia. We are an island nation, and we need a
viable shipbuilding industry. We need to develop skills
and to continue developing skills in that area, because it
is of great importance. The federal government is
encouraging skilled migration. We need to develop our
own skills in the shipbuilding industry. One need only
look at Scotland to see how that has changed. As you
go down the Clyde River you see how the shipbuilding
industries have disappeared.
For those reasons I commend the bill to the house to
ensure that we retain a shipbuilding industry here in
Victoria, regardless of its scale. I only hope we win
future tenders for that industry for the sake of Victoria,
the people of Melbourne and its work force, and to
maintain the skills of this island nation of ours. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The opposition does not
oppose the Planning and Environment (Williamstown
Shipyard) Bill. The bill is a very simple one, but as
usual there was great spin at the time from the
government as to what it claimed the bill would
actually do.
In blunt terms the bill establishes a process or strategy
plan for the Williamstown site similar to the Melbourne
Airport environs strategy plan. The plan must be
approved by Parliament, and likewise amendments
must be approved by Parliament. In the main the bill
has a simple purpose. It claims to ensure:
… the continued use of the Williamstown shipyard site for
industrial and marine engineering purposes and ancillary
purposes.

In the second-reading speech great claims were made
about what this bill would do. The minister claimed at
the time that:
The … government with this bill is taking a further step to
show its support for the Tenix Williamstown … shipyard bill.

Likewise later in the speech the minister went on to say:
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The Victorian government is delivering support, certainty and
streamlined planning processes to ensure that Victoria has the
greatest chance of success in its bid for the Department of
Defence air warfare destroyer project.

They were the claims the government made at the time,
that this bill would somehow help in Victoria’s pitch to
get the air warfare destroyers (AWD) contract. All
Victorians I am sure would have wanted this bid to
succeed. Significant claims were made by the
government. It was, of course, a $6 billion contract. The
government claimed in the second-reading speech that
this contract would have been worth $3 billion to the
Victorian economy, and indeed it claimed that if
Victoria were successful in this bid there would be
2200 jobs, which included the 600 existing jobs at the
site. Oddly enough — and I think it is typical of this
government’s spin and sloppiness in terms of attention
to detail — while the second-reading speech talks about
a $3 billion benefit to the Victoria economy, on
21 April 2005 the Treasurer, when spruiking for this
bid in the house, said it would be $2 billion put into the
Victorian economy. So on the one hand the Treasurer
said there would be a $2 billion boost to the economy,
but on the other hand in the second-reading speech a
$3 billion boost was claimed.
The Allen Consulting Group was asked by the
government to evaluate the Victorian bid, and again we
heard the Treasurer spruiking in the house the merits of
the Victorian bid. The Allen Consulting Group did, I
think, two reports and its evaluation with Tenix
Williamstown was that there were six areas where it felt
Victoria’s bid was superior to the South Australian bid.
Those were the areas of capability and competitiveness,
skilled work force, supplier networks, a secure site,
consolidation of naval platforms and integrating surface
ship systems.
We heard much from both the Premier and the
Treasurer about how the Victorian bid was better and
how we, as Victorians, were going to win this bid. In
the end, of course, the bid was awarded to South
Australia and the Australian Submarine Corporation,
and that was a huge disappointment, not only to the
government but for anyone wishing to see that contract
secured by Victoria. However, 70 per cent of the work
will be outsourced, and other speakers have touched on
that.
The government needs to chase this with considerable
vigour in order to provide support for that work going
to Williamstown. Much commentary has been made
about the decision to award the contract to South
Australia and not to Victoria. There have been
allegations of political favouritism, with the number of
South Australian ministers associated with the decision
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making. However, that has been dismissed out of hand
by the Prime Minister and the federal Treasurer.
There has also been a range of questions about whether
the Victorian government supported the Victorian bid
sufficiently and provided enough support for it. One
newspaper reported that $100 million of taxpayers
funds went to support the bid. Another newspaper
reported $80 million. The government claims, of
course, that these things are commercial in confidence.
In fairness to the government, some participants in the
bid said that the Victorian government did everything
that was possible. However, there are still questions as
to whether the Victorian government did everything
possible, and I have no doubt the government’s
response to some answers to freedom of information
requests will help the opposition in its understanding of
that.
There are a number of issues that I want to comment on
briefly in conclusion. The government needs to move
on and do everything possible to secure the 70 per cent
of work which will be contracted out, and presumably
Williamstown is very well placed to secure that work.
One thing that is certain is that the bill before the house
played absolutely no role, notwithstanding the claims of
both the Premier and the Minister for Planning at the
time.
Nine press releases were issued in relation to this
contract. We had nine press releases but no contract,
and I note that the Minister for Planning also referred to
a $2 billion boost to the Victorian economy in a press
release dated 26 May 2005. The Minister for Planning
went on to say:
The … government has taken further steps to strengthen the
Tenix Williamstown naval shipyard bid …
The government is doing everything it can to secure the
AWD project for Victoria and secure Williamstown’s
position as the nation’s hub of naval shipping.

He again makes a reference to a $2 billion boost to the
economy, but his second-reading speech in fact refers
to a $3 billion boost to the Victorian economy.
I also note a press release from the same minister in his
capacity as Minister for Industrial Relations on Friday,
11 March 2005, when he announced a memorandum of
understanding with the unions and claimed this would
further boost the Victorian bid for this work, where he
refers to a $3 billion boost to the Victorian economy.
My point is a very simple one. The minister claimed in
March that this bid would boost the economy by
$3 billion. The minister claimed in May that it would
boost the economy by $2 billion. The Treasurer
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claimed in Parliament that there would be a $2 billion
boost to the economy, and on occasions the government
claimed it was a $3 billion boost. I think this is
indicative of the sloppiness of the Bracks
government — the overall excitement of the
government about spruiking. The government loves to
issue press releases. It is not so keen on the hard
work — in this instance actually supporting the bid that
went to the federal government.
I hope the government did not exhibit massive
sloppiness in its handling of the bill, but I certainly
think in its handling of press releases — there is a
significant difference between $2 billion and $3 billion,
even for this government, which regularly blows its
budget by about $1 billion a year — it needs to exercise
more care with detail, even when it is in spruiking
mode, which is most of the time.
In conclusion, I wish to refer to an article by Robert
Gottliebsen, a very respected journalist, which appeared
in the Australian on 17 June 2005. Mr Gottliebsen
wrote:
When the Victorian Parliament understands what
happened —

in relation to this bid —
there could be long-term retribution, especially if Tenix does
not win the ASC shipbuilding subcontracting offers and/or
the next round of federal government tenders.

He went on to explain:
Tenix already had amortised a modern shipbuilding yard in
Williamstown and the Victorian government had offered it an
$80 million incentive to tender competitively.
…
All Tenix had to do was match ASC, because the government
could not be seen to favour its own company.
The Salteri family and Tenix decided to recapitalise the
written-down shipyards and amortise them again over the life
of the new warship contract, arguing that had they sold the
shipyard at market price to a third party and paid rent, it
would have had the same effect.
Unofficial warnings were given, but they took no notice — a
horrendous miscalculation.

Gottliebsen then said:
The ‘double dip’ enraged the federal government, because it
had already paid the amortisation of the shipyards once via
the frigate project.

If Gottliebsen is accurate and correct, the real issues for
this government are whether the Minister for Planning
was aware of this miscalculation and whether that was
why he spruiked the bid so hard, knowing of the
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problems in the initial bid. I seek some guidance from
the minister at the conclusion of this debate.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to speak on the Planning and Environment
(Williamstown Shipyard) Bill, which provides certainty
that the site will continue to be used for shipbuilding
long into the future. The state government has
committed itself to seeing marine engineering continue
in Victoria for a long time. Sadly the awarding of the
air warfare destroyer contract to the South Australia
tender group, which has never built a boat before, has
severely damaged the shipbuilding ability at the
shipyard in the immediate term. It will still obviously
continue, but in my experience there will be a major
blowout, because the last time the South Australians
took up something in this area was when they built
submarines. They have never actually built a ship.
I have a long-time experience with the Defence
Materiel Organisation, which awarded this tender.
Some years ago I identified about $250 million worth
of dishonest, mismanaged and corrupt contracts which
the DMO had awarded. The Australian National Audit
Office indicated to me and Anthony Byrne, the then
federal member for Holt, that what we had identified
was correct. The office could find documents to prove
the existence of at least $125 million worth of
mismanaged contracts by the Defence Materiel
Organisation and its contractors at HMAS Cerberus
and other sites around Victoria. It was not able to
identify where the paperwork was for the other
$125 million worth of mismanaged contracts.
Currently there are court cases against the organisation
and some of its contractors. Two of those cases have in
the immediate term been won. What that highlights is
that the Defence Materiel Organisation is pretty
ordinary at managing contracts. At the end of the day I
expect the contract which has been awarded to South
Australia to blow out by at least $1 billion, if not more.
I would question the independence of the awarding of
this contract and whether it was done for the benefit of
the whole country or whether it was done for political
purposes. I congratulate South Australia on winning the
contract, but I highlight that the Defence Materiel
Organisation has an appalling record of mismanaging
contracts over many years.
The bill provides a strategy plan for the site. It
highlights the state government’s commitment above
all else to manufacturing and high-tech industries. The
Minister for Planning will be the responsible authority
following an amendment that was supported by the
Hobson’s Bay council. The bill is consistent with the
authority provisions for the port of Melbourne, the
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Minister for Planning being the responsible authority. It
ensures that the site will not become a residential
development but will be used for industrial purposes in
the long term. This government has shown a very
strong commitment to manufacturing and the like,
whereas in many ways the federal government has not.
We have seen elaborately transferred manufactures
going backwards. In 1996–97 they made up
21.1 per cent of total exports, so realistically we have
fallen back to the level of the late 1990s.
The federal government has done nothing about
infrastructure, yet the opposition claims it is the state
government’s fault! The federal government has
accepted no responsibility. This has been on the horizon
for five years. We have put substantial funds into
infrastructure and capital spending while the federal
government has watched the world go by.
In terms of the supply of skilled labour we have
watched university enrolments drop from 435 000 in
1996 to 424 000 in 2002. We have new apprenticeships
in schools. The new apprenticeship scheme, which was
set up by the federal government, provides about
300 traineeships in each region of Victoria. It is hardly
a startling effort, given the amount of money they
actually generate. The labour productivity increase in
this country has fallen from 3.2 per cent in 1993–98 to
1.8 per cent in the period from 1998 to 2003. We have a
new wages policy, but I question how that would
improve productivity when we have limited training
and limited effort to get more people through university
or apprenticeships. Now we have a new scheme which
reflects that the federal government has decided that the
best way to take the country forward is to actually drop
wages. That is fine for certain industries that compete
solely on price, but in manufacturing industries and so
forth we need a good supply of skilled labour and we
need to look forward to productivity increasing and that
scheme is hardly going to move those industries along.
Research and development is falling back. While the
state government is putting money into it through its
science, technology and innovation program, the
federal government is relying on consumption and asset
prices to drive this economy. I guess that when things
come to a halt the only people who will be said to be at
fault will be the state governments and the unions. The
federal Treasurer, Peter Costello, will not take any
responsibility for this. We have a trade deficit which is
blowing out massively. The federal government has not
even addressed the issue of where manufactured
exports have gone and the federal Treasurer has just sat
and watched the world go by. I have noticed that the
big debt truck has not been brought out again because
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this time around the debts would be too damn
embarrassing!
In many ways this state government does have a
commitment to manufacturing, and this is what this bill
is about. Sadly the government is not being supported
by our federal government, whose members seem to
believe that its low-wage, low-growth strategy will take
us into the future. This government is looking for the
high-wage, high-growth strategy and this bill certainly
at least assists us in this matter.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is with
pleasure that I speak on the Williamstown shipyard bill,
which delivers on our government’s commitment to
ensure the future of the Williamstown shipyard site.
This bill is important not only for the western and
north-western suburbs — part of which I represent
here — but for Victoria. This is our major shipyard site.
It is essential that as a result of this bill we have not
only support but certainty and streamlining in the
planning process for that site.
I place on record in the Parliament the appreciation of
all those who are committed to having a strong
shipbuilding industry here in Victoria and to the
Hobsons Bay City Council for its endeavours to ensure
that that site is maintained for future generations of
workers and for the economic benefit of Victoria.
People at the council have worked extremely well with
our government. It is, of course, important for their
ratepayers and residents to ensure its certainty.
Let us be frank about it: the loss of the bid for the
contract to build the air warfare destroyers does not
mean the end of the Williamstown shipyard. The
previous speaker alluded to some questions in his mind
about the appropriateness of the awarding of the
contract to South Australia. Sure, South Australia won
it, but let us hope it was a fair and square bidding
process. We in Victoria have Tenix at Williamstown
and we want to make sure that it remains a competitive
player in the world shipbuilding market. Our
government is prepared to support Tenix and work with
it to ensure that whatever proportion of the contract will
not be undertaken in South Australia will be delivered
here in our state.
The bill requires a couple more points to be made. One
is that Tenix is already building several ships for the
New Zealand government and it is also completing the
Anzac frigate. The workers at that site are proud of the
quality of their work and we in Victoria are proud of
their work. I repeat that everything that can be done by
our government to secure any aspect of the delivery of
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the contract which was awarded to South Australia will
be followed through carefully.
Congratulations to all those who have ensured that this
wonderful piece of legislation has been brought into
this house. It will enable us for generations to come to
look to Williamstown to ensure that we have a strong
marine engineering work force in this state.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — In the couple of minutes
I have I wish to take the debate back to the true
purposes of the bill. The purpose of this bill is to amend
the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to ensure the
continued use of the Williamstown shipyard site for
industrial, marine engineering and ancillary purposes. I
am absolutely shocked that the level of the debate from
others on the other side of the house has been that the
bill is some attempt by the Premier so shore up votes.
What ridiculous nonsense and what a puerile addition
to the debate that is! This is a really good bill. We want
to see a strong shipbuilding and marine engineering
industry here in Victoria. By providing certainty
through this bill we can ensure that that happens. The
bill will enable a strategy plan to go ahead to give effect
to the objective of amending the act to set out the
policies and objectives proposed.
I want to talk a little bit about the economic benefits of
this bill. We know that this government has provided a
lot of employment opportunities in Victoria and we
want some of the work in the air warfare destroyers
project. We were disappointed that the tender was
awarded to South Australia but the bulk of that work is
still available and we want to capture that for Victoria.
To suggest that the Premier marched in here and
introduced this bill for the good of his own electorate is
just an absolute nonsense and I want to debunk it. We
need to go ahead with this bill. It is of community
importance. I congratulate the Hobsons Bay City
Council for its cooperation. The project is of enormous
state significance. It will ensure that marine and
shipbuilding activities can continue in Victoria.
Therefore I support the bill and I urge all others in the
house to support it.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs) — I thank all the members who have spoken
on the Planning and Environment (Williamstown
Shipyard) Bill very much for their contributions and
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

TOBACCO (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 July; motion of Ms PIKE
(Minister for Health).
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It gives me a great deal
of pleasure to rise to support the Tobacco (Amendment)
Bill. There is no more important legislation that could
be brought into this house than that which will directly
protect the health and wellbeing of the community of
Victoria, and importantly help all Victorians, whether
they be young or old and whether they smoke or are
affected by tobacco smoking in our society, whether at
entertainment venues, in the workplace or other areas
where people gather.
Tobacco directly contributes to over 5000 deaths each
year in Victoria alone. We know that over many years
millions of Victorians and other Australians have
suffered the ill-effects of tobacco smoking. We know
from previous experience — and more and more over
the last few years we have come to realise it — that the
tobacco industry has directly used duplicitous methods,
has hidden the true effects of tobacco from consumers
and from time to time has targeted young people. Many
of us know from personal experience the highly
addictive qualities of tobacco and that once people
begin to smoke and become addicted to smoking it is
very, very difficult for them to give it up.
As a society we should be very proud that this
government is again making further reforms to restrict
tobacco advertising, to restrict smoking in public places
and licensed venues and to make sure that young
people in particular are not led into circumstances
where they will be lulled into tobacco smoking or
passive smoking.
Passive smoking is recognised as a major issue, and
more and more as studies are done we find that passive
smoking has a large effect on the health of those
subjected to it. Recent figures indicate that there is a
50 per cent to 60 per cent increased risk of heart disease
from passive smoking — not direct smoking, not
making that decision yourself, but passive smoking. We
know as a government and as a society that investing in
smoking control will save lives. This bill will introduce
direct controls on where smoking can take place, on
advertising, on where and how cigarettes can be sold
and to whom they can be sold. Over the past few years
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we have put into place in Victoria smoke-free dining
and smoke-free shopping centre laws. We have also put
further restrictions on licensed venues, bingo halls and
gaming areas and we have increased penalties — and
we really need to do this — for those who sell tobacco
to minors.
Local government in particular should be congratulated
for its partnership approach in policing this important
issue. The state government cannot do it on its own;
certainly the police cannot do it on their own. We need
to make sure that the whole community is responsible
for policing what the whole community supports. The
Victorian community has said time and time again
when we have talked about tobacco reforms, ‘We
support these reforms’. Even many smokers support the
reforms. Those who have attempted to give up and
cannot give up smoking recognise its effects on others.
Again, passive smoking is an insidious way of people
being affected by somebody else’s habit.
We know through the recent reforms we have made
since 1999 that there has been a reduction in smoking.
There has been a more than 4 per cent reduction since
1999 in the rates of smoking amongst adults and —
again, importantly — young people. Young people are
a particular focus of this government. We want to make
sure that they do not start smoking, because once they
start, as we know, it is hard for them to give it up.
This sort of legislation has widespread community
support, not just from amongst those in the medical
profession who see at first hand the effects of tobacco
smoking, but right across the community broadly.
Ninety per cent of Victorians have indicated that they
would support stricter controls on both advertising and
the areas where smoking can take place — and,
importantly, the accessibility of tobacco and tobacco
products to young people.
This bill provides that bans on smoking in enclosed
licensed premises in the state of Victoria will come into
place from July 2007. From March 2006 there will be
bans on smoking in enclosed workplaces; bans and
restrictions on tobacco sales and advertising at
under-age events; smoking bans and restrictions at
music and dance events, again where young people are
gathering; bans in covered areas of train platforms,
buses and tram stops; and bans on buzz marketing and
non-branded tobacco advertising. This is important.
What we have seen is a shift in the tobacco industry
from direct or branded advertising as the rules and
regulations have become tighter. In some cases the
tobacco industry has not adopted the spirit of the
legislation and its restrictions. It has found other ways
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to inculcate the youth culture in particular with the
attractions of tobacco smoking. I find that particularly
galling. It seems to me that there are elements within
the tobacco industry that still have not learnt and that
are still using the same sorts of practices that saw them
advertise unfairly and dishonestly and restrict
knowledge to their clients about the effects of tobacco
and tobacco use. Tobacco advertising is a way of
getting young people sucked in to causing damage to
themselves, and it should not be allowed to continue.
Importantly the bill makes amendments to police
powers to enable them to issue infringement notices
and introduces stronger laws to enforce the ban on
cigarette sales to young people. We as a government
and community have got to be fair dinkum about this.
All of us have noticed the changes. I know those who
wish to purchase cigarettes have noticed the changes.
They cannot send the kids to the local shop any more,
nor should they be able to. Nor should anybody be able
to sell cigarettes to young people. Once they start it is
very difficult to stop. Everyday someone starts smoking
they face a greater risk of lung and heart conditions
later in life.
I am very proud to be part of a government that is
prepared to make these serious, important and in some
cases controversial changes. There will be some
complaints and arguments about what constitutes a
properly enclosed area, how many walls are involved
and what is meant by 75 per cent. There will be people
who try to attack the good purposes of this bill using
some of those issues on the edges. We will work
through those. We will make sure that everybody over
time understands that what we are trying to do is make
sure that those who smoke are able to continue their
pastime but that they do not affect others while they are
doing so.
In the time allowed to me I would like to say a few
words about those workers particularly in the
hospitality industry who for years have had to work in
an environment which is placing them at risk. We have
moved asbestos out of the workplace; we have stopped
people working with dangerous goods. We need to
make sure that activities dangerous to people in the
hospitality industry do not pose a direct threat to their
health and wellbeing. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am very pleased to
speak in support of the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill.
Since its election this government has taken seriously
the need to tackle smoking rates in our community and
to reduce the impact of passive smoking. The action we
have taken has had very significant results with
significant decreases in smoking rates in Victoria: they
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have gone from almost 21 per cent in 1999 to 16 per
cent in 2003 and the figures continue to improve.
Obviously we need to continue to take action to
improve them.
It is amazing when you think about the change in
practice and culture over the last couple of decades. I
am sure most people remember when people used to
smoke everywhere in the workplace. People used to
smoke in hospitals — they would be in bed, visitors
would come and they would smoke. It is hard to believe
now. The culture, the demands of the community and
patterns are changing. The role government has played
has contributed to that. Governments have a
responsibility to continue to drive change.
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This bill goes a long way towards further discouraging
young people taking up smoking, providing incentives
not to do so. As a result we will see further significant
reductions in young people smoking. Firstly, some of
the particular provisions in the bill restrict promotional
advertising in shops. There is a clear link between
smoking rates in young people and the level of
advertising in shops. Even though we have technically
banned cigarette advertising at point of sale, new
methods have been developed by the tobacco
companies. They are called buzz or non-branded
practices — they use colours, images and props that are
suggestive of particular brands and the benefits of
smoking. This bill bans those practices.

Smoking continues to place an enormous cost on our
society; it costs the Victorian community about
$5 billion annually in health. But perhaps even more
important is the cost to human life. About
5000 Victorians die from it every year. It also has an
impact on the quality of life through smoking-related
illnesses and families who are assisting and working
with people who are affected by smoking-related
illnesses, whether they be emphysema, stroke and heart
disease or vascular disease. Any changes we can make
as a government have an incredible impact and saving
in terms of dollars and human life.

The bill bans smoking in under-age music venues.
There is no doubt that there is a clear link between
social situations and young people being pressured into
taking up smoking, creating a sense that everyone is
doing it, it is good, it is cool and we need to continue
doing it. So banning smoking in under-age music
venues is very important. I am sure that most members
know at least one person who only really smokes if
they are out drinking. Somehow it is acceptable in those
situations. You can see a clear link, whether it is in bars
or at under-age music events. So this prohibition will be
an important one and will make a significant difference
to how young people perceive smoking.

As I indicated previously, the government has already
put significant reforms in place. They include
smoke-free dining laws and smoke-free shopping
centres. It is hard to believe that you could smoke in
shopping centres, but it was not all that long ago that
you could. There have been significant reforms
addressing youth smoking through penalties for selling
cigarettes to minors. Of continuing concern for all of us
is the number of young people who take up smoking.
About 30 per cent of 16 to 17-year-olds currently
smoke and 80 per cent of smokers start before their
18th birthday. So this is a real challenge for us.

The bill strengthens the penalties, and also the
provisions in relation to cigarette sales to minors,
including the provision that the sighting of a photo
identification will be the only defence if a manager or
proprietor is charged with selling cigarettes to minors.
The liability will rest with the manager or proprietor.
There will be improved training requirements for
employers. There will be restrictions on vending
machines in bars and gaming areas that are in line of
sight. All of these things will strengthen the current
provisions and work towards preventing young people
from starting the habit.

One of the most disturbing things is the link between
smoking and dieting. Evidence presented to my
parliamentary committee, the Family and Community
Development Committee, indicated a number of young
women particularly took up smoking or continue to
smoke because of concerns about their weight and how
they look. Even though on any rational basis you can
argue that not giving up smoking because of weight
concerns is not a sensible decision, it is a real concern
to many young women. We are going to have to try to
tackle that link between body image concerns and the
continuation of smoking.

Other important amendments include the banning of
smoking within enclosed workplaces from March next
year. From July 2007 smoking will be banned in
enclosed licensed premises. These amendments are
overwhelmingly supported by the community although
there will be some challenges for people. This will be a
changing practice and a changing habit. If we
remember back to when smoking was first banned in
dining areas, concerns were raised by restaurants that
business was going to decline. I think if we look at the
figures the opposite has actually happened. People,
including smokers, enjoy eating in a smoke-free
environment. Although it will take a bit of time I think

TOBACCO (AMENDMENT) BILL
2022

ASSEMBLY

the same will occur in the future within enclosed
licensed premises.
There is obviously still a long way to go to reduce
smoking rates in our community. There is an interesting
Quit advertisement on the television at the moment. It
shows a woman talking about the sort of habits you get
into as a smoker. She says that you have a cigarette
because you are at the traffic lights or because you are
in a bar. There are obviously some things that we
cannot legislate against, but in this case providing
venues and opportunities to socialise where there is no
smoking will help people break some of the habits that
go with smoking.
I commend the bill to the house. In future years we will
look back and be able to say that we made a significant
impact on smoking rates in the community.
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise on behalf of the many businesses,
individuals and groups within the Hastings electorate I
have been consulting with who support the intent of the
bill. The intent and actions encompassed within the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill are very clear. They are to
reduce the danger of tobacco smoking on individuals
and on the health and wellbeing of those around people
exposed to tobacco smoke. Basically it is about saving
Victorian lives.
Some of the key actions provided by the bill include the
banning of tobacco smoking in enclosed workplaces
and other areas; increasing the controls on tobacco
advertising which is a very key issue; introducing
further measures to reduce the access and supply to
young people in Victoria, and generally increasing the
controls on tobacco smoking in licensed premises,
outdoor drinking and dining areas and also importantly,
looking at the restriction on smoking in covered public
transport property areas.
The member for Morwell said that these amendments
will save lives. Annually, 19 000 Aussies die from
tobacco-related illness, and that is a terrible statistic.
Twenty-one per cent of all cancer deaths are
tobacco-related. We are making sure that there is a
whole-of-community approach, and I applaud this
government for making sure the community takes
responsibility for the effects of tobacco smoking. We
have seen the Victorian community embrace things like
seatbelt legislation; we have seen it in the change that
this government has already made in relation to
banning smoking in certain areas, and we will see it
even further with this legislation today.
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Very quickly, I want to talk about supporting youth not
taking up this dangerous habit. I can talk from personal
experience. I was 21 years old when I first started
smoking tobacco, and I think the only times when I
have given it up were when I was pregnant. I struggle
every day with the addiction of tobacco smoking. I do
not want to see any more Victorians falling into that
very dangerous and unfortunately up to now, very easy
pathway of accessing this sort of drug.
The member for Bellarine said it is very important to
look at banning smoking in under-age dancing venues.
We have seen the very good effects of the Freeza
program on under-age events because of the very
stringent controls on young people exiting the premises
to either drink or smoke. In itself that has sent a very
clear message that you can enjoy yourself without
having to smoke.
Traditionally young males have led the way in drinking
and smoking at a young age. Young women have
resisted that trend until relatively recently but
unfortunately now they are catching up. The issue of
tobacco smoking and binge drinking is one of great
concern. I am very confident that this bill and the
actions that result from it will lead to a reversal of the
trend that we are experiencing at the moment.
I support the cabinet and the caucus backbench for their
very strong and united approach to these very important
community initiatives. I also praise the work of
VicHealth which has undertaken some very good and
community-inclusive campaigns looking at the overall
health and wellbeing of people, particularly focusing on
tobacco smoking. I am proud to be part of a
government that is initiating and extending these
important health initiatives in Victoria. I want to ensure
that people have every opportunity not to start smoking,
but if they do unfortunately start — as I did — that they
also have a great opportunity to quit as easily as
possible. On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to rise to support the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. This
is not only landmark legislation, but legislation that will
have a huge impact on the health outcomes of our
community. It continues a strong legacy of reform that
was begun during the years of the Cain government,
which established a health promotion foundation
known as VicHealth that led to putting the spotlight on
the harm that was being done by tobacco in our
community. I am proud to be part of a Bracks
government that has continued that reform tradition
during its term in government.
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It is worth going back and having a look at what this
government has done since it came to power to combat
the harmful effects of smoking. It has introduced
smoke-free dining and banned smoking in gaming
venues. It has banned smoking in shopping centres. It
has banned mobile cigarette sellers in nightclubs; it has
banned the sale of gifts with cigarettes. It has banned
signs outside shops advertising cheap and discount
cigarettes.

2023

insidious and preventable causes of death and injury
and disease in this community, and we need to tackle it.

It has required retailers to display a sign stating that
they will not sell tobacco to under-18s. We have put
severe restrictions on point-of-sale advertising. We
have increased the penalties for retailers who sell
cigarettes to people under 18 years of age, and we have
established specialised teams to enforce laws against
cigarette sales to minors.

The science is clear: passive smoking is as harmful to
the health of an innocent bystander as smoking itself.
Recent research demonstrates that exposure to passive
smoking increases the risk of heart disease by 50 per
cent to 60 per cent, twice the level previously thought.
It is instructive, when we look at the Minister for
Health’s second-reading speech, to see that she quoted
a rather stunning statistic: one shift in a smoky bar is
equivalent to smoking 16 cigarettes a day. It is
astonishing to think that so many workers in our
hospitality industry have for so long been exposed to
these harmful effects — in effect they have been
smoking nearly a packet of cigarettes a day, even
though they did not want to.

It is interesting to note that, with the 10 000 or so
tobacco outlets, the government has been able to put in
place a regime to test their compliance with these
restrictions through teams of people who have gone
round and sought to buy cigarettes in contravention of
the laws. Every retailer now knows that if they sell
cigarettes to under-18s they are at risk of being found to
be in breach of the law.

The lack of a ban on smoking in enclosed spaces has
been the great anomaly in our state government tobacco
laws. Smoking was banned in restaurants but not in
pubs. It was prohibited in gaming venues but not in all
enclosed workplaces or enclosed areas like train station
platforms. This new law corrects that anomaly. It
means that none of us, whether we are patrons or staff,
will be exposed to passive smoking.

The success of these reforms can be seen by looking at
just one of them: the introduction of smoke-free dining
in restaurants. In July 2002, one year after the
introduction of the smoke-free dining laws, more
people were dining out as a result of the restrictions
than had dined out before, and support for those laws in
the community had increased. By April 2002, 89 per
cent of people agreed with the law, which I think is an
outstanding result. It demonstrates just what a critical
role governments can play in the community. If
governments have the courage to lead on these issues,
we can not only shape community attitudes but we can
bring community opinion in behind us. When we
reflect on the changes that have occurred in the last 15
to 20 years we can see that the community is
increasingly aware of the harmful impacts of smoking.

As a result of this second wave of reforms, smoking
will be prohibited in licensed premises from 1 July
2007 and in enclosed workplaces from 1 March next
year. New section 3E in clause 10 of the bill provides
that ‘enclosed area’ means:

I would like to pay particular tribute to the work of the
previous Minister for Health, the Minister for
Environment, who led the work of the Victorian
government in bringing in those tobacco reforms. That
work was recognised by the Australian Medical
Association and a number of other bodies through
national awards. We know that around 5000 Victorians
every year die from smoking-related illnesses and that
smoking costs Victorians more than $5 billion annually
in health and other costs. That puts smoking right up
there with motor car accidents as one of the most

an area, room or premises, that is or are substantially enclosed
by a roof and walls, regardless of whether the roof or walls or
any part of them are permanent or temporary, open or closed.

This is a sensible and easy-to-understand definition, and
it is already a central plank of the existing tobacco
control laws. It is well understood by the industry, and
the lead time on these changes will give the industry
ample time to make the necessary adjustments.
I particularly congratulate the Parliamentary Secretary
for Health, the member for Mulgrave, who has
undertaken extensive consultation with all the key
stakeholders on these important reforms. I also
acknowledge the roles of Brian Daley from the Liquor
Hospitality and Miscellaneous Workers Union, who has
been an articulate advocate for workers in the
hospitality industry, and Todd Harper from Quit, who
has long championed the importance of tackling
passive smoking and the harm caused by smoking in
our community. I acknowledge the role of Brian
Kearney from the Australian Hotels Association in
working through the issues and making a constructive
contribution to the debate on the proposed reforms.
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The bill also contains a number of other significant
reforms which will have a lasting and beneficial impact
in the community. As part of these reforms the
government has prohibited buzz marketing and
non-branded tobacco advertising and has introduced
stronger laws to enforce the ban on cigarette sales to
young people. As a Parliament we can be confident that
this second round of reforms will have a lasting and
beneficial impact on the harm done by smoking in our
community.
If you look at the figures for the most recent period of
reforms, as the Minister for Health has pointed out, they
show that between 1999 and 2003 smoking rates
declined by 4.7 per cent among adults, down to 16 per
cent, and 4 per cent among young people. In 2002 —
and I think this is a critical statistic — the smoking rate
among 12 to 15-year-olds was at the lowest level ever
recorded. It has been a long road, but the Victorian
community can be proud of what has been achieved
over the last 20 years. These benefits will flow through
to a reduced incidence of tobacco-related diseases in the
next 20 years. It is the right thing to do, not only from
the point of view of individual rights and
responsibilities but also from the point of view of
minimising harm in our community.
I am a strong supporter of laws which enforce the ban
on cigarette sales to young people and on smoking at
under-age music venues. I commend the role that
organisations like FReeZA have played in getting
across to our young people the idea that you can have
fun, you can enjoy yourself and you can go out and
have a good time without necessarily having to drink
alcohol or smoke cigarettes. We know that smoking is
addictive and that we have to do everything we can to
reduce the exposure of our young people to the lure of
cigarettes at a time when they are most vulnerable to
peer and social pressure.
There is a generation of older smokers who are finding
it extremely difficult to give up and who can testify to
how tough that is. It is critical that we do everything we
can to reduce the exposure of young people not only to
cigarette smoking but to the marketing of smoking as a
cool thing to do. It is not a cool thing to do. It is
something that, if you become addicted, will cause you
lasting harm. This bill will play a critical role in helping
to reduce the exposure of young people to those harms
and improving the health of the community. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is my great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill. I have read the speeches of
the parliamentary secretary for health, the shadow
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Minister for Health, The Nationals spokesperson on
health in the lower house and a few others, and the
same things come through. This is a tripartisan
approach to the betterment of the health of the general
community in Victoria.
I am approaching this as a non-smoker. I can inform the
house that I have never really smoked. I must admit that
as a kid both my parents smoked — and yes, when they
threw an occasional smoke on the garden, as an
8-year-old, a 10-year-old or a 12-year-old I used to dive
at it and have a puff. I probably inhaled, but I hated
every moment of it and did not follow through on the
process. When people ask me today, ‘Have you ever
smoked?’, I say, ‘No, smoking makes you shorter’, so
clearly I have not. I note that the member for Morwell
is sitting next to me.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
No reflections are allowed on members in this house.
Mr LANGDON — I apologise! As I said, I
approach this as a non-smoker. As a non-smoking child
of parents who smoked heavily, I can recall that the
walls and ceiling of their house would change colour. I
remember as a teenager often having the fun task of
washing down those walls, which indicated to me, as I
am sure everybody in the house would know, the effect
that passive smoking can have. If it can stain white
walls to a dirty brown-orangey colour and make the
bucket of water you clean them with go absolutely
putrid, it is appalling to think of the effect smoking
must have had on the lungs of the people within that
house. I survived the ordeal.
My father, who had never given up smoking —
although I believe he may have very recently — has
suffered two strokes and one heart attack and is on
dialysis three days a week. He is not a healthy man at
all, but he is having enormous difficulty giving up
smoking. As recently as about five months ago he had
another stroke and spent three months at the Austin
Hospital. I believe he has given up smoking, but he has
found it exceptionally hard. We talk about the addiction
of smoking; unfortunately my father had never been
able to give it up. Even though these days he is barely
able to walk, he would go out into the garden to
allegedly check on the surroundings.
We all knew what he was doing, but you could not talk
him out of it. That is the evil effect it has on people:
even in poor health they feel they have to have a
smoke. Unfortunately my father will probably become
a victim and be among the 5000 deaths per annum.
That is an appalling thing for me, as a son, to say, but
he has not been able to give it up. I wish he could have
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given it up years ago, like my mother did. She gave up
probably 20 years ago, and her health has now come
back to normal and she is like everyone else in their
mid-70s. My father certainly is not.
As a parent of four children who are approaching their
teenage years I am fearful, because I know all the
statistics indicate that a lot of kids take up smoking
because of peer pressure or because it is the ‘in’ thing.
As a parent you also have other worries — for example,
drugs, drinking and even drink-driving. But I know the
dangers of smoking, and the effect I have seen it have
on my father is something I certainly do not want any
of my children to suffer with.
In their contributions some members commented on the
effects that the bans which have been introduced have
had on some businesses. I have some sympathy, for
example, for the small country pub which has always
had people smoking in it, because the bans that come
with this bill may affect its business. Some members
have mentioned that restaurants, for example, are
booming now that smoking has been banned there. If
we can see this through, and I know all parties support
it, I think those small businesses will come to realise
that what they have become reliant upon can change. It
might, pardon the pun, be a bit breathtaking for them,
but this is something they really have to do for the
betterment of the state and all its citizens.
Smoking is exceptionally evil. My great fear is that
although we are doing as much as we can in Victoria,
the tobacco companies will continue to push their filth
onto the Third World. That is something that I find
completely and utterly shameful. These
multimillion-dollar companies realise that countries like
Australia, New Zealand, Canada and others in the First
World, to use an expression, are taking steps to address
smoking, so they are taking the opportunity to push
them onto the Third World.
My in-laws have come back from places like Thailand
saying that smoking there is in epidemic proportions.
Those people do not have the wisdom that we have
gained from years of smoking. They seem to be picking
up all the ads that I remember as a kid watching on
TV — the Marlboro man, the Camel cigarette ads, you
name it — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LANGDON — Yes, and famous people pushed
the cigarettes as well. After seeing all those things we
children, and no doubt it also affected our parents and
other loved ones, picked up that it was cool — and
Kool was also a brand of cigarettes, if I recall correctly.
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All those sorts of things were pushed onto us. If you
watch some of the old movies on TV you can see the
smoking dens that pubs once were. To think people
would actually sit there and take all that smoke in! It
really is an appalling thing to do.
This bill is a step in the right direction. There have been
lots of steps in this approach, and no doubt future
governments of all political persuasions will do more
and more. It is part of educating the community. I know
other members have quoted opinion polls and so on.
But every government has acted upon this, and the
community has always rallied behind it and agreed with
what it has done on the issue of smoking. I do not think
any sensible person out there in the general
community — and through its approaches I know this
government has done a hell of a lot to address this
situation, as have previous governments — would want
us to go back in time and reverse anything that has been
done. That is testimony in itself. There are many things
that all governments do about which we often think,
‘Why did they do that? They should not have done
it’ — and so on. On tobacco and its policing I do not
think anyone has ever said that the governments of the
day have made wrong decisions.
I commend the bill to the house. I am gravely
concerned about the 5000 deaths per annum caused by
cigarette smoking. It adds on an enormous cost to the
health budget not only in this state but in all states and
federally. This bill implements government policies. It
is not being rushed through; time will be given for
people and businesses to attend to matters.
As for smoking in public, I have described how the
walls of my parents’ house went off colour, and so on.
Being a non-smoker, sitting at the Melbourne Cricket
Ground — where smoking is now banned — behind a
smoker while watching your team winning, even in the
grand final, can be very off-putting. If your team is
losing the grand final, it is doubly off-putting.
But again, public open places are not necessarily the
place to smoke if you are standing anywhere within
cooee of a non-smoker. Passive smoking occurs. I do
not know how it is, but you can be standing next to a
table or outdoors, and if a smoker is sitting anywhere
near you the smoke seems to be drawn to you and other
non-smokers. Perhaps our lungs breathe in more air
than smokers’ do, so the smoke is attracted to us. But
time and time again I have noticed that when you are
sitting anywhere near a smoker, the smoke seems to
drift towards you.
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I commend the bill to the house and commend this
government, the opposition and The Nationals for
supporting it. I wait for the next legislation — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr LANGDON — We can speak it out? I am being
encouraged as the whip to speak it out — or we could
have an early lunch! I commend the bill to the house, I
commend the minister for introducing it and I
commend the previous speakers, including the
parliamentary secretary, the shadow minister, The
Nationals and all that — and even the minister at the
table!
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Public transport: smartcard tender
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Transport. Will the minister categorically
deny that any officer of his department or its agencies
leaked confidential documentation and information to
any of the bidders for the smartcard tender?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
thank the member for his question. The allegations he
has made have not been substantiated. They have not
been sourced — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — We do not have a copy of
the documents that were referred to in the newspaper
and we have not yet been able to establish whether
these claims can in fact be substantiated. Accordingly,
we have asked the probity auditor to examine these
issues and I have also asked the Auditor-General to
look into this matter.

Government: performance
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — I refer the Premier to the
government’s major commitments in relation to health,
education, community safety and water, and ask if the
Premier can advise the house of the latest figures that
show how the government is meeting these
commitments.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Kilsyth for her question and also for her commitment to
making sure that some of these key outcomes are
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realised in her electorate as well. I congratulate her for
that.
As this house knows, this government came to office
with commitments to improve the opportunities for
families to have a better education, a better health
system and more safety around Victoria more broadly.
We have been working very hard to achieve those very
aims. We made significant commitments and promises
in health, education, public safety and the environment,
and I am delighted to report to this house on some of
the key figures which indicate the progress which this
government has made.
This house would remember that we promised more
teachers as part of our commitment to restore the
outcomes in education; to lower class sizes, particularly
in prep, grade 1 and grade 2; to increase the retention
rate to year 12 education and the opportunity to
complete year 12 education; and also to improve over
time literacy and numeracy.
I can report to the house that as of today we have
employed an extra 5200 teachers in our state education
system. That, of course, is part of repairing the damage
of the many teachers who were sacked, who were taken
out of the system by the previous government. I can
also report to the house, in relation to our commitments
for prep, grade 1 and grade 2, that when we came to
office in 1999 there was an average of 24.3 students in
prep, grade 1 and grade 2 and that as of today the class
sizes for prep, grade 1 and grade 2 are on average
21 students — a significant reduction. That has been as
a result of $220 million extra which has been put into
the early years of schooling, which meets our
commitment to invest in education in those critical
early years and in more personal attention, which we
know will make a difference for later in life, in literacy
and numeracy and better outcomes in teaching.
One of the biggest commitments we made in regard to
health — and I have reported to the house on this
matter before — was to save the Austin Hospital from
privatisation. I am very pleased to say that not only
have we kept that commitment but we have made the
hospital bigger and better than anyone ever envisaged.
One of the biggest public hospitals in Australia has
been rebuilt. We have co-located it with the Mercy
hospital. This is a state-of-the art hospital which has
been seen as the best new refurbished hospital building
in Australia. I congratulate the health minister and the
former health minister on that great outcome.
We also promised to modernise health and aged care
facilities right around the state, not only at the Austin
and Mercy hospitals. I can advise the house that our
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extra investment has now reached $2 billion into the
refurbishment and in some cases establishment for the
first time of new facilities in health and aged care,
including, of course, the first new stand-alone public
hospital which has been built, the Casey Hospital in
Berwick, which is the first new hospital of that nature
built from the ground up, nothing having been there in
the last 20 years. Speaker, we have also — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — It was a replacement. We have
also redeveloped the Austin and Mercy hospitals and
the Royal Women’s Hospital.
We also promised new nurses would be employed in
our hospitals around Victoria. I can report to the house
that as of today we have 5766 extra nurses in our
hospital system as a result of five years of investment
by our government. I am very proud we have that extra
attention in our hospital system, treating more patients
and having a better system as a result.
We also promised more police. The house will
remember the commitment of the previous government:
it committed to employing 1000 extra police and then
set about cutting 800 from the police force. Not only
have we committed and put in place 800 extra police,
we have also made significant progress on the 600 extra
police who will be delivered under our government. As
I stand here in this house I can say that we have
1050 extra police on our streets as a result of the work
of this government. I am also delighted to advise the
house — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, these are
important matters, but the Premier has been speaking
for more than 5 minutes and I ask you to have him
complete his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has been
speaking for some time and I ask him to draw to a
conclusion.
Mr BRACKS — I will draw to a conclusion. I will
mention that there are many, many initiatives that the
government has undertaken in relation to sustainability
and the environment, but one that this house should be
proud of is how the public of Victoria and Melbourne
have responded to our water-saving measures. For
example, in Melbourne, water use has reduced by
20 per cent by innovative water measures undertaken
by our government. I congratulate the people of
Victoria for that great outcome. It is a better outcome, I
have to say, than that in any other state in Australia.
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In summary, can I say that a lot has been achieved over
the past five and a half years, but a lot more has to be
done. One of the key areas that the government
nominated for the future was in relation to A Fairer
Victoria, the social policy statement, and I am just
finishing on this — —
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, you
did ask the Premier to conclude his answer. He has now
been speaking for over 61/2 minutes. That is excessive
and is more like a ministerial statement.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will allow the Premier
to finish his answer as long as he concludes shortly.
Mr BRACKS — With one sentence: we also look
to the future and will deliver the $788 million social
policy statement.

Police: schools program
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s last
answer and to recent advice from the Chief
Commissioner of Police that the award-winning and
highly acclaimed police schools involvement program
costs approximately $7 million per year to deliver
within the education curriculum. I ask: with the
program under imminent threat of closure, will the
government commit the additional funding necessary to
ensure this invaluable initiative continues?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question on the police in schools
program. I indicate to him and the house that this
program is not closing. I also indicate — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster is continually interjecting and is beyond
what is reasonable in question time. I ask him to be
quiet.
Mr BRACKS — I indicate to the house that this
program is being changed, and that is being made clear.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — It is being changed and it will be
changed for the better, which will be great. This
program covers a very small number of schools across
Victoria. It has a very small selection of schools. The
aim of the police in schools program and the
examination by the chief commissioner is to spread that
out further and to do it better and much more
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comprehensively across the school system. That is a
sensible way of reconfiguring the program. This
program will not only be kept but will be made better in
the future.

look at the structure of the Victorian education and
training system. This is not a problem just for Victoria
but is a national issue. Others have spoken on this issue
over the last year.

Tertiary education and training: skills training

In the absence of federal leadership on this issue of the
need to address the full structure of the vocational
education and training system, today the government
has announced that it will conduct a high-level inquiry
into the VET system. The inquiry, to report by October,
will take stock of the VET system and will look at ways
we can improve the current structure of apprenticeships
and traineeships including levels of regulation, the
length of training required to achieve certification, what
is needed to increase participation — for example,
flexible entry and exit points, which is something the
Leader of the Opposition may be interested in —
improving the effectiveness of vocational education in
schools for students and industry, and training models
and resources that are necessary to meet the needs of
the full range of VET students.

Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — My question is
to the Minister for Education and Training. I refer the
minister to the government’s commitment to achieve
near universal participation in post-compulsory
education and training. I ask the minister to advise the
house whether the training market in Victoria meets
industry needs for skilled workers, and what steps the
government is taking to address this.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for her question and
interest in vocational education and training. We have
made a very strong investment in vocational education
and training in Victoria. We have put an additional
$450 million into technical and further education,
which means 38 000 extra places have been provided
since 1999. We have also introduced the Victorian
certificate of applied learning and now that has
10 000 students across Victoria, which is fantastic. We
have record jobs growth in Victoria, with 300 000 new
jobs over the last five years. We continue to require a
highly skilled work force. We cannot rest on our laurels
and we are not about to do that.
A recent survey commissioned by my department
pointed to some areas of concern. Of the
1000 employers who have been surveyed, 48 per cent
considered their businesses were being damaged by a
lack of skilled workers. The companies that were
surveyed indicated they wanted to employ an extra
3000 people but were unable to find the workers with
the right skills. This is concerning data that has been
provided in the survey.
The recent data provided by the National Centre for
Vocational Education Research also shows a decline in
commencements of apprenticeships. While we have an
increase in completions, there is a decline in
apprenticeship commencements. Essentially what it is
telling us is that there is a continuing need for a skilled
work force. Because our economy is growing the
emphasis on skills is increasing, not diminishing. At the
same time we have young people who are not
necessarily taking up apprenticeships in the numbers
that we would like. We also have employers who are
reducing their commitment to providing a four-year
place for apprenticeships. So we have a problem. We
can either try to change the culture of employers, young
people and others who are interested in gaining skills or

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — It is fantastic that the opposition is
so interested in this very serious issue! Employers are
interested, educationalists are interested, every
government around Australia is interested — everyone
except the opposition.
This inquiry, which as I said is to report to government
by October, will be chaired by Peter Thomas of the
Victorian Learning Employment Skills Commission. It
will also have Maria Tarrant from the Business Council
of Australia on it and Julius Rowe, who is the national
president of the Australian Manufacturing Workers
Union. This is a very small committee designed to
bring employers, employees and government together
to develop solutions to what could be a problem if it is
not addressed now. The Council of Australian
Governments’ (COAG) agenda is a very limited
agenda. We want to broaden the debate around the
vocational educational and training system in Victoria.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has now been speaking for slightly over
5 minutes. I ask you to ask her to conclude her answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
draw to a conclusion.
Ms KOSKY — The six Australian technical
colleges that are going to be placed here in Victoria,
catering for 300 students each, are not going to address
this issue. That is 1800 students. Neither are toolboxes
going to resolve this issue. This issue will only be
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resolved by governments sitting down with employees
and employers, as occurred with the original training
system, to really look at the model that will take us
forward for the next 15 to 20 years. It would be nice to
have the opposition’s support.

Minister for Tourism: statements
Mr SMITH (Bass) — My question is to the
Minister for Tourism.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to show
some courtesy to the member on his feet.
Mr SMITH — Thank you very much, Speaker. My
question is to the Minister for Tourism. I refer the
minister to his claim in the house on 21 April this year
that he had written to the federal ministers responsible
for sport and tourism regarding the future of the
Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix at Phillip Island. I
ask: will the minister now admit that he has misled the
house because he has never written to either federal
minister about protecting this important sporting event?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order and allow the minister to answer the question
without that background noise.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — Another dud question from the member
for Bass! It is interesting that again on a tourism issue
the spokesperson is not asking the question, the
member for Bass is — so he has been given another
wrong’un. I have been waiting for this, and with
support from the other side, I am very happy to table a
letter to Fran Bailey, the Minister for Small Business
and Tourism, and to the Honourable Rod Kemp, the
Minister for Arts and Sport. I would also like to table a
letter sent to Greg Hunt, MP, the federal member for
Flinders, who has unfortunately put the member for
Bass up to this question.
The reality is that, as I told the house, I had a meeting
with the federal minister for tourism about the
motorcycle grand prix and the formula one grand prix
in December of last year. I also went to Canberra where
I met Rod Kemp. Even though he is a Victorian
senator, I had to go and see him in Canberra on the first
sitting day of federal Parliament because that suited his
calendar better. I was prepared to go and do that. I also
spoke to him during the Deaflympics in January at
Olympic Park, and we agreed that at an appropriate
date I would send letters, giving him to time to think
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about it. I have not had the courtesy of a response from
those letters, but I have been told by local media outlets
at Phillip Island that local MPs in that area — maybe
federal or state — are telling the local media that the
federal government does not intend to reply to any
letters anyway.
Mr Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is again misleading the house, because we also
will table two letters showing that he has not written to
them — both of them from the federal minister — and
maybe we should discuss the privileges.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Maybe the member is
suggesting that I send them again. I am very happy to
do that. But there is speculation that not only has he
been put up to this by the local federal member, who is
a very arrogant federal member — I did not even bother
replying to his letter; my chief of staff has done that —
but maybe the Honourable Ron Bowden has put him up
to this. They are very close.
The government does not resile from the fact that the
Australian Formula One Grand Prix and the Australian
Motorcycle Grand Prix at Phillip Island are both very
important events for Victoria and for Australia. That is
why they are called the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix and the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix. The
thing that annoys me is that in good faith we
approached the federal government saying, ‘These are
two very big events, not only for Victoria but for
Australia’. Tourists come to Australia. They also go to
other parts of Australia, and when people are
overseas — —
Mr Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
the minister said he was going to table those
documents. I would like him to table all the documents
he has quoted from.
The SPEAKER — Order! At the end of the
question the minister will hand them to the Clerk.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — These events are as
important for Australia as they are for Victoria. When
1 billion people watch these events overseas, they do
not see signs promoting just Melbourne, Victoria; they
do not see signs promoting Phillip Island. Maybe that is
what we need to do. But in good faith this government
not only promotes this state and events in this state, it
promotes this country. All we have been saying to the
federal government is that, in recognition of increasing
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costs — and from next year the tobacco buyout occurs
and someone has to pay for that; it is federal legislation
and we support it — we think it is not inappropriate that
it provide some contribution to these very important
events that add about $180 billion to our economy and
also add many millions of dollars to the economy in
other parts of Australia.
The federal government gives funds to other events in
other states, so we are asking why it hates Victoria. And
why does the Liberal Party in Victoria hate Victoria as
well? Its members should be supporting us in our
endeavours with the federal government.

Hospitals: performance
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to investing in Victoria’s
health system, and I ask: can the minister advise the
house of any recent analysis of the performance of
Victorian hospitals?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Ivanhoe for his question. Of course we
know that the member has been a very committed
supporter of our health system, particularly in his local
community, where the new Austin and Mercy hospitals
have been recently opened.
I am pleased that I can today report to the house that
our hospitals are the best in the land. These are not my
words. These are not the words from the Minister for
Health, who of course you would imagine would want
to spruik for our health system. This is a quote from a
Herald Sun report on 30 June this year — the day after
the commonwealth government released its national
score card, its national report card on this nation’s
759 public hospitals. That report is of course on the
state of our public hospitals.
I want to give a picture of the work we do in our public
hospitals in this state. We admit over 1.2 million
patients into our public hospitals every year. That is up
by 200 000 since 1999. We treat about 1 million
patients in our emergency departments. We treat over
1.1 million patients in our specialist outpatient clinics.
We provide surgery for around 300 000 Victorians
every year. We treat over 2 million patients with mental
health issues in our community mental health clinics.
One hundred per cent of patients requiring urgent
emergency care in emergency departments are treated
immediately. In Victoria 100 per cent of category 1
patients requiring elective surgery are treated within the
ideal clinical time. In fact the average wait is seven
days for urgent elective surgery in Victoria. The
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Victorian public knows we have a strong health system.
That is why 96 per cent of Victorian patients who come
to our hospitals report that they are satisfied with their
experience and care within Victoria’s public hospitals.
I want to highlight a couple of specific areas. According
to the federal health minister’s own report, the
performance of Victoria’s emergency departments in
the last year was the best in Australia. We have the
highest proportion of patients who are seen within the
recommended time. Around 80 per cent of patients in
emergency departments are treated within the clinically
appropriate time. That is well above the national
average of 69 per cent. Victoria performs the best in the
whole country. Our emergency departments have the
lowest average waiting time. The national average is
25 minutes, and the Victoria average is 15 minutes. We
have the lowest waiting time. We have been able to
achieve all that in spite of a massive increase in the
number of people coming to our emergency
departments, many of whom are of course coming
because of the decline in the rate of bulk-billing within
a number of our GP services.
Victoria has the second-shortest waiting times for
elective surgery in the country. We also ranked equal
second on median waiting times for elective surgery
and second for the percentage of people seen within the
recommended time. I can go on. We have — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PIKE — Obviously the opposition does not
want to hear good news. It does not want to hear that
our hospitals are the best in the land. It is not proud of
this fact. It does not want to support, encourage and
build the reputation of our hospitals. It wants to knock
them and put them down all the time.
Victoria has 3 of the 10 busiest public hospitals out of
the 759 in the nation. Three of the busiest hospitals in
this country are the Royal Melbourne Hospital, the
Monash Medical Centre and Geelong hospital. We
have been able to achieve these excellent results
because this government has invested in health. We
have been investing financially. We have been
modernising our health system. We have been
discerning new and innovative ways of delivering
health care so that we can meet the growing demand for
health services in our community.
How much more effective could we be if Canberra
coughed up with its fair share? A fifty-fifty funding
arrangement now of course — —
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Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has been speaking for close to 51⁄2 minutes. I
ask you to ask her to conclude her question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to draw to a conclusion.
Ms PIKE — Canberra now only provides 68 cents
for every $1 that the Bracks government puts into
health. It is a disgraceful effort. I hope those opposite
will actually support the principles of the Australian
Health Care Agreement, which is a fifty-fifty
agreement. It would help if they actually understood
how health funding worked. I am proud of our
achievements in health. They are acknowledged
nationally by independent analysis, and it is because
this government cares and invests.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — My question
is to the Premier. I refer to the recently completed
government-funded report by Professor McKinna into
the impact on — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr HONEYWOOD — I will repeat the question. I
refer to the recently completed government-funded
report by Professor McKinna into the impact on the
Sunraysia region’s overseas markets if the Nowingi
toxic waste dump proceeds, and I ask: will the Premier
guarantee that he will release this costly consultant’s
report in full, without editing?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition for his question. As the
member would know, a full environment effects
statement is being undertaken on this project. That full
environment effects statement will have all the
evidence needed to make a judgment.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the matter of relevance: the question has nothing to do
with an environment effects statement, it has to do with
a consultant’s report into the economic impact on
overseas markets where a consultant has been paid to
travel overseas to investigate and talk about the damage
done by a toxic waste dump to Sunraysia. It is nothing
to do with environmental effects. It is an economic
report we are talking about here.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at this time. The Premier to continue.
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Mr BRACKS — The environment effects statement
has the full power to collect any evidence required, and
it will examine all that evidence before it makes a
decision.

Mitcham–Frankston project: EastLink
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — My question is to the
Minister for Transport. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to invest in Victoria’s road
network infrastructure, and I ask: can the minister
outline to the house what progress has been made on
the EastLink project since work commenced earlier this
year?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — The
Bracks government is growing a strong economy. We
are working successfully to expand jobs and to secure
Victoria’s economic future. We are getting on with the
job of building and providing infrastructure that will
drive economic growth. The EastLink project really is a
classic example of how the right infrastructure can
deliver in a timely way economic growth that is a boost
for business, a boost for employment and a boost for
the economy. Over the next four years expenditure will
average some $600 million per year — $600 million
per year! It is averaging about $80 million to
$90 million a month at the moment, and it will reach a
peak of $100 million a month.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — I will wait.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member for Bass
wishes to remain in this house, I ask him to behave
himself. If he and the Minister for Tourism wish to
discuss — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask him and the
Minister for Tourism to be quiet to allow the Minister
for Transport to answer the question.
Mr BATCHELOR — Thank you, Speaker. In the
last 280 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington and the member for Nepean will be quiet!
Mr BATCHELOR — In the last 280 days we have
made major progress towards the completion of
important sections of this infrastructure project. We
have moved more than 800 000 cubic metres of earth,
including massive amounts of excavation at the two
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tunnel entrances. In the past 280 days we have seen in
excess of 200 people working on design from some of
Australia’s leading consultancies. Their excellent work
has allowed this project to get off to a flying start. We
have commenced the biggest bridge-building program
in Victoria’s history. There will be construction of
some 86 bridges, and half of these will be either
completed or under construction during this next
12-month period. They are going gangbusters on these
bridge projects down at Halton Road, Oakwood
Avenue, Princes Highway and Cheltenham Road. They
are getting on with that job.
The first of 1700 bridge beams are on the production
line, and when the first of them arrived at Oakwood
Avenue in Dandenong people got up at 4 o’clock in the
morning to see them arrive, such is the interest in this
project locally. In the past 280 days more than
850 workers have been employed on the project. There
are 150 items of major plant and equipment already on
site working. We have also seen the arrival of the first
tunnel-excavating machine, and we expect to see the
actual tunnel works commencing very shortly.
In the past 280 days we have called for the largest
asphalt contract in Australian history. Across the
project more than $500 million worth of contracts have
already been let, and in addition to that there are
currently another $280 million out on the market.
In the past 280 days we have seen the set-up of a major
precast factory in Morwell, which will employ more
than 100 people and manufacture more than 30 000
concrete products which will go into the EastLink
project — bridges, noise walls and the like. The local
benefits of this project are so enormous and so obvious
that even people who were opposed to it locally are
now enthusiastically embracing it. So, Speaker — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BATCHELOR — I was waiting for Tony to
take a point of order. Do you want me to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — I have another four pages of
these things here.
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
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Mr BATCHELOR — In the last 280 days on the
EastLink project we have seen construction start on
10 fronts along 10 kilometres of the project where
major works are now under way. The only thing
missing during that 280 days has been the alternative
policy that the opposition leader is refusing to release.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question. I ask you to
bring him back to — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the minister has
finished answering the question.

Occupational health and safety: legislation
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the right of union representatives to
enter business premises under the government’s
occupational health and safety act. I will repeat it — —
Mr Doyle — He didn’t hear it, just for once.
Mr McINTOSH — Didn’t he? I refer to the right of
union representatives to enter business premises under
the government’s Occupational Health and Safety Act,
and I ask: will the Premier confirm that since July 2005,
35 permits have been granted, all to members of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union,
including infamous unionists Martin Kingham and his
thug, John Setka?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Kew for his question. It is in keeping with the series of
questions we have heard from the member for Kew.
There is a theme, and the theme is — —
An honourable member — It is true.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BRACKS — Can I just say that the
right-of-entry provisions, which were debated fully in
this house, are similar right-of-entry provisions to those
which apply under the Workplace Relations Act, which
is the federal act that applies for all workplace
arrangements in Victoria. So the same arrangements
apply under our Occupational Health and Safety Act,
and we had a full debate about this. We replicated the
conditions in the federal act. We said we would have a
similar arrangement, and we have that in place. So it is
not surprising that those matters would be followed.
Can I just say something, given that I have the
opportunity, in relation to occupational health and
safety, which the member asked me about. One of the
disturbing things — and it should be disturbing to this
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house — is that there is a proposal from the federal
government to take over occupational health and safety
responsibilities from states in Australia. In fact there
have been several suggestions that it will have an
occupational health and safety regulator taking away
the responsibilities that each state jurisdiction has had.
We are seeing the unfair nature of the workplace
relations system under this federal government. We are
seeing, potentially, that the four weeks leave which
people have will go to two weeks. We are seeing that
the long service leave which nurses have will
completely go under this federal government.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is now debating the question and I ask you to
bring him back to Victorian government business, not
federal government business.
The SPEAKER — Order! I fear that the Premier is
straying a little from occupational health and safety
matters, and I ask him to return to answering the
question.
Mr BRACKS — There is a live proposal from the
federal government to do exactly what it has done in
industrial relations now it has got control of the Senate,
in making the system unfair by taking over
occupational health and safety. Would any workplace
in Australia trust the federal government with
occupational health and safety? Not on your life!
Occupational health and safety should stay with the
state, and I would be interested to know whether the
opposition supports a takeover by the federal
government of what has been a protection which this
government and other Labor governments have offered
under occupational health and safety legislation. I can
tell the house: we are going to fight and keep this as
long as we can.

Mitcham–Frankston project: EastLink
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — My question is
to the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer update the house on
recent information detailing the benefits of the EastLink
freeway project?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Bayswater for his question. One of the hallmarks of
the Bracks government has been our commitment to
infrastructure spending. Over the last four years we
have spent $10 billion on infrastructure, and over the
next five years, if you take into account budget sector
infrastructure funding, through the non-financial public
corporations like the water bodies and so on — and, of
course, EastLink — $20 billion is to be spent on
infrastructure in Victoria. To put that into perspective,
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that is $4 billion a year. Under the Kennett government
budget sector capital works were averaging less than
$1 billion a year. We are investing in infrastructure to
build a better state.
As we have heard today, $50 million to $60 million a
month is being spent on the fantastic EastLink project
at the moment, gearing up over the next few months to
$100 million a month. A recent report by Macquarie
Bank states:
Dandenong is becoming increasingly attractive as an
industrial market because of its accessibility to major
freeways … the influx of money and investment are likely to
change the economic status of Dandenong.

I think it is true to say that is already happening.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — We will come to that. The
combination of available industrial land and modern
transport infrastructure will also make the Carrum–Seaford
region a great place to invest. This project is quickly
winning supporters right across the state. I am aware of a
recent article in the Frankston Standard Leader — —
Mr Ryan — Have you got the clippings?
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, I have got the clipping from
the Frankston Standard Leader. It is headed ‘Carrum
Downs on the rise as tollway approaches’ and the big
headline for the same article is ‘It’s the road to riches’.
The article says we have a convert, a new fan. There is
a big photo here of:
… Estate agent Michael Crowder [who] says investors see the
potential of buying near EastLink.

And Mr Crowder said — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You know him?
Mr Doyle — Yes.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes! It says:
Crowders Real Estate director, Michael Crowder, said last
Tuesday the sale of raw industrial land for more than
$8.5 million last month showed buyers focus on Carrum
Downs.

I will table the article for the Leader of the Opposition.
He went on to say:
Obviously, the tollway coming through is making a big
difference …
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We have all heard of Saul on the road to Damascus.
This is Mr Crowder on the road to Frankston — the
conversion on the road to Frankston. I should say that
the Leader of the Opposition said he was aware of this
person. He is, of course, because in the past he was
leading the campaign against EastLink and now he has
converted on the road to Frankston!
Colliers International Research, in its new report on
infrastructure development, also predicts soaring
growth in industrial development as a direct result of
EastLink. Its report says:
The municipality of Greater Dandenong has seen significant
take-up of land as a result of EastLink.

It is 280 days, looking back, and it is 237 days looking
forward to the Commonwealth Games — 280 days is a
long time.
There is one final point that I want to make here which
again goes to this project and the 280 days — that is,
that EconTech, which has had to look at plenty of
whacky Liberal Party proposals, including the canal in
Western Australia, will certainly have a hard job ahead
of it if it is working with the Leader of the Opposition
to try to get his numbers right.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice has now expired.
Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
to the tabling of letters by the Minister for Tourism
earlier today. I refer particularly to two letters which he
has made available to the house, one addressed to the
Honourable Fran Bailey and the other to the
Honourable Rod Kemp, MP.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I was not asking the
member for Doncaster. I ask him to be quiet and allow
the member for Mornington to continue.
Mr Cooper — The two letters that have now been
made available to the house are undated.
Ms Asher interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Brighton!
Mr Cooper — Speaker, my point of order is to ask
you to make an inquiry into whether the two documents
that have been tabled are in fact legitimate documents
or documents — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. Members are entitled to raise points of order
without that ridiculous noise.
Mr Cooper — The minister in his reply made it
quite clear that he had prior notice of or knew this
question might be coming to him. The point I make,
Speaker, is that we have two undated letters here. We
on this side of the house want it made quite clear to us
and everybody else whether the minister invented these
letters in order to assist him in making the reply he
made to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will take the comments
on board and consider them later with the Clerk.
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Mr Plowman — I’d walk out too. I’d walk out!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benambra’s comments are inappropriate. The member
for Mornington, in raising his point of order relating to
the tabling of documents, needs to be fairly brief in his
comments, and I ask him to be so.
Mr Cooper — I am certainly attempting to,
Speaker, at the same time putting it in a context in
which it can be understood. The minister tabled the two
documents and said they were two letters he had written
some time ago to those two federal ministers.
The SPEAKER — Order! What exactly is the point
of order?
Mr Perton interjected.

Debate resumed.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill and in doing so I want to
acknowledge that it is a further advance by the Bracks
government in its tobacco reform package in order to
tackle the very serious problems which are the outcome
of smoking.
Every year nearly 5000 Victorians die because of
tobacco use and the community spends in excess of
$5 billion dealing with the effects. It would be well
known to the house that I am myself a previous smoker.
Knowing the deleterious effects that smoking has on
one’s health, it is very sobering to reflect on the fact
that 5000 people die of quite preventable illness. It is a
matter of major social policy and a matter that the state
needs to ensure it pays very close attention to.
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Labor governments have a strong history of targeting
the impact of smoking in Victoria. We should reflect
back to 1987. The Cain Labor government passed the
Tobacco Act which for the first time substantially
restricted the sale, promotion and use of tobacco
products. We then have to go forward to 1999. With the
return of the Bracks government we took the next
historic step to reduce the human, economic and social
costs of smoking. In 2000 the Bracks government
introduced very tough penalties for anyone caught
selling illegal tobacco products and increased the
penalties for those caught selling cigarettes to children.
In 2001 smoking was banned in Victoria’s restaurants
and eateries and retailers were required to advertise
health warnings and smoking cessation programs. In
2002 we removed point-of-sale tobacco advertising,
restricted the display of cigarettes in shops and
introduced a ban on smoking in the casino.
The success of these initiatives is borne out by the
statistical data. Smokers now make up just 16 per cent
of the adult population which is down from over 20 per
cent when we came to government. That is a
remarkable reduction of a full four percentage points. It
is very clear from the medical evidence that people who
have stopped smoking improve their day-to-day health
and the data suggests their longevity is enhanced. With
this amendment we are building on this fine record of
achievement not only since we came to government in
1999 but also the previous Cain government’s work.
A key part of this bill is a recognition of the problems
of passive smoking. For a long time passive smoking
was essentially the silent killer. We all understood the
direct interaction between the inhalation of cigarette
smoke and its deleterious outcomes. It is only in more
recent years that people have understood more clearly,
particularly through the scientific research, the direct
linkage between smoking and the passive impact it has
on people who are close by those smokers.
Every year, thousands of non-smoking Victorians are
exposed to tobacco smoke, either in their workplace or
in the public realm. Recent research has shown that
passive smoking causes a dramatic increase in the risk
of cancer, heart disease, stroke and, of course, other
illnesses. To protect the health of non-smokers, the
government is extending bans on smoking to include
licensed premises, enclosed work spaces and public
transport facilities. These restrictions will obviously be
of particular benefit to hospitality workers who will no
longer suffer the effects of passive smoking. Anyone
who is fair minded on these issues will understand that
it has a very direct outcome on the people who work in
bars and restaurants which in the past would be thick
with smoke.
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In recent years tobacco companies have used fairly
dubious marketing techniques to get around
prohibitions on outright advertising. There is a concept
called buzz marketing, for instance, which involves
creating events and experiences reminiscent of brand
images or previous advertising. In my view this
legislation puts an end to those sorts of underhand
marketing techniques, and reduces the inducements
particularly to young people in clubs and bars and those
sorts of venues who are tempted to take up smoking.
More importantly, the bans on smoking in public places
such as bars, public transport and under-age events will
reduce the social acceptability of smoking amongst
young people.
It is very clear that if you put an environment together
for young people where smoking is seen as not cool, it
sends a very important message about the very
deleterious outcomes of smoking, and the same could
be said about the responsible use of alcohol and young
people. These are important mediums for us to get the
message out, particularly to young people.
Finally, the bill closes a significant loophole in that
managers who employ workers unofficially, such as
those who employ family members without pay, will
no longer avoid penalties if their unofficial employee
sells cigarettes to children. If you look not only at this
legislation but at the entire set of reforms since we
came to government, this is a very comprehensive
package, and as a member of this government I say that
we should be extremely proud of them. My colleague,
the parliamentary secretary to the health minister, has
done an excellent job in steering this legislation on
behalf of the minister. It is part of a comprehensive
reform package to help us understand the nexus
between smoking and our health, but it most
particularly now extends that to smoking, passive
smoking and the public realm.
This is great legislation that enjoys bipartisan support
across the Parliament. It will have an enduring effect,
not only on people who are exposed to passive smoking
and people who are smoking at the moment, but more
importantly it sends a very clear message to young
people not only that smoking is uncool but that it can
ruin your health. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I have spent quite some
time in the house today listening to contributions from
members on this bill, and it seems to have fairly
comprehensive support from both sides. There have
been some harrowing tales about smoking and its
effects. They have all been bad news stories; there have
not been any good news stories about smoking, so this
bill will go further, particularly towards protecting our
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young people from taking up smoking. As adults we
more or less have an informed choice, even though it is
very hard to give up, but to prevent our young people
from being sucked in to smoking is very important, and
I will talk about that later in my contribution.

I was interested to see that while the rates of smoking
are fairly good overall, 30 per cent of 16 to 17-year-old
females are smoking at present.

I rise today in support of the Tobacco (Amendment)
Bill 2005 and will go through a few of the technical
details of the bill. In summary, it bans smoking in
enclosed workplaces from 1 March 2006 and in
enclosed licensed premises from 1 July 2007. It bans
the promotion and sale of tobacco products at
under-age music dance events from 1 March 2006 and
bans smoking in the covered areas of train station
platforms, tram stops and bus stops from 1 March 2006.
It will ban buzz marketing and non-branded tobacco
advertising from 1 March 2006 and strengthen laws to
enforce the ban on cigarette sales to young people from
1 March 2006.

Ms MUNT — Not my baby either. I have young
daughters in that age group, and they know that
smoking is very dangerous. But 30 per cent of young
women aged between 16 and 17 years are smoking. I
do not believe that 16 or 17-year-olds can make an
informed choice on what smoking will do to them in
later life. It is really important to try to prevent these
women from taking up the habit at such a young age. I
took up smoking when I was 12 years — and you are
too silly to know what you doing at that age. Perhaps I
am still too silly, but I gave up as a result of a very good
advertising campaign targeted at the children of
smokers. So the children went to the parents and said, ‘I
really do not want you to smoke because it is killing
you’. I do not think I would have given up smoking for
myself, but I gave it up for my children. But as I said,
as an adult I had the information and could make a
choice. These young women are being sucked in by all
the sorts of measures that this bill is trying to target.

It joins a raft of initiatives that the Bracks government
has put in place over the past four years, particularly the
introduction of smoke-free dining laws on 1 July 2001;
smoke-free shopping centre laws in November 2001
and smoking restrictions in licensed premises, gaming
and bingo venues and the casino. It introduced reforms
addressing youth smoking and increased penalties for
selling cigarettes to minors in November 2001 and
restricted tobacco advertising and displays within
tobacco retail outlets from July 2001 through to January
2002. These reforms have led to an impressive
reduction in overall smoking rates. It is estimated that
16.2 per cent of Victorians aged 18 years and over are
smokers. Over the period of these recent reforms the
prevalence of smoking, particularly among youth, has
declined from 22 per cent in 1999 to 17 per cent in
2002, which is great. It shows that these reforms are
working in reducing the levels of smoking.
As I said, I particularly applaud the initiatives targeted
at our youth. They include prohibiting smoking and the
promotion, display and sale of tobacco products at
under-age music dance events; making sighting the
photo identification the only defence for selling
cigarettes to a minor; prohibiting buzz marketing and
non-branded tobacco advertising, and introducing a
penalty of $500 000 for tobacco companies breaching
advertising and promotion restrictions. They also make
a manager liable when their agent, friend or relative
sells tobacco to a minor. The bill defines the defence
available to a manager; it restricts tobacco vending
machines to bar or gaming areas of licensed premises
inside of the bar or service area, and gives police the
power to issue infringement notices. The bill provides
for a good platform of actions.

Ms Lindell — Not my baby!

I believe this is good legislation that goes further
towards achieving the effect we want, which is to
prevent smoking in the general community. That is
particularly important for young people, and I am very
pleased to commend this bill to the house.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also pleased and
proud to be speaking in support of the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill — and in particular I am proud to
support it as a person who watched his grandfather die
a slow and humiliating death. I would hate my two
daughters, who are 15 and 13, to go down exactly the
same path. I am also proud to be speaking in support of
the bill, because it is another significant step forward in
banning smoking in public places, to the benefit of not
only patrons but importantly, as we have heard today,
workers in the hospitality industry.
The Bracks government has a proud and extensive
record in addressing smoking reforms. They are
absolutely vital when one takes into account the fact
that more than 5000 people die in Victoria each year as
a direct result of smoking — nearly 15 times the
number of people killed on our roads. When one thinks
of the major initiatives taken by numerous governments
over the last four decades to lower the road toll, one can
see that the major steps forward that governments all
over the world are now taking to address the carnage
caused by tobacco smoking are long overdue. As I said,
since its election in 1999 the Bracks government has
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made major decisions in this area, all of which have
raised concerns within the industry itself but which on
implementation and operation have all gained
widespread public support.
Initiatives such as the introduction of smoke-free dining
areas and shopping areas, smoking restrictions in pubs
and gaming centres, increased penalties for illegal sales
to minors and restrictions on tobacco advertising have
all proved successful and have gained wide public
support. Importantly, at the same time there has been a
reduction in smoking by something like 4 per cent. This
figure is pleasing, but as far as I am concerned it is far
from acceptable, so the government needs to
continually address the situation. Of course, not only
smokers are affected by their own habits; as we all
know, passive smoking is also a killer. It is unjust that
workers, especially in the hospitality industry, are
forced to endure smoke-filled work environments that
damage their own health because of the smoking habits
of others. Hence the importance of the bill we are
debating today.
It is with absolutely open arms that I support the major
reforms that will take effect as a result of the passage of
this legislation today. The banning of smoking in
enclosed licensed premises from July 2007 has my full
support. I understand the need to push the operational
date out to 2007, but in my eyes it cannot come quickly
enough. I enjoy, as most of us do, a few drinks down at
one of the local pubs, but I detest the stench of smoke in
the pub itself — and what is worse, you take it home in
your clothing.
Reasonable compromises will take place in July 2007
to make sure that smokers are not left out in the cold.
Smoking will still be allowed in outdoor drinking and
dining areas like balconies, verandas, courtyards and
marquees. I understand that there are many smokers,
many of them probably traditional Labor voters, who
will not support this legislation, but in an era when we
are all aware of the effects of smoking, including
passive smoking, the government must take a
leadership role and make these decisions. The decision
to ban smoking in enclosed pubs and clubs may not be
popular in many bars, but it is the correct decision, and
historically it will be reflected as such.
There are of course numerous other initiatives that we
have heard about today coming into place as of March
2006, including the banning of smoking in enclosed
working places and covered areas such as train stations.
I also strongly support the introduction of tougher laws
relating to the sale of cigarettes to our young. This is
good legislation, and as such I wish it a speedy passage
through this house.

2037

Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — It is with pleasure
that I rise to speak on the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill.
The opposition supports this bill, and I am happy to add
my support to it and to the general thrust of those who
have sought to diminish the use of tobacco in our
community. I particularly pay tribute to Rob Moodie
and VicHealth and the work they have done.
I am sure there are many members of this house who
recall the compelling advertisement that was run for
many years starring that notable actor Yul Brynner,
who graced the screen and then simply said, ‘Don’
smok!’. It was a powerful image, and it resonates still.
That message is important for young people. If there
were any young people in the chamber right now, even
if they were in the gallery, I would not be addressing
them at all, even if they were from the Morwell
district — —
Mr Jenkins — Moe!
Mr BAILLIEU — Or from the Moe district. I
would be saying to them — which of course I would
not be, if they were in the gallery, ‘Don’ smok.
Whatever you do, don’ smok!’. It is not a great habit to
get into, and I think we have witnessed today and over
the course of this debate some confessions from
members in this place which have been compelling,
engaging and personal. Theirs has been a useful
message.
As I said, we support the bill. There are some problems
with definitional issues, which will become technical in
time. I hope we can overcome those, so the definition
of what represents 75 per cent and what does not is not
going to be a problem. However, there are exemptions
in this bill that are to some extent inequitable. As I said,
I am not a smoker myself — smoking stunts your
growth, as the member for Ivanhoe observed earlier on
in this debate — but there is a recently opened cigar bar
in my electorate on the corner of Burwood and
Glenferrie roads, and I think they are going to find it
difficult in due course.
The campaign which has seen the diminution of
tobacco use in this country and around the world has
been driven by illness. I think it has been a very
successful campaign. That illness has been easily
observed and easily researched, and it is very painful
for a lot of people. Lung cancer in particular has been a
driver for this campaign.
I want to compare the campaign that is continuing and
has been so successful with tobacco with what has
occurred with other drugs. As I have said in this place
before, I am certainly of the view that there is a linear
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link between the use of drugs and mental illness. To
some extent mental illness is not as easy to observe, to
research or to manage as the illnesses associated with
tobacco use. Tobacco-use illness is at the front of mind
for a lot of people, but with mental illness it is much
more difficult. Often we hear of dual diagnoses and
co-morbidity when it comes to the use of drugs and
mental illness. But I would like to see more research
done on the linear link and the cause and effect between
the use of what are, I think sadly, called recreational
drugs and mental illness, and for that to lead to a
campaign with the depth of resourcing that has driven
the anti-tobacco-use campaign.
The use of recreational drugs is a blight on our
society — and it is a growing blight. Yet there is still an
abiding lack of information and a lack of connect
between the use and the consequences, particularly in
the minds of young people. It is something we have to
overcome and to address in a systematic way. It
saddens me to hear people joking about the use of
drugs, particularly in our media and even in our daily
conversations. It is not a joking matter, and we need to
have a cultural shift to make the use of recreational
drugs as socially unacceptable as the use of tobacco has
become.
I want to conclude with a commentary on recent public
debate about the Australian Football League drug code.
I am glad that the AFL has adopted the World
Anti-Doping Agency code. The AFL has perhaps been
pushed along to take up the WADA code — it did not
want to initially. But one thing I will say about the AFL
is that it was prepared to go a bit further to the testing of
recreational drugs, not just performance-enhancing
drugs, and that is important. Equally important is that it
has been prepared to go to out-of-competition testing. It
deserves credit for the fact that its regime, even as it
was previously proposed, was more extensive than it
needed to be to satisfy general requirements. It should
be congratulated for that and for now picking up the
WADA code, albeit under some pressure in recent
weeks.
Last year when the AFL code was first released many
members of the AFL, many players in particular, were
very positive about it. They deserve recognition for
that, because they were prepared to stand up and take a
step — it is a difficult step but an important one — in
commencing a campaign to bring about with
recreational drugs the cultural shift that happened with
tobacco some years ago. I particularly single out
Michael Voss from the Brisbane Lions, who held his
hand up last year.
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This bill is in line with the general move to dissuade
people from using tobacco. I just hope and pray that we
will soon be able to embark on a similar campaign for
other drugs.
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — It is certainly a
privilege to again speak on a bill to amend the tobacco
legislation and drive down even further the rates of
smoking in our community. Many in this house know
that I was a radiographer for 20 years before I changed
careers. In that 20 years I had the terrible experience of
dealing with and helping people in their fight against
lung cancer and emphysema and of the dreadful lives
people can live as a direct result of their addiction to
tobacco. I make no apologies for being a total
non-tobacco supporter. To my mind tobacco industry
executives are no different from any other drug dealers
that we all scorn and vilify. As far as I am concerned,
the sooner we can have tobacco removed totally, the
better. I certainly make no apology for that.
I am still staggered by the amazing shift in my lifetime
of public opinion surrounding smoking. In the 1970s I
worked at the Box Hill Hospital alongside
radiographers who, in between X-raying patients,
would have a cigarette. While standing in the hospital
itself next to cubicles where people were changing so
they could have their X-rays, the young women I
worked with would be smoking — and I have to say
that for a little while I did the same.
I think most of us in this chamber have in our lifetimes
seen the huge change in attitudes to smoking, as the
information has become more widely known and as we
have begun to realise just how dreadful the results of
smoking are, not just for the people who smoke but also
for their families, and the results of living in a
smoke-filled atmosphere.
Like many who have spoken before me, I was recently
overseas. I was absolutely staggered that you can sit in
a lovely restaurant in Europe and have someone at the
next table smoking. It seems that it is a long time since
we had to put up with that in Australia, but of course it
is not; it was only in 2001 that smoking was banned in
restaurants. That is really remarkable, and we will get to
the next stage — and I believe there will be a constant
next stage until smoking is something that really is just
a small blip in the life cycle of this whole civilisation; it
is just remarkable how quickly we have changed. We
have this bill, which protects people who work in our
bars amongst that smoke. That this Parliament has said,
‘No, it is time that you were protected’ is something it
should be very proud of.
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I would like to commend the work of VicHealth. I was
privileged to be a member of the VicHealth board in the
previous Parliament. I would certainly like to
acknowledge the fine work with Quit and the
continuation of a campaign that has gone on for
20 years. What an amazing success it has been.
The rates of smoking amongst our young people are
still too high, and we can continue to work on that. We
all know that you cannot tell young people not to do
something, because in their minds that is actually
permission to do it. We have to get very smart about
how we target those campaigns to our young people.
We must stop the illegal sale of cigarettes to minors.
I am very proud that the Kingston council, my local
government authority, has recently conducted a sting
campaign. To the shame of the tobacco sellers in
Kingston, half of them were in breach of the conditions
because they sold tobacco to minors. They did not ask
for proof of age. As a mother of two teenage children I
know, to my horror, that one of my children purchased
cigarettes before he was of age. We have to continue
the vigilante aspect of making sure that adults in
businesses that sell tobacco recognise that they have a
responsibility to the young people of our community
and must be held to account every time they sell this
product illegally.
With those few comments I commend the bill to the
house. I certainly commend the work done by
VicHealth, Quit Victoria and the Anti-Cancer Council
of Victoria. Let us hope that we can continue to drive
cigarette smoking from our community.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — It is a very important
task of this government to do what ever we can to
ensure that we reduce the amount of smoking in the
community, reduce the appalling health effects of
smoking in the community and reduce the effects of
passive smoking that affect people who are exposed to
the smoking of others.
I am very pleased to speak today in support of the
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill which continues and
improves the landmark legislation the Bracks
government has introduced over the last five years to
reduce the amount of smoking and the terrible health
effects that smoking causes in our community. I believe
there is overwhelming community support among
Victorians for the expansion of smoke-free
environments. That applies whether that environment is
a workplace, a sporting venue like the Melbourne
Cricket Ground or licensed premises or some other
entertainment venue.
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The experience in some overseas countries that have
introduced similar types of bans and restrictions in
recent years is very instructive. The recent experience
with banning cigarette smoking in licensed premises in
Ireland is particularly noteworthy. That reform some 12
months or so ago was accompanied by a fair amount of
community debate and controversy, but clearly the
evidence shows that in the year or so since the bans
were introduced there has been an enormous amount of
community support for those reforms. That will no
doubt continue in Victoria as a result of the reforms we
are debating today.
The bill will ban smoking in enclosed workplaces from
1 March 2006; ban smoking in enclosed licensed
premises from 1 July 2007; ban smoking, the
promotion of tobacco products and the sale of tobacco
products at under-age music and/or dance events from
1 March 2006; ban smoking in covered areas of train
station platforms, tram stops and bus stops from
1 March 2006; ban buzz marketing and non-branded
tobacco advertising from 1 March 2006; and strengthen
the laws to enforce the ban on cigarette sales to young
people from 1 March 2006.
The package of reforms contained in this bill builds on
the significant reforms introduced by the Bracks
government since 1999. It is instructive that the
Tobacco Act that we are amending and improving
today was introduced in 1987 by a previous Labor
government. The Tobacco Act was not significantly
changed or amended during the term of the previous
government, but since the election of the Bracks
government there has again been increased emphasis on
improving the restrictions on the availability of tobacco
products and their smoking in various venues and
environments around Victoria.
It is pleasing that the number of smokers in the
community has been steadily declining over the last
four or five years and is reported to be approximately
16 per cent of the adult Victorian population as of 2005.
We are determined that that trend of an overall
reduction in smoking will continue and we will have
less people smoking in Victoria as years go on. One
troubling statistic is that there appears to be an increase
in the number of young people, particularly young girls,
smoking in recent years. I believe the reforms we are
introducing in this current piece of legislation will help
in reversing that trend and will continue to push down
the number of people who are taking up smoking in the
first place and will encourage more to quit as time goes
on.
The reforms the Bracks government has introduced
since its election have included the introduction of
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smoke-free dining areas from 1 July 2001; smoke-free
shopping centres from 1 November 2001; smoking
restrictions in licensed premises, gaming and bingo
venues and the casino from 1 September 2002; reforms
addressing youth smoking, including increasing the
penalties for selling cigarettes to minors from
November 2000; and restricting tobacco advertising
and displays within tobacco retail outlets, which
occurred from July 2001 to January 2002.
As I have said, these reforms have already led to a
decline in smoking rates in Victoria. We want to make
sure that the approach we are taking is continually
strengthened and that the number of people who smoke
in our community continues to go down so that the
number of people suffering the terrible health effects of
smoking and smoking-related conditions continues to
go down. It is reported that of the order of 5000 people
die in Victoria every year from smoking or
smoking-related diseases. That is an appalling statistic.
It is something that no community can be proud of.
Everybody in the community has to do what they can to
ensure we continue to drive down the number of people
smoking. In many ways this is landmark legislation,
because it goes beyond looking solely at the people
who are smoking and extends the protections to those
who are caught up in passive smoking. That is
particularly important when it comes to workplaces,
where people going about their job are exposed to the
secondary smoke of smokers. People in their
workplaces do not have any choice about being there
and whether they are exposed to smoke. This legislation
will ban smoking in enclosed workplaces from 1 March
2006. It will be extremely important to the health and
welfare of people working in Victoria. That is a great
improvement and something that should be welcomed
by the community, and I am sure it has overwhelming
community support.
The Bracks government has a well-known commitment
to improving the health of the Victorian community.
We are seeing that in the way the government is
rebuilding our public health system and employing over
5000 extra nurses in our hospitals to improve patient
care. We also must concentrate on prevention and on
making sure that fewer people suffer from the terrible
health effects caused by smoking, whether it is because
they are smoking themselves or because they are
exposed to the smoke of others.
This legislation is very significant in that regard and
will continue to build on the landmark health and
welfare reforms the Bracks Labor government has
introduced in the last five years. It will be a significant
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and well-received further instalment in improving the
public health of all Victorians.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the Tobacco
(Amendment) Bill. I would like to take the house back
to some tobacco reforms. In the 1980s the motivation
came mainly from the medical profession and the
Anti-Cancer Council and the large cost to the
community in treating patients in our hospitals.
Members of Parliament here had plenty of lectures
from experts at the time. That led to the establishment
of VicHealth, the first reforms of the smoking industry
and the attempt at behavioural change.
Whatever legislation we put up and enforce, it is
behavioural change that we need to seek, as well as
protecting innocent people from the effects of smoking.
I wish I had had that education in my younger days.
When I think that I used to smoke a cigarette in the car
with my wife and children in it and close the windows,
I shudder today at what they were exposed to at that
time and the damage it has probably caused to them. I
was unaware and ignorant, as at the time there was no
education on what passive smoking — that is, inhaling
others’ smoke — meant.
We have come a long way in improving the education
of our community to the fact that passive smoking can
cause equal damage to that caused if you are smoking.
Of course the tobacco companies, along with their
scientists, kept arguing continuously that smoking did
not cause cancer and was not cancer related. That battle
went on for years and years before there was some
acceptance by society on that issue, and that was the
driving force behind the reforms.
I welcome the further legislation that we have before us
today. We also need to continuously work on the
education program. Being a reformed smoker — I
stopped smoking some 18 years ago when we started
the education program with VicHealth, so I am talking
from personal experience — I know how hard it is to
kick the habit and stop smoking. I well remember the
days in here when I would have a packet of cigarettes in
my shirt pocket and the then Leader of the Opposition,
Jeff Kennett, would just grab the packet and have a
smoke, because it was a common practice — you
shared your cigarettes. It was a behavioural activity
between smokers, a sort of common bond, almost.
These behavioural changes are what need to take place
and be further driven now that it is not chic to be
smoking. That is necessary, especially for our young
people, given the damage it does to young women and
mothers-to-be if they are smoking, and given the
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nicotine damage done to foetuses and to babies at
crucial times. People were not aware of all those issues.

once you have the disease it is too late then to stop
smoking.

As previous speakers have said, this society was not
aware of the effect that asbestos had on people working
in that industry. So not allowing smoking in confined
spaces, particularly licensed premises, is a very
important and vital issue. It is unfortunate that it had to
come to the point of really being driven by cases being
proved and by people dying from it rather than our
society, including our scientists, and the whole world
accepting that it is a harmful drug that is peddled to our
community, particularly our young people. I understand
people are hooked on it. It is hard to give it away, even
with all the various ways available to reduce smoking.
However, we must do whatever we can do to stop our
young ones being exposed to cigarette advertising and
being enticed to smoke and particularly, as I said, to
protect the people who have to work in the licensed
premises and are exposed to that situation in
smoke-filled rooms.

I support the bill and will keep saying that the education
process in our schools and in the community needs to
go even further. I also know that now, because
cigarettes are up to a very high price, with the taxes and
everything else, many young people cannot afford to
buy a packet of cigarettes but it has not stopped them
from smoking because there has been an increase in the
chop-chop or illegal tobacco sales industry. We have
the federal police and the tax department chasing and
catching people who are selling and marketing tobacco.
But young people are now smoking cheaper cigarettes
by buying chop-chop tobacco and rolling their own.
They have all the various machines with filters so they
can roll their own cigarettes and smoke cheaper
cigarettes, and the smart operators are selling the
tobacco on the cheap to other kids because they cannot
buy it legally in the shops.

I well recall that when I worked in industry in one of
the chemical plants smoking was banned on the job.
They had two smoking rooms. However, the smoking
rooms did not even have exhaust fans so you could not
even see through the windows. It was like one big fog
in there. People who went to sit in the crib room to have
a rest were breathing in somebody’s else smoke.
All those issues were not known and people were not
educated. I am pleased that the Labor government is
continuing with education about the effects of smoking,
including alerting people to the damage that smoke
inhalation does to other people. I had representations by
people in the licensing industry, and the same happened
with the pokies industry, saying that they are going to
lose business and so forth. I do not uphold that, because
it is a matter of adjustment. When people go out dining
the smokers continue with their habit and have their
cigarettes outside. It is the same in many households
now. Because they are educated, smokers who have
little children in their homes do not smoke in their own
homes; they go out to the backyard or onto the veranda
to have their smoke. We have achieved that behavioural
change in people.
All we now have to achieve is people not taking up
smoking and suffering the same disastrous effects that
people who are on drugs suffer. Once you are addicted,
withdrawal from nicotine is no different from
withdrawal from speed, narcotics or any other drugs,
including marijuana. It does the same evil thing to
people. You are many years down the track before you
discover that you have emphysema from it, and usually

Most people in shops now are very responsible. They
have signs up saying that they cannot sell cigarettes to
under-age children, and they cannot send in somebody
a bit older to buy them for them because shopkeepers
are mainly acting responsibly and do not want to be
caught out when young people are out in the street
lighting up because somebody 19 years old and with a
driving licence has bought the cigarettes and is sharing
them out with the younger ones. That is another
industry that needs to be looked at, because the black
market is also enticing young ones to smoke. With
those few words I hope that the bill will be a further
step in ensuring the safety and wellbeing of workers in
our liquor industry.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am very pleased to
speak this afternoon on the Tobacco (Amendment) Bill
2005. As has been said, this amending bill extends the
existing restrictions that have applied to tobacco
smoking in this state since this government was elected.
I am pleased to support the continuation of restrictions
on smoking. As has been said previously, it is an
insidious drug and we know that it is extraordinarily
harmful medically. We also know — and I can speak
from personal experience — how very difficult it is to
give up this drug.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DUNCAN — It is a very difficult drug to give
up. That has been medically proven. But we also know
that extending tobacco reforms encourages people to
give up smoking. We have seen the statistics. Every
time there is an extension of a reform we have a
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reduction in the number of smokers. The prevalence of
adult smokers has dropped quite dramatically, from
20.7 per cent in 1999 to 16 per cent in 2003. That is a
reduction in smokers of about 4 per cent in that short
period of time.
We know smoking bans are extraordinarily effective.
We also know there is enormous community support
for extending these bans. For example, the support for
the workplace smoking bans which this bill introduces
is 82.5 per cent. That is an extraordinarily high rate.
Support for the increased enforcement of cigarette sales
to minors is 89 per cent. Again this is an extraordinarily
high level of support. Support for making it harder to
buy tobacco is over 61 per cent.
We have had consistent and extensive consultation with
various stakeholders on extending these bans.
Specifically the most significant part of this amendment
is banning smoking in enclosed workplaces. From
1 July 2006 all enclosed workplaces will be required to
be smoke free. There are a number of commonsense
exemptions to these bans. One of the exemptions is
residential premises which, for example, are used for
carrying on a business where the public does not enter
and no other employees are present. We know that the
effects of passive smoking have recently been
demonstrated. Again the exemption is logical if there is
only one person in the building. From 1 July 2007
enclosed licensed premises will be required to be
smoke free. As I said, this extends existing legislation
which makes it an offence to smoke in certain parts of
those premises.
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gave up smoking in 1993, but Jean continues to have a
puff to this day.
We have come a long way. This bill is part of the
progressive reforms that have come through this
Parliament over the last 20-odd years. I remember the
Honourable David White talking about how he set up
VicHealth with the support of the then opposition —
the Liberal and then National parties — back in the
early 1980s under the first Cain Labor government I
think. We have gradually changed the environment for
smokers and made it less acceptable for them to smoke.
I used to smoke around 25 or 30 cigarettes a day. I
remember being at the ALP head office, where I
worked from 1985 to 1992. I was in a small room with
Rob Acton, one of the other state organisers.
Mr Andrews — That must have been hard work!
Mr NARDELLA — Yes, it was hard work, as the
honourable member would know. We were in this
room, and I used to smoke and he did not. It was just
awful for Rob. But also — —
An honourable member — But you didn’t stop.
Mr NARDELLA — No, absolutely not! Although
eventually I did, in that room. You would then go to
meetings of the administrative committee of the party.
There were 33 people on that committee, and they all
smoked. When you got home after those meetings you
would peel your clothes off, because they just stank.
We have progressed on from that.

We have also introduced smoking bans in the covered
areas of train station platforms and bus and tram stops.
There are also smoking bans at under-age music and
dance events. This applies whether those events are
indoor or outdoor. Buzz marketing is also prohibited,
and non-branded tobacco advertisements are banned.
Stronger laws have now been introduced to enforce the
ban on selling tobacco to young people. There is a
range of other minor amendments in this bill, which
overall increases the bans on tobacco smoking. It is
further evidence of the commitment this government
has to banning smoking, reducing the uptake of
smoking and helping people give it up. I commend this
bill to the house.

I want to talk very briefly about the prison system and
the need for further reforms and changes within it.
Representations have been made to me by Geoff
Newport, one of my residents in Bacchus Marsh. He is
a prison officer who is concerned about passive
smoking. He believes there need to be changes within
the prison system to protect prison officers from passive
smoking. I understand that around 37 per cent of cells
are smoke free. I will be making some representations
on behalf of Mr Newport and his colleagues about
getting further changes and improvements for prison
officers — and ultimately for prisoners themselves —
so they can be in smoke-free environments like other
workers within our society.

Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Let me start from the
beginning: I loved having a smoke. I smoked from
1979 to 1993, and there is a bit of a story there. Before
the 1992 state election I made a pact with the
Honourable Jean McLean, then a member of the other
place. We both smoked, and we said that if we won our
seats in the 1992 election we would give up smoking. I

I heard the honourable member for Carrum, who is
currently in the chair, speak about the progression of
the blight of smoking. If you look at it in a wider sense,
the time our civilisation has been on this planet is
minuscule. Hopefully over the next decade or two
smoking will become so unacceptable that it will not be
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seen as something you do and will be much more
difficult for people to take up.
One of the really important parts of this is working
through — and a lot of work has been done in this
regard — why people take it up. In essence a lot of
working-class people and people from lower
socioeconomic groups take up smoking and continue to
smoke, as do a lot of young people. Some work needs
to be done to reduce that take-up rate and reduce the
number of people smoking, with the aim of ultimately
improving the health of members of our society. With
those words I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I am delighted to
have the opportunity to make some concluding
comments and to draw the debate on this very
important piece of legislation to a close. This is
significant legislation that will save lives, because we
know that tobacco is the cause of almost 5000 deaths in
Victoria every year. The work that the government has
undertaken over the last few years has contributed
significantly to the decline in the smoking rate for the
adult population — it is now down to about 16 per
cent — and it has also led to the lowest level of
smoking among the 12 to 15-year-old age group that
we have seen in the history of recording smoking
levels. This legislation is significant, because it takes
yet another step on that journey of dramatically
improving the health status of people within our
community.
Over the past five or six years we have introduced some
of the most far-reaching smoking reforms that have
ever been seen in this state, including introducing
highly successful bans in restaurants and gaming
venues, and cracking down on under-age smoking. That
is because we are particularly determined to protect
Victorians from the harm caused by smoking itself and
by passive smoking. We know that our best efforts are
being directed towards preventing young people from
taking up smoking.
As I said, in this legislation we want to continue on that
journey and ban smoking in enclosed workplaces,
including licensed premises, by 2007. The priority that
has been placed on enclosed public spaces is based on
all the good scientific evidence that is available to us,
and it has been framed in a way that I think is very
sensible and meets community expectations.
Talking about community expectations, it is terrific to
see the way in which community attitudes have
changed over the last few years. This is a good example
of a community speaking strongly and loudly about an
issue and of a government hearing that and not only
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responding but also offering some leadership in shaping
and forming community attitudes at the same time.
When you think that 70 or 80 per cent of people are
supportive of bans on smoking, that is very significant.
I am also very pleased that the Liberal Party and The
Nationals have been supportive of this legislation. It is a
bipartisan matter, which has meant that we have had a
very constructive debate. All fair-minded people are
deeply concerned about the harm that tobacco is
currently causing our community, and they want to do
everything they possibly can to change tobacco policy
so that they stop kids from taking up smoking and get
as many older people to quit as well.
I would like to publicly acknowledge those groups who
for many years have worked in this area and who
continue to lobby us — that is good, because it is their
role — and who continue to give voice to the concerns
they have about the impact of tobacco on our
community. Quit has won so many awards, and it is an
organisation that we in Victoria are enormously proud
of. It has been instrumental in changing community
attitudes towards smoking. I also acknowledge
VicHealth, the National Heart Foundation and Cancer
Council Victoria. Industry leaders have worked very
constructively with government — it has not been easy
for some of them — and that includes organisations like
the Australian Hotels Association. Some of the union
leaders have been fantastic. In particular Brian Daly,
from the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous
Workers Union, has pushed for reforms from his
workers’ perspective.
I would also like to acknowledge the contribution made
by my parliamentary secretary, the honourable member
for Mulgrave, who with Sharon De Silva from my
office has led a consultation program that has been very
exhaustive and time consuming and has really made a
significant contribution to the shaping of these reforms.
In conclusion I would like to thank every member of
Parliament who has participated in the debate — the
members for Caulfield, Lowan, Mulgrave, Mornington,
Ferntree Gully, Bulleen, Mount Waverley, Benalla,
Mill Park, Mitcham, Bayswater, Monbulk, Morwell,
Bellarine, Bentleigh, Ivanhoe, Richmond, Mordialloc,
Geelong, Hawthorn, Carrum, Prahran, Keilor,
Macedon, Melton and Hastings. I commend the bill to
the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time appointed
under standing orders for me to interrupt business has
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arrived. I am required to put the questions necessary for
the passage of the bill.
Motion agreed to.
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17. Clause 22, after line 11 insert —
“( ) For section 5A(2)(d) of the Tobacco Act
1987 substitute —
“(d) a declared smoking area of a casino;”.”.

Read second time.
Circulated amendments
Circulated government amendments as follows
agreed to:
1.

Clause 2, line 20, omit “27” and insert “28”.

2.

Clause 2, line 22, omit “27” and insert “28”.

3.

Clause 3, page 6, lines 6 to 8, omit paragraphs (b) and
(c).

4.

Clause 3, page 7, lines 6 and 7, omit “, “room” and
“TAB area” ” and insert “and “room” “.

5.

Clause 5, omit this clause.

6.

Clause 6, lines 1 and 2, omit “5I substituted, sections
5J and 5K repealed” and insert “5H substituted”.

7.

Clause 6, lines 3 and 4, omit “5G, 5H, 5I, 5J and 5K”
and insert “5G and 5H”.

8.

Clause 6, line 19, omit “a declared smoking area of”.

9.

Clause 6, page 16, line 14, omit “centre.” and insert
“centre.”.”.

18. Clause 24, line 23, after “regarding” insert “casinos
and”.
19. Clause 24, line 26, after “sections” insert “5I, 5J,”.
20. Clause 24, page 36, line 7, after “items” insert “9, 9A,”.
NEW CLAUSES
21. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 6 —
“AA. New section 5K substituted
For section 5K of the Tobacco Act 1987
substitute —
“5K. Casinos: no smoking signs
(1)

Note: Section 3 defines an acceptable no smoking sign.

(2)

10. Clause 6, page 16, lines 15 to 27, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
11. Clause 20, after line 20 insert —
“9A. An offence against section 5J(1) 1 penalty
unit
9B. An offence against section 5K(1) 1 penalty
unit”.
12. Heading to Part 3, after “PREMISES” insert “,
CASINOS”.

“BB. New section 3E inserted
Before section 4 of the Tobacco Act 1987
insert —
“3E. Declared smoking areas in casinos
(1)

For the purposes of this Act, the Minister, by
notice published in the Government Gazette,
may declare an area in a casino that, in the
Minister’s opinion, is a high roller room, to
be a declared smoking area.

(2)

The Minister, by notice published in the
Government Gazette, may revoke or vary a
declaration under sub-section (1).

(3)

The Minister must consult the Minister
administering Part 2 of the Casino Control
Act 1991 before making, revoking or
varying a declaration under this section.”.”.

“( ) in section 3 —
the definition of “bar area” is repealed;

(ii) in the definition of “declared smoking
area”, for “section 5I(4)” substitute
“section 3E”;”.
14. Clause 21, line 6, omit “and “dining area”“ and insert “,
“dining area” and “TAB area”“.
15. Clause 22, line 9, omit “exemption” and insert “and
casino exemptions”.
16. Clause 22, line 10, before “Section” insert “(1)”.

The signs must be displayed in a manner
that ensures that a person is reasonably
likely to see one or more of them either on
entering the area or from within the area.”.”.

22. Insert the following new clause to follow clause 21 —

13. Clause 21, after line 4 insert —

(i)

The occupier of an area of a casino, other
than a declared smoking area, is guilty of an
offence, and liable to a penalty not
exceeding 5 penalty units, if, without
reasonable excuse, acceptable no smoking
signs are not displayed in accordance with
sub-section (2).
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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Maughan, Mr

Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 July; motion of
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the bill be read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 60
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, 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
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jenkins, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Loney, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thwaites, 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
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport).

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Police: Geelong
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I would like to raise a
matter of concern for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and ask him to take action to
address the shortage of police in the Geelong area. Last
week on Wednesday, the 13th, I attended a public
meeting down at Geelong to discuss the shortage of
police resources. This meeting was attended by a
number of members of the public; a number of people
from the police force; the member for Geelong; a
member for Geelong Province in the other place,
Ms Carbines; and me. It was a well-attended meeting
and there was one thing this meeting was pushing very
hard, and that was the shortage of police in the Geelong
area.
A number of people spoke at this particular public
gathering. It was mentioned that in 1972 a police officer
relayed to a public meeting that there were three
divisional vans covering the area of Geelong. In 2005
there are still three divisional vans despite the increase
in population. Another story told was that because of
the lack of police there is a perception that law and
order is breaking down on particular nights, especially
Friday and Saturday nights, and gangs are roaming the
Geelong central business district. On one particular
issue, a father spoke about his son having lost his sight
because of a gang-related attack and he said that
unfortunately the police were nowhere to be found
when this took place. It was these sorts of stories that
came through over and over again.
There was also the issue of the Bellarine police station
which the Bracks government very proudly promised
would be a 24-hour police station back in 2002. It is
barely running now at 16 hours. On some days it is only
running for the day shift or 8 hours. There is concern
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that Torquay, which should have eight members, really
only has six and a half members. This problem seems
to be coming through over and over again.
I am calling on the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to address this issue. Twelve months ago there
was a shortage of police at Werribee. They sent police
from Geelong to Werribee as a band-aid solution. Now
that there is a shortage of police in Geelong they are
sending the police from Werribee back to Geelong but
it has not actually fixed the problem.
The Police Association claims that Geelong and Surf
Coast need at least 76 new officers. If the state
government promised 600 police at the last state
election, and we heard it being referred to during
question time, the fact is it has only delivered
230 police until now. That means it is 370 police short
of the 2002 state election promise. We want a
commitment from the police minister to explain to us
how he is going to deliver 370 police and more
importantly how Geelong will receive its fair share.

Building industry: scaffolding
Mr LONEY (Lara) — My matter is addressed to
the Minister for WorkCover and the TAC in another
place. It relates to the safety of scaffold systems on sale
in Victoria. I seek that the minister take action to ensure
that all scaffold systems sold through retail outlets in
Victoria actually meet the correct design standards and
WorkCover requirements.
I have been contacted by a manufacturer in my
electorate. Safe High-Ts manufactures scaffold systems
for industry. The company was contacted by a customer
who brought to its attention that there is a scaffolding
system on sale in Victoria which looks very much like
its product but in fact does not comply with WorkCover
requirements or the Australian design standards. The
customer raised a number of safety issues about the
scaffold system which he bought thinking it was from
this supplier.
Firstly, the platform was too wide for the steel boards
and so they could move underfoot. Secondly, there was
no access to the working floor on the scaffold other
than to climb externally onto the scaffold. These are
major safety flaws. Thirdly, regarding the frame
adjusting jacks for levelling the system the base of the
jacks was undersize and a piece of steel tubing was
used to increase the external size to fit tube to the
framed scaffold. There are quite serious safety
deficiencies in this equipment. There was no design
standard, nor were WorkCover confirmation numbers
anywhere on it.
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The industry in my electorate is concerned about a
number of things. It has had its products tested and
proved under Australian and New Zealand design
rule 1576 and passed as heavy duty scaffold systems. It
constantly ensures that they have the correct
verifications, and they have been approved for use
throughout the building trades and in TAFE colleges
for training apprentices and others. The industry is
concerned about two things — firstly, that these unsafe
scaffolds can be bought through a major hardware
chain operating in Victoria and New South Wales,
which I will not name. The minister should take action
to ensure that any scaffold systems put up for sale are
compliant. Secondly, it is obviously concerned that they
have been mistaken for systems manufactured by the
industry and that its clients think it is manufacturing an
unsafe system. This is an important matter, and I would
ask the minister to act with haste to ensure compliance.

Central Gippsland Health Service: service
delivery
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
raise a matter for the consideration of the Minister for
Health which is to do with the Central Gippsland
Health Service. This superb facility is based at three
campuses — Sale, Maffra and Heyfield. About
1000 people come together on a daily basis to provide
the excellent service for which the Central Gippsland
Health Service is renowned. Those people comprise the
medical practitioners, the medical staff, the nursing
staff and administrators together with those others who
provide essential services such as maintenance and
cleaning. It is truly a wonderful health service.
In many respects the people of central Gippsland, and
of Sale, Maffra and Heyfield in particular, are very
concerned to ensure its future. I might also say that the
service provided from this great facility extends into
east Gippsland to places such as Bairnsdale and further
east again. It not only serves the general community,
but we are the centre of activity for the oil and gas
industry of Victoria. At Sale there is also a major
RAAF base. For all these reasons and more, together
with our agricultural sector it is essential that this
wonderful service continue and that it happen in the
future not only on the basis of retaining what we have
but also for the future enhancement of the services
provided from it.
Matters of concern have been raised in some aspects of
the general community. They are to do with the
question of the future service delivery from the Central
Gippsland Health Service. Aligned with that matter is
the question of a discussion presently under way about
the prospect of three wards — namely, the surgical,
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medical and children’s wards — being incorporated
into two wards by way of a redevelopment. There has
been a measure of concern expressed about what it
might mean in terms of doing justice to the delivery of
services across those three sectors particularly with
regard to the children’s ward.
Concern has been expressed about the fact of an
administrator having been appointed in November last
year and most particularly about the prospect of having
a community-based board returned to the operation of
the health service in time to come. These are matters of
critical importance to my electorate and specifically to
the areas within central Gippsland which are serviced
by the Central Gippsland Health Service. I again seek
from the minister her assurances that matters pertaining
to the performance of this health service are being
given due regard by this government and that such a
situation will continue.

Child care: working-with-children checks
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — This evening I
rise to raise a matter with the Minister for Community
Services. It is an issue of continuing importance to all
parents, and in light of recent happenings close to my
electorate, I feel compelled to raise it in the house
tonight. My concern involves the safety of child-care
facilities. The action that I seek from the minister is for
her to ensure that all Victorian child-care providers are
scrutinised and child-care centres regularly monitored.
In May a 19-year-old Nunawading man was arrested
for allegedly assaulting children at a now-closed
Whitehorse council family day-care centre. After
interviewing 70 families as part of a nine-month
investigation, the Nunawading police revealed that the
man had allegedly assaulted 11 children aged between
four and eight years. Although exact details have not
been revealed, it is known that the alleged acts were of
a sexual nature and were committed over an eight-year
period between 1996 and 2004. The accused was the
son of a council-approved child-care provider who has
cared for children in the family home. When the police
investigation commenced last year, the council
responded immediately and suspended the carer until
the outcome of the police investigation. They closed the
centre late last year.
This is not the only occasion that the safety of
child-care facilities has been brought to my attention.
Other constituents have contacted my office raising
their concerns about hygiene, the level of care and staff
ethics in various child-care centres. I commend the
Whitehorse council and the Department of Human
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Services for responding with sensitivity and timeliness
to these complaints.
The federal government is responsible for monitoring
child-care services, and in order to do this it initiated a
system of quality assurance. The quality assurance
system is implemented by the National Childcare
Accreditation Council and involves on-site compliance
checks of child-care centres by approved validators.
Clearly more needs to be done by the federal
government to support this quality assurance system
and ensure the quality of our child-care providers. If
monitoring occurred more frequently perhaps
unfortunate situations could be prevented.
The Victorian government is responsible for the
licensing requirements of child-care centres. By
committing to the introduction of the
working-with-children checks the Bracks government
is taking steps to tackle its end of the bargain. The
working-with-children checks will screen people who
wish to work with children for relevant criminal
offences, charges and professional disciplinary
proceedings in order to enhance the safety of Victorian
children. The checks will apply to employees,
self-employed persons and volunteers who work in
child-related fields, including child-care centres,
preschools, religious organisations and sports clubs
with significant child membership. While many
organisations already screen employees and volunteers
for relevant criminal record matters, the
working-with-children checks will ensure that statewide
minimum standards apply across a wide range of
child-related fields.
I commend the Bracks government for this initiative,
and ask the Minister to continue to work with her
federal counterpart to improve the safety of Victorian
child-care centres and therefore our most precious
commodity, Victorian children.

Fitzsimons Lane–Parkwood Place,
Templestowe: safety
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Transport in relation to the
intersection of Fitzsimons Lane and Parkwood Place in
Templestowe. I ask the minister to investigate the
matter and instruct VicRoads to make improvements to
this intersection to ensure that no-one is killed.
The residents have come to see me on many occasions
complaining about the impossibility of exiting
Parkwood Place. I raised this issue with the minister
back in May 2003. Unfortunately, one and a half years
later nothing has been done. The residents have had
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enough, and have written to VicRoads themselves.
They have received a response from VicRoads, and I
will read that response which states:
VicRoads acknowledges that, due to flow of traffic on
Fitzsimons Lane, it is difficult to exit Parkwood Place, in
particular, during the evening peak period. As discussed on
site, VicRoads will:
consider replacing eight merging traffic warning sign …
discuss with Manningham City Council regarding the
possible increase of the turning radius of the entrance
into Parkwood Place …
investigate the feasibility of installing detector loop on
Parkwood Place …

The letter says, ‘consider’, ‘discuss’ and ‘investigate’.
The residents have had enough of discussions; they
want some action, and I call on the minister to visit the
site and see how difficult it is to exit Parkwood Place. I
understand that the minister has a chauffer but I
challenge him to attempt to exit Parkwood Place
between 4.00 p.m. and 6.00 p.m. to see how difficult
and dangerous it is for the residents.
In its letter VicRoads says:
As the proposed facility —

is similar to the one that —
will be funded by the tenants of the village, it is expected that
the similar device should also be funded by the residents of
Parkwood Place …

This has caused some concern amongst the residents.
They cannot understand why they have to fund
something that is the responsibility of VicRoads. I urge
the minister to visit and investigate the intersection,
speak to VicRoads, and then provide funding for some
improvements to take place there. It would be a waste
of time and energy for the minister to take action after
someone is killed. As I did back in May 2003, I urge
the minister to take some action to fund some
improvements to this dangerous intersection.

Creswick Primary School and Mount Pleasant
Primary School: upgrades
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education
and Training. I ask her to take action to progress major
works at Creswick Primary School and Mount Pleasant
Primary School which are both in my electorate. I have
been delighted to move around many of the schools in
my electorate since I became the member for Ballarat
East, and have been pleased to see that many of them
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have gained significant capital funding for upgrades
since the Bracks government came to office.
Creswick Primary School came into my electorate at
the last election, and was soon after given funding of
$746 000 for four general purpose classrooms, which is
a significant upgrade for a school with 172 students and
increasing enrolments. However, like many other good
schools, once it had finished one upgrade, it
immediately approached me to say, ‘We are very
appreciative, but we are looking to get more done’. I
acknowledge that the front part of the school, which is
an older brick building, needs work done to restore and
refurbish it to improve the classrooms and
administrative area. I agree that the school is going in
the right direction, and Rob Dixon, the principal and his
staff are doing an excellent job. This is another terrific
school in my electorate and I hope that the minister can
take action to ensure these works can be done in the
next cycle.
Mount Pleasant Primary School is also in my
electorate, and since the Bracks government came to
office it also has had a significant upgrade with funding
of $132 000 for new general purpose classrooms.
However, again it is looking forward to upgrading its
administrative area, which is very crowded and in an
old part of the building. I hope the minister will be able
to agree to the upgrades, as she has with so many other
schools including Napoleons Primary School, Ballan
Primary School, Creswick North Primary School, Lal
Lal Primary School, Tylden Primary School and
Ballarat Primary School, to mention a few in my
electorate which have gained funding totalling in excess
of $4 million.
There have been some terrific achievements to date,
and I trust the minister will continue with these good
achievements.

Students: concession card confiscation
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Transport, which
involves the confiscation by a ticket inspector of a
photographic ID concession card for public transport.
The action I seek is for the minister to investigate this
matter and as a matter of urgency, have the
photographic ID concession card returned to the son of
one of my constituents.
I certainly do not propose to identify the boy or his
father, but am happy to pass on the precise details to the
minister. I have already passed on to him a number of
documents which my constituent has provided to me in
this regard and am happy to provide any further detail
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which would assist in the identification of this
particular matter.
My constituent, on behalf of his son, paid the sum of
$360 for the purchase of a concession card. As I
understand it, you require not only the concession card
but a separate document, a photographic ID which must
be carried together with the concession card, to ride
lawfully on our public transport. On this occasion
actually in my constituency while the boy was
travelling on the tram from school he was intercepted
by a ticket inspector who looked at both documents.
The concession card has a number on it which must
match the photographic ID, but regrettably those
numbers did not accord. There is no name or other
information.
From subsequent inquiries by my constituent and his
son it would appear that they cannot identify where his
ticket has gone, and attending a school that has some
300 students in his year level has meant that he has
been unable to locate that card. In this regard the ticket
inspector took the photographic ID, not the wrong
concession card, which means that even if my
constituent locates his son’s card, which may be
difficult at this stage, they still will certainly not be able
to use the concession arrangements. Inquiries have been
made with the department, and problems have arisen in
the sense that they cannot identify the inspector.
Certainly there is no concession card and it is necessary
for my constituent’s son to travel by public transport.
Accordingly, I ask the minister to have the card
returned.

McKinnon Primary School and Bentleigh
Secondary School: funding
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I seek action from the
Minister for Education and Training. In particular I ask
that the minister approve for full planning two schools
in my electorate that are in urgent need of
redevelopment. The first of these is McKinnon Primary
School. It is an interesting school, because it was
earmarked for closure during the period of the Kennett
government and it was only saved as a result of a
concerted campaign by the community and parents to
keep it open. What is interesting is that since 1999 this
school has grown from 190 students to 512 students.
That is a direct result not only of the increasing number
of families who are moving into the area but also the
excellent educational experience that is being offered
by the school.
As a consequence of that growing population there are
now a large number of temporary and portable
classrooms dotting the grounds around the old main
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building. In fact there are now 21 classrooms, and
among those there are 12 portables including 2 Bristols
which are over 50 years old. The school has been so
successful that recently it was zoned by the regional
dept of education to contain student numbers, but the
school is continuing to grow and more classrooms are
going to be required next year. Given the age of the
school facilities, it is absolutely essential that this
school be approved for full planning so that it can be
considered for capital funding in next year’s state
budget.
The other school in my electorate which needs further
work is Bentleigh Secondary College. Bentleigh
currently has an enrolment of 770 students, and this
year in year 7 the enrolments grew by over 7 per cent,
which is a direct result of the quality of the education
being offered at the school.
The minister should be congratulated for recognising
that it was unsustainable to have a $1 million
maintenance bill for this school and for approving, in
2003, $3 million for stage 1 of the redevelopment of the
school. That has resulted in an additional two-court
sports stadium, the refurbishment of an existing
building as a performing arts centre, the modernisation
of the canteen and classrooms, a new administration
wing and a home economics facility. However, it is
imperative that the momentum be maintained and
stage 2 be approved so that the redevelopment of the
school can continue. If stage 2 were to be approved it
would see many of the remaining run-down buildings
demolished and would result in a new maths and
science wing, a new IT centre and library and the
refurbishment of the art, LOTE and technology wings.
Schools in my electorate are very pleased about the
additional resources that have been put into education
in my electorate, and I ask the minister to look at full
planning for these schools shortly.

Minister for Tourism: statements
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I rise today to ask for an issue
to be raised with the Premier. I seek a full investigation
into the claims that were made by the Minister for
Tourism regarding correspondence to the federal
Minister for Small Business and Tourism and the
federal Minister for the Arts and Sport.
On 21 April I raised a question in this house regarding
claims made by the minister about seeking federal
financial support from federal ministers. In response the
minister said in part, ‘I have written to both of these
ministers’, and further he said, ‘I am awaiting replies
from both these ministers’. Through the federal
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member for Flinders I raised the issue of these letters
and have in turn received responses from both of the
ministers. I will read the letters. The one from the
federal Minister for Small Business and Tourism, Fran
Bailey, says in part:
I can confirm that no correspondence in respect to the
Victorian MotoGP has been received in this office from the
Victorian Minister for Tourism, the Honourable John
Pandazopoulos.

The second letter, from the office of the federal
Minister for the Arts and Sport, goes on to say in part:
I can confirm that no correspondence has been received in
this office from Mr Pandazopoulos on these matters.

The date on the first of these letters, the one from the
Minister for Small Business and Tourism, is 23 June,
and the one from the Minister for the Arts and Sport is
1 July this year, so they are reasonably recent letters.
We know today that in fact no letters have been
received by the federal ministers.
The minister said he sent the letters, and he has tabled
two letters in the house today. Neither of those letters
was dated. I am aware that the records in the computer
at the minister’s office will show the relevant dates that
the letters were written, and I ask the Premier to enable
us to look at those records. We are also aware that the
two federal ministers have said the letters were not
written by the state minister, and he said that they were.
Someone is lying, and I do not think it is the federal
ministers. We are aware of the dodgy paperwork that
was deposited in this house by the Treasurer, and now it
is the Minister for Tourism. This government is seen as
being dodgy, with the Treasurer and the minister now
being known as the Dodgy Brothers.
I ask the Premier to fully investigate this matter, as it is
his government that is starting to stink with these
unparliamentary acts by his ministers. It is up to him to
see that the minister is acted against and sacked because
of this offence.

Eltham Primary School and Greenhills
Primary School: upgrades
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My issue is for the
Minister for Education and Training. I seek action to
ensure that the Eltham Primary School and the
Greenhills Primary School in my electorate are
equipped with first-rate facilities to allow them to grow
and continue their drive for educational excellence.
Government schools in Eltham are thriving. They are
engaging students in exciting and innovative programs
which are resulting in fantastic educational outcomes.
Eltham and Greenhills primary schools are at the
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forefront of this innovative educational revolution and
are highly regarded by the communities they serve.
Because of the high calibre of their educational
programs these schools are extremely popular with
parents, and given the high number of young families in
the electorate, it is not surprising that these schools
regularly have more students wishing to attend than
they can possibly accommodate. Eltham Primary
School currently has 375 enrolments and Greenhills
Primary School will have an enrolment ceiling of
525 students next year.
Classroom spatial constraints and the poor quality of
buildings and classrooms remain a major obstacle for
these two schools. For instance, Eltham primary has
been using its library and computer laboratory as a
classroom for its grade 5 class. In addition, the historic
computer laboratory at Eltham primary, which was
funded by the community, and the art room are now
showing their age, with evident structural problems.
While both schools are making the most of the
circumstances, and Eltham primary has been boosted
by a new relocatable classroom, this will not alleviate
the larger problems concerning the conditions and the
pressing need for classroom upgrades.
Both the Eltham Primary School and the Victorian
Parliament are set to celebrate their 150th anniversaries
in 2006, and it would be a fitting showcase for
education, locally and perhaps across the state, if capital
works were unveiled, certainly at Eltham Primary, on
this anniversary. As a member of a government that has
recorded record levels of funding for education in
Victoria, I am extremely proud of the programs and
resources we have injected into our school system. But
improving our schools is always an ongoing quest. I
call on the minister to ensure that the Eltham and
Greenhills primary schools are provided with
appropriate capital works upgrades so they can continue
to strive for educational excellence well into the future.

Responses
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I am very pleased
to respond to the matter that has been raised by the
Leader of The Nationals. He has raised some concerns
about the future of the Central Gippsland Health
Service. I agree with the Leader of The Nationals: the
Central Gippsland Health Service is a superb facility
and a wonderful health service. It not only services the
needs of its local community but is of course a
significant employer of people within that community. I
share his concern for the future of the Central
Gippsland Health Service and want to absolutely and
categorically assure him that the future of the health
service is very secure.
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I want to now talk about some of the ways in which this
has moved. This is not just rhetoric but is a very real
statement. Firstly, we have provided a lot of extra
funding to Central Gippsland Health Service since
1999, when we came to office. In fact, in 1999 the
annual recurrent budget was $21.5 million; this year it
will be $32.5 million. So over the period of time that
we have been in office we have continued to provide
additional funding every single year, and this last year
is no exception.

board at the time signed off on. The board which was
then in place — which of course I later asked to stand
down because of financial mismanagement — agreed
to the reconfiguration of the wards, because it knew that
it was in the best interests of the health service. It knew
that the ward configuration was not efficient, was not
meeting health service needs in an optimum way and
needed to be reconfigured. It agreed on that because the
consultants recommended it, and now the administrator
is following through that matter.

We of course have had to appoint an administrator to
run the Central Gippsland Health Service. I am
absolutely confident that the administrator who has
been appointed is doing an excellent job. Recently he
said, as reported in the Gippsland Times and Maffra
Spectator:

I understand that a group of disaffected former board
members have taken it into their hands to call a public
meeting in Sale on 3 August using the absolutely
hypocritical and irresponsible title ‘Save Sale Hospital’.
How irresponsible it is to frighten vulnerable members
of the community by implying that the future of this
hospital is not secure when this government has
invested millions of dollars of extra funding, has
deliberately taken the step of asking the former board of
management, which was not appropriately overseeing
the finances of the hospital, to stand down, and has put
in a highly regarded administrator — who in fact the
Leader of the Opposition himself said to me was an
excellent man and a very qualified person — to run the
show there and to make sure that the hospital can
continue to grow and be enhanced and provide even
more services into the future.

I would point out our end-of-year position will be announced
soon, and it will show that in fact the health service has
provided more services and a greater range of services …

He then went on to talk about it being his job to turn
around the financial position. Clearly I am not able to
give a comprehensive indication of the financial
position, because that has to be signed off by the
Auditor-General. But what I can say is that on
preliminary results there has been a massive turnaround
in the financial position of the Central Gippsland Health
Service. I believe the administrator we have in place is
doing an excellent job and is absolutely committed to
the health service — and that, coupled with the funding
we have provided, is a very strong symbol of that
commitment.
As part of his role the administrator is looking at all of
the operations within the Central Gippsland Health
Service to make sure that every single dollar of that
additional funding is going into enhanced patient care
and more services. As part of that look at all of the
health service, one of the things he is examining more
closely is the configuration of the wards. In fact the
administrator is now consulting with the people who
work at the hospital and with the community about
reconfiguring the number of wards from three to two.
What that reconfiguration will see is an additional six
beds. So 50 beds will become 56 beds, if that is the
model that is preferred. He is fulfilling this
responsibility because we have asked him to do it.
In January 2004 Gough Brown and Giffney, which is a
health consultancy, was appointed to work with the
then board of the Central Gippsland Health Service to
identify a range of actions that would facilitate a
financial turnaround of the organisation. One of its
recommendations was in fact the reconfiguration of the
wards. There were around four options that all the

As I said, I think the actions of these people are very
irresponsible. They are running down the hospital and
rubbishing it in the local community for their own
personal ends because they are somehow aggrieved that
they are no longer on the board. I call upon them to
reconsider this selfish action.
I can also assure the member that I am very happy to
give him a briefing on the Gough Brown and Giffney
recommendations, which were adopted by the previous
board and are now being recommended and consulted
upon by the administrator. If he contacts my office I
will be very, very happy to provide that.
The final issue that the member raised was the
reinstatement of the fully elected board. I have always
and consistently said that it is our intention that the
community have its own board of management. When
the administrator has fulfilled his functions and turned
around the financial status of the hospital and
embedded the reforms then the community of course
will have its own elected board. I give my absolute
word that this is my intention and my desire. We will
follow that through.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I am pleased to be in the house to respond
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to the members for Ballarat East, Bentleigh and Eltham.
I will combine my responses, which might please
members in the house. We have as a government
invested greatly in our school buildings and TAFE
institutes since we were elected in 1999, and it is worth
again reminding the house that we have put in place
28 new schools, 17 replacement schools and over
340 major renovations in schools and that one in every
three schools around the state has had capital
improvements.
We know there is still more to do and today I am
pleased to say to the members for Ballarat East,
Bentleigh and Eltham that I have given the green light
for the following schools to fully plan for their major
renovations. The schools are: Creswick Primary
School, an upgrade of general-purpose classrooms and
administration; Mount Pleasant Primary School, an
upgrade of the library, canteen and general-purpose
classrooms; Eltham Primary School, an upgrade of the
general-purpose classrooms and staff administration
area; Greenhills Primary School, an upgrade of the
general-purpose classrooms; Bentleigh Secondary
College, a redevelopment of the facilities stage 2; and
McKinnon Primary School, an upgrade. This means
that now these schools can work on the detailed design
for their building projects, with the main focus,
obviously, being applying for funding so they can
deliver the best educational outcomes for the students in
Victoria.
I want to tell two quick stories about two of these
schools. In regard to Bentleigh Secondary College, we
made a commitment in 2002 to $3 million for stage 1.
That is now well under way. That school will now be
able to plan for stage 2. The school had a $1 million
maintenance backlog which was built up during the
Kennett years. It was much better to do the capital
works than to focus on maintenance.
McKinnon Primary School is a fantastic story, but it is
unfortunate that the school had to live through this. The
Kennett government tried to close McKinnon Primary
School in 1999. At the time, and because of that
agitation by the government, the school had
190 students. We, of course, did not go ahead with the
closure and the school now has 512 students. In fact it
now has a zone around the school. So it is a fantastic
story, and obviously the upgrade will continue to
improve the quality of education at that school.
I am pleased to be able to announce that those schools
can proceed with that planning work with the
anticipation that some time in the future they will be
able to build those new facilities.

Thursday, 21 July 2005

Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The member for Forest Hill raised with me
an issue relating to family day care, and pointed to an
incident that occurred in the service managed by
Whitehorse City Council. That city council indeed has
very strict requirements in place, including police and
referee checks and inspections, before it recruits
families as family day carers. This applies as well to
older children in the home. The council also puts in
place regular — that is, monthly — monitoring and
supervision of carers. I will not go into further details
about the individual case; that is not appropriate. But it
is fair to say that Whitehorse had in place some very
thorough requirements and monitored them.
The member for Forest Hill did point out that the
working-with-children checks system that has just been
announced by the Premier and Attorney-General will
cover all workers in child care in this field, and of
course the government has further committed to
introducing regulations of its own across family day
care as part of its response to the Premier’s Children’s
Advisory Committee.
In terms of long day care, we already heavily regulate
that area. We strictly monitor it: we had over
3000 visits last year to a variety of children’s centres,
and we throw the book at people who do not meet our
standards.
Other members raised a variety of issues: the member
for Scoresby with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services; the member for Lara with the
Minister for WorkCover and the TAC in the other
place; the member for Bulleen with the Minister for
Transport; the member for Kew with the Minister for
Transport; and the member for Bass with the Premier. I
will ensure that those matters are raised with the
appropriate ministers.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 4.49 p.m. until Tuesday, 9 August.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

2053

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 July 2005
Innovation: departmental publications
402(a).

Mr KOTSIRAS to ask the Minister for Innovation —
What are the details of all publications produced by the Minister’s department, indicating in each
case —
(1)

Title.

(2)

Date of issue and distribution.

(3)

Cost of production.

(4)

Number printed.

(5)

Printer’s name.

(6)

Details of distribution, including numbers and cost.

(7)

The purpose of the production.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
For a list of publications produced by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, refer to
the Department’s Annual Report.

Transport: tram network restrictions
431.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

(2)

On what, if any, sections or full routes of Melbourne’s tram network are the following types of
trams unable to operate —
(a)

‘D1’ class three-section Combinos;

(b)

‘D2’ class five-section Combinos;

(c)

Citadis trams.

What action, if any, does Yarra Trams or the Department of Infrastructure intend to take to rectify
any such deficiencies in the network and by what date will each specific restriction be lifted.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Melbourne’s trams are able to operate on the routes on which they are scheduled.
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State and regional development: Docklands film and television studio complex
439.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for State and Regional Development —
(1)

Did the Minister meet with Central City Studios (CCS) or any person/s purporting to represent
CCS; if so, on what date and who was present at this meeting.

(2)

Did the Minister meet with Mr Peter Bartels; if so, on what date and who was present at this
meeting.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

During the tender process for the Docklands Film and Television Studios Project I did not meet with the
Central City Studios consortium or any person(s) purporting to represent Central City Studios.

(2)

During the tender process for the Docklands Film and Television Studios Project, I did not meet with
Mr Peter Bartels in relation to the Project or the Central City Studios consortium.

Transport: Belgrave–Lilydale line — train cancellation
526.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the cancellation of the 8.28 a.m.
train from East Camberwell station to the city on Friday, 27 August 2004 —
(1)

What was the cause of the cancelled service.

(2)

What steps is the Minister taking to assist improved patronage of the public transport system
rather than it being run down through unreliable service provision.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

There is no service scheduled to operate in the Master Timetable from East Camberwell Station at 8:28 a.m.

(2)

The Government has released its Metropolitan Transport Plan, which provides initiatives to increase
patronage of the public transport system. For further details please see the Department of Infrastructure’s
web site, www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Sandringham line — train cancellation
537.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the cancellation of the 8.05 a.m.
train departing Sandringham on 16 August 2004 which led to a doubling of the passenger numbers on
the 8.15 a.m. train which first stopped at Ripponlea Station for approximately five minutes and then
stopped completely at Windsor Station requiring passengers to disembark the train at Windsor and those
that could manage to do so to board the 8.25 a.m. ex-Sandringham train —
(1)

Why was the 8.05 a.m. ex-Sandringham train cancelled.

(2)

Why did the 8.15 a.m. ex-Sandringham train stop at the Ripponlea Station for approximately
5 minutes.

(3)

Why were passengers required to disembark from the train at Windsor Station.

(4)

What steps can the Minister take to ensure that three train loads of commuters are not expected to
board one train during peak hour.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: road safety projects
559.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

(2)

What amount has been spent on road safety projects with the word ‘motorcycle’ or ‘motorcyclists’
in their title or other commonly used descriptors, or otherwise aimed principally at enhancing
motorcyclists’ rather than just general road users’ safety in —
(a)

2002–2003;

(b)

2003–2004;

(c)

the first quarter of 2004–2005.

What was the name of each project, its location, aim and cost in each year or quarter.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

(2)

Total spending on motorcycle road safety in:
(a)

2002–2003:

$568,919.66

(b)

2003–2004:

$3,123,899.64

(c)

the first quarter of 2004–2005:

$114,352.46

The name of each project, its location, aim and cost in each year or quarter are provided in the tables below.

For 2002/2003
Project Name

Location

Hazard Perception–
Training for Motorcyclists

Not applicable

Staged research and development–initial
research and literature review.

Redevelopment of the
VicRider Handbook

Not applicable

To bring the VicRider Handbook up-to-date
with current research and knowledge
competencies related to motorcycle safety.

Motorcycle initiatives

Not applicable

Program support and administration.

9,434.13

Motorcycle safety
initiative

Not applicable

To enhance motorcycle safety through
support provided to local government.

6,988.24

Discover Safer Riding

Not applicable

Develop practice guidelines for novice and
returning riders.

63,572.84

Development and trialling of the Mates
Riding Scheme

36,957.33

The Motorcycle Mentoring Not applicable
Program

Aim

Cost ($)
91,977.60
140,206.67
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Location

Aim

Cost ($)

Motorcyclists over 30

Not applicable

To research the crash involvement of riders
over 30 to assist in the development of
targeted countermeasures.

33,729.35

Motorcyclists projects

Not applicable

A range of motorcycle initiatives and
research including motorcycle maintenance,
learner approved motorcycle scheme, and
front identification of motorcycles.

88,025.57

Plenty Road road
treatment

Preston

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

3,759.50

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

St. Andrews

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

4,753.45

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

St. Andrews,
Mittons Bridge
and Kinglake

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

8,358.45

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

Hurstbridge

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

3,723.45

Montague Street road
treatment

South
Melbourne

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

10,164.04

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Kalorama

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

293.55

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Tremont

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

391.40

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Ferny Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

195.70

Yarra Junction-Noojee
Road road treatment

Gilderoy

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

97.85

Emerald-Monbulk Road
road treatment

Monbulk

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

195.70

Eltham-Yarra Glen Road
road treatment

Yarra Glen

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

97.85

Beaconsfield-Emerald
Road road treatment

Upper
Beaconsfield

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

10,797.49
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Aim

Cost ($)

Lake Mountain Road road
treatment

Cambarville/
Marysville

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1,699.50

RoadSafe

Baw Baw

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00

RoadSafe

Latrobe

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

3,500.00

RoadSafe

South
Gippsland

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00

RoadSafe

Inner
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

7,000.00

RoadSafe

North East
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

5,000.00

RoadSafe

North West
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

4,000.00

RoadSafe

Metropolitan
Westgate

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

6,500.00

RoadSafe

Mornington
Peninsula

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

3,000.00

RoadSafe

Yarra Ranges

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

1,000.00

RoadSafe

Inner South
To support local Community Road Safety
East Melbourne Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

3,000.00

RoadSafe

Goulburn
Valley

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

1,000.00

RoadSafe

Barwon

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

1,000.00

RoadSafe

Colac

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00
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Aim

Cost ($)

RoadSafe

Western
District

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

500.00

RoadSafe

Central
Highlands

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

3,000.00

RoadSafe

Mildura

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

4,000.00

RoadSafe

Wimmera

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

5,000.00

Total for 2002/03

568,919.66

For 2003/2004
Project Name

Location

Aim

Cost ($)

Associative Learning–
Drivers Giving Way to
Motorcyclists

Not applicable

Research into the development of training
methods to assist drivers to be more aware
of riders at intersections

1,354.94

Hazard Perception–
Training for Motorcyclists

Not applicable

Staged research and development into
hazard perception and responding training
package.

64,266.16

Redevelopment of the
VicRider Handbook

Not applicable

To bring the VicRider Handbook up-to-date
with current research and knowledge
competencies related to motorcycle safety.

Delivery of a multi-action
program for motorcyclists
in cooperation with
municipalities.

Not applicable

Update of program package for
municipalities and promotion in selected
municipalities.

Saferoads motorcycle
safety initiative

Boroondara,
Yarra Ranges,
Nillumbik,
Whittlesea,
Baw Baw,
Towong,
Mildura

To enhance motorcyclist safety at
municipal level through multi-action
activity including low cost road treatments.

67,462.24

Front ID project.

Not applicable

Develop prototype motorcycle front
number decal fitments to improve
enforcement and motorcycle safety.

61,984.28

Discover Safe Riding

Not applicable

Develop practice guidelines for novice and
returning riders.

27,911.35

Motorcycle Mentoring
Program

Not applicable

Promotion of the program through seminars
to clubs, training providers and motorcycle
organisations.

37,179.40

254,074.41

93.38
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Motorcyclists over 30

Not applicable

To conduct a literature review, analysis of
programs and evaluation to assist in the
development of targeted countermeasures
for riders over 30.

45,712.00

Motorcyclists-TACAdministration and project
management

Not applicable

Program development and management and
reporting

Scooter Training and
Licensing

Not applicable

Investigate the need for a separate motor
scooter course and licence test

40,905.64

Role of motorcyclists on
our road system in the
future

Not applicable

To assess future motorcycle use and to
determine how the road system can be
improved to better cater for motorcyclists.

25,000.00

Lima East Road road
treatment

Lima East/
Swanpool

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1980.69

Plenty Road road
treatment

Preston

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

9,286.84

Mansfield-Whitfield Road
road treatment

Toombullup/
Whitlands

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

4,298.19

Mansfield-Woods Point
Road road treatment

Jamieson

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

17,742.57

Myrniong-Trentham Road
road treatment

Blackwood

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

103,930.56

Maribyrnong Road road
treatment

Moonee Ponds

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

4,054.58

Mansfield-Whitfield Road
road treatment

Toombullup/
Whitlands

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

45,113.07

Eildon-Jamieson Road
road treatment

Torbreck
Station

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

56,910.62

Extons Road road
treatment

Kinglake
Central

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

5,016.86

Healesville-Kinglake Road
road treatment

Toolangi

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

8,047.58

108,679.80
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Whittlesea-Yea Road road
treatment

Kinglake West

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

5,016.86

Murray River Road

Granya

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

393.44

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

Kinglake

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

2,185.78

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

St. Andrews

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

46,110.53

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

St. Andrews,
Mittons Bridge
and Kinglake

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

94,257.88

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

Hurstbridge

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

60,770.00

Aughtie Drive road
treatment

Albert Park

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

5,886.85

Montague Street road
treatment

South
Melbourne

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

16,304.54

Euroa-Mansfield Road
road treatment

Gooram

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

59,999.58

Korumburra-Warragul
Road road treatment

Strzelecki

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

24,542.84

Murray River Road
treatment

Granya

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

3,398.05

Licola Road road
treatment

Glenmaggie

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

52,964.32

Mountain Highway road
treatment

Ferny Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

53,455.92

Yarra Junction-Noojee
Road road treatment

Powelltown

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

5,136.82
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Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road treatment

Kalorama

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

14,011.89

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road treatment

Tremont

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

33,770.19

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Ferny Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

3,460.91

Yarra Junction-Noojee
Road road treatment

Gilderoy

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

18,731.01

Emerald-Monbulk Road
road treatment

Monbulk

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

21,126.88

Eltham-Yarra Glen Road
road treatment

Yarra Glen

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

16,452.11

Yarra Junction-Noojee
Road road treatment

Piedmont

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

52,936.84

Nayook-Powelltown Road
road treatment

Nayook/
Powelltown

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

52,669.75

Whittlesea-Yea Road road
treatment

Humevale

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

46,413.26

Kangaroo
Ground-Warrandyte Road
road treatment

Kangaroo
Ground

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

287,318.89

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Sassafras

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

43,488.92

Black Snake Creek Road
road treatment

Gembrook

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

18,315.78

Belgrave-Gembrook Road
treatment

Menzies Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

36,945.38

Healesville-Kooweerup
Road road treatment

Cockatoo

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

8,936.31
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Rosebud-Flinders Road
road treatment

Flinders

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

66,637.31

Beaconsfield-Emerald
Road road treatment

Upper
Beaconsfield

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

42,895.59

Mount Baw Baw Road
road treatment

Noojee

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

14,490.09

Walhalla Road road
treatment

Walhalla

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

69,318.04

Bunurong Road road
treatment

Inverloch

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

68,185.16

Lake Mountain Road road
treatment

Cambarville/
Marysville

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

24,213.41

Marysville Road road
treatment

Marysville

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

50,005.19

Maroondah Highway road
treatment

Mt. Dom Dom/
Narbethong

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

71,096.15

Murray Valley Highway
road treatment

Towong

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

58,847.57

Marysville-Woods Point
Road road treatment

Marysville

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

42,709.63

Cameron Drive road
treatment

Mt. Macedon

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

28,137.00

Northern Grampians Road
road treatment

Halls Gap

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

127,999.34

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Mt. Defiance

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

7,822.75

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Mt Defiance

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

12,663.40
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Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Moggs Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

2,190.65

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Between
Andersons
Creek and
Herschell Road

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

53,551.26

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Smythes Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

72,356.57

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

West of Grey
River

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

184,273.84

RoadSafe

Baw Baw

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

4,500.00

RoadSafe

Inner
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

4,000.00

RoadSafe

North East
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

8,000.00

RoadSafe

North West
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,500.00

RoadSafe

Metropolitan
Westgate

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

4,000.00

RoadSafe

Mornington
Peninsula

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

1,000.00

RoadSafe

Inner South
To support local Community Road Safety
East Melbourne Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00

RoadSafe

Outer South
To support local Community Road Safety
East Melbourne Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

5,000.00

RoadSafe

Eastern
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00

RoadSafe

North Eastern
Melbourne

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00
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RoadSafe

Barwon

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

5,000.00

RoadSafe

Colac

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

2,000.00

RoadSafe

Mildura

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

5,500.00

RoadSafe

Wimmera

To support local Community Road Safety
Councils to implement motorcycle safety
initiatives.

3,000.00

Total for 2003/04

3,123,899.64

For 2004/2005 (September Quarter)
Project Name

Location

Aim

Cost ($)

Associative Learning–
Drivers Giving Way to
Motorcyclists

Not applicable

Research into the development of training
methods to assist drivers to be more aware
of riders at intersections.

3,806.44

Hazard Perception–
Training for Motorcyclists

Not applicable

Staged research and development into
hazard perception and responding training
package.

10,442.84

Release of the VicRider
Handbook and
redevelopment of the
motorcycle knowledge test

Not applicable

Redevelop the motorcycle knowledge test
to reflect changes to the VicRider
Handbook.

11,675.93

Saferoads Motorcycle
safety initiative

Not applicable

To enhance motorcyclist safety at municipal
level through multi-action activity including
low cost road treatments.

414.75

Front ID project

Not applicable

Develop prototype motorcycle front number
decal fitments to improve enforcement and
motorcycle safety.

9,986.50

Discover Safe Riding

Not applicable

Produce, promote and disseminate practice
guidelines for novice and returning riders.

4,273.61

Motorcycle Mentoring
Program Seminars

Not applicable

Promotion of the program through seminars
to clubs, training providers and motorcycle
organisations.

Motorcyclists-TACAdministration and project
management

Not applicable

Program management, support and
reporting.

Motorcycles Unrider
Countermeasures

Not applicable

Determine extent of unlicensed,
unregistered and under age riders and
formulate countermeasures.

19.78

49,560.15

1,800.51
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Project Name

Location

Aim

Motorcycles
Communications Strategy

Not applicable

Development of a communication strategy
for motorcyclists.

239.15

Heidelberg-Kinglake Road
road treatment

St. Andrews

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

963.05

Aughtie Drive road
treatment

Albert Park

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

11,337.73

Mountain Highway

Ferny Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1,423.46

Yarra Junction-Noojee
Road road treatment

Gilderoy

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1,936.40

Mount Dandenong Tourist
Road road treatment

Sassafras

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1,745.85

Belgrave-Gembrook Road
road treatment

Menzies Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

2,796.45

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

Moggs Creek

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

309.00

Great Ocean Road road
treatment

West of Grey
River

To reduce location specific road hazards for
motorcyclists at this high crash frequency
location.

1,620.86

Total for 2004/05
(September Quarter)

Cost ($)

114,352.46

Transport: freedom of information applications
570.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

How many of the 349 Freedom of Information (FOI) applications received in 2003–04 did the
Department of Infrastructure (DOI) —
(a)

grant access to in full;

(b)

grant access to in part;

(c)

deny access to;

(d)

treat as withdrawn.

(2)

What was the result of each FOI appeal to VCAT in 2003–04.

(3)

How many FOI applications were processed within 45 days in 2003–04.

(4)

Why does the information in (1) and (3) above not appear in the DOI Annual Report for 2003–04.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

(a)–(c)
This data has been reported in the FOI Annual Report published by the Attorney General, tabled in
Parliament on 9 December 2004.

(1)

(d)

(2)

This data has been reported in the FOI Annual Report published by the Attorney General, tabled in
Parliament on 9 December 2004.

(3)

259.

(4)

There is no requirement to do so. Information of this sort is detailed in the FOI Annual report published by
the Attorney General.

9.

Transport: Southland railway station
573.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the announcement by the
Attorney-General of the development of a $28 million Court House in Highett and the public statement
made by the Government about a feasibility study into plans to build a Southland railway station —
(1)

Will the Government guarantee the continued future of the Cheltenham and Highett railway
stations in the event of a new Southland station being constructed.

(2)

What is the anticipated increase in commuter time to the city as a consequence of the station being
built.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

The feasibility study examining the possibility of a new station at Southland will not include examination of
closing Cheltenham or Highett Railway Stations.

(2)

A review of timetables suggests a new train station at Southland would add one minute to journey time for
trains on the Frankston line.

Transport: pilot vehicles
578.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the learner driver handbook Road
to Solo Driving which only has a limited description of the role of and signage for pilot vehicles which
assist with the transport of oversized loads on Victoria’s roads —
(1)

What steps need to be taken to review safety procedures following the death which occurred early
this year when a vehicle ran into a truck carrying a transformer on Springvale Road, Glen
Waverley.

(2)

What steps are proposed to improve the driver education and awareness of the role played by pilot
vehicles.

(3)

What steps are the Government planning to take to improve the visibility of pilot vehicles such as
a change in warning light colour from amber to magenta.

(4)

What consultations has the Minister had with the pilots’ association.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

VicRoads reviewed its procedures following the crash of a vehicle into a low loader in Glen Waverley. The
procedures were found to be appropriate. A check sheet has been drawn up for VicRoads officers to use on
the road when undertaking an oversize vehicle escort to reinforce key aspects of escorting procedures and
requirements.

(2)

The VicRoads novice driver handbook, Road to Solo Driving, has a section alerting motorists of the need to
make allowances for trucks, in particular those displaying OVERSIZE warning signs and amber flashing
lights. This handbook is presently under review and this opportunity will be taken to review the content in
relation to pilot vehicles.

(3)

There is no intention at this time to change the pilot vehicle requirements in relation to signs and flashing
lights, as these are national standards and are considered adequate.

(4)

VicRoads consults with the heavy haulage industry, including the National Pilot Vehicle Drivers Association,
in relation to changes that affect the arrangements for the movement of oversize vehicles. A VicRoads’
representative addressed the Victorian State meeting of the Association in July 2004, in relation to the
responsibilities of pilot vehicle drivers in Victoria.

Treasurer: CityLink construction cost
581.

Mr CLARK to ask the Treasurer on what basis did the Treasurer make his statement in the Australian
Financial Review of 28 October 2004 that in 1996–1997 CityLink had announced a construction cost of
approximately $1.2 billion, when CityLink was announced in 1995 as a project costing $1.7 billion.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Treasurer’s reference to the $1.2 billion cost of City link in his Statement to the Australian Financial Review
on 28 October 2005 relates to the cost of construction only. Previous announcements to the cost of City Link as
being $1.7 billion referred to the Government’s total investment into the project, which also includes other
elements such as financing costs.

Transport: Connex data loggers
590.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

When will data loggers (black boxes) be installed in Connex’s 90 Comeng suburban trains.

(2)

Why are data loggers not being installed in Connex’s 15 Hitachi suburban trains.

(3)

When will the last Hitachi suburban train be withdrawn from service.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

It is anticipated that the installation of data loggers will commence in mid-2005 and will be completed by
early 2006.

(2)

The installation of data loggers in the Hitachi cars is not viable on a cost/risk basis, due to the age and the
limited remaining life of these cars. However, this policy position will be reviewed if there is a prospect of
Hitachi cars remaining in service beyond their current expected retirement date of mid-2006.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2068

(3)

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

This is unknown at this point in time, but indications are that the last of the Hitachi cars may be withdrawn
from service by mid-2006.

Transport: Haystac Public Affairs Pty Ltd
595(af).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to Haystac Public Affairs Pty Ltd —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s department or private office or
any agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration since 26 August 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

The Department of Infrastructure made 2 payments to this company, for $8,062.50 each plus GST. Neither
my office nor any of the Statutory Authorities made any payment to the Company.

(2)

3 April 2004 and 12 May 2004

(3)

Payments were in relation to the “Victoria Online” project, the Victorian Government internet access point
for the public initiative.

Transport: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
596(af).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s department or private office or
any agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration since 28 October 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

One payment of $13,300 plus GST was made by the Department of Infrastructure. There have been no
payments made to the Company by the Minister’s office or any Agency or Statutory Body under the
Minister’s administration.

(2)

27 December 2003.

(3)

The payment related to the provision of strategic advice on the Multi Purpose Taxi Programme.

Transport: Social Shift Pty Ltd
597(af).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to Social Shift Pty Ltd —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s department or private office or
any agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration since 28 October 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.
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Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
No payments have been made in this period by the Department, private office or agency or Statutory Authority
under my administration.

Transport: V/Line — Bendigo service
614.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

(2)

With reference to the Bendigo–Echuca line —
(a)

did the Bendigo–Echuca–Bendigo V/Line passenger rail service last operate on
19 December 2004; if not, when;

(b)

are Pacific National freight trains still operating on the line;

(c)

was the maximum speed for V/Line ‘Sprinter’ railcars 80 kilometres an hour when
passenger trains were running; if not, what was the maximum speed;

(d)

will V/Line passenger services return to this route through Rochester; if so, when;

(e)

what date did the Rail Safety Regulator declare that the line was unsafe for passenger trains
operating at a maximum speed of 80 kilometres per hour;

(f)

what is the estimated cost of repairs to the North Bendigo Junction–Echuca line to allow
passenger trains to again operate at 80 kilometres per hour;

(g)

how many kilometres of track between North Bendigo Junction and Echuca have to be
repaired to prepare the line for passenger trains again.

Will the line from Echuca to Kyabram and Toolamba reopen for —
(a)

(b)

(3)

Pacific National freight trains; if so —
(i)

when;

(ii)

what is the estimated cost based on a maximum speed of —
(A)

10 kilometres per hour;

(B)

40 kilometres per hour.

V/Line ‘Sprinter’ railcars; if so —
(i)

when;

(ii)

what is the estimated cost based on a maximum speed of 80 kilometres an hour.

If passenger trains returned to the Echuca–Kyabram–Toolamba Line, would the V/Line
coordinated coach service between Echuca–Rushworth–Murchison East cease.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answers are:
(1)

(a)

Yes.

(b)

Yes.

(c)

Yes.
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(d)

Yes when the Director Public Transport Safety is satisfied that the track is fit for purpose and the
Bendigo Line Corridor, currently closed for Regional Fast Rail works, is available for use by passenger
trains.

(e)

19 December 2004.

(f)&(g)
Details regarding costs and scope of work are not yet available.
(2)

(a)

The restarting of services is ultimately a matter for consideration by Pacific National, the track
infrastructure manager and freight operator.

(b)

V/Line has no proposals to operate passenger train services over this section of railway

(3)

Not applicable; refer to (2b) above.

Transport: V/Line toilets
615.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the toilets on the V/Line Ballarat line
on Monday 14 February 2005 —
(1)

Were V/Line staff and passengers subjected to unsanitary odours on the 5.00 p.m. train from
Spencer Street to Ballarat.

(2)

Why was any spill in the retention of the toilets of ‘Sprinter’ railcar number 7001 or the other
‘Sprinter’ attached to 7001 not detected prior to the train leaving Spencer Street Station.

(3)

How often does V/Line attend to retention toilets on each train set arriving at Spencer Street
Station.

(4)

Have discussions been held with the Rail, Tram and Bus Union regarding this issue.

(5)

Will V/Line ensure that the toilets on trains leaving Spencer Street Station are properly cleaned.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

Yes.

(2)

Whilst the train toilet in question had been pumped and serviced at Spencer Street Station, a fault with the
flushing mechanism subsequently developed. The train was withdrawn and the fault rectified.

(3)

Toilets on all V/Line trains are fully serviced on a daily basis.

(4)

No.

(5)

Yes.

Transport: Hitachi trains
617.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport what services did each Connex ‘Hitachi’ train set run
on Wednesday, 16 February 2005, including —
(a)

time of departure;

(b)

departure station;
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destination station.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer provided by the operator is shown in the attached table (refer
Attachment 1).
Hitachi Train Trips – 16 February 2005
Time of
Departure

Departure
Station

Destination
Station

4:55 AM

Sydenham

Flinders Street

5:06 AM

Flinders Street

Pakenham

5:35 AM

Flinders Street

Sydenham

5:44 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

5:46 AM

Upfield

Flinders Street

6:00 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

6:26 AM

Pakenham

Flinders Street

6:29 AM

Sydenham

Flinders Street

6:46 AM

Pakenham

Flinders Street

6:54 AM

Flinders Street

Pakenham

7:03 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

7:08 AM

Flinders Street

Werribee

7:09 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

7:11 AM

Pakenham

Flinders Street

7:16 AM

Carrum

Flinders Street

7:24 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

7:36 AM

Mordialloc

Flinders Street

7:38 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

7:38 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

8:06 AM

Werribee

Flinders Street

8:08 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

8:10 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

8:10 AM

Pakenham

Flinders Street

8:23 AM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

8:29 AM

Flinders Street

Frankston

8:35 AM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

8:36 AM

Flinders Street

Dandenong
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Hitachi Train Trips – 16 February 2005
Time of
Departure

Departure
Station

Destination
Station

8:39 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

8:42 AM

Moorabbin

Flinders Street

8:53 AM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

8:57 AM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

9:09 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

9:10 AM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

9:11 AM

Flinders Street

Dandenong

9:21 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

9:35 AM

Broadmeadows

Flinders Street

9:38 AM

Flinders Street

Frankston

9:42 AM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

9:45 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

10:12 AM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

10:17 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

10:18 AM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

10:37 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

10:45 AM

Frankston

Flinders Street

10:53 AM

Flinders Street

Frankston

10:57 AM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

11:33 AM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

11:37 AM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

11:47 AM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

11:53 AM

Flinders Street

Frankston

12:12 PM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

12:17 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

12:47 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

12:48 PM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

1:00 PM

Frankston

Flinders Street

1:07 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

1:25 PM

Flinders Street

Werribee

1:37 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street
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Hitachi Train Trips – 16 February 2005
Time of
Departure

Departure
Station

Destination
Station

2:05 PM

Flinders Street

Werribee

2:07 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

2:09 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

2:26 PM

Werribee

Flinders Street

2:37 PM

Flinders Street

Sydenham

2:38 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

2:40 PM

Pakenham

Flinders Street

3:03 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

3:06 PM

Werribee

Flinders Street

3:14 PM

Flinders Street

Sydenham

3:29 PM

Sydenham

Flinders Street

3:31 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

3:37 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

3:40 PM

Flinders Street

Williamstown

3:52 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

3:54 PM

Flinders Street

Sydenham

3:56 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

4:05 PM

Flinders Street

Werribee

4:08 PM

Sydenham

Flinders Street

4:20 PM

Broadmeadows

Flinders Street

4:22 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

4:25 PM

Williamstown

Flinders Street

4:41 PM

Flinders Street

Upfield

4:48 PM

Sydenham

Flinders Street

4:56 PM

Flinders Street

Frankston

4:56 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

4:57 PM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

4:59 PM

Flinders Street

Mordialloc

5:02 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

5:24 PM

Flinders Street

Mordialloc

5:25 PM

Flinders Street

Werribee
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Hitachi Train Trips – 16 February 2005
Time of
Departure

Departure
Station

Destination
Station

5:26 PM

Upfield

Flinders Street

5:31 PM

Sandringham

Flinders Street

6:01 PM

Flinders Street

Sandringham

6:01 PM

Flinders Street

Upfield

6:04 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

6:05 PM

Flinders Street

Werribee

6:23 PM

Werribee

Flinders Street

6:46 PM

Upfield

Flinders Street

7:01 PM

Flinders Street

Upfield

7:03 PM

Werribee

Flinders Street

7:09 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

8:04 PM

Broadmeadows

Flinders Street

8:30 PM

Flinders Street

Cranbourne

8:39 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

9:27 PM

Broadmeadows

Flinders Street

10:00 PM

Cranbourne

Flinders Street

10:07 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

10:55 PM

Broadmeadows

Flinders Street

11:37 PM

Flinders Street

Broadmeadows

Transport: VicRoads freedom of information applications
618.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

How many FOI applications did VicRoads receive between 1 July 2004 and 16 February 2005
from —
(a)

members of Parliament;

(b)

others.

(2)

What was the number of days taken to make a decision on each application.

(3)

How many FOI applications had not been decided upon at 16 February 2005.

(4)

How many days had there been since each application which had not been decided upon at
16 February 2005 was first received.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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(a)

10 requests were received from MP’s.

(b)

115 requests were received from others.
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(2)

See Appendix 1.

(3)

20 applications had not been decided upon at 16 February 2005.

(4)

See Appendix 2.
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Appendix 1
The number of days taken to make a decision on each application were:
7
20
16
13
20
40
28
39
43
38
45
45
28
25
28
35
30
43
45
42
49
81
24
24
25
14
20
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37
9
60
43
63
23
44
47
22
45
35
42
26
35
46
29
48
30
35
6
29
66
122
43
126
28
8
19
78
49
133
22
32
14
66
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70
55
5
49
47
56
14
48
49
22
47
52
22
42
52
44
10
63
77
48
50
53
47
61
84
45
55
50
123
42
49
48
62
69
71
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74
58
54
34
47
52
42
49
Appendix 2
The number of days since the receipt of each application which had not been decided on as at 16 February 2005
were:
1
5
5
6
15
26
30
36
43
43
43
54
77
84
29
92
91
95
95
94

Transport: employee numbers/salaries
630.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

On each of 1 July 2003, 1 January 2004, 1 July 2004 and 1 January 2005 —
(a)

how many employees did Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority (SEITA)
have in each of the categories —
(i)

full-time;

(ii)

part-time;
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(iii) casual.
(b)

how many employees did the Transport Ticketing Authority have in each of the
categories —
(i)

full-time;

(ii)

part-time;

(iii) casual.
(c)

How many employees did the Victorian Taxi Directorate have in each of the categories —
(i)

full-time;

(ii)

part-time;

(iii) casual.
(d)

what was the equivalent full-time staffing at each of —
(i)

SEITA;

(ii)

Transport Ticketing Authority;

(iii) Victorian Taxi Directorate.
(2)

What amount was paid in salaries and wages during the months of July 2003, January 2004, July
2004 and January 2005 by each of —
(a)

SEITA;

(b)

Transport Ticketing Authority;

(c)

Victorian Taxi Directorate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
1.

At 1 July 2003
SEITA

Full Time
Part Time
Casual
F.T.E.

Nil
Nil
Nil
Nil

TRANSPORT
TICKETING
AUTHORITY
1
Nil
Nil
1

VICTORIAN TAXI
DIRECTORATE

TRANSPORT
TICKETING
AUTHORITY
7
Nil
Nil
7

VICTORIAN TAXI
DIRECTORATE

44
2
Nil
45.3

At 1 January 2004
SEITA

Full Time
Part Time
Casual
F.T.E.

10
2
1
11.3*

*This figure does not include casual employment.

51
2
Nil
52.1
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At 1 July 2004
SEITA

Full Time
Part Time
Casual
F.T.E.

29
4
Nil
31.4

TRANSPORT
TICKETING
AUTHORITY
23
Nil
Nil
23

VICTORIAN TAXI
DIRECTORATE

TRANSPORT
TICKETING
AUTHORITY
33
Nil
Nil
33

VICTORIAN TAXI
DIRECTORATE

TRANSPORT
TICKETING
AUTHORITY
$13,502.00*
$70,399.00*
$212,237.00*
$280,408.00*

VICTORIAN TAXI
DIRECTORATE

47
2
Nil
48.6

At 1 January 2005
SEITA

Full Time
Part Time
Casual
F.T.E.

30
4
Nil
32.3

47
2
Nil
48.6

2.
AT END OF
MONTH

SEITA

$1,265.00(1)
$110,095.00*
$236,368.00*
$253,873.00*

July 2003
Jan 2004
July 2004
Jan 2005

$190,941.00
$196,249.00
$236,765.00
$206,739.00

*These figures will include minimum superannuation guarantee payments for these employees.
(1) Part time employee commenced on 7 July 2003.

Transport: Balaclava Junction tram tracks
631.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

On what date in 2005 are the tram tracks at Balaclava Junction (corner of Hawthorn and Balaclava
Roads, Caulfield North) scheduled for renewal.

(2)

What is the anticipated cost of the works.

(3)

Will the layout of this location remain a ‘grand union’ allowing trams to turn all possible ways.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

The tram tracks at Balaclava Junction are scheduled for renewal between 24 March 2005 and 3 April 2005.

(2)

The anticipated cost of the tram track renewal works is $2.7M.

(3)

The layout will remain a grand junction, allowing trams to turn all possible ways.
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Health: medical registration certificates
635.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the obligation of health care
professionals to display registration certificates in a prominent position notifying the public of relevant
qualifications and registration — why has there been a delay in the processing of applications for
registration which in turn has precluded health care professionals from fulfilling their lawful obligations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There have been no systemic delays in the processing of applications for registration by the Medical Practitioners
Board of Victoria.

Transport: authorised officer numbers
642.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport as at 23 March 2005, how many authorised officers
were on staff or on contract at —
(1)

Connex.

(2)

Yarra Trams.

(3)

Each Melbourne private bus operator.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
I am advised that the number of authorised officers, who were on staff or on contract at the following companies as
at the 23 March 2005, were:
(1)

Connex – 305

(2)

Yarra Trams – 212

(3)

Melbourne Private Bus Operators – 21
–
–
–

Grenda – 7
Ventura – 6
National Bus – 8

Community services: disability services — budget
675.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Disability Services
Division 2005–06 budget what are the output groups for —
(1)

Case management.

(2)

Aids and equipment.

(3)

Independent living training.

(4)

Respite.

(5)

Therapy.
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(6)

Building inclusive communities.

(7)

Community options.

(8)

Day programs.

(9)

Futures for young adults.

(10) Moving Ahead.
(11) Recreation.
(12) HomeFirst.
(13) Outreach.
(14) Family options.
(15) Flexible support packages.
(16) Individual support.
(17) Shared supported accommodation.
(18) Transitional accommodation.
(19) Congregate care.
(20) Behaviour intervention.
(21) Criminal justice.
(22) Services quality.
(23) System support and innovation.
(24) Training and development.
(25) Advocacy.
(26) Information.
(27) Peak organisations.
(28) Intake and response.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The following activities come under the following 2005–06 output groups.
Activity

Output Group

(1)

Case Management

Information, Assessment and Planning

(2)

Aids and Equipment

Primary Support

(3)

Independent Living Training

Primary Support

(4)

Respite

Primary Support

Tuesday, 19 July 2005
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Activity

Output Group

(5)

Therapy

Primary Support

(6)

Building Inclusive Communities

Community Participation and Inclusion

(7)

Community Options

Community Participation and Inclusion

(8)

Day Programs

Community Participation and Inclusion

(9)

Futures for Young Adults

Community Participation and Inclusion

(10) Moving Ahead

Community Participation and Inclusion

(11) Recreation

Community Participation and Inclusion

(12) HomeFirst

Individual Support

(13) Accommodation Outreach Support

Individual Support

(14) Family Options – This activity has
merged with the activity Flexible
Support Packages that comes under the
Individual Support output group

Individual Support

(15) Flexible Support Packages

Individual Support

(16) Individualised Support Packages

Individual Support

(17) Shared Supported Accommodation

Residential Accommodation Support

(18) Transitional Accommodation Support

Residential Accommodation Support

(19) Congregate Care

Residential Accommodation Support

(20) Behaviour Intervention Services

Primary Support

(21) Criminal Justice Services

Primary Support

(22) Service Quality

Information, Assessment and Planning

(23) System Support and Innovation

Information, Assessment and Planning

(24) Training and Development

Information, Assessment and Planning

(25) Advocacy Services

Community Participation and Inclusion

(26) Information Services

Information, Assessment and Planning

(27) Peak Organisations

Information, Assessment and Planning

(28) Intake and Response

Information, Assessment and Planning

2083

Community services: Signposts packages
676.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services — for 2004–05 —
(1)

How many Signposts packages were funded.

(2)

How much funding was allocated to Signposts packages.

(3)

How many Signposts packages are being transferred from the Individual Support output group to
the Early Childhood Intervention Services output and what amount of funding will be transferred.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that: for 2004–05 –
(1)

550 Signposts packages were funded.

(2)

$0.8m of state funding was allocated in the 2004–05 Budget for the Signpost program

(3)

550 Signpost packages have been transferred from the Individual Support output to the Early Childhood
Intervention Services output with funding of $2.5m inclusive of Commonwealth funding for 2004–05.

Community services: shared supported accommodation — southern region
677.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services in the Southern region as at 30 June
2004 —
(1)

What was the total funding allocated to shared supported accommodation.

(2)

How much of the funding allocated to shared support accommodation was for Department
managed accommodation.

(3)

How many beds were provided in Department managed accommodation.

(4)

How much of the funding allocated to shared support accommodation was for non-government
managed accommodation.

(5)

How many beds were provided in non-government managed accommodation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: in the Southern region as at 30 June 2004 –
(1)

Total funding allocated to Shared Supported Accommodation activity was $54.9m.

(2)

Funding allocated to Department managed accommodation was $24.3m.

(3)

Information for Shared Supported Accommodation usage and capacity is reported through counts of people
accessing the service. The number of people in Department managed accommodation was 302.

(4)

Funding allocated to non-government accommodation was $30.6m.

(5)

Information for Shared Supported Accommodation usage and capacity is reported through counts of people
accessing the service. The number of people in non-government managed accommodation was 515.

Community services: planning and support initiative funding
682.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Support and
Choice/Individualised Planning and Support Initiative funding packages in each region as at 30 June
2004 —
(1)

(2)

How many funding packages were valued —
(a)

in excess of $20,000;

(b)

less than $20,000.

Of the funding packages with a value in excess of $20,000, how many were valued —
(a)

between $20,000 and $40,000;
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(b)

between $40,001 and $65,000;

(c)

$65,001 and over.

2085

Of the funding packages with a value less than $20,000, how many were valued —
(a)

under $10,000;

(b)

between $10,000 and $19,999.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

(2)

As at 30 June 2004 – of the 16% of Individual Packages provided through Support and Choice with a value in
excess of $20,000
(a)

11% were between $20,001 and $40,000

(b)

4.5% were between $40,001 and $65,000

(c)

0.5% were in excess of $65,001

Of the 84% of packages with a value less than $20,000
(a)

68% were less than $10,000

(b)

16% were between $10,001 and $20,000

Community services: Kew Residential Services
683.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to Kew Residential
Services as at 30 June 2004 —
(1)

How many residents were there.

(2)

How many residents were there in each unit.

(3)

How many residents were there aged —
(a)

under 45 years;

(b)

45 to 55 years;

(c)

56 to 65 years;

(d)

66 to 75 years;

(e)

75 years or more.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

As of 30 June 2004, there were 326 residents living at Kew Residential Services.

(2)

Number of residents living in each unit were –
Unit
Smorgon
House Hostel
Unit 4

Number of Residents
2
13
24
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Unit 5
Unit 9
Unit 11
Building 10
Unit 17
Unit 19
Unit 21
Unit 22
Unit 23
Unit 24
Unit 25
Unit 26
O’Shea House
KRS managed perimeter houses
KRS managed River Drive houses
(3)

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

19
16
17
12
12
30
32
31
30
30
18
16
6
8
10

Residents ages as at 30 June 2004, were:
Age Category
(a) Under 45 years;
(b) 45 to 55 years;
(c) 56 to 65 years;
(d) 66 to 75 years;
(e) 75 years or more.

Number of Residents
129
157
32
7
1

Community services: disability services — needs register
685.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services for each category on the Disability
Services Needs Register, as at December 2004, how many individuals were aged —
(1)

Under 18 years.

(2)

18 to 24 years.

(3)

25 to 29 years.

(4)

30 years or over.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of individuals on the SNR in December 2004 for each category in the following age groups were:
Age group
Under 18 years
18 to 24 years
25 to 29 years
30 years or more

Shared Supported
Accommodation
238
645
406
1729

Day
Programs
6
42
39
448

HomeFirst
125
276
147
980
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Community services: disability services — southern region
686.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to eligibility for disability
services in the Southern region as at 30 June 2004 —
(1)

(2)

How many people were assessed as eligible to receive services under the Intellectually Disabled
Persons’ Services Act 1986 —
(a)

in total;

(b)

aged under 18 years;

(c)

aged 18 years or more.

How many people over the age of 18 were assessed as eligible to receive services under the
Disability Services Act 1991 —
(a)

in total;

(b)

aged under 18 years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

(2)

The number of people in the Southern region that were assessed as eligible to receive services under the
Intellectually Disabled Persons’ Services Act 1986 as at 30 June 2004 was:
(a)

In total 3,239.

(b)

The number of these people aged under 18 years was 517.

(c)

The number of these people aged 18 years or more was 2,722.

This information is not available (see response to QON No. 679). [see page 2097]

Community services: disability services — southern region
687.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services how many people with disabilities in the
Southern region, as at 30 June 2004, were in receipt of —
(1)

Accommodation outreach support;

(2)

Family options support;

(3)

Flexible support packages;

(4)

HomeFirst;

(5)

Individualised support packages;

(6)

Shared supported accommodation;

(7)

Transitional accommodation support.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2004 the number of people with disabilities in the Southern region in receipt of the following was:
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(1)

Accommodation Outreach Support – 194

(2)

Family Options – 37

(3)

Flexible Support Packages – 795

(4)

HomeFirst – 138

(5)

Individualised Support Packages – 204

(6)

Shared Supported Accommodation – 816

(7)

Transitional Accommodation Support – 1

Tuesday, 19 July 2005

Community services: Kew Residential Services
690.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the redevelopment of
Kew Residential Services how many of the residents will move to the Southern region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
It is planned that 61 residents will move from Kew Residential Services to the Southern Region.
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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.

Thursday, 21 July 2005
Transport: metropolitan farebox revenue
558.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport further to the answer to question 350 received on
4 October 2004 what was the farebox revenue collected for each of the ticket types by zone for —
(1)

2003–2004;

(2)

The first quarter of 2004–2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is as provided in the attached tables.

Zone 2
6,135,044
1,338,585
0
0
0
5,084,578
37,459
1,217,558
0
0
0
0
0
0
1,264,878
3,735,627
782,045
0
0
1,819,060
65,196
0
944,500
0
0
0
809,293
25,730
0
0
0
528
0

Zone 3
3,690,936
542,862
0
0
0
3,544,860
18,668
546,355
0
0
0
0
0
0
811,334
1,967,104
160,572
0
0
962,709
32,778
0
208,110
0
0
0
385,491
8,500
0
0
0
44
0

Zone 12
3,609,681
885,073
0
0
0
7,633,155
190,193
2,731,989
0
0
0
0
0
0
2,080,031
9,406,206
6,806,908
0
0
18,398,925
886,248
0
15,814,193
0
0
0
13,299,781
5,456,195
0
0
0
0
0

Zone 23
533,259
70,956
0
0
0
840,993
18,001
172,594
0
0
0
0
2,329,530
5,051,787
290,281
927,830
173,162
0
0
830,631
36,288
0
244,119
0
0
0
454,463
17,192
0
0
0
0
0

Zone 123
1,254,751
104,241
11,595,962
0
0
3,964,069
105,111
916,204
0
0
0
0
0
0
991,623
3,417,193
1,006,092
0
0
8,549,576
331,812
0
7,951,757
0
0
0
6,499,360
2,651,759
0
191,177
77,928
168,122
278,771

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 123
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
16,765
105,324
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 2
5,605
0
0
0
0
7,343
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
173
0
0
0
11
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
Gisborne +
Zone 12
1,934
0
0
0
0
5,428
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Gisborne +
Zone 123
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
5,169
10,574
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Gisborne +
Zone 2
1,678
0
0
0
0
1,670
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Revenue ($) from the sales of Student Concession cards was as follows: 6 Month Country Tertiary 13,423, 6 Month State Tertiary 646,166, Primary / Secondary 705,141, Yearly Country Tertiary 68,563, Yearly State Tertiary
4,224,974. Student Concession Cards are not Zone specific.
Source: Metlink, table prepared by DOI 20 October 2004

Zone 1
10,371,859
2,702,404
0
265,269
66,559
11,752,466
377,784
3,757,719
0
157,147
1,011,824
540,777
1,219,846
3,455,034
5,008,515
31,786,599
22,080,805
1,797,424
790,144
34,569,908
1,502,306
2,196,853
24,005,279
0
845,635
4,351,319
29,405,440
6,067,626
4,517
0
0
52,008
0

Zone 3
+City Loop
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
162,498
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
499,705
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

ASSEMBLY

Note:

Ticket Type
2 Hour
2 Hour X10
60 +
City Saver
City Saver X10
Daily
Daily 5 Pack
Monthly
Off Peak
Rail + 2
Short Trip
Short Trip X10
Student Pass 6 Month
Student Pass Yearly
Weekly
2 Hour
2 Hour X10
City Saver
City Saver X10
Daily
Daily 5 Pack
Mini
Monthly
Off-Peak
Rail + 2
Ride
Weekly
Yearly
Delegate Card
Family
Group Traveller
Group-Get-About
Prepaid Travel Authority

Zone 2
+City Loop
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
312,658
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
944,802
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
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Fare Type
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Other
Other
Other
Other
Other

Zone

Farebox Revenue ($ including GST) by Ticket Type and Zone – Financial Year 2003–04
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Zone

Zone 1
2,964,842
859,148
0
104,258
22,312
3,328,459
216,000
1,111,187
0
564,936
25,259
1,452,508
8,965,798
6,333,387
729,073
387,671
9,013,508
1,435,200
0
0
7,288,858
0
0
8,221,246
1,318,472

Zone 2
1,670,200
406,123
0
0
0
1,317,014
24,700
351,808
0
0
0
363,214
940,032
243,080
0
0
472,900
0
0
0
270,211
0
0
203,027
2,070

Zone 3
1,008,625
165,486
0
0
0
923,232
9,500
156,794
0
0
0
237,117
480,612
46,276
0
0
243,132
0
0
0
63,024
0
0
102,103
690

Zone 12
936,813
248,362
0
0
0
2,030,319
99,000
824,836
0
0
0
592,326
2,425,264
1,870,684
0
0
4,181,853
484,000
0
0
4,517,639
0
0
3,392,082
1,217,639

Zone 23
133,329
24,328
0
0
0
212,639
18,500
46,595
0
1,081,016
38,371
82,627
237,260
48,993
0
0
193,687
36,000
0
0
70,921
0
0
129,816
1,360

Zone 123
335,243
42,142
3,100,589
0
0
1,036,092
40,800
283,698
0
0
0
285,173
838,337
318,331
0
0
2,054,442
117,000
0
127,406
2,269,248
0
0
1,675,694
558,666

Zone 2
+City Loop
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
239,648
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
500,258
0
0
0

Zone 3
+City Loop
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
111,925
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
228,679
0
0
0

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 123
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 2
1,953
0
0
0
0
1,568
0
0
0
0
0
0
6
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Gisborne +
Zone 12
607
0
0
0
0
481
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Gisborne +
Zone 123
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Farebox Revenue ($ including GST) by Ticket Type and Zone – September Quarter 2004 (Preliminary)

Ticket Type
2 Hour
2 Hour X10
60 +
City Saver
City Saver X10
Daily
Daily 5 Pack
Monthly
Off Peak
Student Pass 6 Month
Student Pass Yearly
Weekly
2 Hour
2 Hour X10
City Saver
City Saver X10
Daily
Daily 5 Pack
Delegate Card
Group Traveller
Monthly
Off-Peak
Prepaid Travel Authority
Weekly
Yearly

No revenue was reported for the sale of Delegate Cards, Family, Group Traveller, Group-Get-About, Pre-paid Travel Authorities or Student Concession Cards during the September Quarter
Metlink, table prepared by DOI 20 October 2004

Fare Type
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Concession
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Full Fare
Note:
Source:

Gisborne +
Zone 2
363
0
0
0
0
370
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
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Transport: V/Line farebox revenue
571.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

What has been the cash farebox revenue received by V/Line between —
(a)

1 January to 30 June 2004;

(b)

1 July to 30 September 2004.

(2)

What amount was received for each of the above periods a year earlier.

(3)

How many individual passenger journeys were made on V/Line in each of the above 2003 and
2004 periods.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1) & (2): V/Line Cash Farebox
Year

1 January to
30 June

1 July to
30 September

2003

$20,138,460

$9,745,070

2004*

$18,887,313

$10,614,758

(3): Passenger Journeys on V/Line
1 January to
30 June

1 July to
30 September

2003

3,666,229

1,893,207

2004*

3,324,140

1,874,796

Year

* RFR occupations commenced in January 2004 and continued to affect the delivery of rail services until 7 July 2004.

Premier: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
596(a).

Ms ASHER to ask the Premier with reference to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s department or private office or
any agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration since 28 October 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With reference to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd, since 28 October 2003, the following outlines the
responses to question 596a (1), (2) and (3);

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 21 July 2005

ASSEMBLY

2093

SHANNON’S WAY PTY LTD
Payment Dates
Description of Project
28/05/2004
28/05/2004
30/07/2004
30/07/2004
30/07/2004
24/12/2004

Copywriting for Radio & Press
Advertisements – Economic Statement
Production Services – Economic Statement
Revisions to previously supplied material –
Economic Statement
Economic Announcement – Australian Financial
Review and Brisbane Courier Mail
Radio advertisement production – Economic
Statement
Video Production
TOTAL (including GST)

Amount
($)
12,301.96
12,457.50
726.00
5,368.00
7,195.21
5,038.00
$ 43,086.67

Transport: V/Line — performance
616.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport —
(1)

On what date and at what time did V/Line post its January 2005 performance results on its internet
site http://www.vline.com.au.

(2)

Were the results posted on the site within two weeks of the previous month ending; if not, why
not.

(3)

Will V/Line post these results on its internet site within a two week timeframe in the future.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

On 16 February 2005 at 12.18 p.m.

(2)

No. The delay was due to problems experienced by V/Line’s web service provider.

(3)

Yes.

Transport: V/Line — Warrnambool line
643.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport when will the previous V/Line timetable recommence
with —
(1)

A departure around 0700 from Warrnambool on weekdays.

(2)

An express evening service between Melbourne and Geelong on the Warrnambool line.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

V/Line is planning to conduct independent research in May 2005 to get direct customer feedback regarding
the preferred time for operation of the morning service.

(2)

When sufficient rolling stock is available.
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Transport: V/Line — fast rail draft timetables
645.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport — how many draft timetable submissions for each of
the four fast rail lines has V/Line received by 23 March 2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
Ballarat Line
Bendigo Line
Geelong Line
Traralgon Line
No Line Specified

294
192
199
185
2

Transport: V/Line — Shepparton passenger service
654.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to speed limits introduced on V/Line
passenger trains between Seymour and Murchison East —
(1)

What was the maximum speed allowable on 1 January 2005, excluding temporary WOLO heat
speed restrictions.

(2)

On what date was a 65 km/h maximum speed limit imposed and what was the reason for it being
introduced.

(3)

Has a temporary speed limit been introduced; if so, what is it.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

115 kph from Seymour to Mangalore and 95 kph from Mangalore to Murchison East.

(2)

The 65 kph temporary speed restriction was imposed on 26th March 2005 in response to issues raised by
V/Line Passenger drivers. Pacific National is addressing track maintenance issues and the temporary speed
restrictions will be lifted on completion of the works.

(3)

As per (2) above.

Transport: V/Line — Spencer Street station incident
655.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to a V/Line employee who was
apparently knocked from a platform at Spencer Street into the station ‘pit’ by a Spencer Street Authority
‘buggie’ used to transport elderly and disabled passengers, did this incident occur; if so —
(1)

On what date, and at what time, did the incident occur.

(2)

What position does the V/Line employee occupy.

(3)

On what platform number did the incident occur.

(4)

What injuries, if any, were sustained by the employee.

(5)

Who investigated the incident.
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(6)

What reports, either internal or external, will be or have been issued and to whom.

(7)

What procedures are being put in place to avoid a repeat of any such incident.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

The incident occurred on 11 April 2005 at approximately 1620 hours.

(2)

The V/Line employee is a train conductor.

(3)

Platform 10 at Spencer Street Railway Station.

(4)

The conductor was taken to hospital and discharged later on the same day. The specific injuries are unknown
at this stage.

(5)

The incident is being investigated by the Spencer Street Station Authority.

(6)

The Public Transport Regulator was immediately notified of the occurrence and will receive a copy of the
investigation report when completed by the Spencer Street Station Authority.

(7)

The occurrence is still under investigation and it is expected that the investigation will identify any safety
deficiencies.

Transport: Prahran station graffiti
656.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to graffiti at Prahran railway station —
(1)

Will graffiti above the roofline of the ‘down’ platform building be cleaned; if so, when.

(2)

Will similar graffiti in the former ‘down’ platform toilets that is visible to Melbourne bound
commuters be cleaned; if so, when.

(3)

Are new WorkSafe regulations stopping these areas being cleaned of graffiti; if not, what are the
reasons for this graffiti’s retention.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
1.

The graffiti above the roofline was removed on Thursday 5 May 2005.

2.

The graffiti located in the former ‘down’ platform toilets has been removed.

3.

The new WorkSafe regulations are impacting on Connex’s ability to remove graffiti within the time frames
stipulated in the Partnership Agreement. The removal of graffiti from the roofline or above, not publicly
accessible, requires staff to be specially trained. Connex advise that this work can only be undertaken when
the overhead power is off.

Community services: disability services — needs register
678.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to individuals on the
Register in the Southern region as at December 2004 —
(1)

How many were waiting for —
(a)

shared supported accommodation;
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(b)

in-home accommodation support;

(c)

day programs.
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For those waiting for each of shared supported accommodation, in-home accommodation support
and day programs, how many were —
(a)

classified as —
(i)

urgent priority;

(ii)

high priority;

(iii) low priority; and
(b)

aged —
(i)

under 18 years;

(ii)

18 to 24 years;

(iii) 25 to 29 years;
(iv) 30 years or more.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the Southern region as at December 2004:
(1)

(2)

The number of people waiting for:
(a)

shared supported accommodation was 588;

(b)

Homefirst was 266 (noting that in-home accommodation support and home first were merged into the
activity home first in 2002–2003); and

(c)

day programs was 148.

For those waiting for each of shared supported accommodation, in-home accommodation support and day
programs, the number of people –
(a)

classified as –
(i)

urgent priority were;
Priority
Urgent

(ii)

Shared Supported
Accommodation
203

Home First

Shared Supported
Accommodation
174

Home First

Shared Supported
Accommodation
211

Home First

179

Day programs
112

high priority;
Priority
High

71

Day programs
34

(iii) low priority;
Priority
Low

16

Day programs
2
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aged –
AGE
(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)

under 18 years
18 to 24 years
25 to 29 years
30 or more years

Shared Supported
Accommodation
36
94
92
366

Home First

Day Programs

15
33
20
198

0
3
12
133

Community services: disability services — eligibility
679.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the answer to question
591 given on 23 March 2005 which states that information is not collected as to how many people were
assessed as eligible to receive services under the Disability Services Act 1991 and their ages — why is
this information not collected.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Until recently only clients assessed under the Intellectually Disabled Persons’ Services Act 1986 (IDPSA 1986)
were recorded in the information system. The information system holds information about clients that have been
assessed under the Disability Services Act 1991 (DSA 1991) in the past 18 months. However, this data field is not
mandatory and to date the response to this question have not shown representative numbers of services being
provided.

Community services: planning and support initiative funding
680.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Support and
Choice/Individualised Planning and Support Initiative for additional people in 2004–05 —
(1)

How many people are expected to be assisted by funding which is centrally allocated.

(2)

What amount of funding is allocated to this central allocation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A total of 12 people were assisted by the funding which is centrally allocated.

(2)

The amount of funding allocated to the central allocation was $640,000.

Community services: disability services — respite care
681.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the number of
households with carers of people with disabilities in receipt of respite services as at June 30 2004 —
(1)

How many households were there.

(2)

If information relating to the number of households is not available as this information is no
longer collected as respite services are allocated to individuals — how does the allocation of
respite to individuals reconcile with the Commonwealth State Territory Disability Agreement
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which considers respite services to be services that specifically provide short-term and
time-limited breaks for families and other voluntary care givers of people with disabilities.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Information for respite service usage and capacity is reported through respite episode data. The number of
respite episodes provided for the year ending June 2004 was 19,200.

(2)

As required by the Commonwealth State Territory Disability Agreement (CSTDA), all jurisdictions use the
CSTDA National Minimum Data Set to collect information on CSTDA services and supports that are
provided to individuals with disabilities. This data includes the number of individuals with disabilities whose
family and/or carers have received a respite service.

Community services: disability services — flexible care packages
684.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to flexible care packages
for people with disabilities as at 30 June 2004 —
(1)

(2)

How many people were in receipt of packages for —
(a)

short-term assistance;

(b)

ongoing assistance.

What was the Disability Services expenditure for each of —
(a)

short-term assistance packages;

(b)

ongoing assistance packages.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The number of people with a disability receiving a flexible care package as at 30 June 2004 was 3,258. The
current data collection system does not support reporting specifically for a short-term assistance package or
for an ongoing package.

(2)

Disability Services expenditure for flexible care packages as at 30 June 2004 was $25.1M. The financial
management system does not record expenditure specifically for a short-term assistance package or for an
ongoing package.

Community services: service needs register — southern region
688.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services —
(1)

(2)

How many people on the Register —
(a)

have a carer;

(b)

do not have a carer;

(c)

have their carer’s age recorded;

(d)

do not have their carer’s age recorded.

How many carers with their age recorded are aged —
(a)

under 55 years;
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(b)

55 to 64 years;

(c)

65 to 69 years;

(d)

70 years or more.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that in the Southern region:
(1)

(2)

On the Register –
(a)

The number of people recorded as having a carer was 225.

(b)

The number of people who did not have a carer or who did not have a carer recorded was 777.

(c)

The number of people that had their carer’s age recorded was 214.

(d)

The number of people that did not have their carer’s age recorded was 11.

The ages of carers with their age recorded are:
(a)

under 55 years of age – 94;

(b)

55 to 64 years – 57;

(c)

65 to 69 years – 20; and

(d)

70 or more years – 43.

Community services: shared supported accommodation — southern region
689.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to persons with disabilities
waiting for shared supported accommodation for the year ended 30 June 2004 —
(1)

How many people waiting for shared accommodation obtained a place in a community residential
unit.

(2)

How many days did people waiting for shared accommodation who obtained a place in a
residential care unit have to wait on average.

ANSWER:
I am informed that in the Southern region:
For the year ended 30 June 2004:
(1)

The number of persons with disabilities that waited for a shared supported accommodation place and
obtained a place in a community residential unit was 29.

(2)

On average the people that waited for a shared supported accommodation place and obtained a place in a
community residential unit had waited for 194 weeks, however these people have been receiving a range of
supports and services.

Planning: Hampton Rehabilitation Hospital
740.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Planning with reference to the proposed sale, by tender, of the
former Hampton Rehabilitation Hospital site situated on Beach Road Hampton — does the Government
have any plans to remove the Heritage Overlay on the site.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government does not have any plans to remove the Heritage Overlay from the site.
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Planning and Environment (Williamstown Shipyard) Bill, 2010
Members statements
Youth: pregnancy and parenting program, 1991
Petitions

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)

Schools: religious instruction, 1989

Adjournment
Aquatic centres: Cranbourne, 1874
Bills
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1872
Members statements
Frankston North: Best Start map, 1830

PERTON, Mr (Doncaster)

ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham)
Adjournment
Building industry: treated timber, 1878
Bills
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill, 1956
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1860
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 1976
Economic Development Committee

Members statements
Police: schools program, 1887
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1822

Labour hire, 1824
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1822, 1989
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RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of The Nationals)
Adjournment
Central Gippsland Health Service: service delivery, 2046
Bills

Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1822
Questions without notice
Economy: performance, 1820

Crimes (Contamination of Goods Offences) Bill, 1989
Matter of public importance
Rural and regional Victoria: growth, 1896
Members statements
Federal Leader of The Nationals: retirement, 1827
Ministerial statement

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
Bills
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 1958
Questions without notice
Parliament: sandstone sculptures, 1919

Counter-terrorism: preparedness, 1925
Petitions
Rail: Kilmany crossing, 1823
Schools: religious instruction, 1822, 1989
Points of order, 2027
Questions without notice
Police: schools program, 2027
Rail: rural and regional Victoria, 1920
Terrorism: London bombings, 1812

SMITH, Mr (Bass)
Adjournment
Minister for Tourism: statements, 2049
Wonthaggi hospital: funding, 1878
Bills
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1867
Matter of public importance
Rural and regional Victoria: growth, 1903
Members statements

SAVAGE, Mr (Mildura)
Adjournment
Rail: Swan Hill service, 1877
Bills

Wonthaggi hospital: funding, 1992
Points of order, 2029
Questions without notice
Minister for Tourism: statements, 2029

Racial and Religious Tolerance Act (Repeal) Bill, 1881
Members statements
Phillip Le Gassick, 1993
Petitions
Housing: disruptive tenants, 1881
Schools: religious instruction, 1881

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Judy Maddigan)
Business of the house
Notices of motion: removal, 1821, 1881, 1989
Rulings, 1818, 1821, 1919, 1920, 1922, 2027, 2028, 2029, 2031,
2032, 2033, 2034

Terrorism: London bombings, 1813
STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)
Bills
Energy Safe Victoria Bill, 1846
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill, 1958
Planning and Environment (Williamstown Shipyard) Bill, 2015
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 2040
Members statements
Dr Igor Balabin, 1990

Members statements
Arthur Pearce and Charlie Unmack, 1886
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1881

ix
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SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Adjournment
Taxis: multipurpose program, 1874
Bills
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1864
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 1973
Members statements
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Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1851
Members statements
Wedderburn shearing school, 1883
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1989
Questions without notice
Weeds: control, 1815

Stamp duty: vendor-financed property sales, 1885
Petitions
Boating: life jackets, 1822
Schools: religious instruction, 1822

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Bills
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill, 1950
Members statements
Terrorism: London bombings, 1994

WELLS, Mr (Scoresby)
Adjournment
Police: Geelong, 2045
Members statements
Police: numbers, 1829
Ministerial statement
Counter-terrorism: preparedness, 1928
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1822, 1989

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

WILSON, Mr (Narre Warren South)

Questions without notice

Adjournment

Lakes Entrance: dredging, 1922
Melbourne Zoo: Trail of the Elephants, 1920

Narre Warren South electorate: youth activities, 1984
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1822

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Adjournment

Questions without notice
Tourism: business events, 1819

Consumer affairs: telecommunications companies, 1877
Bills
National Parks (Point Nepean) Bill, 1954
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Bill, 1872
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 2036
Members statements
Stan Wight, 1828
Petitions
Schools: religious instruction, 1889
Questions without notice
Employment: rural and regional Victoria, 1921

WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
Bills
Crimes (Contamination of Goods Offences) Bill, 1989

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)
Bills
Tobacco (Amendment) Bill, 2034
Members statements
Sir Ronald Wilson, 1826

