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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

153

South-West Coast that constant interjections are not
acceptable.
Mr BRACKS — Not only that, he has — and his
office has — the legislative capacity equivalent to a
royal commission to undertake the very task required.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan
Police Association: Office of Police Integrity
investigation
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to comments made by
the head of the Office of Police Integrity that the police
union is hampering the OPI’s corruption investigations,
and I ask: what action is the government going to take
to fix this problem?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. One of the reasons our
government set up the Office of Police Integrity was for
it to undertake the work it is doing now. I want to place
on record my congratulations to the OPI, because
clearly we are seeing the fruits of having an
independent scrutiny body for police in this state.
As the head of the OPI, George Brouwer, said more
recently, there are pockets on which he will concentrate
his work to root out corruption where it occurs. He also
said that the overwhelming — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast should not continue to interject when
I am calling the house to order. The Premier, to
continue.
Mr BRACKS — He also indicated that the
overwhelming majority of serving police officers want
to ensure that this matter is cleared up as well. That is
why he is doing his role and performing his function to
concentrate on making sure we have one of the best
police forces in the country. So this side of the house
supports the Office of Police Integrity. We wish the
director well in the task he has undertaken. Not only
that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the member for
Kew, the member for Scoresby and the member for

Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is to
the Premier. I ask the Premier to update the house on
the negotiations under way with the federal government
regarding the future of the Murray–Darling Basin.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Seymour for his question. As members of this house
would understand, the Prime Minister has called for a
further meeting of the premiers and territory leaders on
Friday week, 23 February, in order to progress further
the proposal he has to take over responsibility for the
Murray–Darling Basin system.
I said from the very start when this matter was
announced by the Prime Minister that Victoria would
not just sign on without conditions being met and
without conditions precedent. One of those key
conditions precedent is that our irrigators have the same
protections as they have now — that is, legislative
rights equivalent to property rights enshrined in
legislation, in this case in federal legislation, which
allows them to have the security and investment
opportunities that all those legislative rights give. No
such assurance has been given by the Prime Minister or
by the water minister.
Secondly, we said we did not want to simply see
privatisation by stealth. Whilst we have had an
assurance about that, we will be monitoring that very
closely. Thirdly, we indicated that we wanted to make
sure that the environment and other aspects were
catered for in relation to water allocations and the future
environmental flows which result from that.
I have to say, and this is reflected in today’s
newspapers, which report the extraordinary move —
and the more you find out about this arrangement, the
more concerned you get, and today we have found that
out — that this matter has not even gone to federal
cabinet. It is an extraordinary admission that federal
cabinet has not had the opportunity to sign off on a
$10.5 billion package which is probably the most
significant reform and change proposed for the
Murray–Darling Basin.
What we do not know, for example, is what rivers will
be affected by this arrangement. We know, of course,
that the proposal is for the Murray–Darling Basin, but
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when questions are asked about the Campaspe River,
about the Ovens River and about other key tributaries,
we do not get any answers at all. They are not clear, and
they do not know. They do not know the geographic
boundaries at this stage. This is even after November
last year, when the Prime Minister called his first water
summit on this area.
Secondly, we also do not know what is happening with
the $10.5 billion fund. I was shocked, and I know other
premiers and territory leaders were shocked, when the
Prime Minister revealed for the first time at our last
meeting that this $10.5 billion, which we thought was
for the basin, is not for the basin — it is for every other
irrigation area in the country. Also at this meeting were
the Premier of Tasmania and the Premier of West
Australia, who were told by the Prime Minister that
they would be eligible to apply for some of the
$10.5 billion for their irrigation districts. So it will be
spread out for Tasmania and Western Australia and also
for other parts of Queensland, New South Wales,
Victoria and South Australia. We have the serious issue
of funding to be dealt with as a part of this as well.

Tuesday, 13 February 2007

urged me regularly to stand up against Canberra and not
sign this deal. He has urged me, alongside The
Nationals water spokesman, to protect Victoria’s
interests. The Warracknabeal Herald of Friday,
2 February 2007, says:
The Leader of The Nationals … is urging Premier Steve
Bracks to resist attempts to transfer responsibility for
Victoria’s share of the Murray–Darling River system to the
federal government.

He went on, and I agree with this — —
Mr Ryan — Do you have that delivered at home?
Mr BRACKS — No, I got it later, but it is a very
good paper. I am sure the Leader of The Nationals will
not mind being quoted:
Victoria has a pre-eminent position in water administration
within Australia.
We should not cede our control over water in circumstances
where it is primarily the shortcomings of the other states that
have brought about the problems in the Murray–Darling
Basin.

Speaker, I think you would understand that we are
doing our best to try to accommodate the wishes of the
federal government in any arrangements that are to be
met. But I have never done business before — and our
government has never done business before, and most
jurisdictions would not do business — in a situation
where you received at a meeting a five-page document
which was the Prime Minister’s answers to questions
which were raised and were asked to sign on the spot
on that five-page document, which we received only
when we went into the meeting.

I agree and concur with that. The Nationals spokesman
for the Murray River went on to say:

We have also learnt of course, as I mentioned, that this
matter has not gone to cabinet. We have serious
concerns. We will act in the national interest and we
will act in Victoria’s interest — and those two things
need to come together. Victoria’s interest is not yet
assured in relation to irrigation, environmental flows or
the next stage of the Living Murray, or in relation to the
geography of these rivers and what territory will be
captured. Of course the separation of land management
and water is a matter which is unresolved — that is,
catchments which feed the water are to be a state
responsibility, but the water is to be a federal
responsibility, not owned by but with an entitlement
going to the commonwealth. Talk about another layer
of bureaucracy! So we have grave concerns, and those
grave concerns will be discussed further.

We do have concerns. We do not want to be a pawn in
the federal election campaign of any party. We will
stand up for the national interest, and we will stand up
for Victoria’s interests. To receive material and be
expected to sign on at the very time you receive it is
just outrageous. It is not how you do business, and what
we are hoping for is that there is proper consideration of
this. At least let this go to federal cabinet so that federal
cabinet can discuss it also!

I must admit I have significant pressure being put on
me about this matter. I have pressure, for example,
from the Leader of The Nationals in Victoria, who has

Communities on the Victorian side of the Murray River have
flourished through conservative management of water
allocations.

That is true, including, of course, under the seven years
of our government, through legislated rights and
through the proper management of our water resources
and getting more productivity out of the water
resources which have been allocated.

Bushfires: inquiry
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier, and let us see if we agree on
this one too. I refer to the critical importance of an
effective and well-resourced prescribed burning
program to reduce the fire risk in Victoria, and I ask:
will the government support The Nationals call for a
parliamentary inquiry into the impact of public land
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management practices on the frequency, scale and
intensity of bushfires in Victoria?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. After every bushfire,
and also in the preparation and lead-up to bushfires, we
have a thorough examination of the procedures and
what has been undertaken, which includes fuel
reduction and prescribed burning as well, as part of that.
As we did from the 2002 Esplin report, we have learnt a
significant amount from the fight against these
bushfires. For example, we learnt to work better with
local communities and accept local knowledge as part
of the fire fight. We also instituted for the first time a
state broadcaster, which was the information line for
Victorians, and I think it worked effectively and well.
We also did, based on the recommendations of the
Esplin report, as much back-burning, as much
prescribed burning and as much fuel reduction burning
as we could feasibly have done within the weather
conditions, whether they were wet or dry. That is not
only a commitment which we gave; it is a commitment
which has been implemented.
If the Leader of The Nationals furnishes me with any
proposals he has, I will consider them as part of the
examination of what occurred post the bushfires. In
relation to any cause of action regarding a
parliamentary inquiry, that is a matter on which he can
seek support amongst other parties and his colleagues.
In relation to the matters he raises with me, if he writes
to me, I will consider them as part of the government’s
evaluation of this bushfire season.

Climate change: emissions trading
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — My question is to the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change.
I refer the minister to the government’s commitment to
reducing the emission of greenhouse gases and ask the
minister to update the house on the emissions trading
scheme being designed by Australian states.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — I thank the member for his
question. Our government has had a longstanding
recognition that climate change is real and is impacting
on Victoria. The CSIRO has projected that there will be
an increase in bushfire danger days as a result of climate
change and that stream flows in the Murray–Darling
Basin and for Melbourne will reduce by some 8 per cent
to 20 per cent as a result of climate change.
Last week Victoria, together with all the other states
and territories, reached an historic agreement on the
fight against climate change. On Friday the Premier and
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leaders of other states and territories agreed that they
would introduce an emissions trading scheme from
2010 unless the federal government introduced an
emissions trading scheme. I might say that Premier
Bracks and Premier Iemma from New South Wales
have led this process over the last two to three years and
have consistently pushed the federal government to
enter the process so our country could have a joint
emissions trading scheme.
Under an emissions trading scheme, emissions would
be capped for electricity generators from 2010, with a
view to reducing the overall level of greenhouse gas
emissions by 60 per cent by 2050. We know that
emissions trading will stimulate investment in
renewable energy, natural gas and clean coal. There are
potential investments out there now that are more likely
to be introduced should there be the certainty of an
emissions trading scheme. I refer to investments like
the $1 billion Mortlake gas-powered station and other
major investments for the state.
Emissions trading also provides a direct financial
incentive for existing generators to reduce their
emissions. It provides an incentive for clean coal
technologies to be introduced into existing stations.
This means that emissions trading is good for jobs
overall and for jobs in the Latrobe Valley. We have a
very good resource of coal in the Latrobe Valley, and
the best way to have that invested in and developed in
the future is to have a safe emissions trading scheme in
place for this state and for Australia.
We will continue to pressure the commonwealth
government to join the scheme. We are very pleased
that all the states, including Queensland and Western
Australia, have now signed up — that was a major step
forward last week. What we know now is that Australia
will have an emissions trading scheme by 2010 with or
without participation by the federal government.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s secret
pre-election deal with the police union, which excluded
the Chief Commissioner of Police, and I ask: will the
Premier make the details of the deal public?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. In relation to the
question asked by the Leader of the Opposition, it
would be inappropriate in the extreme in a caretaker
period during an election campaign to involve the Chief
Commissioner of Police in a party process. The
proposals that a party takes to an election are that
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Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Minister for Mental Health. Will the
minister update the house on the Bracks government’s
initiatives designed to assist rural and regional
Victorians who may be experiencing mental health
issues due to the drought?

The government is also a senior partner of beyondblue,
the national depression initiative. We provide
$3.5 million per annum to that organisation to increase
community awareness of depression and associated
disorders and to promote effective treatment and care to
people with these conditions. Recently beyondblue
announced a partnership with Incitec Pivot to address
depression in drought-affected rural communities, to
raise the awareness of drought and its impact in rural
Victoria and to train field staff to help identify early
signs of depression and make referrals to appropriate
services.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
thank the member for Ballarat West for her question. I
am sure all members of this house share the
government’s concern about the impact the drought is
having on some families and the strain it is placing on
some of our communities, particularly those in rural
and regional Victoria. We know from the stories we
hear in our communities how tough it is for people who
rely on rain for their livelihoods. We are aware of the
tough decisions some families are being forced to
make. In this environment it is understandable that
some Victorians may be more susceptible to
depression. To those Victorians I say there is help
available.

These initiatives are complemented by a whole range of
other initiatives of the Department of Human Services,
including the Drought Personal Support Line, which is
a confidential phone service that provides counselling
and referral for people who have depression. There is
financial support for 120 small rural kindergartens, and
the government is providing fee relief to families,
thereby relieving the pressure on fundraising. Other
initiatives, including the provision of Christmas
hampers and relief for back-to-school costs, are
supporting families through the drought. The Tackling
Rural Poverty initiative is also helping emergency
support workers to be able to work with local
communities.

The government is on the ground, providing practical
assistance to rural and regional Victorian communities
to deal with the economic and social effects of the
prolonged drought. As the state’s first mental health
minister and a member of the government’s drought
task force, I am pleased that a number of initiatives are
being taken to assist communities to get through this
very difficult period.

The Bracks government cares about families that are
affected by mental illness because of the drought. We
are helping them by raising community awareness,
training key health professionals and, where necessary,
providing intensive treatment through our mental health
system. We want to help those people who are
struggling at the moment with depression so that we
have strong and resilient communities that are ready to
prosper again when the drought breaks.

party’s proposals. The adoption of those are the
province of the people of Victoria. They have made
their decision, and we will implement it.

Drought: mental health initiatives

First, there are the Tackling Mental Health drought
initiatives, which are a $900 000 program that will
deliver mental health first-aid training to vulnerable
communities. A 12-hour training course will be
delivered by accredited instructors in 16 different
locations including the Grampians, Loddon-Mallee and
Hume regions. This program will assist front-line
health workers and other community members to detect
the first signs of depression.
We know that treating depression early can prevent a
person from having a long-term or severe condition.
We already know that people in provincial Victoria do
a fantastic job in pulling together and in looking out for
each other during very stressful times, but through these
initiatives people will be trained with the tools to
provide basic mental health assessments and, when
required, to refer people to more intensive treatment
services.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the
minister to the secret pre-election deal with the police
union. Has the minister discussed this deal with the
Chief Commissioner of Police, and does she support it?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the member for his
question. Certainly you would have to say that the
people of Victoria have great confidence in Victoria
Police. A couple of weeks ago the Productivity
Commission said that Victorians have greater
confidence in Victoria Police than the people of other
states have in their police forces. Victorians have
confidence in Victoria Police because in this state we
have a chief commissioner and a government that are
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prepared to get down and do the hard work when it
comes to record resources — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Bass,
South-West Coast, Scoresby and Kew should listen to
the answer and stop the continual interjections.
Mr CAMERON — We have put in record
resources and a record number of police, and there has
been a reduction in crime of over 20 per cent. These are
things Victorians are very proud of.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is a very simple question that relates to a secret deal
entered into between the Premier and the police union.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to continue.
Mr CAMERON — During the election we made
policy commitments, and one of those is a further
increase in the number of police. We are a party that
gets behind police, unlike that mob over there, which
reduced the number of police.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue; he is not answering the
question. The question relates specifically to whether he
had discussed the secret deal with the union with the
chief commissioner and to her response. That is what
he should be answering.
The SPEAKER — Order! The raising of a point of
order does not give a member an opportunity to restate
a question. The minister, to continue answering the
question.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
point of order I raised was that the minister was
debating the question rather than answering it, and in
making that point I referred you to the question itself so
you could understand that he was debating it and not
answering it. I ask you to rule on the point of order of
whether he is debating the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to answer the question.
Mr CAMERON — During the course of the
election we made commitments relating to police, and
those proposals include increasing the number of police
in Victoria. We will honour those commitments. The
chief commissioner recognises that increasing police
numbers is very important, and I look forward to
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working with her as we implement our policy
commitments.

Drought: government assistance
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. I refer the minister to the
impact the current drought is having on Victorian
farmers and ask him to detail for the house the steps the
government is taking to assist those farmers in need.
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the member for Ballarat East for his question and for
his longstanding interest in Victorian agriculture — that
fantastic sector that contributes so such to the Victorian
economy, to regional communities and to the wellbeing
of our state. The government is very concerned about
and engaged in supporting our farming families and
communities through this very difficult drought. The
Premier has established a drought task force, and that
task force has already committed over $150 million in
drought assistance since December 2005. That
assistance is about supporting our farmers and our rural
communities through these difficult times.
Some of the initiatives and efforts made by the Bracks
government have already been outlined by my
colleague the Minister for Mental Health, and that
support is welcome and necessary to deliver assistance
to rural communities impacted by the drought.
Initiatives of the Premier’s drought task force that are
being delivered in quick and targeted measures to rural
communities include regional employment,
infrastructure, water supply security, drought-related
advice for farmers and rural water bill relief. Health and
welfare services also feature amongst the support we
are providing to rural communities, including support
for financial counselling and community activities. All
of these initiatives are now well under way after having
been delivered, as I said before, in a timely and quick
manner and in a targeted way.
The Department of Primary Industries has increased its
support for farmers in hot spot areas to assist them with
decisions in this difficult time to plan for the recovery
of their particular farm enterprises. So far my
department has visited over 600 farms and conducted
drought management workshops reaching almost
5330 people.
There has also been a strong demand for stock
containment areas. For the information of members,
stock containment areas are a very valuable way of
managing livestock farming enterprises through the
drought. They assist by ensuring that livestock can be
managed more effectively and efficiently by farmers.
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They assist by reducing soil erosion, because stock can
be concentrated on small areas. Of course both of those
measures assist farmers being able to carry their stock
through the drought, so that recovery after the drought
becomes a speedier exercise.
As I said, there has been strong demand for stock
containment areas. We have already seen 202 facilities
across northern Victorian catchment management
authorities being funded from an allocation of
$500 000. A total of 750 stock containment areas have
been established to help protect an area of 250 000
hectares of farmland across Victoria.
The government is also improving emergency water
supplies through developing water access points. To
date we have improved 29 water access points and we
have upgraded 20 new bore sites. Under
investigations — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HELPER — My understanding is that the city
of Melbourne has not been exceptional circumstances
(EC) declared, so we cannot consider the Parliament to
be a new bore site.
That is, of course, an effective program that we are
monitoring closely to assist with further demand that
we may need to meet. The drought apprenticeship
retention bonus is something that rural communities
have been calling for — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is no doubt an important issue, but the minister has
been boring us now for over 5 minutes. If he wants to
bore us anymore, he can make a ministerial statement.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The member is incorrect regarding the minister’s
time. The minister, to continue.
Mr HELPER — I very much look forward to
following the tradition of ministers for agriculture by
giving fulsome answers to this house. I shall do my
utmost to keep up that tradition. I will very quickly
conclude my answer, because I can see that the member
for Kew does not particularly care about farmers in
Victoria. That is an absolute shame.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is to
conclude his answer.
Mr HELPER — I highlight the drought
apprenticeship retention bonus that we have introduced.
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It provides $1500 cash grants per apprentice to
businesses in EC-declared areas which directly provide
services to the farming industry. That is an initiative
that has been called for and that the drought task force
has been made aware of as it has travelled around
Victoria. We are particularly proud of that initiative,
because we know it will assist in developing the
capacity of Victorian agricultural communities to
recover after the drought.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question without
notice is to the Minister for Gaming, and I ask: were
details of the Tattersall’s lotteries bid documents altered
after they were first submitted, and if so, in what way
and by whose authority?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I thank
the honourable member for Malvern for his question.
As I have said consistently, the public lotteries licensing
review process, which has been oversighted by the
independent interdepartmental steering committee, has
been signed off and attested to. The probity and the
integrity of the decision-making of that body — that is,
the interdepartmental steering committee — have been
signed off by the probity auditor, Pitcher Partners, on
three separate occasions. I say again for the benefit of
the member for Malvern and others opposite that the
probity auditor in these matters has signed off on the
integrity of the decision making of the
interdepartmental steering committee on three separate
occasions!
What is more, I have met with the probity auditor, who
has confirmed his advice as to the integrity and probity
of the decision making and the work of the
interdepartmental steering committee charged with
oversighting this process. He has confirmed that to me
personally. He has also confirmed that it would be
wholly inappropriate for me to be providing a running
public commentary on matters that are not yet
complete.
As I have said before and will say again, this
government is absolutely committed to delivering an
outcome in relation to the public lotteries licensing
process that has probity, that has integrity and that
represents best value for all Victorians.

Employment: rural and regional Victoria
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development. I refer
the minister to the government’s commitment to
supporting regional jobs, and I ask the minister to detail
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for the house the most recent example of the
government’s delivering on that commitment.
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Macedon for
her question. Since the Parliament last met I have had
further good news on investment and jobs in provincial
Victoria. In relation to the economy more generally, we
now have the final building approval figures for
Victoria and for the rest of Australia for calendar year
2006. I am delighted to advise the house that over the
last year Victoria had the highest value of buildings
approved of any state in Australia — namely,
$17.05 billion, which was above Queensland, at
$15.48 billion, and New South Wales, at $15.5 billion.
When you think of Queensland with its resource
economy and New South Wales with nearly
2 million more people than Victoria, it just shows the
strength and confidence of the Victorian economy in
both the residential and non-residential sectors.
I am pleased to say, too, that the Australian Bureau of
Statistics job figures released last week show that
during January 7000 Victorian jobs were created,
6200 of them being full time. There was a reduction in
the number of overall jobs across Australia but the
number in Victoria increased. Our unemployment rate
is now 4.9 per cent, which is 0.5 per cent below what it
was last year and is off a near-record-high participation
rate. If you look at job figures, you find that Victoria
generated more than 70 000 new jobs over the last year,
second only to the Queensland economy.
In terms of building approvals, January job figures and
annual jobs growth we have a great story to tell. I am
pleased to say that the regional unemployment rate is
now just 5.4 per cent, compared with 7.7 per cent in
1999.
Mr Bracks interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — That was under the former
Kennett government.
None of that has happened by accident. The
performance of our state’s economy generally,
particularly in provincial Victoria, has been stronger
than that of the rest of Australia. We have had a series
of policies and programs in place to grow the whole of
the state. We have our Moving Forward strategy, we
have $156 million worth of funding committed to
drought, and we have gone out there to seek new
investment to generate jobs in the private sector.
I refer to what has happened in just the last couple of
weeks. On Thursday, 1 February, I was in Shepparton
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to make the Unilever Australasia announcement, which
involves 134 new jobs in Tatura. It will invest
$58 million in a new manufacturing plant that will
generate 100 jobs in construction and more than
134 permanent jobs. The mayor of the City of Greater
Shepparton, Cr Jenny Houlihan, praised the
government for its involvement and described the
decision to attract Unilever to Tatura as ‘magical for the
region’.
Last Thursday I was in Bendigo with the Premier and
Ministers Cameron and Allan to announce the Excelior
decision on AAPT. Members will recall that last year
AAPT made a decision, and the Premier promised that
the government would take whatever steps were
necessary to ensure we created an equivalent number of
new jobs to replace those that were being lost by
AAPT. Excelior has taken over that contract, and the
Premier was able to announce that investment decision,
meaning that 400 jobs in Bendigo are now secured. We
thank Excelior and the Skilled group of companies for
their confidence.
On Friday, with local members in Geelong, I officially
opened the SalesForce contact centre. On a number of
occasions SalesForce has won the award for being the
best employer in Australia. Last year we secured that
company for Geelong, and on Friday we opened the
business there. I am delighted to say that already the
company has recruited 402 staff in Geelong.
It is no coincidence that, if you look at Geelong and the
south-west coast region generally, you see that since the
election of the Bracks government seven years ago
36 700 new jobs have been generated in that region. I
compare that with the seven-year period of the Kennett
government — the dark, dim days — when only 15 000
jobs were generated in that period, so there has been
more than twice the job rate growth.
There are a lot of challenges in provincial Victoria. We
are all aware of the recent bushfires, the drought and the
extreme, dry climatic conditions. We are seeing an
amazing resilience among rural Victorians, supported
by the right government policies. As a consequence of
that, we are seeing strong business and investor
confidence and strong jobs growth. We will continue to
work with those regional communities to see them
through what is going to be a pretty difficult few
months.
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The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that a decision to close Silverleaves Beach,
Phillip Island, to the public by Parks Victoria will be of great
detriment to the local community.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks state
government supports the continued public access of one of
Australia’s and Victoria’s greatest beach walks, Silverleaves
Beach.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

PRAHRAN MECHANICS’ INSTITUTE
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Prahran
Mechanics’ Institute Act 1899 and for other purposes.

Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I would like the minister
to give me a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) —
The bill aims to clarify the powers of the Prahran
Mechanics Institute to purchase certain land in High
Street, Prahran, and to clarify the powers of the institute
to enter into leases, particularly leases ongoing with
Swinburne University.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (86 signatures)

Police: Cowes station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Phillip Island draws to the
attention of the house that a 24-hour police station is required
in Cowes. Phillip Island attracts many thousands of visitors,
in addition to its normal population, most weekends of the
year. The island hosts an increasing number of major events
and has become the playground of those moving into the
fastest growth corridor in the state for much of the year. The
substantial growth rate has not been accompanied by a
corresponding increase in police resourcing, and we, the
undersigned, request that a 24-hour police station in Cowes be
established forthwith.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (1639 signatures)

Gas: Phillip Island supply
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that natural gas be made available to
residents of Phillip Island.

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT
(BUSHFIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
amend the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971 to provide an
exemption for wages paid or payable to employees
who are absent from work on volunteer firefighter
or emergency service duty and for other purposes.

Phillip Island is one of Victoria’s and Australia’s major
tourist destinations and it is a community which is
consistently growing. There is ample support for this service
to be established in this thriving community.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks state
government supports the establishment of natural gas on
Phillip Island, Victoria, as a matter of utmost urgency.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will every pray.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (19 signatures)

Olympic Park: rectangular stadium

Read first time.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Silverleaves Beach, Phillip Island: access
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the issue of inadequate spectator capacity in the
proposed rectangular stadium in the Olympic Park precinct in
Melbourne. The proposed seating capacity is 20 000 with the
scope to expand to 25 000. The crowd attendances at
Melbourne Victory FC games this season has averaged
around 26 000, a higher figure than the proposed limit of
20 000 seats, making a brand new stadium obsolete before it
opens. Such a small capacity is not planning well for the
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future, considering football has the highest participation rates
at junior level, and with its current growth could well become
the most popular sport in the state.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria revise the seating capacity to a
minimum of 30 000 seats with the option to increase to
40 000 seats in the future to cater for our growing
multicultural city and the ever-increasing popularity of
football.

By Mr CARLI (Brunswick) (3217 signatures)

Preschools: accessibility
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Rail: Melbourne–Shepparton line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Tongala and districts in the
electorate of Rodney draws to the attention of the house the
fact that the residents of Tongala and districts are concerned
by the alterations to the V/line services between their town
and Melbourne and the negative impact on their ability to
travel within a reasonable time frame and at a reasonable cost.
Travel time has been increased by 35 minutes due to the new
service connecting with the train in Shepparton rather than
Murchison East and the cost of travel has increased
accordingly. This service is the only means of transport to
Melbourne for those that are unable to drive themselves.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house that preschool education in Victoria
needs urgent reform to ensure every Victorian child can
access high-quality preschool education.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria recognise that preschool is the critical
first step of education and move responsibility for preschools
to the department of education and training.

By Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) (21 signatures)

Gas: Flinders and Shoreham supply
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house that there is a need for reticulated gas to the
townships of Flinders and Shoreham.
Your petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the appropriate authorities to take
whatever action is required to facilitate reticulated gas mains
for supply to the townships of Flinders and Shoreham.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (296 signatures)

Abortion: legislation

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria request the minister responsible direct
V/Line to revert their service to the former timetable using the
more direct and efficient route to connect with the rail service
at Murchison East.

By Mr WELLER (Rodney) (170 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K. SMITH (Bass).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Brunswick be considered next day on
motion of Mr CARLI (Brunswick).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 1 of 2006 (56th Parliament)

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws
the attention of the house to proposed amendments to the
Crimes Act which will ensure that no abortion can be
criminal when performed by a legally qualified medical
practitioner at the request of the woman concerned.

Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 1 of 2006, 56th Parliament, on State Taxation
Legislation Amendment (Housing Affordability)
Bill.
Tabled.

The implementation of this legislation will allow abortions to
be legal in Victoria right up to birth. This will only increase
the thousands of children who die needlessly each year
through abortion and will add to the existing social problems
in Victoria resulting from such a high abortion rate.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria vote against amendments to the Crimes
Act that will decriminalise abortion in the state of Victoria.

By Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) (344 signatures)
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) (228 signatures)

Ordered to be printed.

Alert Digest No. 1
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 1 of 2007 on:
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill
Interpretation of Legislation Amendment Bill
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Justice Legislation (Further Miscellaneous
Amendments ) Bill
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill
Road Legislation (Projects and Road Safety) Bill
Senate Elections Amendment Bill
Water Amendment (Critical Infrastructure
Projects) Bill
Water (Governance) Bill
together with appendices.
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Cardinia — C70, C82, C87 Part 1
Casey — C89
Colac Otway — C28
Glenelg — C27
Greater Bendigo — C44, C73, C92
Greater Dandenong — C76
Greater Geelong — C102, C107
Greater Shepparton — C82
Hobsons Bay — C34, C56 Part 2
Horsham — C22

Tabled.

Kingston — C59, C64, C66, C70

Ordered to be printed.

Maribyrnong — C35
Melton — C50

DOCUMENTS

Mitchell — C32
Moira — C24 Part 2

Tabled by Clerk:

Mornington Peninsula — C75, C80 Part 1

Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria — Report 2005

Nillumbik — C25 Part 2, C41

Australian Crime Commission — Report 2005–06

South Gippsland — C9 Part 1, C21

Calvary Health Care Bethlehem Ltd — Report 2005–06 (two
documents)

Warrnambool — C28, C31, C43

East Wimmera Health Service — Report 2005–06

Wodonga — C12, C30

Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Health that she had received the 2005–06 report of
Alexandra District Ambulance Service

Wyndham — C31

Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Authority — Report
2005–06 (two documents)
Mallee Track Health and Community Service — Report
2005–06
Melbourne City Link Act 1995:
City Link and Extension Projects Integration and
Facilitation Agreement Fourteenth Amending Deed

Whittlesea — C9, C53 Part 2

Yarra Ranges — C55
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Amendment Order under s 9
Radiation Advisory Committee — Report year ended
30 September 2006
Rural Finance Act 1988 — Direction to administer the
Bushfire Assistance Scheme — Regional Victoria Fire
Season 2006–07

Exhibition Street Extension Tenth Amending Deed

Seymour District Memorial Hospital — Report 2005–06
(three documents)

Melbourne City Link Twenty-Third Amending Deed

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee’s Inquiry into Building New
Communities

Building Act 1993 — SR 2

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

Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SRs 170, 178, 179/2006

Infringements Act 2006 — SR 173/2006
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — SR 172/2006

Mental Health Act 1986 — SR 174/2006

Alpine — C18

Road Safety Act 1986 — SRs 175, 176/2006, 1

Ballarat — C39 Part 2, C74, C86, C106

Supreme Court Act 1986 — SR 171/2006

Bass Coast — C55, C62

Water Industry Act 1994 — SR 177/2006

Baw Baw — C33, C38 Part 1
Brimbank — C89 Part 1
Campaspe — C35, C48

St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Ltd — Report 2005–06
(four documents)
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 170, 171, 178, 179/2006
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 173, 174, 175, 176/2006
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report of the Special
Investigations Monitor under s 30Q — December 2006
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Withdrawal of request under s 16.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 19 December 2006:
Courts Legislation (Neighbourhood Justice Centre) Act
2006 — Remaining provisions (other than Part 6) —
2 January 2007 (Gazette G51, 21 December 2006)
Water (Governance) Act 2006 — Sections 3 (other than
paragraphs (a) to (j) and paragraphs (l) and (m)), 5, 7 to 20, 27
to 33, 35 to 36, 38 to 46, 48 to 53, 68, 69(2) and (3), 95 to 97,
121, 123(1), (2), (3) and (4), 124, 129(1), 130, 137 to 147,
160, 166 to 172 and Part 5 and Schedule 2 — 21 December
2006 (Gazette G51, 21 December 2006)
Water (Resource Management) Act 2005 — Section 58 —
21 December 2006 (Gazette G51, 21 December 2006).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 22 December
2006 to State Taxation Legislation Amendment
(Housing Affordability) Bill.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — 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,
15 February 2007:
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill
Interpretation of Legislation Amendment Bill
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill
Water Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure
Projects) Bill.
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These four pieces of legislation constitute the legislative
program for this parliamentary week. While it is an
absolutely achievable workload, all members would
realise that it is the intention of the government to also
progress the address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech.
Much of this parliamentary week and future
parliamentary weeks will be structured to allow
members from all parties to respond to the Governor’s
speech.
If memory serves me well, we have provided that
opportunity to almost all, if not all, the new members.
But there are lots of other members on both sides — —
An honourable member — A few ministers
Mr BATCHELOR — A few ministers, yes.
An honourable member — Those who have
changed portfolios.
Mr BATCHELOR — That may well be the case;
you will just have to wait and see! There are a number
of ministers and backbenchers — those who have been
changed and turfed out and the like — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — They will all be provided
with the opportunity! We will provide the opportunity
during the course of this week and future parliamentary
weeks for members to do that. In light of that, I imagine
that this program would receive the support of all
members of the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I do not know whether I
can ever enthusiastically support the Leader of the
House. But certainly the opposition does not oppose the
business program and acknowledges that there is
obviously going to be ample time for those members
who wish to contribute to the address-in-reply to do so.
I understand there will be a number of speakers on at
least one of those bills and that we may not move on to
the address-in-reply until some stage tomorrow.
Having said that I note, having spent over seven years
in this place, that the government seems to adopt a
certain modus operandi when dealing with the business
program — that is, it starts off very mildly and is very
nice, but as we get to the end of a sitting, with perhaps
the prospect of overseas trips by ministers and things
like that, we see a great cramping of the government
business program. Certainly I would hope and expect
that that will no longer occur, given that this
government has now been around for some seven and a
half years and should perhaps be able to provide a more
orderly government business program rather than
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cramming an overwhelming number of bills into the
last week of a sitting.
One matter I wish to raise at this stage is the possibility
of adopting a practice that is usual in the House of
Commons. In the United Kingdom the government
business program is actually debated some two weeks
ahead instead of members finding out about it on the
Friday of the preceding week, as happened to me on
Friday last week. I am very grateful to the Leader of the
House and Mr Cargill of the Premier’s office for the
information, but I note that even so there was an
amendment to the business program late on the Friday.
I understand why business programs are amended in
such circumstances. But I would certainly like to see
the government of the day preparing for a
parliamentary sitting week two weeks in advance by
giving notice this place notice of what it intends to
debate. Given that we have had notice of these bills and
we have had the second readings of these bills — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — As the Leader of The Nationals
has put up, the government probably does not know
what it is going to do, and that may limit it. I raise this
matter at this stage so that the government might move
on it and give the opposition parties two weeks notice
of what it intends to do. The opposition is severely
limited in the resources it can bring to bear, given that it
has to go through the process of consultation, so this
should necessarily happen by way of advance notice.
Two weeks notice of the government business program
should not be too hard to provide. Those matters having
been raised, the opposition does not oppose the
business program.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The Nationals will
not be opposing the government business program. As
has been highlighted by the member for Kew, there are
four pieces of legislation. Three of them should not take
a lot of time to debate, but obviously the Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill
will.
It is pleasing to see the Minister for Roads and Ports
sitting in the chamber. Infrastructure such as roads is
important to us in country Victoria, and if the minister
improves the roads, he will save some lives in country
Victoria. It is good to have him here in the chamber
today. We are looking forward to the introduction of
some legislation and other action under his ministerial
guidance.
In looking at the government business program it is
interesting to see that we have already gained a fair bit

Tuesday, 13 February 2007

of time in this week’s parliamentary sitting, because we
do not have too many second readings — at this stage
we look like having only two. Unfortunately we
anticipated that there would be a lot more legislation
coming into this place during the first sitting week this
Parliament for 2007.
Going on from the point raised by the member for Kew
about the program being debated two weeks in
advance, unfortunately that would be impossible in this
place because often legislation comes in just two weeks
before it is debated. So we would not have enough time
to look at the second-reading speeches before debating
when they would be discussed in this chamber.
Please note that the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill is of vital importance,
particularly to The Nationals, who represent the
majority of rural and regional Victoria. It was
interesting to listen during question time to the Premier
speaking about the Murray–Darling Basin water plan
and its impact on Victoria. I said to my colleague the
member for Rodney, who is beside me, that if he
changed the words ‘Murray–Darling water plan’ to
‘Bendigo water plan’, we would have similar problems.
The concerns he has raised about the problems facing
Victorians are similar to the concerns Victorians in the
north-east have about implementation of the Bendigo
water pipe plan.
Having said all that, I have one request: now that the
house will have more time because there will not be
much legislation to debate and therefore not much work
for ministers, it would be great if ministers attended the
chamber during the adjournment debates. It is a real
travesty of the parliamentary process that in the seven
years I have been here, there has been limited or
non-existent participation by ministers during
adjournment debates.
The Nationals will not be opposing the government
business program motion.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Drought: south-western Victoria
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I wish to bring to the
attention of the house concerns relating to the
guidelines issued by the Department of Primary
Industries (DPI) to primary producers in south-west
Victoria who are seeking assistance under the interim
exceptional circumstances declaration. Under these
guidelines a rebate of 50 per cent on municipal rates is
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available to primary producers who are in receipt of
exceptional circumstances relief (ECR) payments from
Centrelink.
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Bob’s son, Peter, has taken over the business, and I
wish him every success in the continuing tradition. I am
sure all members would want to join with me in
wishing Bob Hoskins every enjoyment in a long and
happy retirement.

However, the current DPI guidelines disallow this
rebate to primary producers who have paid all or the
first instalment of their municipal rates prior to
applying for ECR payments, effectively punishing
those farmers who have met their commitments in a
timely and responsible manner. In my electorate of
Polwarth and in other parts of south-west Victoria,
primary producers were enduring the effects of this
drought long before the interim ECR declaration. By
any measure of fairness, the department’s guidelines
should be amended to allow the rebate of 50 per cent to
apply to all payments of the 2006–07 municipal rates
made in this financial year. A decision not to amend
these guidelines would penalise the farmers further.
They are battling with enough hardship without a
further blow on the road to recovery.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The
Nationals have launched a campaign designated ‘Fix
country roads — save country lives’. I ask all members
of Parliament, including the minister who is now at the
table, the Minister for Victorian Communities, to
endorse this important program. We are seeking an
expenditure of $200 million a year in each of the next
10 years to improve country roads. This expenditure
would be strongly supported by the Royal Automobile
Club of Victoria, and it is the sort of drive which was
sought by the parliamentary committee which reported
on this important topic in 2005.

We had a similar situation in south-west Victoria,
where we had fires in the Stony Rises. Farmers in those
areas were refused access to funding. If it had not been
for the work of Stewart McArthur, federal member, and
John Vogels, a member for Western Victoria Region in
the other place, they would still be without that vital
funding today.

In 2000, 225 people died in road-related accidents in
Melbourne while 182 people died in rural Victoria. In
2006, 144 people died in Melbourne while 193 people
died in rural Victoria. The percentage of the total
number of people killed in Victoria from accidents on
country roads has risen from 44.7 per cent in 2000 to
57.3 per cent in 2006.

Bob Hoskins

The minister responded to my question on
20 December and said that 30 per cent of accidents in
which people have been killed on Victorian roads have
occurred on country roads; in fact, the figure is 57.3 per
cent. We want the government to take action and
endorse this program. It is a vital issue. If you fix
country roads, you save country lives.

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to use this
opportunity today to acknowledge the contribution of a
genuine Blackburn identity, Mr Bob Hoskins. Bob
officially retired late last year after more than 52 years
in business in Blackburn. A dinner is being held in his
honour with local traders next week.

Roads: rural and regional Victoria

Mentone: beach renourishment
For many years Bob operated a business known as
Hoskins Furniture Store, which later became Hoskins
Carpet Gallery. Over those many years Bob established
and maintained a reputation for integrity in his business
and excellence in customer service. Given that in the
time he has been in business he has overseen the laying
of carpet in more than 10 000 local homes, this is no
small claim. As well as running his business, Bob has
been actively involved in his local community. The
Blackburn Chamber of Commerce, thanks to his
continued efforts, is a thriving organisation. Others
include Nunawading Rotary Club and more
particularly, Blackburn Football Club, where Bob
played many years ago. He has maintained a proud and
passionate involvement with the club. It is still the case
today that the team sheets for the club are on display in
the front window of his store each Friday morning.

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to
congratulate the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change on his announcement of a fund called
‘Enhancing our beaches’. This fund will provide
$8 million for the renourishment of beaches around the
bay. It has been warmly welcomed by our local
residents and by the Kingston City Council. I have been
working with the local residents for some years to
provide improvements to local beaches, which are used
and loved by local residents but also by the wider
community in Victoria.
There are two new major initiatives for Mentone beach.
The first is the ongoing investigation by Melbourne
Water into the removal of the ugly old pipes on
Mentone beach. Melbourne Water is conducting
community consultation on that matter at present.
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The second is the renourishment of sand on Mentone
beach, which has a very high usage. It is a major access
point to neighbouring beaches and the Mentone Life
Saving Club holds wonderful lifesaving carnivals for
local youngsters; also, local schools use the beach for
sport and education. Locals swim at Mentone, they eat
fish and chips on the sand there and walk their dogs on
the beach. The sand has wasted away in recent years, so
it will be wonderful to have that beach renourished.
These two new initiatives will be fabulous for Mentone
beach, and I am really excited to work this year with the
local community, Kingston council, government
agencies and the minister’s office to effect these
improvements to Mentone beach.

Planning: Glenelg development
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
express my bitter disappointment and that of my
community of Portland with the failure of the Minister
for Planning to fix the planning problems which have
caused pain and heartache for many local families and
significant economic loss in this community. I raised
these concerns in the house on 19 December, and the
minister said in a letter of the same date to the mayor of
Glenelg shire that ‘this is a matter which needs to be
addressed as a priority’.
But the minister has failed to act. Indeed he has done
nothing to fix this problem. We need the minister to
immediately provide an exemption for the area covered
by development plan overlay (DPO) 5 in the Glenelg
shire planning scheme, the same as the previous
minister has already done for DPOs 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6.
Providing an exemption for DPO 5 will allow people
who have land in that area and who are waiting to build
their dream homes to apply for appropriate permits and
for the council to consider and act on those applications
in an appropriate manner.
The shire has done its bit to try to resolve this matter,
and the result is now sitting on a desk in the minister’s
office, but the minister is procrastinating. He is
delaying and doing nothing to fix this serious problem.
People’s lives are being put on hold and their dreams
are being put on hold, and the economy of Portland is
suffering. All I ask is that the minister adhere to his
words, treat it as a matter of priority and fix this
planning problem for the Glenelg Shire Council and for
Portland.

George Schofield
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Last night I had the
pleasure of attending the Greyhound of the Year
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awards. As always it was an enjoyable evening, and I
was very proud when one of my constituents was the
recipient of the 2006 Ken Carr Medal. This award
recognises excellence in the greyhound racing industry
and requires the recipient to have demonstrated four
key qualities — skill, integrity, empathy for others and
leadership.
George Schofield certainly has these attributes, and I
congratulate him on this well-deserved
acknowledgement of a lifetime’s contribution to the
greyhound industry in this state. At the age of 14
George left school and earned a quid by milking cows
and walking greyhounds up in Albury. He went on to
train whippets, but that was interrupted by the Second
World War. After the war George returned to his love
for racing and had his first winner in Knockies Star. He
went on to become a bookmaker, an active breeder, a
stud master and an owner.
He is an inspiration and a fine example of living your
passion to the full. I congratulate George and, as an
avid dog lover, thank him sincerely for the many years
of loyal and dedicated service he has given to the
greyhound industry. Not only that, he has treated many
show dogs. He is a chiropractor par excellence, and
indeed many say that he has magic hands. George is
nearly 89 years old, but he still has his passion and
works six days a week.

Scoresby electorate: election result
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement is a
reflection of my sincere thanks to the people of the
Scoresby electorate who have once again shown their
trust and faith in me by re-electing me to serve as their
state parliamentary representative for the next four
years. I am humbled by the strength of their support for
me. It is extremely gratifying and an honour to have
been re-elected for the fifth time, firstly as the member
for Wantirna and then as the member for Scoresby.
I am committed on behalf of the people of Scoresby to
holding the Bracks Labor government accountable for
its election promises. In addition I will continue to
advocate for the issues that are important to the people
of Scoresby, which are coincidentally on the long list of
promises broken by the Bracks government. They
include providing the Rowville public transport rail
link, ensuring that Rowville has a 24-hour police station
instead of the current 16-hour station, ensuring that
local schools receive their promised and long-overdue
maintenance and upgrades, and seeing that the
promised Ferntree Gully Road triplication project is
completed in this term of government.
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On this occasion I also wish to congratulate my newly
elected Liberal colleagues in Ferntree Gully,
Bayswater, Warrandyte, Kilsyth, Evelyn, Hastings
Narracan, Benambra, Mornington, Doncaster and
Malvern. The enthusiasm, individual skills and talent
they bring to the Parliament are most welcome, and I
look forward to working with every one of them.

Lydia Kauzlaric
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — Today I would
like to pay tribute to Lydia Kauzlaric, a councillor of
the City of Moonee Valley, who died tragically of
cancer on 29 November, aged 51. Lydia was a
councillor for the Debney ward and was a highly
respected member of the Mooney Valley council,
particularly in the areas of Flemington and Kensington,
where she worked very strongly with her community.
Lydia came from Croatia when she was 10 and was
brought up in Warrandyte. She became a teacher and
had an absolute passion for education all through her
life. More recently she worked in the Catholic
Education Office. She was particularly interested in the
fate of refugees and was very active in supporting their
needs. As well as being a member of the Labor Party
she was a member of many community organisations,
including the Kensington Association, the Doutta Galla
Community Health Service and the Moonee Valley
Peace Network, and she was very active in supporting
the Friends of Liquica in East Timor.
Lydia was elected to the Moonee Valley council in
March 2003 and became its first woman mayor the
following year. Her last public appearance was to
address 600 attendees at a breast cancer awareness
breakfast in Flemington last October, which was held in
memory of her mother, who died of cancer some
months earlier. She is survived by her sons, Luca and
Paul, and her father, brother and sister. She will be
warmly remembered in Moonee Valley for many years
to come.

Rail: north-eastern Victoria
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — Passenger rail
services in north-eastern Victoria continue to be a major
problem and a major concern for users of the system.
The state government must act immediately to address
the lack of appropriate services, as highlighted by
regular breakdowns of rolling stock and problems with
infrastructure. It is disappointing that while the
government has spent over $1 billion upgrading the
Ballarat and Bendigo rail lines for the now discredited
so-called very fast train, north-eastern Victoria’s
passenger rail services continue to be unsatisfactory.
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I continually receive complaints from constituents
about problems with the service, such as trains not
running on time, faulty rail tracks, breakdowns, air
conditioning not working, a lack of appropriate
cleanliness and passenger platform confusion at
Southern Cross station. These difficulties have been
highlighted in recent times in detailed letters to me from
constituents providing information on their horrific
experiences using the passenger rail service between
Melbourne and north-eastern Victoria. Last year a
constituent complained that a trip took 4 hours instead
of 21/2 hours and sought a better service from V/Line
and its staff. Another constituent indicated that a train
left Melbourne at 5.10 p.m. and finally arrived in
Wodonga at 12.30 a.m., the trip taking over 7 hours and
involving a range of problems.
The Minister for Public Transport must immediately
review the north-east’s passenger rail services and
provide upgrades to attract people back to utilising what
should be good rail services.

Narre Warren South P–12 College: facilities
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — This is my
first members statement, and I am very proud to be
making it about a great new facility that the Bracks
Labor government will be providing for families in
Narre Warren South. Students and teachers at Narre
Warren South P–12 College are celebrating the funding
of the extension of their physical education facility.
The Bracks Labor government has contributed
$600 000 from the Community Facilities Fund while
the City of Casey and the school itself are each
chipping in $300 000. The $1.2 million will allow the
school stadium to be extended, with fixed seating, and
to provide two multipurpose rooms and a physiotherapy
space.
I visited the school last Friday and met with the
principal, Ross Miller; the college’s interim school
captains, Sam Hobbs and Zac Cox; and the delightful
and enthusiastic preppies Ben, Kelsey and Zac.
Councillors who were also present and gave their
support included Michael Farley and Lorraine Wreford.
Narre Warren South P–12 will have its first year 12
class this year, and the terrific new facility will be a
great way to celebrate. In my new role as the member
for Narre Warren South I am looking forward to
working closely with the school and especially with its
new leadership group.
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Environment: noise abatement regulations
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise concerns about
the very high levels of noise inflicted by the
Middleborough Road grade separation project on
nearby Box Hill and Blackburn residents. During the
main construction period of several weeks noise
continued 24 hours a day for days on end. Residents
were unable to sleep or carry on any normal domestic
functioning without disruption from intense and often
painful noise.
It may well be reasonable for members of the
community to accept some level of noise and other
disruption in the public interest, but the level of distress
inflicted on a number of residents by this project has
exposed the disregard of the current government and its
bureaucracy for the wellbeing of individual citizens and
also highlights serious flaws in the application of the
law to public projects.
This project was promised by the government in 2002
but then delayed for so long that in the end the
government and VicRoads rushed to cut corners on the
project design and planning in order to get it built
quickly. The Environment Protection Act sets no clear
standards about noise from public projects, thereby
leaving a great deal to the discretion of the
Environment Protection Authority. The EPA made
noises about getting the project to comply with an
approved noise abatement plan, but when it came to the
crunch failed to take any effective action to keep noise
within reasonable limits.
VicRoads is now talking about using 24/7 construction
on similar future projects. For the sake of residents in
suburbs across Melbourne, we need to establish clear
principles about what levels of noise are and are not
acceptable from public projects, and we need changes
to the legal regime and EPA practices to make sure
citizens have effective protection against government
abuse of power.

Australia Day: Nillumbik awards
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise today to
congratulate the achievements of three of my
constituents who were recognised as part of the 2007
Nillumbik shire Australia Day awards.
Thelma Barkway was named the Nillumbik shire
citizen of the year. Thelma retired almost 15 years ago
and has been a tireless volunteer ever since, despite
battling ill health. She helps many people with such
things as transport, food, laundry and funding as well as
emotional support. Somehow Thelma also finds time to
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head the Eltham senior citizens club. I congratulate
Thelma on her tenacity and community spirit.
The second recipient is Carolyn Mellor, who was
named Nillumbik shire volunteer of the year. Carolyn,
who has led Friends of the Barak Bushlands for almost
10 years, has put an incredible amount of time and
work into enhancing the natural and beautiful
environment in Nillumbik. Carolyn has coordinated the
friends group to create the Barak bushlands and has
lobbied me and the local council fairly hard, I must say,
to add wetlands and a bike trail, which is in constant
use. She is a worthy winner for the work she has done
in assisting and creating this beautiful bushland.
The third recipient I wish to congratulate is Daniel
Froebel, who was named the Nillumbik young citizen
of the year. Working in conjunction with his friends,
16-year-old Daniel secured funding for a BMX bike
track which he helped to design and build. This is a
fantastic achievement for such a young person and
shows what great initiative and leadership we have in
many young people in the Nillumbik community. Once
again I extend my congratulations to these three very
worthy winners of the Nillumbik shire Australia Day
awards.

Burwood Highway, Ferntree Gully: bus stop
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
condemn the Bracks government for the current status
of the bus stop on the Burwood Highway near Manna
Gum Road in Ferntree Gully. I was recently visited by a
local resident who raised concerns about the hazardous
nature of this facility. The bus stop is unsafe,
particularly for disabled and elderly residents.
This stop on Burwood Highway, a major road, does not
have a properly constructed parking bay. Local buses
are required to pull over onto the gravel shoulder of the
highway. The gravel area is very uneven and very
slippery after any rain. It is very difficult for residents to
both alight from and board the buses. Furthermore, the
bus stop lacks adequate amenities such as a shelter,
timetable and route map facilities.
This bus stop is symbolic of the Bracks government’s
lack of commitment to public transport in Melbourne’s
outer east. This is simply not good enough. The
community is still waiting for the promised tram to
Knox City, and the Rowville rail feasibility study was
promised to Knox residents almost eight years ago. One
would expect that the sparse public transport services in
Melbourne’s outer east would at least meet an
appropriate minimum standard.
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Multicultural affairs: Frankston grants
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I was very pleased
to present grant cheques to several of the many
multicultural groups in my electorate at a ceremony last
week attended by the new Minister assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs. These grants are part
of the Victorian Multicultural Commission’s annual
funding for administrative support and the coordination
of festivals. A total of $11 000 was presented to
multicultural groups in Frankston.
I congratulate and acknowledge the work of the
following: the Greek senior citizens of Frankston; the
Greek Elderly Women’s Club of Frankston; the Italian
senior citizens of Frankston; the Frankston Susono
Friendship Association; Unity in Progress; the Scout
Association of Australia, Victoria branch; the Pacific
Island Youth Alive group; the Polish Senior Citizens
Club of Frankston; the Frankston Bosnian Elderly
Club; and the Raduga Russian Senior Citizens Club of
Frankston and Peninsula. These grants will greatly
assist these groups to work closely within their
individual communities as well as provide assistance
for older members from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds who often face great obstacles in
participating in the broader community owing to their
poor English language skills.
Many people may be unaware that one in five people
living in Frankston was born overseas. These
outstanding groups provide excellent support to their
members. Recent research found that Frankston
residents came from 30 countries and that 34 different
languages are spoken in the Frankston area.
I know that Frankston’s multicultural groups are
looking forward to the completion of the Frankston
multicultural centre. With a feasibility study being
finalised and a commitment of $500 000 having been
made by the Bracks government for the centre, the
dream of a one-stop shop for Frankston’s multicultural
community is quickly becoming a reality. I once again
congratulate the groups that have received grants and
acknowledge all multicultural groups for their
contribution to the Frankston community.

Mental health: funding
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
condemn the Bracks government for its failure to
adequately invest in Victoria’s mental health system.
Last year the Prime Minister announced an
unprecedented new commonwealth investment in
mental health of $1.9 billion and the premiers
announced that they would match these funds. The
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mental health community welcomed the agreement on
the proviso that, as Dr Haikerwal of the Australian
Medical Association said, ‘the $4 billion over five years
is genuinely new money’. Experts in the field advise
me that, rather than investing $470 million of new
funds, the government has contributed only
$350 million of new money, with the remainder made
up of funding for previously announced measures. In
short, the government has been fiddling the figures so
as to be seen to be meeting its obligations.
This is characteristic of Labor’s low prioritisation of
mental health. The previous government led the nation
in its investment in this area, but Victoria has now well
and truly slipped back to the rest of the pack. The recent
Productivity Commission report on government
services revealed that Victoria’s annual spend per
person has in fact fallen to fourth and that Labor’s
election promise of only $129 million in this area
contrasts poorly with the Liberal Party’s comprehensive
$196 million package.
Today I urge the government to come good on its
undertaking under the national mental health action
plan and to properly invest in mental health into the
future.

Women: sexual objectification
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I rise to condemn a
business for its blatant exploitation of women and its
lack of consideration for the wider community. A
so-called business has been established that claims it is
a car wash. The premises are in fact a strip joint
established by stealth. Customers at the venue are
served by bikini-clad women who pole dance. In an era
when displaying pictures of those women washing cars
would be considered sexual harassment in the
workplace, it is appalling that women, children and all
other passers-by are subjected to this blatant sexual
exposure every time they go past.
We are not talking about private conduct here; we are
talking about public contact that reverts to the most
basic and outdated mode of advertising — that is, the
appeal of the sexually explicit, where all that counts is
not the service provided but the chest measurements
and clothing, or lack of it, of the women providing the
service. This is unwelcome behaviour that offends
reasonable people and involves indecent exposure,
which is a definition of sexual harassment in anyone’s
language. It is not enough that some people may not be
offended by or even welcome the service. Our
community demands far higher standards than that.
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Under the Victorian Equal Opportunity Act, sexual
harassment is illegal, and that extends to customers and
potential clients of the business as well as those in the
workplace. I am offended. One has to wonder what
message we are sending our children when businesses
such as this one seem to thrive despite widespread
community opposition. What must young girls, as they
are walking to school, think about the role of women in
society as they witness this display?

Valley in general. To find out more about this particular
event, they should go to www.3mbs.boxoffice.com,
where bookings can be made.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Also within the Seymour electorate this weekend is the
Seymour Alternative Farming Expo. It has become a
very important showcase for the many types of
agricultural and rural living innovations and
opportunities that are available. These professionally
run events give every member of this house the
opportunity to support rural Victoria in this time of
drought. I encourage all members to support these
events.

Preschools: funding
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I wish to inform the house
of a recent visit to the heart of my electorate, where I
met and heard of the concerns of several preschool and
kindergarten operators. The plight of kindergartens in
rural and regional areas is becoming drastic, with huge
funding gaps devastating our children. Funding is
provided per capita, which automatically disadvantages
kindergartens with few enrolments, as they are required
to provide 10 hours of contact a week, regardless of the
number of children. The deficits that kindergartens are
facing are huge.
The future is bleak for many of my rural kindergartens
as numbers dwindle and funding requirements rise. We
heard earlier today from the Minister for Mental Health
about stress and strain in rural communities. This is
certainly one factor that is hitting hardest the weakest of
our people, the young family. The best solution is to
incorporate kindergartens into the Department of
Education instead of leaving them in community
services. Many of my families face $1000 bills to
provide what is an essential and assumed part of a
child’s upbringing. This clearly needs to be addressed.

Yarra Valley: community events
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the organisers of this year’s Melba
Festival, which will be held on 23 to 25 March. The
inaugural festival was held last year, thanks to a great
band of volunteers who are ably led by a very
enthusiastic Marjorie Woollands. The event was such a
success last year that many sponsors have come on
board to make this year’s festival an even better one.
The festival celebrates fine music and art, alongside the
great food and wine of the Yarra Valley. Concerts and
events will be held around the Yarra Valley,
showcasing the historic and contemporary sites and
activities that make the Yarra Valley a great place to
visit throughout the whole year. I encourage all
members to support this fantastic event and the Yarra

This weekend the famous Grape Grazing Festival will
be held in the Yarra Valley. This is another great
opportunity to learn about the marvellous offerings of
the Yarra Valley. I encourage all members to attend and
support this event.

Housing: youth homelessness
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to draw the
attention of the house to the plight of young homeless
people in this great city of ours. On Monday,
5 February, I had the opportunity to represent the
Leader of the Opposition at the launch of Homelessness
in Melbourne — Confronting the Challenge, a report
put together by the Centre for Applied Social Research
at RMIT University, HomeGround Services and
Salvation Army Crisis Services. I applaud their efforts
in presenting the first major study of its kind in Victoria
and Australia. One of the report’s key messages struck
a chord with me. It says that people who become
homeless before the age of 18 are more likely to
become long-term homeless. According to national
data, 35 per cent of all homeless people in Victoria fall
between the ages of 12 and 24.
In my own electorate there is a great need to assist
young people who are classed as ‘tertiary homeless’ —
those who are either staying at facilities without
amenities or ‘couch hoppers’, as a local policy-maker
described. According to sample data from the Housing
Young People Action Team study of 2004, 170 young
people were classed as homeless in the shire of Yarra
Ranges. That is 170 people too many.
I mention the Yarra Ranges, because the Labor Party
paid lip-service to local councils, promising
$7.5 million to help address the problem over only four
council areas, including Yarra Ranges — $7.5 million
after seven years in government. The government has
provided nothing thus far and has presented no action
plan for addressing the need for a youth crisis centre.
This is a need that was urged upon me by members of
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my community and constituency. I call on the
government to urgently address these problems.

Hepburn: spa redevelopment
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Members may be
aware that in its last term the Bracks government
allocated over $8 million to provide for the
reconstruction of the Hepburn Springs Bathhouse. The
government recognised that this state-owned facility is
very popular in the Daylesford spa country area and
attracts numerous tourists to the region. When
refurbished, this iconic facility will ensure that tourists
continue to come to this very significant area. The
government has been prepared to work with Hepburn
shire, the managers of the bathhouse, to ensure that this
project progresses through to fruition. Work has now
begun on the construction of the new bathhouse.
It is important that potential visitors to the area
recognise that there is still much being offered in
Hepburn shire and that they should not put off their
visit because of the temporary closure of the bathhouse.
It is also important that the Hepburn community is kept
aware of what is happening in association with the
reconstruction process. With that in mind I spoke to
representatives of the Hepburn shire when this project
was first being developed some time ago to ensure that
a group was established. The Hepburn Bathhouse
Business and Community Liaison Group has been
working over the last five months to ensure that that
message gets out. It has helped to establish new
websites linked to the Tourism Victoria website. It has
done a great deal of work.
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style of drafting of existing acts and statutory rules
which are being reprinted or republished.
Opposition members support the bill mainly because
we are of the view that the authorisation of style
changes, as set out in the bill, when acts of Parliament
are reprinted is a useful measure to ensure greater
consistency. Many of the stylistic changes set out in
schedule 1 of the bill relate simply to omitting the
hyphen in words such as ‘subsection’, ‘subparagraph’,
‘subclause’ and ‘subregulation’. There are a number of
other stylistic changes, including putting certain words
in italics and omitting double quotation marks around
various expressions.
This is a useful housekeeping bill that we understand in
many respects arises from recommendations made by
the chief parliamentary counsel as a consequence of
discussions that have taken place at an
interjurisdictional committee of parliamentary counsel.
We also understand that the changes are being made
with the objective of achieving greater
interjurisdictional consistency in the drafting of
legislation, which is a worthy aim, albeit not a massive
achievement in terms of law reform.
There are a couple of aspects of the bill on which it is
worth making comment. The first is the provision that
requires the Clerk of the Parliaments to change the
word ‘Bill’ to ‘Act’ in the title of a bill before
presenting it for royal assent. Some clarification of
exactly what the provision means is desirable for the
record, for lawyers, for interested members of
Parliament and for those few members of the public
who might also follow this matter closely.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Proposed section 10(2A), which is inserted by clause 3
of the bill, says:

Second reading

The Clerk of the Parliaments must alter the title appearing
before the enacting words (or, if there is a preamble, before
the preamble) in a Bill that is to be presented to the Governor
for the Royal Assent by substituting the word “Act” for the
word “Bill”.

Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Interpretation of
Legislation Amendment Bill implements a number of
minor changes to drafting styles and conventions for
acts and statutory rules. The main areas of change are to
require the Clerk of the Parliaments to change the word
‘Bill’ to the word ‘Act’ in the title of a bill before
presenting it for royal assent; to not require the
government printer to include the date of passing of an
act — in other words, the date of royal assent — when
an act is being reprinted; and to authorise the chief
parliamentary counsel to make various changes to the

If one looks at a bill in the form that is currently before
the Parliament, the only appearance of the word ‘Bill’
prior to the enacting words is in the very
commencement of the description of the bill. For
example, in this bill the title is:
A Bill to amend the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 to
provide for style changes in Acts and statutory rules and for
other purposes.

But it appears that this is not the provision
contemplated by the amendment. Indeed if it were, the
change would not be simply from ‘Bill’ to ‘Act’ but
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from ‘a Bill’ to ‘an Act’. What appears to be intended is
that in future instead of having, after the words I quoted
earlier, the word ‘Act’ in the heading — this bill is
entitled the ‘Interpretation of Legislation Amendment
Act 2006’ — the document before the house would in
future be printed with a heading such as ‘Interpretation
of Legislation Amendment Bill 2006’, and it is that
reference to the word ‘Bill’ that will be altered to ‘Act’
by the Clerk of the Parliaments before the bill is
presented to the Governor for royal assent.
In the second-reading speech the minister indicates that
this amendment has been proposed by the chief
parliamentary counsel, someone for whom I have the
greatest respect and admiration. If the Attorney-General
accurately reflects the recommendation of the chief
parliamentary counsel, I raise a question as to whether
or not the amendment proposed is necessary — not
because it causes any difficulty if the amendment is
made, but simply for the purpose of tracing the history
of these matters and the reason why the reference in the
heading is to an act rather than to a bill.
This goes back a number years. As I recollected — and
I am pleased to see it has been borne out by
investigation — around the time I entered this house,
back in the late 1980s, bills that were brought before the
house often bore the introductory words ‘A Bill for an
Act’ to achieve various things. By way of example I
cite the long title for the Swinburne University of
Technology Act 1992, which was:
A Bill for an Act to establish a university to be known as the
Swinburne Institute of Technology —

et cetera. In that context, where the printed document
was ‘a Bill for an Act’, there was then no appearance of
anomaly or inconsistency in the title preceding the
enacting words referring to the document as being an
act rather than a bill, because it was ‘a Bill for an Act’,
and the title gave the title of the act that the bill was to
become. When the bill received royal assent the
reference to the bill disappeared and the act became an
act, and frankly that to me seems to have been a fairly
straightforward arrangement.
The manner of drafting long titles has now changed, so
the reference to ‘a Bill for an Act’ no longer appears,
and it may well be considered that it is simpler to have
the title in front of the enacting words as referring to a
bill rather than an act. At the end of the day it makes
very little difference and has very little, if any, effect on
the legislative process or on the legislation this
Parliament adopts. I just put that on the record to try
and set out my understanding of the history that
precedes this proposed amendment and where it fits in
the scheme of things.

Tuesday, 13 February 2007

The only other aspect of the bill on which I would
remark is in clause 4, which inserts a new provision
into the Interpretation of Legislation Act to say that in
reprinting an act the government printer may omit the
endorsement on the act of the date of its passing, that
being the date of royal assent. I would be interested in
an explanation from the Cabinet Secretary or from
other honourable members from the government side
who might speak on this bill as to which particular
reference to the date of passing in reprinted bills is
intended to be omitted. For example, I note that the end
notes to an act set out the date on which the legislation
was assented to and the date on which it is to come into
operation.
I presume it is not that which is intended to be omitted.
Indeed it would be a cause of concern if it were,
because the end notes tell legal practitioners and other
parties to whom it is relevant when the bill received
royal assent and when it came into operation, which in
turn may be relevant as to a bill’s applicability in
certain circumstances. It may be that there is some other
part of the reprinted bill to which this amendment is
intended to refer. It may also be that the practice in
terms of reprints has already preceded what this
amendment refers to and that the indorsements the
omissions of which are being authorised are no longer
appearing in reprinted bills. Be that as it may, as long as
the end notes continue to set out the date of royal assent
and the date of the commencement of operation of the
bill, this provision should not cause any difficulty.
With those few brief comments on some of the
intricacies of the bill, I reiterate that the opposition
supports the legislation. This Parliament should deal
with it and move on to other legislation.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This is one
of those finicky pieces of legislation which occasionally
comes before the Parliament and which at first blush
one is tempted to wave through. In the sense of
occupying the time of the Parliament, I agree with the
member for Box Hill that it is something that we need
deal with expeditiously so that we can get on with the
substantive business of the house.
Nevertheless, some elements of the bill are interesting
and pertinent to the way in which not only this place
functions but also to the interpretation of legislation in
the state of Victoria in a variety of forums. From the
outset I make the point that the principal act — that is,
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — is a
critical document in the way in which the state
functions, and includes provisions all the way from
those contained in section 6, which deal with the
construction of acts, right through to the many other
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provisions — some 60 of them — which deal with the
intricacies of the manner in which legislative provisions
are to be interpreted in all applicable forums,
particularly in the court system.
Having been a solicitor for many years, as was the
member for Box Hill, I recall that sometimes this
legislation was plucked from the shelves — particularly
when all other forms of argument had been lost and you
had to resort to something by way of the desperates —
to see if some sort of solace might be found in its
paragraphs. It is a very important piece of legislation.
The provisions contained in the amending bill, which
we are now debating, are accordingly of importance,
because they carry over to the principal legislation.
On behalf of The Nationals I would like offer my
endorsement of the work undertaken by chief
parliamentary counsel, Eamonn Moran, and the team
who work with him. These people are extraordinarily
capable and skilled in what they do. They are able to do
what they do at the shortest notice yet do it extremely
professionally for everybody who is in this chamber,
irrespective of their political persuasion. Therefore I
take this opportunity to accord due praise to the
expertise of that team, because its members are integral
to the way in which the Parliament functions.
The next matter I wish to mention is the commentary in
the bill about the amendment to clause 3. The
second-reading speech comments that clause 3
‘clarifies a process in legislative drafting’ and refers to
current practice and what is intended to be achieved by
the amendment. The piece of legislation we are now
debating is a case in point. If one has regard to it — and
I have the bill, as I speak — one can see that this bill
was introduced on 19 December last year. In the
explanatory memorandum on the front of the bill, the
bill is termed ‘Interpretation of Legislation Amendment
Bill’.
When one reads the bill’s explanatory memorandum
one finds that all expression is devoted to the use of the
word ‘act’. The word ‘bill’ is referred to in some
instances by way of assistance, but the primary
reference is to the use of the word ‘act’. When you turn
the pages and read the legislation itself, which follows
the explanatory memorandum, it says ‘Interpretation of
Legislation Amendment Act 2006’. Then, when you
turn to the next page, which is the first page of the
legislation we are debating, you find that it is headed ‘A
bill’. It then says ‘Interpretation of Legislation
Amendment Act 2006’.
One cannot but wonder as to how we arrived at this
somewhat convoluted state of affairs. To the extent that
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the amendment that is contemplated by the provisions
of clause 3 is going to be able to address this in a
manner which gives us consistency, I must say, is a
sound idea. At the moment we appear to be all over the
shop like the proverbial. If we are able through this
amendment to achieve a position of consistency by the
manner in which the legislation comes to the house, is
then dealt with by the house while it is being debated
and is then treated as it goes through the two houses of
the Parliament prior to and subsequent to receiving
royal assent, then that will be to the betterment of all.
Another particular issue I refer to is the amendment
contained in clause 4 of the bill. This is also a result of
the work of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, or SARC, as it is known. I had the pleasure
and the honour to chair it more than a couple of
parliaments ago. It made a recommendation in relation
to this issue, which has effectively been adopted, which
will mean that in the case of all amending acts that
come before the house, there will be, in effect, a sunset
clause which means that the particular amending act
will cease to have effect 12 months after the date that it
receives royal assent.
That will be on the basis that by then the contents of
that amending act will have been married into and will
have taken effect with the principal act. The whole
purpose of this is to ensure that we continue to do what
we are able so as to keep the number of statutes on the
book in Victoria to a minimum and to deal with those
which are, in practical terms, redundant in the manner
in which I have just explained and to which the
second-reading speech refers. That is a sensible course
and is something we support.
The proposed amendments in clause 5 in themselves
are small and deal with style changes. In this instance,
some of those style changes are set out in schedule 1 of
this bill. Without being silly about this, I think the style
changes have pluses and minuses. One of the great
things about the Parliament is that it is a forum in which
the use of language can be used very constructively and
eloquently — and it is so often by all members of this
chamber. Indeed, as I speak — and it rushes to mind
immediately — the Minister for Agriculture is with me.
I can but refer to his eloquent answer during question
time today as just an instance that one could rely upon
to demonstrate how the use of English can be
championed as one of the basic functions of this
Parliament.
When you look at style changes, I know it is necessary
in the sense of its conformity with other jurisdictions
around Australia, including the commonwealth level.
Therefore I know that the logic of the changes follow,
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and all those sorts of things, but it is just another pick at
the cloth of the way in which the English language is
used.
I must say that I happen to have with me the Concise
Oxford Dictionary. Last night I left it by my bed at
home, but I remembered to bring it with me today. I
had a look at the way in which the expression
‘subdivision’, the first of the proposed style changes
under schedule 1 on page 3 of the bill, is dealt with, and
I am pleased to report to the house that the change
contemplated by this legislation is reflected in the
Concise Oxford Dictionary, new edition — I am not
sure what year. Similarly the expression ‘subsection’
appears in the dictionary in the manner depicted in the
schedule. In both those instances the all-important
hyphen has been deleted, and the dictionary reflects that
spelling.
As to the other expressions, though, it is interesting that
‘subparagraph’ — let alone ‘sub-subparagraph’ and
‘subclause’ — does not appear at all in the Concise
Oxford Dictionary, so we are left to wonder how this all
eventuated and what ultimately is to be the fate of the
missing three hyphens in the expressions
‘subparagraph’, ‘sub-subparagraph’ and ‘subclause’.
There are three hyphens that will float off into the ether,
and we will see rather the use of this ‘new style’, as it is
termed within the schedule of style changes.
I make the observation in passing that the necessity to
maintain the standards in the use and construction of
language in this place is very, very important, and
spelling is of course pivotal to ensuring that those
standards are retained at their highest level. There are
other minor matters referred to in the legislation, but I
do not intend to explore those any further. Rather, I
wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — Let the record show
that I was quite happy to defer to the Leader of The
Nationals in this debate. Indeed we have all benefited
from parts of his contribution, not the least of which
was his exemplary research of the dictionary late last
night, and I am glad he had the chance to do that ahead
of me.
I am pleased to speak briefly on the Interpretation of
Legislation Amendment Bill. This is the sort of bill that
presents itself to the Parliament once or twice every
session; unfortunately it is the type of legislation that
suffers from a reputation for dullness. That is
unfortunate, because it is legislation like this that really
offers a window onto the nuts and bolts of
parliamentary practice. Parliament is debating this bill
because the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel
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has requested that the changes be implemented. Whilst
they do not sound much, they are nonetheless
important. The changes will update aspects of acts and
rules, they will seek greater conformity with emerging
drafting styles and agreed standards on drafting styles,
and they will deal with some procedural matters.
I think both previous speakers have indicated that the
request by the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel for these changes has emerged from
discussions and agreements reached in those
interjurisdictional meetings in which the Victorian
representatives play a leading role, and that is an
important point.
The shadow Attorney-General has posed a question
pertaining to one aspect of the bill and I will do my best
to offer him advice, although he will understand that
further advice could be sought directly from the chief
parliamentary counsel. With regard to dates, my
understanding is that the changes the bill proposes are
simply looking to formalise the existing practice. That
again reflects the gradual change in style and drafting
methods which at times overtakes the formal legislative
framework. Indeed I understand that the parliamentary
counsel’s recommendation is that we omit the date of
assent when reprinting acts and include only the date of
reprint on those acts. That practice will seek to avoid
any confusion over the actual date of the reprinted
legislation. It is not earth-shattering stuff, but it is
nevertheless important.
The legislation does provide the opportunity to reflect
upon the work that is done by the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel. Indeed both previous speakers
have complimented Mr Eamonn Moran on the work he
does, and I would like to join with them in that. I cannot
claim to have had extensive dealings with the office,
but in my new role of cabinet secretary I know I will
over time. The office has a staff of some 36, 20 of
whom are lawyers engaged in drafting bills and setting
statutory rules. Those of us who have served on the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
at any point in our time in this place would understand
that the rule-making process is very, very substantial.
In addition to being the chief parliamentary counsel,
Mr Moran also holds the role of government printer,
and as a result his office is involved in printing and
publishing. It lodges and manages the website at which
the community can access updated versions of
legislation — www.legislation.vic.gov.au. In this
regard Victoria is well ahead of the rest of the country.
Indeed up-to-date legislation is available online within
24 hours of amendments taking effect. The office also
manages the contracts under which bills, Hansard and
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other parliamentary documents are printed, under
which acts of Parliament and statutory rules are printed,
and under which the Government Gazette is printed.
The quantum of work undertaken by the office should
be noted. Last financial year the office had an output of
5900 new pages of acts and 3926 new pages of
statutory rules, producing a total of 9826 pages of new
legislation which was either drafted by or settled by that
office. In addition it published some 18 044 pages of
hard-copy reprints of legislation and lodged 873 new
versions of legislation on the internet. The office, in
addition, provided drafting services to all members of
Parliament who wished to move amendments to bills
before the house. In 2005–06 some 67 sets of
amendments were produced. Furthermore, the office
provides drafting services to the courts and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal in
connection with their procedural rules. It occasionally
drafts bills for publication in reports of the Victorian
Law Reform Commission, and on some occasions it
drafts national uniform legislation on behalf of the
national Parliamentary Counsels’ Committee. Most of
that work would not be recognised by members of this
place unless they had had some reason to be more
particularly involved.
Mr Moran is an individual who is unflappable. You
would not meet a more unflappable professional
working for and on behalf of the Parliament and the
government. I have started to understand the pressure
that his office can occasionally be placed under. Indeed
the previous cabinet secretary has advised me of how
invaluable Mr Moran and his office are. It is an
extraordinary workload, and his officers always carry it
out in a quiet, efficient and thoroughly professional
manner. I am not surprised to learn that Mr Moran, who
has plied this particular craft since 1977, was two years
ago awarded the Public Service Medal for his
contribution to public office in this state, and I cannot
think of a more worthy recipient.
The Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel also
actively supports parliamentary inquiries. I served on
SARC in the term after the Leader of The Nationals
served on that committee, and at that stage we
undertook an inquiry into the parliamentary committee
system. We were very fortunate at that time to be
granted the services, on secondment from the chief
parliamentary counsel, of Karla Bastomsky, who
greatly assisted us in the work we did.
The excellence of the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel is also recognised in other ways — for
example, the legal practice admission system in
Victoria offers some forms of recognition of service in
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lieu of actual articles for those seeking admission to
practise law in Victoria. The Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel, along with a handful of other
offices in this state, is regarded as providing sufficient
groundwork in and familiarity with the law to allow
people from that background to be granted admission
without having done articles. That in itself says a lot
about the quality and load of work undertaken by that
office.
The amendments made by the bill before the house are
common sense. They have been encouraged by the
Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel. They will
assist in a small way to better contemporise the
legislation-making and legislation maintenance
program in this state. I join with the previous two
speakers in once again congratulating the chief
parliamentary counsel and his staff on the excellent
work that they do.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I was going to give a
fulsome presentation to the house but my colleagues
who have been up at night reading dictionaries and
obviously studying statistics have in part stolen my
thunder. They have not stolen all my thunder because I
too want to extend my gratitude and congratulations to
the people in the team in the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel who do a wonderful job.
Anything that we in this house can do to assist them is
extremely important. That is why this legislation has
come to the house on behalf of the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel.
This bill will assist the chief parliamentary counsel
who, as my colleague from Mitcham said, is also the
government printer, and it will simplify the legislative
drafting and printing processes. It is also consistent with
trans-Tasman measures being developed through the
joint Australian and New Zealand Parliamentary
Counsels’ Committee, which promotes greater
consistency in legislative drafting. My colleague from
Mitcham said that some people might consider this
legislation a little bit dull. I am sure that the members of
the Parliamentary Counsels’ Committee will consider it
very much a breakthrough in preparing legislation and
will be extremely pleased about it.
The language in Victorian legislation will be
modernised. Any modernisation of language which
perhaps demystifies this Parliament for the ordinary
men and women of Victoria, who do not come into this
place very often, is a good thing. It will provide for our
laws to be simpler and easier to read, not just for those
who come into this house but also for others. As you,
Acting Speaker, will know, we have a very large
multicultural community in Victoria.
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Mr Robinson interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — Yes, I think we are. Any
modernisation and simplification of language that will
allow members of that multicultural community to
understand is a good thing. It will involve the
community in the processes of Parliament by making it
easier for them to understand those processes. The bill
is in keeping with the Bracks Labor government’s
strong commitment to facilitating community access to
justice in all its facets.
The style changes have been referred to. If people refer
to the dictionaries — Macquarie, the Shorter Oxford
and Webster’s — and to Butterworth’s Australian
Legal Dictionary, they will see that the changes are
consistent with them. I have not looked at Erskine May,
but I do not think Erskine May would approve of the
changes. Nevertheless, they will be made in 2007. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — In
summing up the debate on the Interpretation of
Legislation Amendment Bill, first and foremost I thank
members of the house who have contributed to the
debate. The shadow Attorney-General, the member for
Box Hill, expressed the support of the opposition for
the bill, which I appreciate. I genuinely thank the
Leader of The Nationals — who convinced us all of his
ability to cure insomnia by having a dictionary next to
his bed — for his considered contribution to the debate.
I thank the member for Mitcham, who outlined the
fantastic work that the chief parliamentary counsel,
who is also the government printer, does and the
massive task that the people in the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel undertake on behalf of this
Parliament.
I also thank the member for Yuroke for her considered
contribution to this debate. I commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change).
Opposition amendments circulated by Ms ASHER
(Brighton) pursuant to standing orders.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — In essence, this bill is a
stunt. However, the opposition does not oppose it,
although we intend to move amendments which seek to
restrain the government in the way that it proposes to
compulsorily acquire private land for so-called critical
water infrastructure projects. I flag to the house that if
our amendments are not agreed to we will not oppose
the bill.
The bill gives the Premier very extensive powers to
declare a project a critical water infrastructure project.
There are no guidelines to assist the Premier in this. All
the Premier has to do is simply declare a project a
critical water structure project, and it will become one.
The projects will be declared on the recommendation of
the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change after consultation with the Minister for
Planning and the Treasurer, but there are no guidelines
at all. If the Premier believes that a project is a critical
water infrastructure project, it will be so.
It will be declared via notice in the Government
Gazette, and the bill provides that Parliament will be
notified of that within 14 sitting days. The process does
not give Parliament any power to question, revoke or
anything like that. The bill simply provides that the
order must be presented to Parliament within 14 sitting
days. With the current pattern of sitting, that could be a
couple of months for those members of Parliament who
do not assiduously read their copy of the Government
Gazette. Any project that the Premier deems to be a
critical water infrastructure project will be one if he
chooses it to be.
What does it mean if the Premier actually declares
something to be a critical water infrastructure project?
The bill provides for two very significant changes to
come into effect. Firstly, the Minister for Planning, not
local government, will be the responsible authority.
That will centralise power in government and give the
Minister for Planning complete planning power over
those particular projects. Secondly — and this is the
area about which the Liberal Party has some significant
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concerns — water authorities will have increased
powers to compulsorily acquire private land without
going through the current process of planning scheme
amendments for a public acquisition overlay. In essence
what we are saying via our amendment is that we are
very nervous about giving this government more power
to acquire private land, in part because of its appalling
behaviour last week.
The project specifically referred to in the
second-reading speech is a government project.
Obviously there has been an election, and the
government clearly has a mandate for this project. The
project is a water pipe to pipe water from the Waranga
western channel to the White Swan Reservoir in
Ballarat via Lake Eppalock, for use in Bendigo. In
essence what the government wants to facilitate by this
bill in the first instance — although this power will be
available for any project the Premier deems to be a
critical water infrastructure project — are these two
projects. One is increased water for Bendigo, and the
second is increased water for Ballarat.
The source of the water is of course the Goulburn River
system, which is in itself somewhat controversial. As I
have said, there are two elements to the project referred
to in the second-reading speech, the first being a
45-kilometre pipe from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock,
and the second being a 110-kilometre pipe transporting
water from Eppalock to Ballarat.
The background to this project is interesting and worth
touching upon in the course of this second-reading
debate, and it is as follows. In March 2006 Coliban
Water and Goulburn-Murray Water commissioned
consultants GHD to undertake a study to see whether
this proposal was broadly practical. In the end the study
came back with a range of options, and the Bendigo
proposal was one of them.
The Liberal Party issued a press release on 24 May
2006. I remind the house of that, because basically what
the Liberal Party did was announce what it called then
the ‘Erskine’ pipeline. I quote the press release from the
Leader of the Opposition:
The Victorian Liberal Party today urged the state government
to provide funding in next Tuesday’s state budget to help
build the ‘Erskine’ pipeline linking the Goulburn system to
Lake Eppalock to ensure a long-term water supply for
Bendigo.

The press release then went on to say:
Visiting Lake Eppalock today new Liberal Party leader Ted
Baillieu and shadow Minister for Water Dennis Napthine said
the building of this pipeline would be the cornerstone of the
Liberal Party’s Water for Bendigo policy to provide a
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long-term secure, sustainable and improved water supply for
Bendigo.

The press release referred to the fact that this original
idea came from a Bendigo businessman, Don Erskine,
who had over many years promoted this proposal. The
press release also went on to say that the then Minister
for Water and the two local members for Bendigo
should:
… dump their proposed link between the Waranga western
channel and the Campaspe Weir at Rochester.

This was a proposal previously embraced by the
Minister for Water and the Labor Party, and it was one
of the options put forward in the GHD study. It was a
low-cost project of $20 million, which I assume is
probably why the government originally embraced that
option for Bendigo.
We came along to budget day and we saw, lo and
behold, the Labor Party adopt the Liberal Party’s
suggestion. That was good, and I will give credit where
it is due. The ALP announced that it would fund this
particular proposal, and it announced funding of
$30 million by way of an insert in the budget papers.
The insert indicated that it would be providing funding
over four years to 2010, a total estimated investment, as
I said, of $30 million. The cost was put by GHD at
$70 million, and the government at that stage flagged
some contribution from the water authority and
possibly some contribution from the federal
government. That was fine. The Liberal and Labor
parties were obviously in agreement over the broad
nature of this particular proposal, notwithstanding the
fact that funding issues were not resolved at that stage.
We then move to 17 October 2006 and the second
critical element of the project referred to in the
second-reading speech. The government on that day
announced a proposal to pipe water from Bendigo to
Ballarat. This was a particularly odd proposal because it
was a significant change to the draft strategy for the
central region. But let us look at what the government’s
proposal was, because no doubt it will be held to
account for this particular project.
I refer to page 10 of the government policy document
for the 2006 Victorian election entitled Victoria’s
Water Grid. The government promised as follows:
A re-elected Bracks Labor government will ensure that the
project remains on track to ensure that water can flow from
the Goulburn–Murray system into Bendigo prior to the
summer of 2007–08.

Then the policy document goes on to say:
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The Ballarat section will be fast-tracked for completion by the
end of 2008 …

It will be very interesting to see whether the
government can abide by those time lines, because it
has not been able to meet the time lines it has set for
itself yet. Obviously not only I but the voters of
Bendigo and Ballarat will be watching progress on this
particular project.
It is interesting to note that Labor’s policy refers to
fast-tracking the Ballarat section and completing it by the
end of 2008, but when the budget update for 2006–07
was tabled, we saw a different story. At page 158 of the
2006–07 Budget Update we see for the project described
as ‘Interconnect Waranga channel with the Ballarat
urban water supply system’ a funding flow that
commences in 2006–07 and finishes in 2009–10. So the
government said one thing in its election promise — that
is, that the project would be completed by 2008 — but
something else in the budget document, although I note
footnote (b), which refers to what it calls ‘phasing
information’, which means ‘timing information’, and
states that it is indicative only. What that normally means
for the government is that a project extends even further
into the future.
Let us not speculate on that at this juncture but simply
make the observation that the government’s election
document said that the Ballarat section would be
completed by the end of 2008 but that the government’s
official, signed-off, Treasury 2006–07 Budget Update
says that the bulk of the funding for this project, and
this project itself, will not be completed until the
financial year 2009–10.
The Liberal Party obviously wants to see Ballarat
assisted with its supply of water, but I make the
observation — and we also made it before the
election — that there are better water solutions for
Ballarat than the one in this bill. We have consistently
advocated for water from the Lal Lal Reservoir to be
allocated to Ballarat and for certain offsets for Geelong
as a consequence of that. I will not go over them
because they are not the subject of the bill, but I make
the observation that we have consistently argued that
there are better options for Ballarat.
This will be an expensive proposal, and we will all be
interested to see what the federal government’s
response is to the funding request from this
government. The new federal Minister for the
Environment and Water Resources, Malcolm
Turnbull — I congratulate him on his elevation to the
ministry and to the cabinet — has indicated that the
Victorian minister has not done the paperwork in terms
of showing how the proposal stacks up financially. So
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we urge the minister to fill out his paperwork and
ensure that he does his homework on the expenditure of
public funds, in the same way as any minister should do
their homework if they are requesting the expenditure
of significant public funds.
I have a number of other observations to make about
the bill. The first is that obviously the removal of
planning powers from local councils causes some
consternation. I refer to a letter from Mitchell Shire
Council to Wendy Lovell, a member for Northern
Victoria Region in the other place. The council said in
the letter, which is signed by the general manager,
engineering and environment:
Our experience of the speed of decision making in the state
planning system does not give us confidence that their
decision making is speedier than local government …

I think that is a wonderful observation. The letter goes
on to say:
The constraint that water authorities will still need to obtain
other usual approvals concerning environment protection,
native flora and fauna conservation, Aboriginal cultural
heritage, forests and national parks, whilst removing the
ability of landowners to object to the compulsory acquisition
of their land, seems unreasonable.

It is rationales like that that have prompted the
amendments I will foreshadow in the course of this
second-reading debate. I again refer to this letter, and I
quote:
… the bill would remove local government from the decision
making process, eliminate (or at least substantially reduce)
private property rights …

Again the basis of our objection is objections like that
from local government and, indeed, from others.
The next issue I wish to touch on — and it is here that I
specifically want to foreshadow the amendments
circulated — is that we in the Liberal Party have some
considerable concerns in relation to the powers being
requested by the government for the compulsory
acquisition of land by water authorities without the
opportunity for affected landowners to comment.
Some powers for the compulsory acquisition of land
exist now. Water authorities have the power, under
certain circumstances, to acquire land; but there is a
public process that affected land-holders now have the
right to go through. However, in the Land Acquisition
and Compensation Regulations 1998 there is an
exemption under part 2, clause 6, which I specifically
want to refer to because it says:
The following classes of land are prescribed as exempt from
the requirements of section 5(1).
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It is this clause that the bill is seeking specifically to
amend, because section 5 of the act reads as follows:
The Authority must not commence to acquire any interest in
land under the provisions of the special Act unless the land
has been first reserved by or under a planning instrument for a
public purpose.

That section at the moment allows people whose land
might be the subject of compulsory acquisition to at
least have some say and put in some form of objection,
and it allows a role for local government in indicating
whether that is so.
However, there is an exemption under part 2, clause 6,
for a number of classes of land. There is an exemption
if the land is to be acquired for a ‘minor road widening’
or if the area of land to be acquired is ‘less than 10 per
centum of the total area of the allotment’. There is also
an exemption if the land to be acquired on a
compulsory basis is an easement or if the acquisition of
that easement ‘will not reduce the value of the
unencumbered freehold interest in the allotment by
more than 10 per centum’.
Again I draw the attention of the house to the fact that
under those existing compulsory acquisition powers
Coliban Water sent out a number of notices for the
acquisition of private land, and these lands —
obviously captured under the exemption in clause 6 —
were gazetted on Wednesday, 31 January.
What I am arguing is that we need to look at the way
this government has performed using the powers it
currently has to compulsorily acquire land. What we
saw last week was the Premier and the water minister
doing a publicity stunt, as they always do, to signal the
start of the construction of the piping project that this
bill seeks to facilitate. The project has started before the
bill has gone through Parliament, because there are
already compulsory acquisition powers available under
the Water Act, under the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act and under the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Regulations. I am nervous about ceding
to this government more compulsory acquisition
powers than it currently has. Private property is, of
course, the basis of our system.
This bill before the house is going to allow the
compulsory acquisition of private land at the whim of
the Premier by his declaring something to be a critical
water infrastructure project. Under the bill section 5(1)
of the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act will be
removed. It is a very serious power that this
government is acquiring for itself. I, like many other
Victorians, watched the television and saw the Premier
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and the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms ASHER — I watch the news, all right! When
farmers who were affected under the existing
compulsory acquisition powers wanted to talk to the
Premier and the minister what did those two men do?
They drove off in their cars. Ministerial staff herded the
farmers into a caravan-type thing, and the minister’s
staff told these poor people that the minister would talk
to them. They herded them into a caravan, and then the
minister and the Premier drove away in their cars. That
is the performance of this government in relation to the
compulsory acquisition powers that it already has.
What arrogance! What contempt! One tomato grower
there has a contract with Heinz to bring in a crop in
March, but the minister not only would not talk to him
but had his staff mislead him and drove away. That sort
of arrogance is reprehensible.
The amendments I have foreshadowed will, in the
main, simply remove the amendments to the Land
Acquisition and Compensation Act. The amendments
seek to reinstate, if you like, section 5(1) and also
remove other amendments to the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act. Obviously there is a series of
consequential amendments that have arisen because of
the Liberal Party’s desire to delete clause 5, including a
change of title. As I said, this government’s
performance in the last week on the compulsory
acquisition of private land on this project has been
disgraceful. Just imagine how much more arrogantly it
will behave when it has a complete and unfettered right
to the acquisition of private land, without the public
process that is currently afforded as a protection, if you
like, or at least without an opportunity for people to
have a say under the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act.
I also want to refer to the government’s claim of
urgency in relation to this project. Work on this project
started last week, and the government maintains that it
will be finished in October; so the government is
claiming it is a nine-month job — a government claim,
not mine! However, the Liberal Party announced the
first part of this proposal, the proposal for Eppalock, in
May. If the government had genuinely believed this
was urgent, it would have built the pipe by now. It
could have been finished by now if it had actually
started it. We support the section of the pipe — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
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Ms ASHER — You had better go and read some
newspapers. We were strong supporters of the Bendigo
element, and we led the government on the
announcement. The pipe could have been built. If it was
so urgent in December for this bill to be brought to the
house, why — particularly given that we debated the
bill immediately in the sitting week before
Christmas — did the pipe construction only start in
February? The government could have started this
project much earlier.
I also want to refer to the provision in the bill which
relates to the ownership of projects completed by water
authorities. The bill specifies that if a project is to be
undertaken by a water authority, it will be owned by the
water authority. I assume that is some sort of
dog-whistle sign on privatisation by this government. I
refer honourable members to new section 161U headed
‘Ownership of works’. Given that the government is
talking about projects that are constructed by a
facilitating authority and owned by that authority, I
want to use this opportunity to again draw to the
house’s attention that this government is more than
happy to use public-private partnerships (PPPs) for the
provision of water infrastructure.
At the moment there are five projects. I am happy to
place on record that I am quite relaxed about using the
private sector for these proposals; it is just that I am
very confused, as is the public, about where this
government stands. We hear a lot about how it does not
want the private sector to be involved, but the
government’s record is that it has used or is using the
private sector for five water projects. They are the
Ballarat North water reclamation project; the Enviro
Altona wastewater treatment plant; the Campaspe water
reclamation scheme, which was previously known as
the Echuca-Rochester wastewater project; the Wodonga
wastewater treatment plan; and the Barwon water
biosolids management project.
I also draw the house’s attention to the fact that there
appears to be a conflict between the Treasurer and the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
on the use of the private sector. The Treasurer launched
the Campaspe water reclamation scheme in Echuca in
2005. In the Treasurer’s press release he said:
The Bracks government is leading the way in public-private
partnerships …
This partnership harnessed the expertise of public and private
sectors to build vital local infrastructure and deliver a
world-class facility to manage local water supply.

The Treasurer on the one hand trumpets the use of the
private sector; the water minister on the other hand
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seems to have a philosophical objection to it. The only
advice I would have for the government on its handling
of PPPs in both the water area and others is that it needs
to improve its performance on due diligence. I draw to
the house’s attention that the proponent for the Altona
wastewater treatment plant became insolvent, and a
new proponent had to be found. If government
members, amateurs as they are, are going to deal with
the private sector, they might need to improve their
performance on due diligence before selecting
proponents.
I also refer to the second-reading speech where the
government flagged even further legislative change in
this area. The government indicated in that speech that
there is going to be a review of planning. The
second-reading speech specifically referred to critical
water infrastructure projects and planning. That
paragraph, more than any other, indicates that the
government has rushed this bill into the Parliament, I
suspect just to have something to read a second time in
that sitting week prior to Christmas and also to try to
project the image that it is actually doing something
about the provision of infrastructure. The government is
condemned by that particular sentence in the
second-reading speech.
I conclude by making the following observations. This
bill should have been a planning bill rather than a water
bill. As I said, this bill is a stunt. This bill is designed to
give the impression that the government is doing
something about the provision of infrastructure. The
problem for the government is that it has been in power
for seven years, and in those seven years it has done
nothing about the provision of water infrastructure. It
has ripped out something like $1.8 billion in revenue
from the water authorities and has not invested in
infrastructure. We all recall that when the Premier
appointed a minister for water in 2002 he said water
was the most important issue. If that is so, where is the
infrastructure investment? Where is the track record?
What we have is a bill before the house that is simply a
piece of fluff. It is a stunt. What it will do is allow the
Premier to declare any project to be a critical water
infrastructure project, which will then allow the
Minister for Planning to be the planning authority for
the project. The area which the Liberal Party has the
most concern about — and it is this area where my
amendments are targeted at — is that the government
wants to reduce individuals’ powers to object to the
compulsory acquisition of their land. What the
amendments foreshadowed by the Liberal Party will do
is remove those amendments to the Land Acquisition
and Compensation Act, because it does not trust this
government.
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As I said, the water authorities already have some
powers to acquire land compulsorily. That is how the
compulsory acquisition of the land in relation to this
project occurred. That is how the Government Gazette
of 31 January was able to be issued. That gazette
itemises a number of land areas compulsorily acquired
by this government. Again I invite members to
contemplate the conduct of both the Premier and the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change,
the two people who, I would have thought, would have
wanted to actually talk to the landowners who have had
private land appropriated by the government for a
particular project. But neither the Premier nor the
minister was even prepared to talk to them. That is how
the government handles the compulsory acquisition of
land for this particular water project. Imagine what it
will do if this bill passes through both houses:
government members will have an unbelievable
arrogance about them.
I make the point that this bill is not needed to construct
that particular project as powers already exist. I have
indicated my party’s position on the bill: we will not be
delaying the bill although we have circulated
amendments to it, as is our right.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms ASHER — The member for Melton seems not
to think we even have the right to debate a bill in
Parliament. His attitude is completely typical. Neither
the Premier nor the water minister will talk to
disaffected landowners, and the member for Melton is
getting agitated because the Liberal Party actually
wants to move amendments to a piece of government
legislation. Shame, Labor Party, shame! Its members
are getting very arrogant. We will not oppose the bill
but obviously we foreshadow amendments which
might curb some of the extravagance of this
government.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill
2006 does a range of things but principally it allows the
facilitation of critical water infrastructure projects by
allowing the Premier to make an order on the
recommendation of the water minister after he has
consulted with the Treasurer and the Minister for
Planning. The bill is about executive government
running the state in some ways. It requires that project
order to include a general description and specify the
project area and relevant authority that will deal with it.
The project order may be amended or revoked, and the
project order and a signed statement from the Premier
setting out the reasons for that order must be tabled in
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Parliament within 14 days of its making — but
14 sitting days after the making of an order in this place
is a long time. If you look at the sitting schedule going
forward, it could be anything up to three months before
it was actually tabled in Parliament. I question the logic
of 14 sitting days. I cannot see why it could not have
been 3 or 4 sitting days. It is going to be published in
the Government Gazette. Why can it not be tabled in
this place so it can be looked at?
The planning minister will become responsible for any
planning schemes affected by this project. The bill
gives the relevant water authority the powers to
construct and operate the works, to own the works, and
to allow the relevant authority to actually manage those
works in another water authority’s district without
ministerial approval. As I said, it designates that it
would own those works in another authority’s area. It
also changes or modifies the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act 1986, as the previous speaker said,
and it takes away what limited rights people had under
that act.
The Nationals have had a lot of feedback on and
concerns expressed to it about the bill. I will come to
those as I go further. Despite what is said in the
second-reading speech about this bill being necessary to
fast-track critical water infrastructure projects and the
concern about the ongoing drought, this bill is not
necessary to build the Bendigo pipeline. I have had
discussions with the lawyer who is representing the
majority of the land-holders where the easement is
going to be sought. He says negotiations are
progressing. Nothing is being held up. There is
absolutely no need for this bill to make sure the
Bendigo pipeline project is built on time.
Members on the other side of the house are putting
forward an absolute furphy in saying that they need this
and that anyone who opposes it is anti-Bendigo. There
is no need for this legislation. The existing powers do
anything that is needed. All the government has to do is
deal with people in good faith; it should speak with and
talk to them. I will come to that issue later. This bill is
just about a grab for power when there is a water crisis.
It is a power that is going to be there in perpetuity,
forever and ever, in this legislation.
The people of Bendigo need to be concerned or worried
about the fact that this government cannot manage
major projects. Members should look at the history of
this government and go back a bit. If I lived in Bendigo,
I would be very concerned that this government’s track
record says it will not be able to do this on time and on
budget.
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Members should think about the fast rail project, of
which Bendigo is one of the beneficiaries. First
announced to cost $80 million, that project ended up
costing something like $800 million — a tenfold
increase in a project that was over time and over
budget. How can the people of Bendigo have faith, no
matter what legislation is in place, that this government
could actually deliver a project on time or on budget?
Not only was it over time and over budget, but we only
have one train line and the trains are never on time. So
what have we got for nearly a $1 billion blow-out in the
costs?
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr WALSH — Are the people in those towns any
better off for your spending $1 billion on a project that
you could not manage properly? What about other
projects the government has not been able to manage
properly — for example, the development of Spencer
Street station? That was another project that ran over
time and over budget.
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could not even be bothered passing its own legislation
to get that one done, so how can it expect to manage
anything going forward? We now have ships bypassing
Melbourne. They cannot fill up at the port of
Melbourne because they cannot get in there, yet that
legislation sat on the notice paper for three years while
the government did nothing about it.
The Nationals want that legislation debated and passed,
and the project started, but the government never
brought the bill on for debate; it just sat on the notice
paper. I read the notice paper this morning, and that
legislation has disappeared; it is no longer listed. I
know that all legislation not passed disappears at the
end of a Parliament, but I wonder if the government is
actually going to bring it back on for debate.
We have talked about the introduction of bills, but
where was the Port Phillip Bay dredging project? It has
not been reintroduced. Legislation does not make up for
a lack of project planning, and history is against this
government as far as its being able to manage projects
in the future.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — A couple of weeks ago the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and I attended a forum at
Federation Square with Neil Mitchell from 3AW. The
Premier made a grand announcement on radio that he
was going to spend $1.2 million on putting a tank on
Spencer Street station — in other words, the
government wants to put a tank on a project which it
could not get up on time or on budget. It is going to cost
$1.2 million. It would have cost $300 000 if the
government had put it there when it built the project,
but no, it could not do that! It had to stuff it up and put
it on later — and now it will cost four times as much.
But what is more discouraging is that the Premier
announced that the project would save 200 megalitres
of water at a cost of $60 000 per megalitre saved. The
government will go into country areas and not spend
more than $1000 a megalitre on water-saving projects,
but in Melbourne they will spend $60 000 per megalitre
on a water-saving project. It is absurd! People have real
reason to be concerned that this government cannot
deliver projects on time and on budget. The
government does not need this legislation to deliver the
project. The whole issue about Bendigo getting its
water out of this pipeline is about project management;
it is not about legislation.
While talking about legislation and project management
let us talk about the Port Phillip Bay dredging project.
The bill sat on the notice paper for three years in the last
Parliament, but nothing happened. The government

On the management of water, we had both a green
paper process and a white paper process in the last
Parliament, and we have had a central Victorian water
strategy, of which the goldfields super-pipe is part of
the second edition. But the central Victorian water
strategy’s first edition had water for Ballarat coming
out of the back of Cairn Curran, a reservoir that had
already been empty for 18 months before the plan was
adopted. I do not know how they expected to get water
out of Cairn Curran, and now we have this pipeline.
No-one denies that the government of the day should
do everything possible towards having a secure water
supply for Bendigo and Ballarat, but that does not mean
we have to pass bad legislation or be blackmailed into
passing legislation that is not needed. Governments
must make sure that people have a water supply — that
is a basic human right — but this government has been
failing Victorians in general on water supply
management issues.
If you talk about Bendigo and Coliban Water in
particular, there has been a need for quite a few years to
pipe rural supplies in Bendigo, but nothing has ever
been done. Something like 4000 megalitres a year is
lost in that system, but nothing has ever been done. The
Coliban future water strategy says it will be done
sometime in the next 15 years. That is absolutely
ridiculous! There is very good evidence that if water
authorities lower the pressure and fix the leaks in their
systems, they can save between 15 per cent and 20 per
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cent of their water resources. None of that has been
done in Coliban Water; none of that has been explored.
A member for the Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, Mr Drum — who was the member for
North Western Province in the last Parliament — came
up with an excellent concept for Bendigo to harvest
stormwater. Bendigo is like a giant roof, and all the
stormwater goes down to Bendigo Creek. It is perfectly
set up for harvesting stormwater. But because someone
in the opposition thought of the idea and suggested it,
the government does not want to look at it. The
government is not serious about looking at alternatives
for Bendigo’s water supply.
There are some substantial groundwater supplies
around Bendigo that have not been explored. There is
the Loddon deep lead to the west, where there are
sellers willing to supply water to Bendigo. There is the
Campaspe deep lead to the north, which Phil
Macumber says has quite a large untapped supply, and
there are groundwater areas to the south around
Kyneton that could be explored.
It is interesting that a Labor government would
introduce this legislation and more particularly that the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
would introduce this legislation that reduces people’s
rights and takes away the need for the government to
deal with and talk to people. It takes away the
responsibility of government to deal with councils on
planning issues — —
Dr Napthine — It’s like his support for Albert Park.
Mr WALSH — I am going to come to Albert Park.
This is the same government with the same Premier
who amended the Victorian constitution in the last
Parliament to make local government the legitimate
third tier of government, as he said. Now what is
happening? This same Bracks government is now
going to bypass councils on planning issues when it
comes to critical water infrastructure. On one hand they
are saying local government is the legitimate third tier
of government, but on the other hand they are saying,
‘No, we will bypass them. We do not want to talk to
them. We do not want to deal with them’. Talk about
hypocritical!
As part of the consultation on this matter I received a
copy of a letter from Cr Bruce Jones from the Swan
Hill Rural City Council, who is quite concerned about
this project. If I may paraphrase, he is concerned that
local government is being bypassed on the planning
issues on this project and on legislation in general. He
goes on to say:
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If decisions are made on ‘critical water infrastructure projects’
with haste and without reflection of the impacts that this
infrastructure may have into the future, the government may
leave a legacy that will devastate rural communities that have
relied on this water to drive their economies.

The immediate ex-mayor of Swan Hill has major
reservations about this legislation and the fact that local
government is being bypassed in the planning
processes. It was interesting to read in Hansard some of
the things that the member for Albert Park said when
various pieces of the grand prix legislation were
introduced. He was full of vitriol about taking away
people’s rights at that time. At one stage he said:
This legislation sets a climate where the whole state is a
designated democracy-free zone.

He also said:
This legislation is arrogant and antidemocratic and trespasses
upon people’s rights and freedoms.

It gives one a sense of deja vu. We now have that same
member for Albert Park, the Deputy Premier of this
state, introducing legislation that proposes to do the
same thing to the people of Colbinabbin and others
around Victoria.
We have a Premier who promised to govern for all
Victorians on these issues. The Premier, the Deputy
Premier, Minister Cameron and Minister Allan, and
Candy Broad, an upper house member for Northern
Victoria, recently went to Colbinabbin for a photo
opportunity at the start of this project. The Premier
says, ‘We will govern for all Victorians’, but governing
for country Victorians means ‘Let’s come out to your
patch and let’s have a photo opportunity. Let’s do a bit
of media, but don’t ask us any questions and don’t talk
to us or expect any answers from us. We will get the
bureaucrats to shove you into a little hut while we nick
off in the car’. That is really a great way to govern for
all Victorians.
The article in the Herald Sun indicated that the farmers
wanted to talk to the Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change and states:
Despite almost outnumbering the farmers, not one of the MPs
would stay to talk to them, instead hurrying off to a meeting
with Labor colleagues at a Bendigo hotel.

Obviously they were thirsty. Perhaps the people of
Colbinabbin did not offer them a drink and government
members had to get to Bendigo to quench their thirst. I
suppose we will give them the benefit of the doubt on
that. It is an abysmal way to handle people if you are
talking about how you will manage the process going
forward. There are enough powers now for the
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government to be as arrogant as they are on this without
giving them more powers into the future.
The second-reading speech indicates the bill will take
away people’s private property rights. It states:
Water authorities will still need to obtain the usual approvals
concerning environment protection, native flora and fauna
conservation, Aboriginal cultural heritage, forests, and
national parks.

This bill takes away private property owners rights but
makes sure all the other rights for the environment and
other things are left. If you are going to do one you
should be fair to everyone; you should do it for all or
none. It is another blight on this piece of legislation.
I have talked often about the fact that you do not need
legislation to build critical water infrastructure projects.
I refer to the recent history of critical water
infrastructure projects in this state. The Woorinen
pipeline project, just north of Swan Hill, was built
without special legislation. The government sat down
and dealt with people and was fair and reasonable. It
did not have to have this sort of legislation to do that.
The same occurred with the Tungamah pipeline project
which is again being built without this particular
legislation.
If you look at the real icon of water-saving projects, the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, you will see that that is
being built without this legislation. This legislation was
not needed to build that $500 million project. The
northern Mallee pipeline project was built on time and
on budget prior to the Wimmera–southern Mallee
pipeline being started. You do not need this legislation
to build critical water infrastructure projects in this
state. The Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is now laying
pipes for the next stage. They have not needed this
legislation. They have acquired land from Lake
Bellfield to Taylors Lake where there will be bigger
pipes in the ground than what we are talking about with
the Bendigo goldfields project, without this particular
piece of legislation. The issue that held up the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline was funding and not
legislation. The fact is the state government wanted to
play politics with the lives of people in the Wimmera
Mallee trying to get federal money to fund what is a
state project.
I put on the record, as I have done at other times in this
place, the outstanding effort of John Forrest, the federal
member for Mallee, in making sure that the federal
government matched the state government’s
contribution for this project. John Forrest did an
outstanding job against all the odds when all the people
on the other side of this house wanted to play politics
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with the drought and with what is a very important
project that is critical to making sure we can keep
human existence in the Wimmera Mallee going
forward.
One of the concerns we raised at the briefing was also
raised in the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee report tabled today. It is a pleasure to
actually have the committee report tabled before we
have dealt with the legislation. Quite often in the last
Parliament we had the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee report being tabled in this place after we
had dealt with legislation. I hope this is the tenor of
things to come and that we will have the committee
report tabled in this place before we deal with
legislation. The committee report in Alert Digest No. 1
states:
The committee will write to the minister to seek further
advice concerning whether or not the orders to be tabled
under new section 161O will be subject to disallowance by
the Parliament.

This was the same issue that we raised in our briefing
with the departmental advisers and the minister’s
adviser. The minister’s adviser gave a commitment that
he would come back to us with advice, but we have
heard nothing. It is a concern, because this is about
taking away people’s rights. It goes a lot further than
we think the legislation should. Currently planning
amendments need to be tabled in both houses and can
be disallowed by either house. The Nationals do not
want to see that position changed.
In summary, this legislation is not needed to build a
pipeline to Bendigo or Ballarat. This is about the
government using a crisis to give itself more power in
perpetuity so it does not have to deal with people in
good faith; it does not have to go out to negotiate. It
takes away the rights of councils, which the
government says are the third tier of government. It is
thumbing its nose at councils and saying, ‘We don’t
have to deal with you on planning issues when it comes
to critical water infrastructure projects’. Members of
The Nationals will oppose the legislation because they
believe it is taking away people’s rights, it is unfair and,
most importantly, it is not needed in this state.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I am pleased to speak
in support of the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill, which is a vital bill to
allow the government to expedite infrastructure projects
to deal with the urgent water supply issues currently
facing Victoria. We have just heard opposition
members say a number of things about this bill. After
listening to the debate I am unsure what the
opposition’s view is. On the one hand they say it is a
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stunt and is not needed and on the other they say it is
giving the government unfettered powers and is an
attack on local government. The truth is that this is a
bill which provides the government with greater
flexibility in the future to respond to water supply
issues, and to react to urgent critical water issues.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr HERBERT — I think an unparliamentary
remark was made.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) — That
is unfortunate. Through the Chair.
Mr HERBERT — This legislation is not just about
the Bendigo and Ballarat super-pipe, it is about
declaring a range of projects into the future as critical
water infrastructure projects. As the opposition knows,
these projects could include water recycling,
interconnection pipes, emergency water supplies for
rural towns, major irrigation upgrades, critical
headworks such as dam remediation or major
water-saving projects. Under the legislation what
happens is fairly simple. The Premier will have the
power to declare critical water infrastructure projects
upon the recommendation of the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change and after
consultation with the Treasurer and the Minister for
Planning. This process will clearly ensure that all the
implications of fast-tracking proposed critical projects
are considered in advance. That is the important part
about this. It enables us to look in advance to make sure
these projects happen.
I hear the opposition saying that the legislation is not
needed and so on. The member for Brighton was
concern that the Bendigo–Ballarat super-pipe would not
be built on time. Yet the opposition says the legislation,
which introduces the means to fast-track projects, is not
necessary. The position of the opposition is absolutely
ridiculous. The Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change in his second-reading speech outlined
the reasons why we need this very simple legislation. It
is about record low rainfall and inflows into Victoria’s
reservoirs over the past decade that are basically
threatening our state’s water supplies — a very critical
issue.
This year Victoria has experienced the worst drought
on record. In 2006 our inflows were 35 per cent below
the previous record low. That is 35 per cent below the
previous record low! If this pattern continues Victoria
will have trouble with its water supply. If we continue
to have unprecedented low rainfall, our water supplies

185

will be threatened. That is why we need this bill and the
major infrastructure projects we are embarking upon.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — Opposition members hate it.
Look at them whingeing and whining and carrying on
as soon as someone tries to do something.
On a positive note, this legislation has not come out of
the blue. It builds on a range of projects that the
government proposed when it started back in 2002 to
be proactive in trying to secure our water supply. We
have invested in water infrastructure projects. A
number of those are already going, and we have a
whole heap on the books. It has been a priority of the
government over recent years to invest significant funds
across a whole range of water projects. We have
already progressed with the planning and building of
these critical projects. If necessary, we will declare
them to be critical projects to make sure they are built
on time in order to deliver water when we need it,
where we need it.
This major commitment to funding major projects is in
addition to the considerable amount that has been
invested by state-owned water authorities since 1999 —
and it is a fair amount. Between 2005 and 2008
Victorian water authorities will have invested over
$2.4 billion in major projects to ensure that we have
water in this state. Basically that is the reason for this
bill. If you are going to spend that amount of money on
major piping infrastructure projects, you have to have
the capacity to ensure they are built when you need
them. It is a very simple matter.
Mr Jasper — You should have built them before!
Mr HERBERT — Here we go. This is the point
that was just made. On the one hand opposition
members say we should be leaving all the power with
local government and not be bringing in this bill, and
on the other hand they are saying we should have
started months ago. You cannot have it both ways, can
you? Either you go through those processes or you
fast-track the process.
It is fairly clear that we do not know what is going to
happen with the drought, and we do not know the full
range of projects that this bill will apply to. But we do
know there will be times when urgent action is needed
to augment rural water supplies and Melbourne’s water
supplies. Let us be clear: no-one predicted that our
rainfall last year would be so shockingly low or that our
inflows would be so inadequate. We need to put
mechanisms in place now to ensure that we have the
capacity to react quickly to these critical situations. This
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bill will enable the government to efficiently undertake
long-term planning for water security and to take urgent
action when it is needed.
There are a number of ways in which the Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill
will do this. It will simplify and streamline approval
processes by enabling the Minister for Planning to be
the sole responsible authority under the Planning and
Environment Act. This will be particularly beneficial in
cases involving pipelines, for instance, where there are
numerous municipalities involved. These previously
complex arrangements will be replaced by a single
decision-maker who will operate in an integrated way
across relevant municipalities. That is the crux of it.
Currently we can have a pipeline that goes through a
range of councils and municipalities, each with its own
processes. It is true that the minister can call each one
in, but this bill says, ‘Let’s treat it as one project. Let’s
cut away the red tape of each local municipality so we
are able to treat it as one project’. That is incredibly
important if we want to get these projects built on time.
By taking out the confusion of multiple accountabilities
we can run a simpler and faster approval process and
get more water going to where it is needed, more
quickly.
We have heard a fair bit about land acquisition for
infrastructure projects. Any land that is to be acquired
for an infrastructure project is currently required to first
be reserved under a local planning instrument. This bill
provides an exemption in the case of critical water
infrastructure projects so that amendments to local
planning schemes will not be required for a declared
required project. This will take months off the current
process, which could be vital to the survival of many
rural towns and industries whose water supply is
threatened. This bill will ensure water authorities have
the necessary powers and functions to construct and
operate critical water infrastructure projects.
To be clear, these amendments will not override the
normal and necessary environmental and planning
approvals in current legislation, nor will they limit a
person’s right to consultation and compensation where
land is to be compulsorily acquired. None of that will
change. All the processes in this bill can already be
achieved by other legislation, but they are time
consuming. These amendments will enable the
fast-tracking of those processes.
In conclusion, the situation we face is dire. Climate
change and population dynamics mean that we cannot
accurately predict what the future will hold. We know
we are facing serious water shortages across the state.
We know the future could be even worse, and we have
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responded quickly and in a decisive manner. That is
what the bill before the house is about. It will facilitate
the fast-tracking of major infrastructure projects in the
future, enabling the government’s plans to be
implemented more quickly and more effectively to
secure Victoria’s water supplies. It is a vital piece of
legislation that will have benefits for all Victorians. I
certainly commend it to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — We have
had from the member for Eltham a 10-minute apology
for the incompetence and inaction of the Bracks Labor
government in response to a water crisis that has been
around for a number of years. We had a 10-minute
diatribe of excuses about why the government has
failed to build the recycling facilities, pipelines and
dams which would have secured the water future for
Victoria.
We have had apologies for inaction and incompetence,
and now we are seeing a grab for power by the Bracks
Labor government. That is why I support the
amendments proposed by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. These amendments will provide minimum
protection for private landowners whose land is
threatened by water infrastructure projects. I recognise
the need for governments from time to time to
undertake major projects of importance to our
community. Currently we have laws in existence that
allow for the compulsory acquisition of land for such
projects, whether it be freeways, road widening and
road safety projects, or the building of pipelines, dams
or other water infrastructure projects.
Those laws exist now, and it is through those laws that the
government has proceeded with the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline project — a major water infrastructure project —
and the Colbinabbin–Bendigo pipeline, because
construction has commenced on that pipeline, and the law
we are being asked to pass today will not be used for that
project.
This bill will make it easier for the government to
trample on the rights of landowners, and I am
disappointed with that, hence the Liberal Party has
proposed amendments to provide a better balance
between the rights of private landowners and the need
for any government to initiate major projects in the
community interest.
I am interested in where the government’s priorities lie,
and the member for Swan Hill has raised the same
issue. The second-reading speech says:
Water authorities will still need to obtain the usual approvals
concerning environment protection, native flora and fauna

WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS) BILL
Tuesday, 13 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

conservation, Aboriginal cultural heritage, forests, and
national parks.

The government sees that it is important to obtain those
usual approvals, but it sees fit to bring forward
legislation to deny the basic rights of private
land-holders. Members of the Bracks Labor
government are prepared to trample on the rights of
private land-holders and will still protect a whole range
of other issues they see as being much more important
than the rights of private land-holders. I disagree with
them on that issue, and that is why I will be supporting
the amendments put by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.
The second-reading speech refers particularly to the
need for the bill to facilitate water pipeline projects
from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock — that is, to take
water from the Waranga Basin and Lake Eildon, and
indeed the Goulburn system, for the city of Greater
Bendigo and to facilitate a further pipeline to take water
from Eppalock to Ballarat and to the White Swan
Reservoir.
In my earlier remarks I made it clear that the pipeline
from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock is already under
construction, without this legislation having been
passed and with all the approvals being obtained under
the existing legislative framework. Had the government
proceeded with haste and appropriate concern, this
pipeline could have been built by now, even under the
existing legislative framework.
Government members are simply incompetent and
unable to deliver on major projects. It is a measure of
the government’s incompetence that it lacks
commitment to provide water to Bendigo rather than to
provide the legislative framework needed for that
pipeline.
In her speech the member for Brighton made it clear
that on 24 May the Liberal Party announced its
commitment to a Colbinabbin–Eppalock pipeline,
which was originally proposed by Don Erskine, a
Bendigo engineer. I give great credit to him and to
those people in Bendigo who saw that that was an
absolutely appropriate way to bring water to their city.
It is a pity that at the time the Labor members for
Bendigo and the Labor Party opposed the Erskine
proposal for a Colbinabbin–Eppalock pipeline. The
Liberal Party took the initiative and announced it. I was
there, as shadow minister for water, on 24 May when it
was announced. We were committed to that project
even though the Labor Party was opposed to it.
It was a week and a half later, when a last-minute
amendment was being made to the budget, that the
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government realised that that was the most appropriate
way to bring water to Bendigo; then it came on board. I
welcome the late conversion of government members
to the Erskine pipeline, but I think it is disappointing
that, even though the government announced its
commitment to the pipeline in the state budget, work on
the pipeline only commenced some seven to eight
months later, simply because of the incompetence and
inaction of members of the Bracks Labor government,
who simply do not care about Bendigo.
However, part of the Liberal commitment announced
on 24 May was that water for this pipeline should come
from water savings, through investment in a
water-savings framework. About 30 per cent of water
in the Goulburn–Murray system is lost through
seepage, evaporation and less-than-efficient irrigation.
If we save that water we can have a win-win outcome.
We can have more than enough water for agriculture,
enough water for the Bendigo community and more
water for environmental flows. It is absolutely essential
that if you build this pipeline, you invest in
water-saving infrastructure to generate those water
savings.
The second part of our commitment was to use this
pipeline to provide greater security of water for
Campaspe irrigators. Let me quote an email I received
on 9 February from two Campaspe irrigators, Julie
Campbell and Kaye Coghill. They wrote:
Since your last visit pre-election there have been six farms on
the Campaspe West District give up and sell off their cows.
…
I think when you first came to this district there were around
28 dairy farms on Campaspe West, now there are 16.
I know there are problems all over the country, but the demise
here puts the area at a huge risk into the future.
Thwaites is on the record [as] saying it is too good an area to
lose, but it’s almost gone. How do we tell him that?

I urge the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change to meet with the Campaspe irrigators and help
them solve their problems. In 2004–05 they got 31 per
cent of their irrigation allocation; in 2005–06, 31 per
cent; and this year, 0 per cent for qualified stock and
domestic use only, but they are paying for 100 per cent
even though they are getting zero. Previously they got
193 per cent, and on top of that the government and
Goulburn-Murray Water are now putting pressure on
the farmers who are using bores. They have been
limited to 75 per cent of their allocation from bores — a
backstop they are using because they are getting no
irrigation water from the Campaspe system.
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These bores have kept some farmers and their cattle
alive, but they are now running out of water. They want
Goulburn-Murray Water and the minister to allow them
to increase their use of the bores from 75 per cent of
their allocation to 100 per cent. I urge the minister to
meet with them and discuss the issue. This proposal has
been rejected by Goulburn-Murray Water. This will kill
off the Campaspe area, which is already well and truly
on its knees. It is estimated that there are 2 million
megalitres of water in the underground system, and
only 14 000 megalitres have been allocated. Surely
there is enough there to allow farmers and irrigators to
go up to 100 per cent of their water allocation. I have
met with the Campaspe irrigators a number of times.
They have suffered at the hands of this government in
recent years and deserve better. They certainly deserve
a meeting with the minister as to their future.
In summary, I support the amendments to be moved by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. They will provide
fairness to land-holders, the right balance between the
rights of landowners and the need for government to
have procedures to acquire land.
I also take this opportunity to urge the government to
adopt Liberal policy to ensure that water for these
pipelines to Bendigo and Ballarat comes from
investment in water-saving infrastructure. That would
provide a win-win outcome — water for Bendigo,
protection for farmers, security for agricultural
production and security for rural communities. There is
a need to provide additional water for Bendigo. It can
come out of the Goulburn Murray system, and it can
come out of the Erskine pipeline. We need a
commitment not only to build the pipeline but also at
the same time to invest in water-saving infrastructure so
we are not simply taking water from irrigation farmers
but helping them save water. We need to secure water
for irrigation farmers, secure water for the Campaspe
irrigators who desperately need it and give water to
Bendigo, all at the same time.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This
broad-ranging and invasive legislation is unnecessary
and The Nationals are opposed to it. It is lazy policy,
and this legislation supports that lazy policy in the
appalling nature of its terms. It provides further powers
to the government on a basis that is simply unnecessary
to enable the government to do with regard to the
projects, the nature of which are referred to in the
course of the second-reading speech.
I might emphasise that this legislation has nothing to do
with the construction of the pipeline to Bendigo. The
proof of that is in the government’s own actions. Last
week we saw the unseemly activity of the Premier and
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Deputy Premier when they went to the region for the
purposes of starting the actual construction of the
pipeline project.
We also saw appalling conduct: people who wanted to
speak to the Deputy Premier were herded into a
temporary facility in a building on a construction site.
Then the camera panned and happened to catch the
Deputy Premier’s vehicle driving away. This piece of
film was featured across the television screens of
country Victorians, and I am sure it will live in their
memories for a long time.
The legislation is not necessary for that project, because
surely not even this government would have gone to
that region to go through the process of commencing
the project without having in place the appropriate
mechanisms for it to be built. If it were to have done
that, this government could be said to be so filled with
its own arrogance and that it regards this Parliament
with such absolute disdain because it was prepared to
go up to that region and commence this project — safe,
it would say, in that line of logic — in the knowledge
that the Parliament of Victoria would pass the
legislation which was necessary for the government to
proceed.
But surely not even this government has sunk to those
depths. Not even this government can be sufficiently
presumptuous to think that it can start a project of this
type of multimillion-dollar dimension and be prepared
to do it on the basis of the assumption that the
Parliament of Victoria would pass the legislation which
we are now debating. It is a pertinent point in relation to
what the upper house of this Parliament does. When
this legislation goes to the upper house, it will be
subject to a debate. It will be interesting to see the
commentary that will be made there.
In another context altogether, I have had occasion to
comment to the media that the changes that have been
made to the upper house were sought and driven by the
Premier. Now he is whingeing about some of the
outcomes that have arisen from the nature of those
changes that have been made. It may be said that we
have a true example of the old Chinese proverb ‘Be
very careful what you wish for’. We are going to see
this play out in other respects, perhaps in terms of this
legislation, because not even this government can
presume that this legislation will be passed to give it a
licence to go in, commence this project and see it
through. I say to you, Acting Speaker, and to members
of the house that this legislation is irrelevant to the
development of the project to which the second-reading
speech makes such broad references.
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There are other features of this bill that are
objectionable on its face. In one broad sweep the
government takes away the capacity of local
government to be involved in the planning aspects of
projects which are supposedly to occur in the context
that this legislation contemplates. Again, this is
absolutely unnecessary on two counts: the first is that if
the government has common decency, proper planning
and appropriate policy in place to be able to deal with
the local government sector to which it apparently pays
a lot of heed, then that sort of situation is unnecessary;
the second is that if you are not lazy about the way you
develop policy, and if you are on top of your game and
can see the necessity for these sorts of projects to be
developed, why is it necessary to have this awful
unseemly rush, which sees the implementation of the
provisions of this proposed legislation in the way that,
once again, it contemplates? Why should you need to
do this if you have the government of the day on top of
its game? Yet here we have it in this legislation.
The Minister for Planning has the capacity to override
the ability of local government to do what it should be
able to do — that is, to exercise its planning controls.
Apart from taking away the planning controls, the
government has the hide to say, ‘We are going to leave
you with the rest of the things that local government has
responsibility for, so you are still local government and
you are still going to be able to look after environment
protection, native flora and fauna, conservation,
Aboriginal cultural heritage, forests and national parks’.
Local government is still going to have all of those
responsibilities.
However, then the government says, ‘We are going to
take away your planning rights’. The sting is in the tail
because the second-reading speech goes on to say, ‘We
will leave all of that with local government. Local
government needs to take notice, mind you, that by the
very fact that an order in the nature of that
contemplated by this legislation has been made over the
signature of the Premier, of itself, should be an
indication to you, Local Government, that we want you
to get off your whatnot and to deal with our application
in relation to this particular project under all those
headings in a way that we, the government of the day,
think is appropriate’.
I say to members of the house that that is an appalling
thing for this government to do. How can it on the one
hand protest the fact that it is prepared to represent the
interests of local government in this state, to even
amend the constitution of the state of Victoria to
enhance the position of local government in this state;
but then on the other hand, and by the stroke of a pen,
wipe out the capacity of local government to be
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involved in this form of legislation? It is an absolute
disgrace.
That situation, bad as it is, is compounded by the
amendments in relation to the land acquisition and
compensation legislation. These are the famed personal
and private rights which the citizens of Victoria have
always believed they are entitled to; these are the rights
that are constitutionally enshrined; these are the rights
trumpeted by people like the now Deputy Premier and
the now Attorney-General of this state long before the
minister who now sits at the table, the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs, ever came into
this place. Many times did this chamber ring with the
protests of those two ministers in relation to the
removal of rights. How often did we hear them in here
when they stood up and talked about the need to protect
rights?
It is timely that the Deputy Premier has come into the
house while I am speaking. I am sure he is blushing,
and it is no wonder. It is an absolute embarrassment to
have it mentioned in his presence that all of those
speeches about the commentary on rights have all gone
out into the ether by the versions of this government as
encapsulated in this legislation. The government simply
does not need to do this. There is no need for all this to
happen. There is existing legislation on the books in a
variety of spheres which enables it to do everything that
needs to be done. The justifications within the
second-reading speech are absolutely specious.
Apart from anything else, there are the merits of the
totality of the project. Different speakers have spoken
about being able to make changes to delivery systems
that will achieve savings in those systems and about
being able to properly explore the Loddon deep lead,
the Campaspe deep lead and the other avenues that are
available to this government, which has been simply
too lazy or too disorganised, or both, to investigate
those sorts of options. They do not get a mention in the
legislation we have before us today.
There is reference in the second-reading speech to the
central region and what will be required for Ballarat. If
you look at the draft water strategy for the central
region, which was released in April last year and which
of course was apparently concluded after 18 months of
careful examination of what was necessary, you will
see there is only one thing missing — there is
absolutely no mention of pipelines! This latticework of
pipelines was developed only because this government
had got itself into a hole with an election impending
and was desperately trying to dig itself out of it.
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The end position is this: this legislation is simply not
necessary and should not be before the Parliament. It is
a disgrace, and The Nationals will oppose it.
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I am pleased to rise
to speak on the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill, which is important and
necessary and which delivers on this government’s
pre-election commitment to legislate to fast-track water
infrastructure projects. It is important to note that this
bill represents a crucial step in improving water security
for Victoria.
Over the course of this government’s time in office we
have seen the rolling out of many different initiatives
across both metropolitan Melbourne and regional
Victoria. It is worth spending a moment or two just to
highlight the way this government is effectively
addressing the water issues and the water crisis which
we face. After all, over the past decade we have seen
record low rainfall, particularly during the winter and
spring of last year, as well as record low inflows into
Victoria’s catchments, and all that has been having a
significant impact on our water storage levels.
Whether you come from a metropolitan area such as
Frankston or from regional and rural Victoria you can
appreciate as you drive around and visit various parts of
the state the absolute devastation this drought is
imposing on so many different people with so many
different livelihoods. If this pattern continues and
Victoria continues to experience the low rainfall and
low inflows it had in the year just gone, then the state’s
water levels and water supplies will be very seriously
threatened. That is why it was crucial to introduce this
legislation to fast-track some of those vital
infrastructure projects around the state.
What have we been doing about the problem across
Melbourne, for instance? We have been doing an
enormous amount, and I am very pleased and proud
that this government has overseen the most successful
water conservation effort of any state around the nation.
In fact in Melbourne alone there has been a 22 per cent
reduction in the amount of water used compared with
the 1990s, which represents a saving of more than
100 billion litres a year. We have seen the introduction
of a range of initiatives such as water rebates, which I
know many people in my electorate of Frankston have
been adopting. They have been doing their bit, putting
in water tanks and grey water diverters and all those
other things which are so important in reducing the
domestic use of water.
We have also seen industry make savings of 24 per cent
on a per capita basis since 1999–2000. We have seen a
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variety of recycling projects implemented, with more
on the way. We have seen a $160 million upgrade of
the western treatment plant, for instance, which has
helped to lift the recycling of water in Melbourne to its
current rate of 14 per cent, and we are on track to
recycle 20 per cent by 2010. We have also seen the
introduction of a third-pipe recycling scheme in
Cranbourne, near my electorate of Frankston, and of
course the government has recently mandated a
third-pipe area in Melbourne’s outer east which will
service 40 000 homes. We will see the eastern water
recycling project come to fruition as well as the
upgrade of the eastern treatment plant.
We have seen huge efforts in conservation, we have
seen a lot of initiatives in recycling and we have new
supplies coming on stream. The goldfields super-pipe
for Ballarat and Bendigo and other projects throughout
regional Victoria are having a positive effect as well.
This bill allows for the fast-tracking of critical water
projects which will secure our vital water supplies. It is
this government — the Bracks government — which is
planning ahead and protecting future water supplies by
introducing this legislation. It is absolutely crucial that
the legislation be supported by all members of the
chamber so that we are able to fast-track some of those
vitally important infrastructure projects. The bill will
facilitate the fast-tracking of projects that the state
considers to be significant by making the Minister for
Planning the responsible authority under the Planning
and Environment Act 1987. It will ensure that water
authorities have the necessary powers and functions to
build a water infrastructure project, but it is also
important to note that environmental and planning
approvals will still apply to critical water infrastructure
projects. All the processes covered by this bill can be
achieved under current legislation; however, they are
very time consuming.
As I said, the key purpose of this bill is to facilitate the
fast-tracking of vitally important water projects. The
types of projects which could be declared critical
infrastructure projects include the eastern treatment
plant recycling upgrade, which I mentioned just a
moment ago, the Murray–Goulburn interconnect, the
Leongatha water recycling project and the goldfields
super-pipe, as well as numerous other major water
recycling projects, interconnect projects, emergency
water supplies for rural towns and major irrigation
upgrades across the state.
This important bill builds upon a huge effort which has
been under way over several years to tackle the water
supply crisis. Over the past decade we have seen
critically low rainfall and water inflows. That is why we
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have been pursuing so many different projects and
initiatives, and that is why this bill is so important. You
need only look at some of the comments that have been
made about the things we have achieved so far to know
how important they are. The Australian Bureau of
Statistics noted in its national water conservation data,
as reported in the Age in late November of last year:
Victorian households have emerged as the most prudent water
users in Australia.

That is a very good endorsement of the efforts the
government has put into recycling projects. A Herald
Sun editorial on Our Water Our Future stated a few
years ago:
The state government’s blueprint for water reform has met
with broad approval from the environmental, farming and
welfare lobbies.

The commentary from people who actually know what
they are talking about — unlike the opposition — is
praiseworthy of the amount of effort that has gone into
these water recycling projects. This is an important and
very necessary bill. It will go a long way towards
fast-tracking some of the vital and crucial infrastructure
projects which are essential throughout the state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — I call
the honourable member for Murray Valley.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Evelyn also stood in her place,
and I raise the point of order with regard to the call you
have made. It is appropriate to point out that the Chair
cannot or should not presume which way members may
or may not vote on a particular bill until the vote is
actually taken. The Chair should not make any
presumptions about individual members, irrespective of
their party affiliations. We are elected as individual
members of Parliament, and individual members vote
on legislation as they see fit. Therefore I think that the
Chair, in making the call, should stick to the
time-honoured tradition of calling members from one
side of the house and then the other side, and in this
case the call should have gone to the member for
Evelyn.
Indeed, to complicate further the matters in this
particular situation, there are proposed amendments
before the house. It is presumptuous for the Chair to
assume that the amendments will be agreed to or not
agreed to by the Parliament or to assume what
individual parties or members may do as a result of
those amendments being agreed to or not agreed to by
the Parliament. Therefore, given this inability of the
Chair to presume before a vote is taken how members
will direct their vote — and particularly as that is
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further complicated by a series of proposed
amendments that may affect how members vote — it is
inappropriate for the Chair to presume how members
will vote and make a call in that manner.
In these circumstances, it is more appropriate for the
Chair to make the call on the basis of a member on one
side of the house and then a member on the other side
of the house. In that case, the call should go to the
member for Evelyn.
Mr Jasper — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is quite clear from rulings given in previous
times that where it is clear that one party is opposing
the proposed legislation and another party or other
parties are supporting the proposed legislation, there are
alternate speakers across the chamber. It was quite clear
when the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party spoke
that, although there are proposed amendments before
the house, the opposition will be supporting the
legislation.
As far as the house is concerned, the direction that has
been taken to date is quite supportable by rulings made
in this house previously. As far as members of The
Nationals are concerned, we are quite clear in opposing
the legislation. Every second speaker should be from
The Nationals because of the indication that members
of the government are, obviously, supporting the
passage of this legislation, as are members of the
Liberal Party.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I was listening to the debate in my room and heard the
point made that the opposition has proposed
amendments but will not oppose the bill. If you look at
Rulings from the Chair, you will see rulings given by
Acting Speaker Phillips and Acting Speaker Languiller
saying that where Independents alone were opposing
legislation, they got the opposing calls.
The procedure of the Parliament is that where a party
indicates that its members alone are opposing the
bill — and we have to take the word of the leaders of
the political parties on that, and if any member of a
political party is going to vote differently, they can
make that information available to the Chair and the
Chair will make the call differently — its members are
given the opposing call. I do not uphold the point of
order, and the member for Murray Valley has the call.
Dr Napthine — On a further point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask that you take up this matter with the
Speaker to have it further clarified, because I consider it
presumptuous of the Chair to assume which way
individual members may vote. The additional point I
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wish to make is that if this Parliament is to be seen as a
genuine place of debate where people can present their
views, listen to debate and make their decision on the
basis of that debate, then it is extremely presumptuous
of people to make an assumption.
It may be that, following a debate, parties or individuals
listening to a debate, which is fairly and rightly held in
this place, may alter their views as they have expressed
them earlier. Therefore it is totally inappropriate for the
Chair to presume the outcome of the debate before the
debate is even held. Therefore I ask you to have the
Speaker look at that ruling.
I take the point that the precedents to which you have
referred have been rulings made, with due respect, by
acting speakers who may not have had full knowledge
of the circumstances and the issues. It is a very
important issue, because I do not believe the Chair
would ever want to make a decision that implies that
debate in this Parliament is absolutely irrelevant to the
decisions of members about how they vote at the end of
a debate. The debate is important and critical, and it
ought to be upheld as the ultimate place where
members can express their views and at the end of it
make up their minds about which way they vote.
Mr Delahunty — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, standing orders provide that in a debate there
be a speaker for and one against the legislation. As you
have rightly pointed out, you have made your ruling
based on some rulings that have been made. The
member for South-West Coast has brought up a
relevant point about members wanting to change their
position on a bill. It may be worth considering the point
that, when a member is called, they have to declare
whether they are for or against a bill when they get up
to speak.
Dr Napthine — But you don’t do that!
Mr Delahunty — No, you don’t do that. At the end
of the day, in a debate the call is given to a speaker for,
and then one against. The only way to do that is to take
the lead from the lead speakers for each of the parties.
We have already gone through that step, and at this
stage the Liberal Party has indicated that it has
proposed amendments but is supporting the legislation.
At this stage The Nationals are the only ones who have
declared that they will be voting against the bill. Your
ruling is correct; but if you are going to review it, let us
look at other ways.
Mr K. Smith — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the presumption has been made by you and
the clerks that because our deputy leader said that the
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Liberal Party do not oppose the legislation, we will not
oppose it in general. The fact is that we have proposed
amendments to the legislation. On that basis it should
have been presumed that we believe those proposed
amendments could be accepted and when those were
made to the bill, then we would not oppose the
legislation, but that decision would not be made until
the end of the debate. The presumption has been made
that we will not oppose the legislation, whereas the fact
is that, if the amendments are not agreed to, it may well
be that we will oppose the legislation.
An honourable member — We’ve convinced you,
have we?
Mr K. Smith — No, what I am saying is that it is
not until a vote is taken that a decision would be made
by members of the Liberal Party on which way we will
vote. What has been raised by the member for
South-West Coast is correct: the call should be going
from one side of the chamber to the other, between
members of The Nationals and the Liberal Party
alternately on this side and then to members of the
Labor Party to be making their contributions to the
debate. The wrong presumption has been made. The
issue should be taken up. I ask that you change the
ruling you have made and alternate between members
of the Liberal Party and The Nationals when giving the
call to a speaker on this side.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I am happy to rule on the point of order raised by the
member for South-West Coast. On his particular
comments that there has been no direct ruling by a
Speaker, it may be of advantage to the operation of the
house that a ruling be made by the Speaker, because
ultimately that is the power of the house, so I will refer
the matter to the Speaker.
On the subject, I still believe that the ruling I made is
correct and that speakers will alternate between those
members who have indicated that they are opposed to
the bill, who at the moment are members of The
Nationals — and any other member who wishes to
come to me and indicate that they may vote against the
bill — and those who have indicated that they support
the bill. So I call the honourable member for Murray
Valley.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — Acting Speaker, I
accept the clarification and am pleased to be able to
make a contribution to debate on the legislation.
Mr K. Smith — On a further point of order, Acting
Speaker — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I apologise to the member for Murray Valley.
Mr K. Smith — The Liberal Party has proposed
amendments to the legislation, which means that we do
not support the legislation that is currently before the
house because we wish to change or amend the
legislation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Members do have a right to make a point of order, but
this issue has been well covered. The normal procedure
of the house is what we are following, so I will call the
honourable member for Murray Valley and if other
members wish to take this matter further, then they
should formally take it up with the Speaker.
Mr JASPER — I express my disappointment that
the member for Bass has taken some seconds off the
contribution that I will be making.
I want to support the comments made by the Deputy
Leader of The Nationals and the Leader of The
Nationals, indicating our opposition to the legislation
before the house. The legislation is an indictment of the
lack of action by the state Labor government since
coming to office in 1999. I accept the fact that there has
been some action taken by the government in terms of
water saving, water conservation devices and water
recycling. I think that there is no doubt that people
generally are very much aware of the importance of
water and of conserving water in their household usage.
Indeed we have the Premier and the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change making statements
on the reduction in water consumption in metropolitan
Melbourne — and the same is certainly very much the
case for those living in country Victoria.
One of the issues of great concern in talking about
water conservation measures is the action that the
government has taken in not allowing people who are
not in reticulated-water supply areas to access a subsidy
from the government when they install a water tank. If
you are in a reticulated-water area you can claim a
subsidy for installing a water tank, but if you are
outside, say, Wangaratta, and you are in a small area
that does not have a reticulated water supply, you
cannot access that grant. I believe that is a critical issue
and I challenge the members of the government that are
in the house at present to take this up with the water
minister and get it changed immediately, because the
response made by the minister in my representations to
him was that people outside water conservation areas
are used to conserving water so do not need to get the
subsidy, and people in the reticulated areas need to be
encouraged.
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I add that to my opening comments, because I think it is
important that we understand that, whilst there has been
action taken by the government to encourage people to
be conscious of the importance of water, it does not
take away the fact that there has been no major action
by the state government to look at extending or
increasing water storages across the state of Victoria
since 1999.
I read with great interest the minister’s second-reading
speech. If you take note of the words in that speech you
would think that the government would be very
conscious of the fact that they do need to be extending
water storages across country Victoria and that there do
need to be increased conservation measures in places
like Bendigo and Ballarat. I can advise the house that
the people in my electorate of Murray Valley are very
concerned about the suggestions by the state
government of water being taken out of the Murray and
Goulburn systems and being shot down to Ballarat and
Bendigo. There need to be some provisos to protect
people in those areas so they do not lose their water
rights and the access to water for irrigation, for town
supplies and for environmental flows.
It is interesting to look at the situation of water and
dams, and I will be coming back to dams because they
are tremendously important. What has been the great
saviour for people in north-eastern Victoria has been
Dartmouth Dam. The dam was built in 1981. It was
believed it would take nearly 10 years to fill, but it was
filled in four or five years or less. It has underpinned the
supply of water down through the Murray system,
together with some water down through the Snowy
system. In fact that dam is still holding about 25 per
cent of its capacity. It is a massive storage that has
underpinned the supply. The towns along the Murray
River are on only stage 1 water restrictions, with a
95 per cent water right for irrigators and people who
have access to irrigation supplies directly from the
Murray itself.
These are issues that the government needs to take into
account. Members should read the second-reading
speech that was presented by the minister. He said in
part:
This comprehensive plan sets out the actions that will be
taken to secure water supplies for homes, farms, businesses,
industry and the environment in the central region of Victoria
for the next 50 years.

What has the government been doing since 1999?
Apart from conservation measures and recycling, surely
there has been action taken to look at dams!
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We have a situation where we do not need this bill, as
pointed out by the Deputy Leader of The Nationals
when he spoke about the Tungamah stock and domestic
supplies within the electorate of Murray Valley. The
piping of that system has been undertaken without this
bill. It is a $20 million project, and it will save
approximately 5000 megalitres of water because of the
changes that have been made.
I am disappointed about where that water will be going,
and I am sure you understand where I am coming from
in saying that, Acting Speaker, because we need to keep
it in the system. The government has a lack of
understanding of water systems generally, and closing
down Lake Mokoan is a classic example of that, as the
member for Benalla will mention. It was built in 1971,
and it is a shallow storage that needs to be revisited.
There is no doubt that it has a large evaporation, but we
believe we could contain that storage. We could make it
deeper and more effective, and if there is a problem as
far as evaporation is concerned, we could use the water
in the storage first and ensure that it is used more
effectively.
I want to come back to the rural city of Wangaratta. We
are talking about the difficulties faced by the people of
Ballarat and Bendigo, but if members were to go up to
north-eastern Victoria and talk to the people who live in
the rural city of Wangaratta and ask them what they
think about these things, they would say they are on
stage 4 water restrictions up there. Why? Because the
water levels in Lake Buffalo and Lake William Hovell
are extremely low. They are two small water storages,
and in fact Lake Buffalo is almost down to its lowest
outlet. But they are looking to install pumps by the
middle of March so as to lift the dead water out of that
reservoir to underpin the stage 4 water restrictions in
Wangaratta.
Indeed, I have had contact from people below
Wangaratta who are saying to me that they currently
have no flow in the Ovens River. Lake Buffalo holds
about 24 000 megalitres, with the Hume Weir releasing
approximately 12 500 megalitres each day, so Lake
Buffalo holds only two days supply to the Murray
River system. Lake William Hovell holds about
14 000 megalitres — I say it holds only a cupful! — so
one can see the rural city of Wangaratta looking at
having a pipeline from Lake Buffalo down to
Wangaratta.
I support the concept of a study into this problem. But I
have said to the chief executive officer of the Rural City
of Wangaratta that it is not much good having a
pipeline if the bath at the other end has no water in it.
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We really need to look at extending Lake Buffalo and
Lake William Hovell. They need to be extended now.
More than 40 years ago the former Premier of Victoria,
Sir Henry Bolte, purchased all the land around Lake
Buffalo — in other words, the government owns the
land. In 1963 the Wangaratta Chronicle had banner
headlines saying that the second stage of Lake Buffalo
would be built. They had a cost estimate of what it
would be at that time, and indications were that the new
dam would hold well over a million megalitres of
water. If they had built it at that time, we would not
have the problems we have in the Ovens and King river
systems now, along with the problems in the rural city
of Wangaratta. Not only would we have overcome
those problems, but we would have had water to back
up the Murray River system through irrigation and
town supplies.
If one travels into Yarrawonga, one can see how
quickly the problem is growing. We have an increasing
population, which needs to be taken into account. If we
had taken these steps, we could have been in a position
to look at environmental flows as well.
The critical point as far as The Nationals are concerned
is that we do not need this legislation. What we need is
a government that is not attaching the rhetoric to the
second-reading notes but is taking action. We have seen
it with the Mallee pipeline, with the Tungamah stock
and domestic system being piped, and these are the
actions the government can take. We do not need this
legislation, and we are opposing it. We are not opposed
to trying to get greater efficiency into all the systems;
but we do need action from the government to be able
to extend storages such as Lake William Hovell and
Lake Buffalo to get more water into the system.
Somebody said to me, ‘What if it does not rain?’. I
believe as sure as night follows day that it is going to
rain, and when it does, we can fill those storages, hold
the water, use the water when it is required, and ensure
that we underpin the systems we have in the food bowls
of Australia — the Murray and Goulburn areas of
Victoria and New South Wales.
These are the critical issues, and while the government
thinks it needs this legislation, it gives the government
far too much power. We also have the difficulty of the
disallowances and the power given to the Premier and
the water minister, which we do not believe they really
need. The government should get on with the actions
which we have outlined and which we believe should
be implemented in this house.
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Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill. This bill extends the
government’s planning processes to facilitate critical
water infrastructure projects. It is a bill that gives the
government the power to call any project a critical
water infrastructure project, but without guidelines as to
what constitutes a critical project. It gives the
government blanket powers. It gives a water authority
the right to compulsorily acquire land, and under the
bill the Minister for Planning can become the water
authority. There are no parameters, and it is not subject
to review. It takes away the sanctity of private property,
and public processes can be dumped. It also removes
planning powers from local councils.
The bill was introduced by the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change, who, as the then
Minister for Planning, was in 1999 quoted by Hansard
as attacking the Kennett government, as usual. He said:
The government plans to put planning back into a framework
where councils and communities have a real and strategic say
in the way planning is done.

He further said that the Bracks government had a
commitment to:
… ensuring that proper planning takes place and that local
councils and communities have a proper say …

In a further quote, from 15 December 1999, he said the
government had implemented a key recommendation
of the Attorney-General:
… that ministerial intervention in planning should be open,
accountable and transparent.

Yet here we are debating a bill that takes away many of
these things he said he supported. The government
claims this bill is urgent, but it could have done this
infrastructure work a few years ago — but that would
have meant making decisions.
Before making a speech in the house we often refer to
Hansard. Having been away for four years, I thought I
should check what had been said about the drought, so I
typed the word ‘drought’ into the search engine with
the intention of seeing when the government became
aware of it. When I was still here in 2000 the word
‘drought’ was mentioned 27 times in Parliament; in
2001 it was mentioned 29 times; and in 2002 it was
mentioned 84 times. In 2003, when I was away, it was
mentioned 225 times; in 2004 it was mentioned
90 times; in 2005 it was mentioned 99 times; and in
2006 it was mentioned 109 times — a total of
663 times that the drought was mentioned in the
speeches made in this house in that time.
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Then I thought I should check how many times the
water minister had made references to the drought in
his speeches. In 2003 he made 6; in 2004 he made 4; in
2005 he made 5; and in 2006 he made 5 — that is,
20 references out of 663. It makes you wonder what the
government was doing. Was it not aware? For the
seven years since 1999 we have known there has been a
drought.
I know the dire straits that many country areas are in,
and I know that provincial cities such as Bendigo and
Ballarat are suffering. It was distressing to hear on the
radio while driving here this morning that Glenmaggie
is so low in water that irrigators will run out in about
12 days. My family in the country has lost stock and
crops. Many industries are being devastated. The
drought is affecting nurserymen, turf growers and
swimming pool suppliers. If stage 4 restrictions come
in, it will mean the end of the car-wash industry.
I have sat, as have so many members with country
electorates, and listened to distressed, hardworking
people who do not know where to turn. I have listened
to pensioners whose pride and joy — their gardens —
are dying before their eyes and heard about how they
are carrying buckets late at night.
But a lot of this — in fact, a large proportion — could
have been eased if the government had acted instead of
reviewing and looking into it, instead of endless
consultancies and advertising aimed at making the
government look good. Look at the name
‘super-pipe’ — I wonder how many focus group
meetings were held to get that name. I wonder how
much was spent on getting a name for this
infrastructure. The government has collected over
$2 billion in water dividends and taxes since 1999 but
has spent only half of it on water infrastructure, despite
knowing of the worsening drought.
The Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change did not seem very much aware of it, but the rest
of Victoria knew about it. Country people knew about it
and the people in Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong knew
about it. These funds should have been used on water
recycling collection, on the re-use of stormwater and on
developing new sources of water for Melbourne and
country Victoria.
In the second-reading speech the minister said:
If this trend of low rainfall and inflows continues through
autumn and winter … Victoria will be faced with extreme
conditions and challenges with many storages running out of
water.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The members for Melton and Macedon!

hastily introduced. Obviously the department has
concerns, because it flags in the second-reading speech
that it will require changes. The bill is being introduced
and being debated in this house, yet the government is
flagging that the legislation is going to require changes.
It is just more smoke and mirrors. It is more a case of
‘Look at me, look at me!’, and it is more a taking away
of rights in this nanny state.

Mrs FYFFE — For goodness sake, get moving and
actually do the work, do what the people of Victoria
want.

I support the amendments as circulated by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, and I am pleased to have
made a contribution on this bill.

The government uses the phrase ‘fast-track’. When
fast-track is linked with the Bracks government, one
can be forgiven for believing it is an oxymoron.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Before calling the honourable member for Rodney and
on the previous ruling, I refer members to page 427 of
May under the heading ‘Precedence in speaking’ which
indicates clearly that the subject of debate is not a
matter of party politics. It states:

But that is already happening; it has been happening for
quite a while. It is about time government members
woke up.
Honourable members interjecting.

Several members have quoted from a Herald Sun
article of 8 February, and I also would like to quote
from that article; in fact, I would like to read quite
extensively from it. It starts by saying:
Victoria’s two most senior politicians fled a handful of upset
farmers yesterday as a feel-good … opportunity went badly
wrong.

Does that not say everything about this government?
The article talks about the Premier and the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change taking part in
a media event. It says:
… eight local farmers who are threatening a legal stoush with
the government over the pipeline turned up, prompting
Mr Bracks and Mr Thwaites to get in their chauffeur-driven
cars and disappear in a hurry.

I am afraid I cannot be as kind as the Deputy Leader of
The Nationals when he suggested that perhaps they
were thirsty; I am just not as nice as he is. They just ran
away from the farmers who are being hurt by this
drought.
The article then tells us that:
… they waited inside, the minder told them the minister had
gone to make a phone call — while Mr Thwaites got in his
car and drove away.

Five members of Parliament turned up to pose for the
cameras — and the articles lists the Premier; the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change;
the Minister for Agriculture; the Minister for Skills,
Education Services and Employment; and a former
upper house minister, Candy Broad. The latter trio were
representing their electorates. Despite almost
outnumbering the farmers, not one of the members
would stay to talk to them.
There is no need for this legislation. The pipeline to
Bendigo could be built without it. This bill has been

… from those whom he adjudges to be supporters or
opponents of the question.

The Chair alternates between them. May also indicates
that the house would assist the Speaker in ensuring that
the names of those supporting or opposing be submitted
prior to the debate.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is with great concern
that I have to rise and oppose a bill such as this.
An honourable member — Bring back Noel!
Mr WELLER — Noel would have opposed this,
too. He was a great believer in the community having a
say and an input into government decisions. This bill
will take away the rights of the common person, so it is
with great concern that I get up and oppose this bill. It
will take away the rights of the community, and
consensus is what I have always believed in.
Victoria has a great history of consultation and process
on water decisions. Since the original Water Act of
1905 there has been great consultation over a time span,
which has allowed for debate within the community
before things have been forced on it. If we go back to
the 1964 formula for sharing water in Victoria, we see
there was a lot of debate back then before the formula
came in. For the first 40 acres you got 2 acre-feet per
acre, for the next 60 acres you got 1 acre-foot per acre,
and thereafter you got 1 acre-foot for every 6 acres.
That was the formula that was agreed to. After much
consultation the whole community supported that.
Even the Bracks government with its farm dams bill
had about two years of consultation. I remember I had
the privilege as an irrigator to chair meetings in
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Wangaratta and Ballarat. With much consultation with
the community and a great understanding of the issues
we managed to come up with a sensible resolution to
share and manage water in Victoria.
Then there was the Our Water Our Future initiative
where there was a green paper, a consultation process
and a lead time that we managed to go through. The
whole of the community was involved in the green
paper, and then the green paper became the white
paper. I must admit that in all the time that process for
Our Water Our Future took — I was involved at the
time, and it took two years — there were many
meetings around the state from Gippsland to Mildura to
Corryong to Warrnambool. I went to meetings with
farmers who spoke about their concerns about the white
paper. We had to work to get it right for the farmers,
and we went around to a massive number of meetings.
There was nothing to do with these critical water
infrastructure things. No-one said that part of our future
would involve a pipeline being built to take water from
one system to another, which I must admit is contrary
to other policies. We were actually taking water from
the Snowy into the Murray, and now we have to put it
back into the Snowy.
This will be a missed opportunity. If the first pipeline
the government is building is a precedent for what is
going to happen, it is a big missed opportunity for
Victoria. With the pipeline being built to take water
from the Goulburn system to Bendigo there is a great
opportunity to have a three-way win — a win for the
environment, a win for the farmers and a win for the
people of Bendigo. Because it has been rushed through
with no consultation, the farmers have missed out on
getting upgraded infrastructure with better channels,
better bridges and better regulators for a more efficient
irrigation system. We have missed the opportunity
there. This state could have done that at no extra cost to
the state. With Coliban Water paying $2000 a
megalitre, under the national water initiative we could
get matching funding from the federal government and
all of a sudden we would have $4000 and any amount
of savings from the infrastructure. You do not need to
buy it from farmers and take it away from productive
use.
Also there is a big loss to the environment with this.
There was a great opportunity. I have been involved in
trying to save the northern districts from the salinity
problem for nearly 46 years. The salinity problem in the
north has been caused to some degree by leaking
channels. Here was an opportunity to plastic-line and
pipe and solve our environmental problem. It is another
missed opportunity. If we were to support this bill,
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Victoria would become the state of missed
opportunities.
How can we support critical infrastructure bills if there
is never going to be fiscal responsibility? There will be
massive blow-outs — for example, in relation to this
pipeline the government has said to farmers that it is
going to take the land off them to put in the pipeline.
That is fair enough. The government should speak to
them, but because it is so rushed it does not know
where the pipeline is going to go on the farmers’ land.
Indeed, we have a farm with the latest irrigation
techniques, where the farmer has invested $4000 a
hectare in the latest tape irrigation, which is the most
efficient way of using water. The pipeline could go
straight through the middle of it and the compensation
cost to the farmer would be massive. That farmer will
have to be reimbursed $4000 a hectare because he will
have to put in that system. You cannot go through the
middle of it without putting in a whole lot of new pipes,
because if you put the joiners in, there will be soft spots
which can separate, causing leaks. A whole new system
will need to be put in, and it will be quite an expensive
operation. There is no way known that the government
can budget when it rushes these things through. There
needs to be a lead time so that all of these issues can be
addressed and proper pricing can be got.
This government has also missed the opportunity
arising from the 2002 bushfires. In his report Bruce
Esplin says we need to use local knowledge more. If we
are going to give the powers to the Premier, the
Treasurer and the minister, we will take away the rights
of people with local knowledge. We have learnt
nothing from the bushfires if we support this bill and
take away the use of local knowledge and consultation
with local people.
We are told that we need this legislation to build
pipelines. The Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is being built.
Also, a pipeline is being built in my electorate to re-use
the water from the Echuca sewage farm. Water is
pumped 12 kilometres along a pipeline and farmers use
it to create export dollars. The water is used to irrigate
pastures, where dairy cows consume it. It then goes out
through the port of Melbourne to create export dollars
and jobs. If we rush this through, those opportunities
will not exist. The project took two to three years of
consultation with the community to get it right and in
the right spot.
There is a lack of planning. If the government pushes
this through and takes away the powers, Victoria will
miss out in three areas: it will lose the economic output
from the state because it will not get the best value from
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the water and the best opportunities to save further
water. There will be social consequences for taking
productive water out of areas if you rush things
through, instead of saving water and just going to the
market and buying, and there is the environmental
disaster that we are ignoring by not taking the
opportunity to upgrade the infrastructure of the
irrigation works. I ask members to oppose the bill.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It is said that we have
rushed this bill through. What nonsense! Everybody
knows that for the past 10 years we have been subject
to a record-breaking drought — if you would like to
call it that; there is no doubt about that. I am glad the
member for Eltham is in the house because he will
remember that back in 1999 when he was my campaign
manager, I campaigned on water. The previous Liberal
Party member denied there was a problem with water.
So the Liberal Party did not see it coming 10 years ago
or in 1999, and it is still saying it is a recent
phenomenon. What a lot of nonsense!
We know we have to improve the security of Victoria’s
water supply, and a number of significant infrastructure
projects are being constructed. There is the goldfields
super-pipe, which will connect Bendigo and Ballarat to
the Goulburn system, and there are major pipe
augmentations. But there are also other things. We are
fast-tracking this bill. We need to fast-track these
projects because we are going through a time that we
have never been through before in the history of this
state’s records. We will fast-track those projects but we
need this legislation to do it. We need the planning
approval.
We may require environmental protection — and we do
need to protect the environment. Labor is the party for
the environment; there is no doubt about that. Labour is
the party that cares about the environment, and the
people of Victoria recognised that in November last
year. I will not call these projects major projects, but
they are major infrastructure projects, and we need to
look at augmenting the Melbourne system. We need to
look at a salt-reduction plant at the western treatment
plant. We may need to look at recycling at the Shell
refinery.
I do not want this water debate to be seen, as some
people would have it, as a city-country divide or a
householders-versus-industry divide. It is not. The
whole state is undergoing the 10-year drought. It is not
just a drought in the country, and it is not just a drought
in the city. It is not just industry, and it is not just
householders. We all need to play our part to preserve
water, and we are all doing that at the moment, but we
also need these big infrastructure projects to secure
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water for the future. It is not going to magically rain
tomorrow so the whole thing goes away. We need
many years of average steady rain to refill our dams,
but knowing that we live on the driest continent on
earth we also know that we need to preserve our water
better. We need to recycle our water better.
These big projects need to be done. I call on the federal
government to put its hand in its pocket to make these
projects happen in the short term. There are some towns
that need emergency water supplies at the moment.
That is part of this bill. You might ask, ‘How will a
project be declared a critical project?’. This project is
time critical. The greatest saving of time is likely to be
where land is to be acquired. It must be reserved in a
planning instrument for public purposes, so we will do
that.
I am supporting this bill. I am not supporting the
amendments at all, but I am coming out and saying
what I am doing. The Nationals have said they are
opposing it, but I wish others would be clear about what
they are doing. We heard about smoke and mirrors.
This is the greatest case of smoke and mirrors that the
Liberal Party has put up yet. It is saying it will support
it but that it will put all these amendments forward.
Then it will say, ‘We cannot support it’.
We have two other big projects. One is the Tarago
reconnection — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — This bill will facilitate the
fast-tracking of the projects by making the Minister for
Planning in the other place the responsible authority
under the Planning and Environment Act for the critical
project area, ensuring that the water authorities facilitate
a critical project and have the necessary functions and
powers to deliver the project and to provide an
exemption where land is to be acquired under the Land
Acquisition and Compensation Act. This bill is a major
step in improving our water supply.
In his second-reading speech the minister foreshadowed
that there needs to be a review of the current planning
and environment approval processes that would be
carried out, so it may lead to further legislative change.
I ask members on the opposite side to reflect on what
they are doing.
I heard the current member for Rodney talk about the
previous member for Rodney. I know what the previous
member for Rodney would have done. He would have
weighed up what was good for his community; he
would not have just blindly followed. He was a
reasonable, thoughtful man — —
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An honourable member interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — And he still is, indeed. He would
have weighed up what was good for the people of
Rodney and why he was appointed to this house. He
would have broken ranks with members opposite and
put his hand up for this bill — that is very clear. He was
an honourable man and would have put his hand up.
This is a good bill. It will help to ensure that we have
supplies of water in the future. But, as I have stated,
back in 1999 the Liberals still had their heads in the
sand about water. They said that it was not going to be
a problem and that it would eventually rain, and that
seems to be where they are going at this time. As I said,
I am supporting this bill and opposing the amendments.
It is good legislation and good for Victoria. I close my
contribution with the people of Victoria in mind, and
that is why I am supporting this bill.
Sitting suspended 6.26 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill. We are told that the
purpose of this legislation is to amend the Water Act
1989 to facilitate critical infrastructure projects. The
Nationals will be opposing this legislation. As we have
heard a number of speakers say, and as the member for
Swan Hill said, we do not really need this legislation to
provide or fast-track infrastructure projects. While we
understand that the second-reading speech mentions the
Bendigo and Ballarat pipelines, this legislation is in fact
not needed to construct those pipelines, and a number
of speakers have spoken about that.
I have a couple of media releases from the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change. I would like
to read into Hansard from one dated Monday,
28 August, last year to prove that it is the minister
himself who is saying that we do not need this
legislation and that in fact the pipelines are being built
and are going ahead as we speak. Under the heading
‘Bendigo tenders this week’, it reads:
Mr Thwaites said tenders for supply of pipes for the Waranga
to Eppalock pipeline would be advertised this week and close
by the end of September, with deliveries expected by early
next year despite the high demand for pipes around Australia.
‘Negotiations with landowners are well advanced and
construction work is expected to commence in January next
year’, Mr Thwaites said.
‘This will ensure that the pipe is connected to enable water
supply from the Goulburn Murray system prior to the summer
of 2007–08’.

It goes on to say:
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‘Advertising for a contractor will start next month with
tenders closing and contracts awarded in October …

The media release quotes Mr Thwaites talking about
the planning issues:
‘Planning issues have been worked through more quickly
than would normally be the case through a high priority being
put on the project by a range of agencies including state
government departments, the City of Greater Bendigo, the
Shire of Campaspe and North Central and Goulburn Broken
catchment authorities.
…
‘Work to acquire easements and consult with land-holders has
already been undertaken.
…
‘The preferred option for the pipeline route has been selected,
the design and specifications for pipes and pumps has been
established and [a] formal implementation process will begin
as soon as possible’, Mr Thwaites said.

The media release goes on to say:
The 45-kilometre underground pipeline will link the
Campaspe and Goulburn river systems via a route from
Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock.

That shows very strongly that the need for this
legislation is not there, if it is just to facilitate the
pipeline.
It was interesting that two days later, on 30 August
2006, the minister issued a press release under the
heading ‘New pipeline proposal could link Ballarat to
Goulburn Murray system’:
Water minister John Thwaites today announced that a new
pipeline proposal was being considered to boost Ballarat’s
water supply by up to 18 billion litres a year.
Mr Thwaites told Ballarat business leaders last night that the
Bracks government was considering connecting Ballarat to
the Goulburn Murray system.
…
A crucial part of securing Ballarat’s water future is to source a
large amount of new water to meet population growth and
climate change.

I think that shows that the reason for this legislation,
which is said to fast-track and to facilitate critical
infrastructure, is really a farce. It is all spin by this
government to prove that it has done something. It has
sat on its hands while Victoria has dried up because of
the low rainfall. It has literally done nothing to help
alleviate the problems not just in Ballarat and Bendigo
but in Shepparton and across all Victoria. At the
moment we are all having to deal with low allocations
and the sorts of things that make everybody anxious,
because people are not able to use the water they need,
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whether it is to water their gardens or for businesses
and urban use.
The irrigators in the Goulburn system are also feeling
the brunt of low infalls into the storages.
Goulburn-Murray Water has allocated 24 per cent of
irrigation rights, but irrigators are paying for 100 per
cent of that water. In what other business anywhere
would you expect to pay for 100 per cent but get a mere
quarter of that? No other business would do it. It is little
wonder the irrigators are feeling very anxious and very
angry. They are also paying huge amounts of money
for 1 megalitre of water. Before Christmas we were
almost up to $1000 for a megalitre of water. This is
absolutely outrageous.
My community is already hurting and is very angry
about some of the decisions taken. The Minister for
Mental Health, during question time this afternoon,
talked about the impacts on communities in
drought-affected areas. Some of those impacts are
depression and anxiety, and those sorts of things. I have
met with a number of organisations and stake-holders
in the Shepparton district who deal with these people.
We are certainly feeling those effects in the Shepparton
district. We ask the government to give support
wherever it can. Not only has Shepparton had a drought
since 2002, it has also had the worst hail on record, the
worst frost on record, and now Shepparton is dealing
with all of those other issues caused by the lack of
water.
I have attended a number of forums run by the
government, and I commend the government for doing
that. The Department of Primary Industries has held
forums to talk to farmers about what is happening out
there and is trying to help alleviate some of the anxiety,
but the only thing that can help our farmers and
irrigators is more rainfall.
The government should have supported Bendigo and
Ballarat and other areas in Victoria while they were
running out of water. The government has let them
down. It has literally sat on its hands and let these
communities down. It could have helped Bendigo and
Ballarat secure water. It could have done things like we
have been doing in the Goulburn system for many
years. The initiatives include piping ineffective
channels. It could include plastic lining of channels,
which would fix the leaks, stop the seepage and
alleviate the evaporation, and, as the member for
Lowan said, that would have saved a lot of water that
they could have used.
The government’s only answer is to rob one
community with a minimal water supply and take it to
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another community that has very little water supply as
well. The government should be condemned for the
lack of work it has done with these communities.
The water minister came to Shepparton last year and
funded a lining for a channel; I think he contributed
about $40 000 to that lining. He did not mention that he
was going to be asking for Goulburn water to go to
Ballarat. Later on in the day he went to Ballarat and
spoke to the Ballarat community. He announced the
pipeline. We think it was very cowardly of the minister
to not allow the community on the Goulburn system to
know what was happening to the water in the Goulburn
system and the water going to Bendigo and Ballarat.
This government has let down the people of Bendigo,
who face severe water restrictions, and it continues to
allow that to happen.
A number of other issues in this bill cause The
Nationals great concern. One of them is that it gives
more power to the Premier to determine which
infrastructure projects are to be declared, after
consultation with the water minister, the Treasurer and
the Minister for Planning. There is also the fact that the
Premier could include environmental projects in this
issue as well, which would actually bypass the
community. The Minister for Planning, not the local
councils, will be making planning decisions in relation
to a project area.
I understand the City of Greater Shepparton councillors
were not even aware of this issue. They were not even
consulted on this legislation. So much for the
government allowing local government to be put into
the constitution as the third tier of government. There
was lack of consultation over many years, with the
Minister for Planning not talking to people at the
grassroots level and not talking to councils. Now we are
expected to give the Minister for Planning the power to
plan what is happening in our areas!
The second-reading speech states:
… a water authority responsible for a critical water
infrastructure project will be able to commence the formal
process of acquiring land compulsorily without having to
arrange for the relevant planning scheme to be amended to
apply the public acquisition overlay to that land.

This is outrageous. There already is a formal process
under the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act
1986. This government is trying to sidestep that process
and to take it away from the community. A private
land-holder will no longer have a right of appeal or a
right to appropriate compensation. The minister for
water stands condemned for not allowing those
communities to have some say in where the pipeline is
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going to go and to be consulted about their land. We
see this happening time and again with this
government.
The Nationals do not support this legislation, because it
is not needed to facilitate critical infrastructure projects.
It is all about spin and smoke and mirrors, as a number
of speakers have said. It has been introduced just so the
government can say it is doing something.
Unfortunately this government has let the community
of Victoria down, particularly those people living in
country Victoria.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am very pleased to
speak on the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill. I will just go through the
technical aspects of the bill and then comment on some
of the background to it. The bill will facilitate the
fast-tracking of water projects that the state considers to
be of significant importance and make the Minister for
Planning the responsible authority under the Planning
and Environment Act 1987. It will ensure that water
authorities have the necessary powers and functions to
build a water infrastructure project. It will provide an
exemption from the requirement under the Land
Acquisition and Compensation Act for land to be first
reserved under a local planning instrument. Critical
projects will be declared by the Premier on request
from the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change after consultation with the Minister for
Planning and the Treasurer, and environmental and
planning approvals will still apply to critical water
projects.
This legislation comes after 10 years of drought in
Victoria. The failure of rain over the winter and spring
of 2006 has further exacerbated the critical water
situation that we now face. As I said, this bill will
facilitate the fast-tracking of major water projects. I am
particularly interested in the major projects that are
likely to be covered by this legislation — and I have a
list of them.
The projects that I will list are currently in the
feasibility, business case or early approval stages, and
an assessment as to each project’s suitability for being
declared critical has not yet been undertaken, but they
include — and I am particularly interested in one of
them — the Melbourne system augmentations for
desalination; the Geelong system augmentations for
groundwater and aquifer water; the salt reduction plant
at the western treatment plant; the water recycling plant
at Shell refinery; the eastern treatment plant upgrade;
the Murray–Goulburn interconnect; the Lake Boga
upgrade; the Campaspe–Waranga interconnect; the
Leongatha water recycling project; the Sunraysia
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infrastructure upgrade; and the Werribee irrigation
district pipelining. A lot of these projects are in country
areas. I am not a country member, and I do not live in
the country, but I understand the terrible situation that
country communities find themselves in at the moment
after 10 years of drought.
I am particularly interested in the eastern treatment
plant upgrade, which is at Carrum, close to my
electorate. The investigation is going on at the moment,
and the upgrade has the potential to have a major
impact on water in our state. It is my understanding that
this investigation will look at upgrading the recycled
water to a much higher level so that it can go to the
Latrobe Valley, which will also have a beneficial effect
on the Gunnamatta outfall. I might have my numbers
wrong, but that will save up to 25 per cent of the
drinking water for the state. Large amounts of water are
used in power production in the Latrobe Valley. That
upgrade has the potential to make a great improvement
to our state’s water situation. I will be following that
investigation with particular interest.
The government is currently undertaking a
three-pronged approach to the provision of water in
Victoria through conservation, recycling and new
supplies. Measures are being undertaken or looked at
for the future to impact on all of those areas of water
provision. Melburnians have saved 22 per cent on their
water use compared to the 1990s already, and over
140 000 rebates have been claimed on water-saving
products. Also the $1000 rebate on water tanks came in
on 1 January.
As I move around my electorate there is only one topic
of conversation that my constituents want to talk to me
about at the moment — that is, water. Water
conservation is on the top of everyone’s minds and
everyone wants to do their bit to help out. They want to
save water and look at ways of improving the water
supply in Victoria. The government has provided many
ways for the public to be involved in and help with that,
and many households have changed entirely the way
that they use water. These major projects are big capital
projects, and they will have a large impact on the
provision of water for Victoria.
I have been in the chamber listening with interest to the
debate on this legislation. I have heard many points of
view, and I am surprised that The Nationals are
opposing this legislation. I would like to read out some
comments published in the Warracknabeal Herald of
Friday, 2 February:
‘Victoria has a pre-eminent position in water administration
within Australia’, Mr Ryan said.
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Also:
Nationals spokesperson for the Murray River, Peter Walsh,
echoed Mr Ryan’s —

words. It continues:
‘Communities on the Victorian side of the Murray River have
flourished through conservative management of water
allocations’, Mr Walsh said.
‘Extensive permanent plantings in the horticulture industry
and world-class dairy industry have been able to develop as a
result of a consistent and stable approach to water
management by Victorians, for Victorians’, he said.

That is recognition of the efficiency and the approach
taken by the government up to this point.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms MUNT — We will be continuing to govern for
all Victorians and putting in place all the water
measures that are necessary to ensure the supply of
water for Victorians. As I said before, I am pleased to
speak in support of the bill. It is another good bill for
water and environment in the state of Victoria. I
commend the bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Projects)
Bill. I reaffirm that The Nationals oppose the bill for the
reasons that were outlined by previous Nationals
speakers. Firstly, there is already the ability to do what
is necessary to achieve water savings and infrastructure
projects within existing legislation. Secondly, I have a
concern that if the power is given to the minister to
make these decisions, then we will have a high risk of
repeating more bad decisions. Thirdly, I have a problem
with the focus in the second-reading speech on securing
water to central Victoria with little mention about the
rest of Victoria. As previous speakers, including those
on the government side, have acknowledged, northern
Victoria particularly is in the grip of a severe drought.
In relation to the ability to implement major infrastructure
projects, as previous speakers have indicated we have two
clear examples: the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline and the
Tungamah pipeline, which is in the electorate of Benalla.
Those projects have been implemented, but sometimes
not with the full support of land-holders involved in
having the pipeline go through their places. However, the
powers exist to allow the pipeline to proceed and achieve
water savings that are to the benefit of everyone.
In relation to vesting the power in the minister to make
these decisions, I sought comment from my
constituents. At least two who replied outlined their
concerns about the apparent absence in this legislation
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of normal checks and balances and the presumption that
if the decision were made by the minister, it would be
done properly. Max Richards, who has a long history of
working on water and infrastructure projects in the
Benalla area, expressed those concerns. Another person
in the Benalla area, Mike Burston, also expressed those
concerns. He expressed an underlying concern by
writing:
My dealings with —

in this case —
the local CMA a few years ago … and the DSE … make me
wary of the ‘public sector —

or the government —
knows best’ attitude. Seems to me they can be judge, jury and
executioner without any balances.

There are underlying concerns in the electorate about
what this legislation intends to do.
I also have a concern about what appears to be an
underlying principle — that is, a quick decision is a
good decision. That is not necessarily so.
In September last year an article about water appeared
in the Herald Sun. At that time the minister had been in
government for seven years and had been the then
Minister for Water for over four years. The minister is
quoted as having said that the sound of rain on his roof
is music to his ears.
Wake up, Australia! Anyone in country Victoria or
country Australia appreciates what the sound of water
on the roof means. For the minister to have been the
water minister for four years and to have come to that
conclusion just six months ago is a frightening
revelation of his lack of contact with country Victoria
and how serious the situation is out there.
Also there is a concern that the current government,
even if given plenty of time and the opportunity to
supposedly consult with the community, still has a track
record of making some appallingly bad decisions. We
only need to look at the toxic dump fiasco. First of all it
was proposed that Baddaginnie-Violet Town be a
potential site, along with Tiega and Pittong. There was
a public outcry and a very wearing campaign on the
part of the local people. There is still damage out there.
I say to the government that two families in my area are
still affected; a partner in each of those families is not
able to front up to a normal day’s activity. They are still
knocked around by the pain inflicted by this
government and its appalling decision-making process
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and appalling lack of respect and contempt for the
rights of individuals in country Victoria.
Just recently we had a situation where, as a result of an
amazing campaign in north-west Victoria, another
potentially appalling decision was overturned, which
was due in no small part to the member for Mildura. I
congratulate the member for Mildura, along with the
whole community in the north-west, for forcing the
government to apply some common sense to what was
a foolhardy decision.
I am also concerned about the focus in the
second-reading speech on central Victoria. In part it
says:
This project was announced as part of the government’s
sustainable water strategy for the central region. This
comprehensive plan sets out the actions that will be taken to
secure water supplies for homes, farms, businesses, industry
and the environment in the central region of Victoria for the
next 50 years.

I want to tell this government that things are also a bit
tough in northern Victoria.
Only two weeks ago in the Border Mail North East
Water’s projections for water demand in major towns in
north-east Victoria were identified. Towns such as
Benalla, Mansfield, Bright, Euroa and Violet Town
were all identified as communities that were going to
have a severe water shortage within the next 30 to
50 years.
Those water shortages are actually occurring now.
Those towns are on stage 4 restrictions, and often it is
due to the inadequacy or non-existence of appropriate
infrastructure. Mansfield has a duck pond as its water
supply. Bright does not have a storage; it relies on daily
flows in the Ovens River to meet its water requirement.
Bright, a community that has up to 30 000 visitors in
the autumn, relies on the continuation of the flow in the
Ovens River — not great planning by the current
government. Euroa and Violet Town have an issue with
their water storages being too small, and Benalla is also
under pressure water wise. As a representative of North
East Water simply said at a recent drought meeting in
Benalla to address the issues of water supply to Benalla
over the next few months, ‘Thank God for Lake
Mokoan’.
There are solutions. Significant funding is required to
go into water storage projects throughout country
Victoria, as the member for Murray Valley has
indicated. There is the opportunity to expand Lake
Buffalo. There is no need for the minister to take a lot
of action; the groundwork has been done. What is
required is the updating of the costings and the
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implementation of the project. It is not rocket science, it
is not difficult; it just needs to be done. Equally Lake
William Hovell is in the same situation. I should say
that Lake William Hovell and Lake Buffalo supply
water to an area which is under enormous pressure
because of the current drought. It has had severe frosts,
it has had the water finish up and it has had the tobacco
industry close down, and most recently the grape
growers have unfortunately had a major problem with
smoke from the 2006–07 bushfires impacting on the
quality of their grapes.
We have major problems in northern Victoria. One of
the ways of addressing them is for the government to
give people a glimmer of hope and say that it will
proceed with increasing water storage capacity there,
for the benefit of not just the locals but also the
environment and downstream communities. Equally,
there is a need to put significant water storages into
Bright, Mansfield and Euroa. From the point of view of
servicing Benalla, the water storage capacities of Lake
Nillahcootie and Lake Mokoan need to be taken into
consideration in relation to the future of Lake Mokoan.
The Nationals are seeking a common-sense approach to
government; we are seeking justice for all. We want
things like this policy and the tank rebate, which have
been mentioned by previous speakers, to apply to all
Victorians, and not just those on reticulated water
supplies. We want the cost of water to be reasonable.
We do not want a situation like that in Euroa, where the
cost has exploded massively as Goulburn Valley Water
has to cart water to supply it. We want a common-sense
approach to the management and implementation of the
farm dams legislation, and we want a fair and
reasonable approach.
The existing legislation enables the implementation of
these infrastructure projects. I have questioned the
judgement of the minister of the day and his ability to
make the right decisions. I have a concern about the
neglect of all of country Victoria.
In closing, I call upon the government to live up to its
promise to all Victorians: to govern for all Victorians
and to make Victoria — including country Victoria —
a great place to live, work and raise a family.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Is it not amazing that the
government has only just discovered that there is a
drought? It has hit the panic buttons and is asking,
‘What are we going to do?’, so it has brought in a piece
of legislation like this. It is amazing what an election
can do to make a government focus a bit of its attention
on the problems across the state. This lazy, do-nothing
government — and it is the Bracks government which
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is lazy — has been caught out over its lack of action
and lack of planning for the future. The state has been
caught in this extended dry condition for seven years —
and what has been done? Very little has been done.
The minister thought that bringing in some water
restrictions for people to follow was going to solve the
problem. There was a lot of talk. There were his white
paper and green paper. That is all there was — he used
up water to create the paper to print his reports on.
What has actually been done and what has this
government done? It has done very little as far as
addressing the water shortage problem is concerned —
and it is causing great anxiety for the affected people
across Victoria. Because the government has not
previously been prepared to address the problem, it has
now brought into this house the Water Amendment
(Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill — which is
seven years too late — to try to show the people of
Victoria that it is doing something. I say to the
government that this is too little, too late. This
legislation is unnecessary, and the power that it
provides is already in place. The government could
have started on all of these projects without the passage
of this legislation.
The second-reading speech refers to the goldfields
pipeline, which will connect Ballarat and Bendigo to
the Goulburn system. I want to get the factual history of
this issue straight on the record. It was the Liberal Party
that proposed connecting Bendigo to the Goulburn
system, not the socialist Bracks government. It did not
support — —
Mr Lupton interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — There are also the commos there
that we now know of. The government was not
interested in doing any of that until we came up with
the idea and it had to focus on doing something. We did
not support the connection of Bendigo to Ballarat,
because we believed that there were more effective and
efficient ways in the short term and in the long term to
deliver water to Ballarat. The government has ignored
that and said, ‘We are going for this so-called big
picture and the big cost’. You can bet your life that the
only way the government is going to pay for it is by
going on its hands and knees to the federal government
to try to get some money.
Now we have all-embracing legislation that will give
the Premier the power to decide on the
recommendation of the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change whether any project
is critical water infrastructure. We have to remember
that this minister for water is a failed former Minister
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for Health. He absolutely bagged the Kennett
government about health problems and did nothing
while he was the Minister for Health, apart from
exacerbating the problem and making it far worse than
it had been. He is also a failed former Minister for
Planning. When he was the Minister for Planning he
was absolutely hopeless on planning. Then the
government made him Minister for Water. He has also
been a disgrace as a minister for water. It was said
before that he did not know until some months ago that
people were actually short of water.
I can tell members that six months ago on Phillip Island
we were on stage 4 restrictions. We could not water our
gardens or wash our cars. We do not want visitors to
come down unless they can bring a carton of water with
them, because we are desperately short of water — we
are down to a storage capacity of about 22 per cent. But
we are still happy to have people come down, visit us
and enjoy themselves. I can tell you, Deputy Speaker,
that it has not been easy. Our garden has been dying. I
have put pipes around my garden, and we have
connected the washing machine to them. We have been
carting buckets of water around to water our plants to
try to conserve water.
The people in Melbourne have not been doing those
things. They do not know what the problem is — and
half of the commos on the other side of the house also
are not aware of what the problem is. They are living in
an unreal world, with nothing worse than stage 3
restrictions. Let me tell you, Deputy Speaker, that when
the time comes for people to go to stage 4 restrictions,
they will know what the problems are. They will know
what it is like when their trees start to die. They will
know just how bad it is when they are not game enough
to stand under their showers for about 5 minutes. When
you have a lot of body to wash, like I do, it takes a little
bit more than 5 minutes to wash it. But I put a bucket
between my legs to catch as much water as I can — and
I can tell members it is not a pretty sight.
We have been prepared to face up to the fact that we
have a shortage of water. The minister — who should
be sitting here listening to this debate about the
problems with this issue — did not realise until six
months ago that there was a shortage of water. The
minister has been a failure in everything he has done up
to date in addressing problems to do with water. There
are poor, suffering, thirsty people right across rural and
regional Victoria who would love to have water to use
on watering the garden or having a decent shower,
which they would consider to be wasting water.
This government is once again going to devalue local
government right across Victoria because it is talking

WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS) BILL
Tuesday, 13 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

about taking away the planning powers of local people
to have some input into the decisions that are being
made. This applies particularly to farmers and what is
going to run across or under their land. The minister is
going to be able to step in and declare these areas as
critical water infrastructure areas. He is just going to be
able to make the decision and there will be machines
running through properties across Victoria, if this
government could get off its butt long enough to sign
some tenders and get things happening, but I do not
know it is actually able to do that sort of thing.
It is interesting to read page 2 of the minister’s
three-page second-reading speech which states:
Water authorities will still need to obtain the usual approvals
concerning environment protection, native flora and fauna
conservation, Aboriginal cultural heritage, forests and
national parks.

I can tell you, Deputy Speaker, that we have a pathway
to be built in the area near Inverloch that has been held
up because the local Aboriginal tribes — and I call
them that because there are two of them — are fighting
about who has the right to declare something an
Aboriginal area and what that bone or shell might have
represented. It has taken 18 months to build a
pathway — not a house or a big building, just a
pathway that people can use. I am going to be interested
to see how this government is going to force people to
make a decision to allow the government to put in
critical water infrastructure projects in double-quick
time. They will be able to use their people and the
greenies in the area. You cannot touch the trees down
there, you cannot do this and you cannot do that.
Projects will be held up, which will make it difficult for
the government; but the government does not care
because the minister does not actually realise there is a
drought in the state of Victoria. It is time he realised
that there is a drought in this state and did something
about it.
This minister has a track record. Not that long ago — I
am talking two and a half to three years ago — I
worked with vegie growers in the south-eastern suburbs
of Melbourne, in Clyde, Cranbourne and Devon
Meadows, and the developers of the Sandhurst
development in Thompsons Road in Skye so we could
re-use water. The private sector was happy to put in the
plant and the 40 or 50-kilometre pipeline to provide
some certainty of water supply to farmers. For two
years the approval sat on the minister’s desk. He would
not sign it because he was afraid that people would say
he was privatising re-used water. He did not have the
courage to make a decision. I think that was a disgrace
because it probably caused a great deal of grief.
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Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — Finally, he signed it. Sandhurst is
free of drought. There are never any problems with
water there. There is water for the golf course through
the third-pipe system. We should be doing that right
across Victoria. This government does not have the guts
to make the tough decisions.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I am glad to have
the opportunity to speak about a very important part of
Victoria, the Lowan electorate in western Victoria. The
constituents of Lowan, which is the largest electorate in
the state, have had enormous problems in the seven
years that this government has been in office in relation
to water and water infrastructure. I am not going to
blame the government for the lack of rain because
obviously that is not in its control — thank God. The
issue has been that we have had enormous difficulties
with water supply. Now after seven years the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is finally going ahead.
Today we are talking about the Water Amendment
(Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill. There are
three key purposes that I want to comment on in
relation to this bill. On behalf of the Lowan electorate,
and like my colleagues in The Nationals, I oppose the
legislation. The first purpose I want to comment on is
the facilitation of critical water infrastructure projects,
which will allow the Premier to make a project order on
the recommendation of the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change — who lives here in
Melbourne — who must first consult with the Treasurer
and the Minister for Planning. The second is the giving
of responsibility for any planning matters to the
planning minister, and the third is the modification of
the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 and
two other bills — in other words, taking away the
compensation rights of some land-holders.
First I will comment on the facilitation of critical
projects. It has taken seven years for this government to
wake up — seven years! — because it was back in
Bendigo in 2000 that I moved a motion that the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline be a key project for this
government. Those opposite had landed on their feet in
being elected to govern, but they did not have many
projects they were able to fund, even though there was
money in the budget to do so, money left by the
previous government.
I put it to the Treasurer that the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline was a project that had support from the Murray
to the sea and from the border to the Ballarat and
Bendigo regions. It was supported by all councils,
water authorities, catchment authorities and the like. I
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was pleased to see that we got $96 million for the
project, but the reality is that what we should have been
doing was getting money for a feasibility study. As we
know, that needs to be done with any major project like
this, but the government played politics at that stage.
Like the member for Swan Hill, I want to commend the
member for Mallee in the federal government, John
Forrest, for his work in facilitating this project through
the federal government, because all the way through
this state government has played politics in relation to
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. There were no Labor
members in that region, and the reality is that I do
compliment the government on providing money for
this project, but if it had gone about it the right way we
would have had the project in place many years ago.
Seven years it took to start putting pipes in the ground,
which is now happening, yet when there was a political
agenda the government was able to start putting pipes
in the ground in Bendigo after a couple of months. We
also know that the northern Mallee pipeline had been
done, and that project was facilitated by the former state
coalition government with federal government support.
As I said, back in 2000 in Bendigo we put up the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline as a project and $96 million
was provided, but we needed to do that feasibility
study. The study stacked up, showing that there would
be economic, environmental and community benefits.
Although it is pleasing to see that the pipeline is now
happening after seven years, that is far too slow. I want
to reinforce the fact that the project is not being funded
just by the state and federal governments. As we know,
it is a $520 million project being funded a third, a third
and a third — in other words, the local community is
putting up about $175 million. But even now some
issues, such as access to the pipeline, still have not been
resolved, and the local government is not happy that it
has to pay for fire hydrants. I have not heard what is
happening with the Bendigo pipeline, and I do not
know if the local government realises it will be up for
big dollars putting in fire hydrants on that pipeline.
Another issue is lack of information to land-holders.
This legislation is taking away what rights these
land-holders have in relation to trying to get
information, and it also takes away the compulsory
acquisition rights at a greater cost not only to the
land-holders but, more importantly, to the government.
If the government had gone through the proper process,
it would have saved a lot of money and a lot of
heartache.
The second thing I want to talk about is the planning
rights being taken away from local government. So
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much for the talk in this chamber of this Labor
government working with local government.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — A very proud one too. I
quote from the second-reading speech:
First, the Minister for Planning, rather than the local council,
will make planning decisions in relation to the project area.

Further:
The bill will also ensure that water authorities have all the
functions and powers necessary to deliver critical
infrastructure projects.

It is also interesting to see this key point in the
second-reading speech:
Water authorities will still need to obtain the usual approvals
concerning environment protection, native flora and fauna
conservation, Aboriginal cultural heritage, forests, and
national parks.

The government has stuck with the rules in relation to
those matters, but it has taken away the rights of
land-holders and the key input from local government
in relation to these major projects. I am sure there are
many people across rural and regional Victoria — in
fact across Victoria in general — who are not happy
with that type of legislation. That is one of the reasons I
will not be supporting this legislation.
We have heard here again today talk about local
knowledge, particularly about water use in firefighting
and all that type of stuff. In this case the government is
taking away the local knowledge of local planners and
local councils. In my area the closest state government
planning office is 2 hours from my electorate. The
reality is you are taking away that local knowledge.
The third thing I want to comment on is the changes to
two acts. The explanatory memorandum on page 2 of
the bill discloses that it amends the Land Acquisition
and Compensation Act 1986. The bill also takes away
controls provided under the Water Act 1989. It takes
away the rights of land-holders and councils. More
importantly, it is an unusual occurrence for the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change to bring
such legislation into the Parliament, as has been
highlighted by many speakers. He must turn in his sleep
when he thinks about getting up and saying the words
he uttered in the second-reading speech, given what he
said about the grand prix at Albert Park before he
became a minister.
I also think about the member for Melton; obviously he
has been in this chamber for a long time. I hear he
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lambasted the Kennett government, but I have not
heard him say a word about this government taking
away land-holders’ rights under this legislation.
The reality is this government has had seven years of
inaction. In my area Grampians Wimmera Mallee
Water, to its credit, recycles about 95 per cent of our
wastewater, whether that goes to industry or to parks
and gardens and recreation. However, nothing like that
has happened here in Melbourne. It also has not
happened in places like Bendigo and Ballarat. Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, has put forward some good ideas to support
capturing rainwater in Bendigo. That idea has not been
talked about by this government. It seems to have been
overlooked. In a lot of these water projects they have
not used the local knowledge.
When it comes to the use of groundwater, in my area
bore applications take far too long to facilitate. It takes
up to three months to get an application approved. In
the Goroke area they have been going through project
management and groundwater management plans for
three years and are now trying to work out how they are
going to distribute the water.
Inaction by this government has led to many of the
things facing Parliament today. It is interesting to note
that the government has collected nearly $2 billion
from the water authorities. We want to see some of that
money come back into country Victoria. The
government’s water policy discriminates against
country people. The water tank rebates are only for
residents who live in areas with reticulated water
systems. Farmers and people who live on the outskirts
of towns, along with tourist facility operators, would
like to access those water rebates. We are taking this
water away from exporters and producers. We will hear
a lot of talk about this today but again I highlight the
fact that the second-reading speech states:
This comprehensive plan sets out the actions that will be
taken to secure water supplies for homes, farms, businesses,
industry and the environment in the central region of Victoria
for the next 50 years.

At the pace the government is moving, it will take at
least that long to get these things through. For those
reasons, because this is taking away a lot of rights and
not using local government and because of the concerns
raised by many other members of The Nationals, I, like
my Nationals colleagues, will be opposing this
legislation.
Debate interrupted.
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Members: allocation of call
The SPEAKER — Order! Earlier today a point of
order was raised concerning the allocation of the call in
the house. For the benefit of the house I will read
standing order 103(1), which states:
A member wishing to speak stands in his or her place and
addresses the Speaker. If more than one member rises, the
Speaker calls the one who stood up first, recognising that,
once each party has put its view, the call will normally
alternate between speakers on each side of the house.

It is quite clear from House of Representatives Practice,
Erskine May and other sources of parliamentary
practice that the Speaker has an absolute discretion as to
which member will receive the call. In applying that
discretion the Chair also needs to be mindful of the
principle that the call will normally alternate between
speakers on each side of the house.
There is usually no issue with allocating the call and a
number of accepted principles have developed over
time. However, points of order have arisen in recent
times in situations where only The Nationals and/or the
Independents have opposed a motion or bill.
In any debate it is important that there is an opportunity
for both sides of the question to be properly canvassed.
For that reason whenever a closure motion is moved the
practice has developed in this house for the Chair to
ensure that three members have spoken on each side of
the question before ruling on the motion. In other
debates, such as for the adoption of the government
business program, six members may speak; where the
motion is disputed, three members are called to speak
in support and three against.
Bearing that in mind, I intend in the future to exercise
my discretion by taking the same approach in relation
to bills and other motions. In other words, where the
only members opposing the question are The Nationals
and/or the Independent, the call will alternate between
both sides of the question until three members have
spoken against the bill or motion. The call will then
alternate between each side of the house in the normal
way, with the call being divided between
non-government members according to their
representation in the house.
I will advise all Acting Speakers of my ruling and direct
them to exercise discretion in allocating the call on the
basis I have set out.
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WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — Thank you,
Speaker, for your ruling. It is good to have that matter
cleared up. I rise to support the Water Amendment
(Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill. It is great to
see the issue of water being debated so passionately in
this Parliament, because it is very important right across
Victoria. All Victorians are very concerned about
access to water as they watch their storages draining to
record low levels.
People in urban areas right across the state are very
worried, most of them for the first time ever. They have
not been in this situation before, and they do not know
what will happen next. ‘What will happen if it does not
rain?’, some people are wondering. We know it is
going to rain eventually, but they feel, given the talk
about climate change, that maybe it will not happen
into the foreseeable future.
I think it is fair to say that farmers in rural Victoria are
also more concerned than ever about what this next
season is going to bring. Again it comes back to a lot of
the talk that we have heard in recent times. It is causing
a great deal of stress for many people in those
communities. It was great to hear the Minister for
Mental Health speaking today on what the Bracks
government is doing in that particular area.
This bill is about projects that can be declared critical
infrastructure projects, and they include a number. I will
list some of them, which include the eastern treatment
plant recycling upgrade; the Murray–Goulburn
interconnect; the Leongatha water recycling project; the
goldfields super-pipe, which we have had a great deal of
discussion about today because it is controversial; other
major water recycling projects; emergency water
supplies for all towns; major irrigation upgrades; critical
headworks, which include dam remediation; and major
water savings projects.
In the Seymour electorate we have a great record on
water infrastructure; but we have got a long way to go,
because there are still issues that exist in the electorate.
We can look at Eildon, where the government and the
irrigators, through Goulburn-Murray Water, have
rebuilt the wall and the spillway. Before that occurred
Eildon was able to take only 65 per cent of its capacity;
it is now able to take 100 per cent. Eildon Dam at full
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capacity can take six times the volume of Sydney
Harbour, so we have improved the dam to enable it to
take the equivalent of another two Sydney Harbours
worth of water.
The total cost shared between irrigators and the
government has been $50 million. That has been a very
good investment by the Bracks government and by our
water authorities. It would be fair to say that that direct
investment through Goulburn-Murray Water has not
been included in what the government has been
investing in our water infrastructure projects. They have
only been looking at dividends. That should be
remembered, because the dividends that come to the
government are not the only result of the investments
we make in water.
The Wallan area in the Seymour electorate was
connected to Yarra Valley Water recently, when
Kilmore, Broadford and Wandong — and Wallan —
had been suffering what much of the state is suffering
now, which is stage 10 water restrictions, which are a
bit more severe than stage 4. That was a very
significant investment by the government and Yarra
Valley Water of around $22 million. What that means
is that Wallan has a more secure water supply — it is
now on stage 3 — and Kilmore, Broadford and
Wandong, which used to share that supply with Wallan,
are now on stage 4. If the government had not made
that investment, it would be fair to say that that
southern part of Mitchell shire would now be in dire
straits.
There are a host of other projects around the state. I
know the member for Macedon will talk about some of
the projects in her own area. There are irrigation
projects throughout Victoria, in Gippsland as well as
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, that have already been
delivered by the government. The opposition has been
talking about water and it has done its best to criticise
the government, but at the last election it promised two
projects: a desalination plant, for which it did not
provide a feasibility study or anything else, and a dam
on the Maribyrnong River. The member who had a lot
of input into that project is in the house and now
interjecting.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HARDMAN — The amount of water that
would have been caught by a dam on the Maribyrnong
River would have been nowhere near the 22 per cent in
water savings that have been made by residents across
Melbourne. The opposition tried to sell it to Victorians
and spent millions of dollars in advertising. Every time
I turned on the television during the last week of the

WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS) BILL
Tuesday, 13 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

campaign there was an advertisement for the super
pipeline, but the people rejected the divisive campaign
which The Nationals and the Liberal Party ran about it.
The Goulburn River traverses my electorate. A divisive
campaign was run in my area, with the opposition
trying to say that we were stealing water from my area
so that the nasty people in Bendigo and Ballarat could
have water. People from my electorate wrote to the
local newspaper saying, ‘Hang on, my mum lives in
Bendigo and my grandparents live in Ballarat, and I do
not want them to go without water. I want them to have
water as well’. The state should be about sharing the
water resource. Even the Prime Minister is talking
about sharing it across Australia. He is a bit late. We do
not believe him, because he is after votes to try to win
this year’s election. He has finally found out that water
is an important issue. The Bendigo–Ballarat super
pipeline is a practical way for the state to share the
water resource.
I commend the government for what it is doing and
reject the analogy drawn by The Nationals of limiting
people’s rights and comparing that with the grand prix,
where they said rights were taken away. The grand prix
is a fantastic and important event for Victoria; however,
people’s access to water and the grand prix do not
compare by any stretch of the imagination. You cannot
say that the grand prix is as important as water, because
water is the giver of life; it is everything. To try to draw
that conclusion is amazing. The Nationals have to
rethink their argument, because the world knows it.
During the election campaign the people saw through
that stupid argument.
The opposition today has also said that the bill is not
necessary. At the last election the government received
the second-largest majority ever held by the Labor
Party in Victoria. The people supported us and our
promises. One need only go back and think about what
the people of Victoria thought was important, because
this was part of the government’s election commitment.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals were divided
among themselves. They were incoherent with
ill-thought-out policies that were rejected by the
electorate. The government’s sensible, practical and
inclusive projects were endorsed, which gave the
government a significant majority. That should be
remembered by those opposite.
Despite the crocodile tears from those on the opposite
side, this bill will not limit a person’s right to
compensation or exempt projects from planning and
environmental approvals or limit consultation, for that
matter, because consultation will still apply for those
whose land is to be compulsorily acquired. I endorse
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the bill and hope it has a very speedy passage through
the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The provision
of water to communities is a matter of intergenerational
equity between successive generations. It is a question
of vision on the part of a number of past governments
that saw the need to build dams and establish effective
infrastructure to provide for the power needs of
Victoria, such as the hydro-electric scheme that made
provision for later generations in this state. It is
important that our resources be managed so that the
needs of people are well provided for. More water has
been used than collected in this state over the past
decade or so, and it is at a cost to the equity between the
current generation and future generations, because
currently it takes longer to fill dams than for the water
to be consumed. More water is being consumed in the
state of Victoria than the Bracks government has
provided for.
Another area involving the management of the
resources of this state is forests. As a consequence of
the massive fires in Victoria in 2003 and 2006–07,
there has been a massive contribution to carbon
emissions in this state. More than 100 million tonnes of
carbon emissions have been generated into the
atmosphere, contrasting with the proposed government
savings of only 40 000 tonnes per year. If they were to
be measured by way of balloons released into the
atmosphere, the contrast is significant — some
2000 million balloons of emissions, as compared with
the balloons that the Labor Party has released in the Age
newspaper to illustrate its contribution. The
contribution to greenhouse emissions under the watch
of the Labor government is unprecedented as a
consequence of the devastation in the Grampians, at
Wilsons Promontory and in north-east Victoria.
The bill before the house covers a number of issues
relating to the establishment of water infrastructure. Its
purpose is principally to amend the government’s
planning processes to facilitate critical water
infrastructure projects. Among its provisions it gives
the Premier the power to declare projects as critical
water infrastructure on the recommendation of the
minister responsible for water, after the minister has
consulted with the Treasurer and the Minister for
Planning. It allows the Minister for Planning rather than
local councils to make planning decisions for the
project area for those projects. It allows water
authorities to acquire land compulsorily without going
through the current process of planning scheme
amendments for public acquisition overlays.
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The opposition has a number of concerns which have
been heralded in the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee report in Alert Digest No. 1 of 2007. It
notes that:
New section 161M provides for the making of a project order,
by which a project for the construction and operation of
works is declared to be a critical water infrastructure project.
The Premier may make a project order on the
recommendation of the minister, after the minister has
consulted with the Treasurer and the minister administering
the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
New section 161P requires the Premier to cause a copy of
each order made under section 161M or section 161O to be
presented to each house of Parliament within 14 sitting days
after the order is made.

The critical question is: if the order is tabled in
Parliament, does the Parliament have the power to
disallow an order once it has been tabled? That is a
question that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee has written to the responsible minister
about, to check:
… whether or not the orders to be tabled under new
section 161O will be subject to disallowance by the
Parliament.

If they are not subject to disallowance, a right will have
been removed from the Parliament.
There are a number of other key issues in relation to the
provision of water infrastructure, which Dr Mark
Adams, one of Australia’s keenest scientists in this
field, has heralded in a paper entitled ‘Intergenerational
equity and fire: water, carbon and biodiversity’. He
speaks about the importance of the cost to future
generations of water supply as a consequence of the
bushfires that have occurred in Victoria and in turn the
development of new growth forests, which will take up
some of the water yield that would otherwise have
passed into the Victorian water supply system. If it is
only 10 per cent, it will represent many thousands of
millions of megalitres that would otherwise go into the
water system for Melbourne.
In Victoria we also have the Kiewa, the Mitchell, the
Macalister, the Ovens, the King and the Mitta rivers,
which provide water either to the Murray–Darling
system or to Gippsland. It is important to try and
protect the headwaters of these rivers to not only
manage the quality but also the yield of water to
Victorians.
Even a 10 per cent reduction in stream flow as a result of the
recent fires is going to cost Victorians and other Australians
around half a million megalitres of water every year for
decades, without considering the impacts of any change in
climate —
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according to Dr Adams.
So these are some very serious issues. The government
is fiddling around with projects that should have been
implemented earlier and with shower heads that are not
going to have a major impact, but the key point that
really should be emphasised is that under the watch of
the Bracks government more fauna has been barbecued
in this state than in living memory and greenhouse gas
emissions have been contributed to the atmosphere to
an unprecedented degree.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am very pleased
to speak on behalf of the electorate of Ballarat East on
this bill, because it is a crucial bill for the people of my
electorate. We know, as we have heard from so many
other speakers tonight, that this bill is essentially about
ensuring that we can fast-track projects that we identify
as critical water infrastructure projects for the people of
our state. We know that the infrastructure that has
triggered this bill is essentially the goldfields
super-pipe, as it has become known, which will link the
Goulburn-Eildon systems to Bendigo and then to
Ballarat. We know that this is a crucial project that we
need to get under way as quickly as possible. I hope we
will not need this water in Ballarat for some time,
because I am confident that we will have rain and the
catchments in the Ballarat area will top up significantly
over the next couple of years.
But what is important is that across my community
industry in particular is saying, ‘We want to have a
sense of security in the future of our region. That sense
of security is provided, because we can see down the
track that we have a significant supply of water assured
for Ballarat and our region so we can grow, so we know
that all the right signals are out there to ensure Ballarat
continues to be a prosperous city’. That is a vital
message that we as the Bracks government are sending,
and I am here again, as the elected member for Ballarat
East, as is the member for Ballarat West, because the
voters in the Ballarat region appreciate that the Bracks
government is serious about addressing the issues.
Although we keep hearing the rhetoric from the other
side that it is too little too late, members of the
opposition are not able to point to where, before we had
talked about it, they have ever said anything positive
about what should be done about water across the state.
They have never come out and said, ‘These projects
ought to be supported’. They just go for weak, limp
political lines like, ‘The government is not doing
enough’ and ‘The government should have done more
sooner’. Never have they come forward with any
positive suggestions.
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The member for Brighton has now entered the
chamber. I remember when the member for Brighton
spoke on this bill a little earlier. She said, ‘I still have
great doubts about this super-pipe connecting from
Bendigo across to Ballarat. We in the Liberal Party put
forward many more suggestions around election time
that would have been far more worthwhile looking at
for the people of Ballarat’. I think it is important that we
look at what they did put forward, because the people
of Ballarat looked at it and said, ‘Gee whiz, we don’t
want a bar of this’. The opposition was hanging all its
plans around taking the full supply from Lal Lal
Reservoir, which is part-operated by Barwon Water and
Central Highlands Water, and taking all of Geelong’s
share back from Lal Lal so Ballarat could have the full
supply from the reservoir. That was the central plank in
their plan for water for Ballarat.
However, unfortunately for opposition members they
found that reality showed that it was a ridiculous
solution. It was just as well that the Bracks government
recognised some time back that putting all its eggs into
the basket of the Moorabool catchment was the wrong
way to go, because we did get a very severe drought —
one that we are having to work through with
difficulty — and that drought showed that Ballarat
cannot rely on just the Moorabool catchment.
Whether or not we get all of the water back from
Geelong, the fact is that with this drought so little water
went into the Lal Lal Reservoir through spring last year
that Geelong had long since used the vast majority of its
entitlement, and there was nothing to come to Ballarat;
until we get significant rains, there will not be anything
for Geelong out of the Lal Lal Reservoir.
It was just as well the Bracks government said, ‘No, we
need to look beyond the Moorabool catchment. We
need to look at other sources of water. How can we
more sensibly use the surface water that we collect
around the state?’.
We recognised that there was that significant body of
water stored in Lake Eildon for a good part of the year
and that that supplies a huge amount of water that is
used at the moment by irrigators. But there need to be
sound savings with regard to the use of irrigation —
that is, some infrastructure works to ensure we do not
lose water along the irrigation pipes — and irrigators
need to continue to make those efficiencies. They can
then sell that water, as there is always water coming
onto the market which can be bought and transferred to
Ballarat.
The goldfields super-pipe provides a clear alternative to
relying on the Moorabool catchment, and it will ensure
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that that large amount of water is used across a broader
part of the state. Ballarat and Bendigo require only
10 gigalitres a year each, and the whole catchment has
1000 gigalitres in most years. It is only a very small
percentage of that water body, but it certainly will be
very significant to Bendigo and Ballarat in ensuring that
security so that business and the whole economic
environment in Ballarat can grow and have a sound
future.
The people of Ballarat will be very disappointed to hear
that The Nationals are saying, ‘The timing is not
important. You do not need this piece of legislation. If
it is slowed down a little because of some planning
issues, then so be it. We are not prepared to support the
fast-tracking of this project’ — and the bill is a very
sound, sensible piece of legislation — ‘ but we will
play a different political game’. The effect of the move
from The Nationals would be to see the pipeline not
completed by the end of 2008, and the people of
Ballarat would be very concerned to hear that.
But those people indicated at the last election that they
believe the Bracks government does have a sound
alternative, and they want to learn more about that. I am
pleased to explain why this is a sound approach to take,
to some who still say, ‘It is a long way to bring in the
water, and what are the alternatives?’. It is important
that we discuss those alternatives, but when the matter
is fully examined, all those people I have spoken to,
including the Committee for Ballarat which represents a
large business sector across the Ballarat community, are
saying, ‘Yes, we believe this is a project worthy of
support’.
Given that it is a project worthy of support, the challenge
to the other side of the house is to say that the state
government has made its commitment to this project, and
the water authorities and local government are saying
they are behind it. We now need the federal government,
which of course collects the majority of our taxes, to be
fully supportive. Last week we heard the Prime Minister,
John Howard, finally come out and say, ‘We want to
commit more money to ensuring water security for the
people of the country’, and his attention is being
particularly directed to the Murray–Darling Basin; but
what we need is a commitment from the federal
government that it has a role to play in this important
infrastructure for the future of Ballarat and Bendigo, to
get on with looking at the information we have provided
to it and to support this project with funding.
We need members on the other side of the house to say
to their colleagues in the federal government, ‘The
people of Ballarat and Bendigo need this, and we
believe you should support them’. That is the challenge
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before members on the other side of the house. This is a
very important project for the region. As other members
have said, this is not the only essential infrastructure
project that will be considered to meet the water needs
of communities.
The drought has demonstrated that we need to look
forward. The information that has come forward
regarding global warming shows that we must expect
things to get drier in years to come, and we must plan
accordingly. Infrastructure projects are not the only
projects that we are working on. Communities across
the state are aware of many other projects. Within
urban communities a lot of work has been done to
ensure that people are aware of the need to use water in
a sound way and that water savings need to be made
wherever possible. Likewise industry is addressing its
water needs, and irrigators are addressing their needs
too. The whole community is seeing there are ways it
can save water, and we can also see ways to recycle
water. This is a very valuable piece of legislation. I
hope it is fully supported.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I would like to join in the
debate on what is basically a planning bill. While it is
facilitating some water projects, to me it is basically
about planning. When you look at the mechanics of the
bill, you see it is about planning rights and compulsory
acquisition — both things that are normally seen in a
planning bill.
I start my contribution by mentioning something the
member for Seymour raised. He talked about the last
state election and said the Liberal Party’s policy
objective of a desalination project was something we
thought of overnight and had not done our homework
on. He tried to justify the government’s backflip on
this — one of two wonderful backflips in January, just
in case we were all asleep or on holidays; but we
certainly noticed the two backflips — and said all of a
sudden that a desalinisation plant was on the
government’s radar. The big difference, said the
member for Seymour, was that the government would
have a feasibility study, unlike the Liberal Party.
I think back to the election campaign. After the Leader
of the Opposition announced the plans for the
desalination plant, the Premier and the water
minister — who were probably the only two people
Labor allowed to speak during the election
campaign — dismissed it out of hand. They did not
conduct a feasibility study. They said straightaway,
‘This is stupid. It cannot happen. It will be bad for the
environment. What are you going to do about this?
What are you going to do about that? A desalination
plant is not on the agenda and will not work’. You
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cannot have it both ways; you either have a feasibility
study or you do not. I remember the government totally
ruling it out, saying that our idea was stupid and should
not happen — but now it is back on the drawing board.
The member for Ballarat East talked about the
government’s mandate, and I would like to talk about
government mandates. The single biggest election issue
in the electorate of Nepean was water. It was about the
eastern treatment plant and the Gunnamatta outfall.
What mandate did the government get in Nepean? It
had a swing against it of 9.5 per cent. That is what the
people thought of the government’s approach to water.
It was the no. 1 issue by far. All the polling and all the
anecdotal evidence showed that water was the no. 1
issue. In the eyes of the people of the Mornington
Peninsula the government has not tackled the water
issue. During the campaign the government came up
with a belated promise to upgrade the eastern treatment
plant. The people of the Mornington Peninsula had
heard this in 2002 and 1999. They do not believe this
government. If the government is going to talk about a
mandate, it has to look at the mandate right across the
state. It has to look at the mandate it thinks it has in all
areas of the state and at all the water issues associated
with all those electorates.
The government has said it is going to upgrade the
eastern treatment plant to A-class. As I said, we have
been waiting for years and it has just come in as a
belated exercise. That upgrade has got to start now.
Enough background work has been done, and it should
not be contingent on piping the treated effluent to
Gippsland. It will be a nice outcome if that happens —
it is a good project — but the upgrade of the eastern
treatment plant to A-class should happen anyway.
There is no room for any more argument. I think
everybody agrees with it. It is just about having the
political will and the guts to actually turn around and do
it. We have not seen it over the last seven years and I
will be surprised if it is even started during the next four
years.
The outfall at Gunnamatta in the middle of my
electorate is obviously related to the upgrade of the
eastern treatment plant, because we have Melbourne
sewage being treated to C-class and discharged at
Gunnamatta. I have had much comment from visitors to
my electorate during the summer about the stench, the
brown stain and the infections contracted by those who
swam in or surfed the back beaches. It is a testament to
the government’s inaction on water, and the 2006
election vote certainly showed what people thought
about that.
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This bill is also about compulsory acquisition. The
government can compulsorily acquire land for various
projects, and in this case water projects. If the
government as part of its project to upgrade the eastern
treatment plant intends to extend the Gunnamatta
outfall 2 kilometres out to sea — which it is still saying
it is going to do — the infrastructure for that project
does not require the compulsory acquisition of private
land. That is going to have to happen in the Mornington
Peninsula National Park. Hectares of national park —
prime dunes on the back beach at Gunnamatta and
Rye — are going to have to be bulldozed, flattened and
asphalted, with major roads going into the park so that
this 2-kilometre extension of the outfall can extend into
the sea.
The government is going to be very lucky in respect of
this project because it will not have to upset any
landowners, but it is going to have to bulldoze. It has
not denied this. It has been given ample opportunity
over the last seven years and during the election
campaign to deny this, but no-one in the government is
denying that it is going to extend the outfall
2 kilometres out to sea and spread its muck around
more of the coastline of Victoria. In fact the tidal flows
will even bring that muck into Port Phillip Bay.
But the worst aspect of this, and it is the one I have to
keep reminding the government about, is that to
actually construct that 2-kilometre extension of the
outfall — at a cost of $65 million, mind you — the
government is going to have to flatten the sand dunes in
the middle of a national park to build this folly. It was
attempted in the 1970s and was found to be too hard,
but this government is determined. It has been given
ample opportunity to deny it, but it is going to go ahead
with the destruction of the national park to extend this
outfall 2 kilometres out to sea. The government just
cannot do it, and if government members even dare to
think about it they will lose another 9.5 per cent of
voters at the next election with that sort of attitude, I
can assure them of that. I will keep driving that home
and I will be back with 18 per cent.
The amendment put forward by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is an excellent one because public
consultation needs to go hand in hand with these sorts
of major projects. Public consultation does not
necessarily add months or years onto a project. You can
have a short, sharp consultation if you are honest about
it, the facts are before the people and they can make
their decision after talking about how it is going to
affect individuals or local communities. That is a
sensible way to go, and it does not necessarily have to
tack months onto a project, especially when it needs to
happen quickly for the benefit of all Victorians. With
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those few comments, I look forward to further debate
on this very interesting bill.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also pleased to
speak in support of this very important legislation
before the house, the Water Amendment (Critical
Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill. This bill once again
fulfils a commitment the Bracks Labor government
gave to the people of Victoria during the November
2006 election — that is, to fast-track vital water
projects in this state. It will ensure that vital
infrastructure projects as determined by the Premier are
not bogged down in bureaucracy but are in fact
delivered in an efficient, effective and fair manner.
As all members would be aware, and the member for
Nepean alluded to it in his contribution, throughout the
election the no. 1 issue was the water supply. I can
assure the house that, as it was in Nepean, the no. 1
issue for the people of Geelong was the supply of
water. During the lead-up to the last election, like many
other members, I spoke to hundreds if not thousands of
constituents within my electorate, and the main topic, as
I said — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr TREZISE — I spoke to thousands of
constituents, and their main concern was water. The
issue was raised with me not only by individuals but
also by private enterprise and by community
organisations such as sporting clubs. As we all know, at
the present time sporting clubs are under the pump with
regard to the supply of water to their grounds. Private
enterprise was also very concerned and was looking for
assurances that major infrastructure projects would be
delivered by this government. Only last week I met
with turf industry representatives in Geelong, and they
highlighted their concerns and the importance of the
water supply not only to their businesses but also to
their employees.
Every day I meet with individual families who are
imploring the government to continue to address this
important issue. The Bracks government is tonight
taking important steps forward by ensuring that we are
doing just that. As I said, this bill amends the principal
legislation to provide for the ability to fast-track critical
infrastructure water projects in Victoria. The
government has announced a number of projects in
Geelong which I consider fall under the definition of
‘critical water infrastructure project’.
First and foremost is the water recycling project at the
Shell refinery in Geelong. As members would be well
aware, the Shell refinery is a major manufacturer in

WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS) BILL
214

ASSEMBLY

Geelong and is therefore a major employer in the
region. As you, Acting Speaker, may be aware as a
regular visitor to our fair city, Shell uses more than
5 per cent of Geelong’s potable water on a yearly basis
in its manufacturing of petrol and oil products. Five per
cent of a city’s water supply is a huge percentage, and it
is something that Shell, together with the state
government, is concerned about and is addressing at the
moment. The Shell refinery, in partnership with
Barwon Water, the local water authority, and the state
government, is constructing a plant that will ensure its
water supply is recycled and that it does not rely on
Geelong’s potable water, as it does at present. This is a
huge project which by 2010 will save Geelong
something like 2000 megalitres of potable water.
In mentioning this important project I also have to say it
is very disappointing that, despite a multimillion dollar
commitment by the Bracks government and despite the
pleas of locals, the federal government has failed to
back the project. Only a fortnight ago we had the
federal Minister for the Environment and Water
Resources, Malcolm Turnbull, visit Geelong. He had a
prime opportunity to commit the federal government to
this vital project, but he failed to do so. The federal
government either is not interested in a vital project to
recycle the Shell refinery water — 5 per cent, as I
said — or, as usual, is going to use it as a
pork-barrelling exercise when it comes to its turn to
face the electorate later this year. The Bracks
government is committed to the project at the refinery.
So too is Shell, so is Barwon Water and so are the
people of Geelong. At best the Howard federal
government is, once again, dragging its feet on an
important project.
There are other projects in the Greater Geelong region
that have been committed to by the Bracks government
that, in my opinion anyway, could be classified as
critical under this legislation. For example, the Bracks
government has committed to the reinstatement of the
Dewing Creek connection to Geelong by 2012, which
will provide something like 700 megalitres to Geelong.
It is a project which, as I said, could be classified as
critical under this legislation.
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This is important legislation. It will give the Premier of
the day the power to declare particular water projects as
critical water infrastructure projects. The Premier can
only declare a project critical on a recommendation
from the water minister and only after that minister has
consulted with the Treasurer and the Minister for
Planning. In declaring a project critical, two important
actions will be taken in fast-tracking those critical
projects as identified by the Premier. The Minister for
Planning, and not the local councils, will determine the
planning issues relating to the project. This will ensure
that projects are not bogged down especially where
those projects are covered by two or more
municipalities in regional Victoria. The local water
authorities will have all the required powers to ensure
the project is also delivered effectively — for example,
a water authority will be able to acquire land without
the local planning scheme having to be amended.
However, those local water authorities will still have to
follow the usual environment planning procedures
regarding the flora, fauna, Koori culture, and the list
goes on.
This is important legislation because it relates to our
state’s water supply. As this house is well aware, this is
an absolutely critical issue to the future of this state. In
regions like Geelong, where the water supply is now at
less than 20 per cent capacity, people expect good,
decisive governance, and this bill delivers that action. I
am pleased to be supporting this bill tonight, and I wish
it a speedy passage through the house.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It is my great pleasure
to speak on the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill 2006. I welcome the
Liberal Party to the debate on water. I remember not
that many years ago, when we announced that we were
going to have a minister for water, what the response of
Liberal Party members was. They thought it was a big
joke. I welcome them to the debate in recent times.
When I say recent times I mean very recent times. The
new member for Evelyn did a word count on the
number of times water had been mentioned in
Hansard — —
Mr Nardella — It is called research.

We have also committed to granting an entitlement for
groundwater from the Jan Juc aquifer to provide
another 7000 megalitres of water by 2011, and the list
goes on. As you are well aware, Acting Speaker, the
Bracks government is committed to supplying water to
Geelong. It has a very strong plan for water supply over
the next 50 years, and this legislation before us tonight
will augment this plan for Geelong.

Ms DUNCAN — It is called research; I think that is
right. You press a button and it comes up. I am not sure
if she did a search on the Leader of the Opposition’s
use of the word ‘water’ in the last Parliament, but I
think there were two references and the second
reference was to water polo, so I do not think the pot
should be calling the kettle black!
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As I said, I always enjoy listening to contributions to
debates by members of the Liberal Party because it is
always the case — in fact I cannot think of a time when
it was not the case — that they say, ‘Don’t do as we
did, do as we say’. That is made more prominent in this
debate when it comes to their feigned horror at the
thought that, for example, the Minister for Planning
may make a decision on planning and not involve the
local governments. One only has to go back to the time
of the Kennett government and to its planning minister
and its concern — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DUNCAN — You guys have obviously
forgotten about it, but there was no concern at all then
that local planning authorities were not involved in
planning decisions and the planning minister would just
call them in. We are not talking about critical
infrastructure projects at a time when this state is in the
middle of the worst drought in this country’s history,
and we are not talking about droughts or water or
critical infrastructure; we are talking about calling in
projects at any time for anyone and in any place. Let us
just get over this hypocritical response to this
legislation, particularly from members of the Liberal
Party who had no concerns whatsoever when they were
in government in overriding the local planning
authority. But in opposition they say, ‘Do not do what
we did. Do what we say, not what we did. Please do not
use those projects as examples’.
I would also like to comment on some of the references
that were made by the member for Murray Valley and
the member for Shepparton. If I understand correctly
what they were saying, they could point to quite a raft
of infrastructure projects that have been completed
thanks to the Bracks government that have not been
done under this legislation. I assume that they therefore
think, ‘You have built pipes and recycling programs,
you have extended this and you have extended that, and
you did it all without this legislation. Why do we need
this legislation?’. I guess if we thought that the drought
was bad before — and many of us who have been
living on the land know that this is actually the
10th year of the drought — it got a whole lot worse in
the last six months.
If any member doubts that, they might like to look at
the inflows to all our catchments in the last 10 years and
compare them with those in the last six months. They
might think it was bad before, but it is now zero. Let us
not forget that much of this response to the drought — I
would say the community’s response and the
opposition’s response — have come about in the last
six months. They did notice that it was not raining at
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all. It was not raining a lot before, but it has not been
raining at all in the last six months. I would like to point
that out when considering the logic of what the Liberal
Party put in debate.
I would also like to remind the opposition and The
Nationals that this was a pre-election promise — this
was a commitment made by the government — and
unless I am mistaken, taking all the seats into account,
we won a majority on 25 November 2006. That is why
we are on this side and they are on that side. I know it is
hard to accept, but Victorians had a choice and made
their decision. We made it clear what this legislation
would do, and they supported this government. We are
not jumping into this unannounced in any way, shape or
form, as might have been suggested by the previous
speakers, because this was an election commitment. It
is always interesting to hear some of the hypocritical
statements that come from the other side of the house.
I think the member for Bass summed it up quite well
when he talked about a particular project — I think it
was a walking trail or something — and the amount of
time that was taking. Planning takes an enormous
amount of time, and that is a really strong argument for
why we need this piece of legislation. It is not
uncommon for governments of all persuasions for
particular reasons, whether it be for the Commonwealth
Games, the grand prix or whatever, to make various
amendments to ensure they can get things done in time
when there is a time-critical issue and a very limited
time frame.
In the time remaining I would like to point out, in direct
contradiction of the opposition’s continuing to quote a
figure of $2 billion as the amount that we have raised
from water authorities and talking about how much we
have spent — of course the opposition knows this but
does not come clean with the Victorian public — that
that figure does not represent the actual amount of
money that has been spent on water infrastructure. I
take this opportunity to congratulate my local water
authority, Western Water, which I think recycles close
to 80 per cent of all its sewage. Those who have been
involved in environmental and water issues for many
years would know it is actually the next 20 per cent that
is really hard to get — what we refer to as the
low-hanging fruit. That is what it is still attempting to
do, but it has done excellent work and spent a lot of
money on infrastructure connecting Sunbury to
Melbourne and then further extending that to make
Macedon’s water supply as secure as Melbourne’s
water supply.
This is a really important bill that will allow the
government to bring on some of these water projects
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that are at various stages of development. We have a
number that are at the feasibility or business case or
early approval stages, and some of these infrastructure
projects may require the use of this legislation. It is
important to recognise — again the opposition knows
this but would never admit it to the Victorian public —
that a huge amount of work goes on behind the scenes,
which most people are not aware of, putting together
feasibility studies and business cases and going through
the various approval stages.
A couple of members suggested this legislation was
outrageous as it was going to enable the government to
compulsorily acquire land. I remind those members that
the Water Act already allows for a water authority to
acquire land for a project, so perhaps members might
like to look up that legislation. I think it was also
suggested that land-holders’ rights in terms of any form
of consultation or compensation had been removed.
This bill does not remove those rights.
I will go through some of the projects that may be
declared under this legislation. They are projects such
as the Melbourne system augmentation, which may
include a desalination plant. People are saying, ‘This is
fantastic; build a desalination plant’, but look at what
they are doing in Perth. I do not know what it is costing
there, but I think it is over $500 million. As I
understand it, it is going to supplement the water for
about 14 per cent of Perth. So if we are talking about
desalination plants in Melbourne, one is not likely to
cut it. We are going to need a whole bunch of them.
I would suggest that any future governments will grab
hold of this legislation and use it when and if needed to
build those sorts of major projects. The sort of projects we
might see would be the various augmentation schemes
like the Lake Boga upgrade, the Campaspe–Waranga
interconnect and the Leongatha water recycling project.
There are numerous projects around this state that will
benefit from what I think is important legislation.
Hopefully it will rain, because that is the only solution
to this problem in the longer term. Certainly we can do
lots to ensure that we manage this drought as best we
can, rather than managing floods, which was what the
damming of the Maribyrnong River was about.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am happy to
stand here and support the amendment that has been put
forward by the member for Brighton. I believe the
amendment is quite appropriate, because the proposal
by this government to remove the right of residents to
seek to contribute to discussions on the potential
removal of land is typical of a government that is out of
touch with our community.
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I only have to remind members of the way in which this
government has operated, running roughshod over our
local communities. One only needs look, for example,
at Melbourne 2030 and at the planning decisions that go
before the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
to see whether the opinions of local communities are
taken into consideration. I think it is appropriate to say
that clause 5 of this bill is a provision that exemplifies
how this government has operated.
In the Ferntree Gully electorate, and to the people in
Melbourne’s east, water is a major issue. One only
needs to look at the result of the last election to see an
expression of the community we represent and the way
in which the community saw the government’s attitude
to water. The community is faced with a situation
where our sporting fields are in dire straits and where
pre-season training for hundreds of football and soccer
clubs throughout the eastern suburbs of Melbourne has
been cancelled as a means of trying to preserve football
and soccer ovals. It is a shame that this measure has
been put into place, because this government has had
years to fix the problem.
One should be reminded that it was in 2002, at the
opening of the 55th Parliament, that this government
promised water was to be its priority. What did we see
the government deliver during the four years of the
55th Parliament? Members opposite have sought to
blame the federal government for this problem. They
have blamed everyone except themselves. They have
been on the government benches. They have had the
opportunity to fix this problem, but what have we seen
in the last four years? No new dams and no desalination
plants. What have we seen as a consequence of the last
election? A backflip on desalination.
This is a government that in October criticised the
Liberal Party’s position on desalination, and two
months later, all of a sudden, is a supporter of
desalination. To show how ridiculous the current
situation is, we now have the Premier announcing that
he is going to produce a survey to be provided to a few
hundred Victorians to ask their opinion. I can tell you
one thing, Acting Speaker: the Liberal Party does not
need to survey 800 residents about their opinions on
water because we have already spoken to the
community and we have already developed plans. We
have developed a proposal for new dams. We have
developed a proposal for a desalination plant. It is
incumbent upon the government to stop dillydallying
around on this issue, to get on with the job, to fix the
problem and to come up with a long-term solution in
terms of water, one that includes new dams, a
desalination plant and a long-term strategy.
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Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I am delighted to be
able to contribute to debate on this bill. This is the first
time I have spoken in the house on a bill. Can I say that
it is amazing to me that the opposition parties would be
opposing this bill or seeking to amend it to death — but
then again it should not surprise me, given that this was
the mob that, in government, did not allow many
Victorians to install rainwater tanks. Not only did it not
provide rebates, it did not let people have rainwater
tanks.
The Bracks government is acutely aware of the serious
nature of our water supply issues. To show how serious
our water supply issues are, inflows into Melbourne’s
storages from July through to October last year were
down to 23 per cent of the long-term average; Ballarat’s
Lal Lal Reservoir was down to 2 per cent of the
long-term average; and in Gippsland, at Blue
Rock-Moondarra, they were down to 34 per cent —
that is not down 34 per cent, but down to 34 per cent.
According to the Bureau of Meteorology, Melbourne’s
rainfall as at last October was down 85 per cent on the
long-term average, and in November it was down
60 per cent on the long-term average.
The Bracks government has a plan for our water future,
and it had a plan long before the opposition identified
water as an issue. The Bracks government developed
the plan Our Water Our Future in 2004 based on four
key principles: water conservation, recycling, boosting
supplies and looking after rivers. The plan for
Melbourne was further detailed in the government’s
central region sustainable water strategy, which was
released in October 2006.
Under the heading of ‘Water conservation’ we have a
target to increase Melbourne’s savings to 25 per cent
per person by 2015 and 30 per cent per person by 2020;
rebates on water-saving devices and appliances,
including up to $1000 for water tanks; 270 000
water-efficient shower heads to be distributed over the
next three years; and by 2008 all homes sold to have a
dual-flush toilet system installed and water-saving
shower heads.
In relation to water recycling there is the upgrade of the
eastern treatment plant to class A recycling; the
mandating of third-pipe connections for recycling in
40 000 new homes in the south-east of Melbourne, with
more areas to be mandated in the future; new projects
to meet targets of 20 per cent recycling by 2010,
including expansion of the Werribee recycling scheme
and an increase in industrial recycling; and the
reconnection of the Tarago Reservoir by 2010 will
boost supplies by an extra 21 billion litres.
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It is important in the context of this debate to reflect on
some of the comment in the media, as some opposition
members have done. An article by Peter Cullen in the
Herald Sun of 24 October 2006 states:
The central region water strategy is Victoria’s approach to
these problems and is a model for the rest of Australia …

The Weekly Times editorial of 23 June 2004 on Our
Water Our Future states:
Victoria has led the way in attempting to strike a balance
between water users and the environment during one of the
toughest decades in our drought-ridden history.

A Herald Sun editorial on Our Water Our Future of
25 June 2004 said:
The state government’s blueprint for water reform has met
with broad approval from the environmental, farming and
welfare lobbies.

In terms of the Bracks government getting on with the
job, it is important to reflect on the projects that are
under way. In Melbourne there has been the eastern
treatment plant upgrade, the Tarago reconnection and
new pumps for the Yarra River at Sugarloaf Reservoir.
In regional and rural Victoria there is the goldfields
super-pipe, with $101 million from the state
government. We are yet to learn whether the federal
government is going to chip in for that project. There is
the Ballarat North treatment plant upgrade and
recycling project, the Bendigo water recycling project,
stormwater project grants, the Geelong groundwater
expansion at Barwon Downs which a previous speaker
mentioned, the Gippsland water factory, Mount
Hotham and Mount Buller water recycling projects, and
country town water and sewerage projects — as
examples, Peterborough and Seaspray, and also the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
It is worth mentioning that Victorians are the most
successful water conservers in Australia. Melburnians
have saved 22 per cent on their water use compared to
the 1990s, which is about 100 billion litres of water per
year. There have been over 140 000 rebates claimed on
water-saving products and a 20 per cent reduction in
system leaks in Melbourne since 1999–2000, which
means that Melbourne rates as one of the best in the
world in terms of preventing leakages. There is the
rebate of up to $1000 on water tanks, which I have
mentioned; permanent water-saving rules, tiered pricing
and rewards to water savers, and industry has saved
24 per cent on a per capita basis since 1999–2000.
After having spoken to many of my constituents in the
electorate of Bundoora on the issue of water, I am very
confident they would be right behind the government
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on this particular issue. They want a government that
will get on with the job and deliver water projects. I am
very confident in saying they would be horrified by the
position of the opposition parties in opposing this bill.
In relation to some of the hysterical claims that have
been made today by the opposition, I think they would
see them as rubbish.
It is important to point out that if a project is declared a
critical project by the Premier, the Minister for Planning
simply becomes the responsible authority. That does
not extinguish third-party rights of appeal or rights of
review to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. People’s rights to reasonable and fair
compensation under the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act would still remain. I think the bill is
a fair and reasonable response to the serious water
challenges we face, and I commend it to the house.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — This legislation and
the views expressed on it today by the Liberal Party and
The Nationals absolutely demonstrate why the Liberals
and Nationals are not fit or ready to govern the state of
Victoria. This goes to the crux of what makes a good
government in the state compared to the opposition,
which has abandoned the metropolitan area — and now
The Nationals have abandoned Ballarat, Geelong and
Bendigo and removed them from their sights. They
have made a Brisbane line of the Great Dividing Range,
and nothing south of the Great Dividing Range is of
any interest to them.
Even when this legislation is about protecting irrigators
and about protecting small towns so that water
infrastructure can be fast-tracked into those small towns
that are going to run out of water, the Liberal Party puts
obstructions in the way through its amendments, while
The Nationals go further and object to good legislation
that can fast-track this infrastructure into the areas that
absolutely need it — and I am not talking about the
stage 4 water restrictions that are in place in Geelong
but about areas that are in much more desperate straits.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals have very simple
solutions to very complex questions. The government
has gone out there and consulted for a long time. It
talked to the community about a central water
strategy — and there were references from the
members for South-West Coast and Brighton to the
draft from last year. We have moved on from the draft
of last year; they have just not caught up.
Members of the opposition are nowhere to be seen.
There are no submissions from them. There is no
debate in the community in regard to those important
issues. They are quiet in regard to those issues because
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they have no solution. Their solution is a flood
mitigation scheme for the Maribyrnong River. Their
solution is a desalination plant, which is not going to
work. It will in fact create more greenhouse gases and
more climate change, which will make our environment
worse.
Look at the record of the previous government. The
Liberals are promoting a new dam for Victoria. Which
was the government that took the Tarago Dam offline?
I will give you a hint — it was the Kennett government.
It was at a time that the honourable members for
South-West Coast and Brighton were around the
ministerial table. Although they made those decisions
then, they come in here and say that we have to create a
new dam. But it is in fact a flood mitigation scheme that
will not work.
This critical bill does not take away people’s rights in
regard to land acquisition. If you listened to the
honourable members for South-West Coast and
Brighton, you would get the impression that
land-holders will not have appeal rights to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal or the Supreme
Court with regard to the amount of compensation that
they are offered. That is not the case. Being as lazy as
they are, members of the Liberal Party who have
spoken on this bill do not understand it. They have had
difficulties in their briefings and are asking questions
because they do not know how to read the bill and do
not know what they are talking about.
This bill does not take away the right of land-holders to
compensation or their rights to appeal the amount of
compensation offered for these schemes. It deals with
the planning schemes and it deals with streamlining this
process in the critical situation that we find ourselves in
now. It is a situation of safeguarding our communities,
which the Liberal Party and The Nationals have
forgone. That was absolutely demonstrated on 25
November last year. Further, we have a situation where
this was a policy of our government before the last state
election.
We are actually implementing our policy. We are
keeping our promise to the Victorian people that we
went to the last election with, and that is what we have
brought to this house. This is a critical piece of
legislation with regard to the situation we now find
ourselves in. It means that we are being a responsible
government that looks to the future and deals with the
situation in a clear and rational way.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Water: desalination plant
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is for
the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change, and the action I am seeking of him is that he
build a desalination plant. It is one element of a solution
to Victoria’s water crisis. It was previously ridiculed by
the Labor Party. Last election the Liberal Party went to
the electorate with a platform to build a desalination
plant. The details of this have escaped many members
of the Labor Party. We argued for a plant that would
create 145 million litres per day, which would be
roughly the equivalent of one-tenth of Melbourne’s
consumption. That would be built at a cost of
$400 million.
I refer members on the other side to the desalination
plant at Perth, which supplies 17 per cent of Perth’s
requirements. It is Perth’s largest source of water
storage, and the capital cost was $387 million.
Prior to the election this proposal was ridiculed by
members of the Labor Party. On 14 November 2006 the
water minister said that the policy was ‘ill thought out
and will have environmental consequences’. On
13 November 2006 in an interview with the Herald Sun
the Premier said:
The energy generation is enormous, the intrusion on the
community is enormous and, of course, it’s extraordinarily
expensive.

However, we have seen yet another backflip by our
opponents on this issue as well. I refer specifically to an
article in the Age of 16 January, which says:
Water minister John Thwaites said Melbourne could have its
first desalination plant by 2015.

He is quoted as saying:
I think it’s inevitable at some time we’ll have both … major
recycling and some form of desalination.

I make the point that, like the toxic dump and a whole
raft of other issues, whereas prior to the election the
Labor Party ridiculed the Liberal Party’s perspective on
this, we have since seen the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change say that the
construction of a desalination plant is inevitable.
I am happy that the minister has embraced Liberal
policy — it has been happening in a number of
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instances, and we are pleased about this — but let us
dispense with that element of it. Victoria needs water
and Melbourne needs water, and this is one element of
a solution. My request of the minister is that he forget
the commentary, forget the inevitability and just get on
with building a desalination plant now.

12th FINA World Championships: pool
relocations
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. I note that he is in the chamber tonight,
and I congratulate him on his ascension to the ministry.
I know he will do a very good job.
The action I seek from the minister is that he outline the
arrangements for the delivery to four municipalities
around the state of the pools used for the upcoming
2007 FINA world swimming championships. The
Frankston community is extremely excited and is
looking forward to taking to the blocks of a 50-metre
pool from the 2007 championships, which will be
provided by the Bracks government for the Frankston
Regional Aquatic Health and Wellness Centre.
Last year I was delighted to host the Premier in
Frankston for the announcement that panels from the
50-metre pool at the Rod Laver Arena, along with the
plant and equipment, will be provided to the Frankston
community at an estimated value of more than
$2 million. This pool is going to host the biggest
aquatics event Australia has ever seen, with
international stars heading to Melbourne for the
championships. With the new technology I am sure it is
going to be the world’s fastest pool, and hopefully we
are going to see a lot of world records tumble.
As part of the legacy of Melbourne hosting the event
the Frankston community will have the opportunity to
take to a pool in which Australian swimming stars have
competed against the world’s best. This pool will offer
local access in Frankston to a world-class aquatic
facility and perhaps give rise to future swimming stars
from our area. With their modular design these pools
are able to be relocated as permanent facilities
throughout the Victorian community, including
Frankston. It is going to be a terrific additional
component of the Frankston project. Frankston
certainly needs a regional aquatic centre, and this
contribution by the Bracks government is a significant
step towards achieving this goal.
I am also pleased to note that the government has
approved the provision of an additional $2.5 million
from the Department for Victorian Communities Better
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Pools program. That is also going to be a real boon for
the project, which is to be located in Frankston at the
Monash University’s Peninsula campus. It is an
imaginative and innovative proposal for my community
in Frankston, and it will provide wellness and health
benefits to some 150 000 residents across the
community and neighbouring areas.
With the pool to be dismantled by 17 April, I am keen
to seek the minister’s advice on the arrangements that
are going to be put in place to relocate the pool assigned
to Frankston.

Bushfires: government assistance
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Premier. The issue I raise is about the
enormous social and environmental impact of the
recent bushfires in north-eastern Victoria and in
Gippsland. I request that the Premier ensure that
adequate funding and support is made available
immediately to the affected families and communities
in north-eastern Victoria.
People are hurting out there, including Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers who have given thousands
of volunteer hours to the cause; small business owners
who have lost tens of thousands of dollars in income;
local shires which have incurred hundreds of thousands
of dollars in operational costs; adventure and
ecotourism operators who are not able to get back to
and function in the high country because of the damage
and problems of access; and there is severe emotional
pain out there. If you go to the communities of Tolmie,
Whitfield, Jamieson, Mount Buller or Woods Point you
will see people who are emotional wrecks. They are
hurting and need to be helped.
I do acknowledge that a government bushfire recovery
task force is in place and that some dollars have been
committed. That is good, but it is still a very small
amount when compared with the estimated operational
cost of $200 million to fight the fires. On top of that
there are massive out-of-pocket expenses for the
affected communities and the volunteers. Affected
communities are also grappling with the effects of a
very severe drought, the severity of which some people
in Melbourne still do not comprehend.
I am also troubled by the local communities and CFA
volunteers who, one week after the fires had cleared,
were actively fundraising. They have replaced the fire
hoses in their hands with fundraising cans. The people
of Goughs Bay had a barbecue last week, and the
community raised $11 000 to support the purchase of a
new vehicle for the community.
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Last Saturday at Tolmie sports events CFA volunteers,
who were still recovering from the fires, were out there
rattling the can, trying to get money to protect their
town in the future. This also happened at Maindample
and Thornton — the list goes on. Whitfield recreation
reserve was damaged badly as a result of being used as
a staging post during the fires and needs repairs. Also
land-holders have had to meet the significant costs of
replacing fencing on boundaries adjoining Crown land,
as fences and paddocks have been burnt as a result of
back-burning to control fires on Crown land.
Tourism operators in the Mansfield area would
welcome the reopening of bush tracks, but
unfortunately those tracks have not yet been reopened
for four-wheel drive vehicles, therefore the operators
cannot restart their businesses. Overall there is a need
not just for the funding that has come so far, but for
significant increases in funding. That money must come
quickly and there must be support for those
communities because they are desperate.

Aged care: Frankston North centre
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Community Services in the other place
in relation to a proposed aged-care centre to be
constructed in my electorate of Cranbourne, right in the
heart of Frankston North. The action I seek is that the
minister take all necessary steps to lobby the federal
Minister for Health and Ageing seeking a fair share of
concessional beds for this proposed facility.
Frankston North is a proud place. Once a month I take
the opportunity to open a mobile office at the local
neighbourhood centre. I also take the opportunity to
attend local community group meetings, and I am
proud to be part of a community consortium that is
running community kitchens for the residents of
Frankston North. I am concerned, as are many residents
of Frankston North, about recent information I have
received from the City of Frankston. An aged-care
centre is welcome in Frankston North, but it needs to be
one that will service fixed-income earners.
After writing to the mayor and councillors of the City
of Frankston I was advised by a senior officer from the
council that of the 180 beds in the facility only 50 will
be made available as concession beds. Out of those
50 beds, 25 will be taken up by residents from the
Milpara Park Aged Persons Hostel in Frankston, which
is proposed to be closed. If these figures are correct,
that will leave only 25 concession beds.
The information about only 25 out of 180 beds is a kick
in the guts to the residents of Frankston North and also
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the surrounding areas, especially when the area or
region has a shortage of — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will interrupt the
member for Cranbourne. He needs to ask for action.
Mr PERERA — I have, Speaker. The action I seek
is that the minister take all necessary steps to lobby the
federal minister.

That is the subject of my adjournment matter tonight. I
call on the Premier to make it a priority to deliver an
emergency helicopter to Warrnambool and south-west
Victoria.
Recently I received an email from another concerned
citizen with a copy of a letter sent to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services which says:

An honourable member — Rule him out of order.

I am writing to you with regard to the emergency helicopter
which, for years, has been promised to the people of the
western district.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member needs to
ask the minister to do more than lobby; he needs to ask
for direct action.

Six weeks ago, a very, very close friend of my sons died as
[a] result of horrific injuries sustained in an accident with a
B-double … tanker at Allansford, near Warrnambool.

Mr PERERA — The direct action is to get more
concessional beds to Frankston North.

A road trip to the Warrnambool air strip, then flight to
Essendon, then yet another road trip to the Alfred trauma
centre.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PERERA — Because that is the government
facility we have.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry, but I will
have to rule the adjournment matter out of order.

Emergency services: Warrnambool helicopter
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
wish to raise is for the Premier. On 21 December a
young lady from Garvoc was involved in a serious
motor vehicle accident at Allansford near
Warrnambool. Tragically, two weeks later the young
lady died in hospital.
On 12 January 2007 an article appeared in the
Warrnambool Standard, which says:
The family of car accident victim Alycia Fowler has joined
the push for a south-west emergency helicopter, saying it took
hours longer than it should have for Alycia to arrive at the
Alfred Hospital.
On the morning of December 21, Alycia received critical
injuries when her Toyota Corolla collided with a truck on the
Allansford overpass.
She died last Sunday still unconscious in the Alfred.
Her mother, Dominique Fowler, said … the process of
transporting her daughter to Melbourne by plane had been
inefficient.
…
‘The chopper should have been here’, Mrs Fowler said.
‘How many more accidents do there have to be? When are
they going to make it a priority?’.
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If only an emergency helicopter had been in the region, she
could have been loaded into the helicopter and flown directly
to the helipad at the Alfred.
How much critical time would have been saved? Perhaps
even her life! Now that is something you need to think about.

On the same day, 12 January, the Portland Observer
and Guardian reported under the headline ‘Man
airlifted to the Alfred’:
A 42-year-old Portland man was airlifted to the Alfred
Hospital in a serious condition —

following a motorbike accident. Again that person had
to be taken to the Portland hospital and to the airport to
be flown to Melbourne — and his life was put at risk as
a result.
The action I seek from the Premier is to answer these
fundamental questions. The action south-west Victoria
seeks is for the Bracks Labor government to provide
funding for an emergency helicopter service in this
area. A lifesaving, multipurpose emergency service
should be based in the south-west region. Recent
studies have shown that it would be used more than
420 times a year, 130 of which would be time-critical
incidents. It would be used for air ambulance search
and rescue, especially sea rescue, to help the Country
Fire Authority and the Department of Sustainability and
Environment to combat fires, to help police, and to
assist in shark spotting. It is time for the Premier and
the Bracks Labor government to listen to the calls of the
community and to fund this much-needed emergency
helicopter for this region — the only region in the state
not covered by such a service.
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The Lakes-South Morang P–9 School: opening
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education in
another place. The matter I wish to raise is that the
minister do all in his power to put an end to ill-founded
and malicious rumours that the wonderful new Lakes
school at South Morang did not open on time to serve
the community of Mill Park Lakes.
I had the privilege of serving on the planning
committee for the Mill Park Lakes school, the
magnificent education initiative at Mill Park Lakes
which will set an example across the state. What we
will have there is a one-stop shop for education and
families in a precinct in South Morang. The Victorian
government committed to fund a P–4, a 5–9 and a
special development school on the site.
The day before the official state school term started I
had the privilege of greeting more than 250 students
and their families as they attended the Lakes-South
Morang P–9 School. They were committed and keen to
attend this wonderful new school, which is a Bracks
government initiative. Eight new parents are committed
to stand for the school council. But there was one blot
on the horizon of joy for the students and their families
attending the new school. To their horror, on the Friday
after the start of the new school term, the school was
fielding media inquiries from members of the local
media who were saying, ‘We understand that this
school did not open and it did not happen. We have
received a media release that says that these
250 students do not exist, or if they do they are
attending Morang South Primary School’.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has to ask
the minister for action.
Ms GREEN — I seek the minister’s action to end a
malicious campaign, involving a statement in the local
media, that the school did not open when in fact it did.
This has caused trauma in the community. It has caused
a crisis of confidence and it is not true. The blot on the
horizon is the shadow Minister for Education who has
said that the school did not open and that the students
were bunked in Morang South Primary School. He has
been described in the local paper as a goose. He is a
goose. The principal and the families at the
Lakes-South Morang P–9 School know that the school
opened on time. The Liberal Party stands in disgrace.

Motor vehicles: registration renewal
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — The issue I raise is
for the Minister for Public Transport and the Minister
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for Police and Emergency Services. The action I
request is for an investigation of this issue and for a
proper resolution to be found.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member cannot
refer an item to two ministers.
Mrs SHARDEY — This is an issue that goes across
two areas, but I will ask the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to take action.
A renewal notice for the registration of a motor vehicle
was claimed to be sent to the person who has brought a
complaint to my attention. It is claimed by VicRoads
that the renewal notice was returned to it by Australia
Post as undeliverable even though the owner of the
vehicle has lived at the same address, including the
same house and the same street, for some 25 years. As a
result, after a period of time the vehicle was deemed to
be unregistered. The owner was booked by Victoria
Police for driving an unregistered vehicle and a fine of
$537 was applied. The owner was obliged not only to
pay the fine but also to obtain a roadworthy certificate
for the vehicle.
Although VicRoads wrote to the owner of the vehicle
and said it was unfortunately unable to explain why the
notice was returned, VicRoads also requested that the
traffic camera office take such information into
consideration and that the notice be waived. Despite
this, the fine was enforced and the owner, I have to say,
is less than impressed. This sounds like bureaucracy
gone mad.
I ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
take up this matter and ensure that the fine is waived
and that the money is returned to the complainant. I am
very happy to supply the minister with details of the
individuals concerned.

Craigieburn North P–12 school: funding
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I wish to raise a matter
for the urgent attention of the Minister for Education in
the other place. The action I seek is for the minister to
release funds as soon as possible for the building of the
Craigieburn North P–12 school. That school was an
election promise.
Many members of the house will know that my
electorate covers the rapidly growing area of
Craigieburn. They will also know that many schools in
that area have been upgraded, including Gladstone Park
Secondary College, Craigieburn South Primary School,
Craigieburn Secondary College, Willmott Park Primary
School and West Meadows Primary School. There
have also been new schools built in the area —
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Craigieburn Primary School, which has been relocated,
and Roxburgh Rise Primary School, which is a
brand-new school.
Before Christmas I attended the graduation ceremony at
Craigieburn Primary School, which now has over
700 children and is expected to increase to 900 in the
near future. The school has little room to accommodate
further expansion, so a school at Craigieburn North is
needed as soon as possible. Craigieburn is a designated
growth area, and the Bracks government has done
much to improve the quality of life of residents there.
The Craigieburn health service, which cost $15 million,
is coming online and is due to be opened this year. The
rail extension from Broadmeadows through to
Roxburgh Park and Craigieburn is expected to open in
the latter half of 2007.
Along with that recognition of the need for key
infrastructure we need the school at Craigieburn North
to be started as soon as possible, because thousands of
people are choosing Craigieburn as the place to live,
work and raise a family. The school, which is to be a
prep to year 12 school, could start with preps and the
intake could be staged over a period of time. Given the
700 students at Craigieburn Primary School, increasing
to 900 in the near future, and given that Willmott Park
is being upgraded to take more children, the future for
the area is very rosy. The school is needed as soon as
possible.
The action I seek is for the Minister for Education to
release those funds as soon as possible so we can get on
with building those schools and ensuring the state is
always a great place to live, work and raise a family.

Planning: Echuca brothel application
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — The matter I wish to
raise for the attention of the Minister for Planning in
another place concerns an application before the Shire
of Campaspe to build a brothel in Echuca’s south-east.
The action I request is that the Minister for Planning
work with the Campaspe shire to help it prohibit the
establishment of a brothel in Echuca. A
Melbourne-based company is behind the application,
which would see a brothel containing 6 client rooms
and employing 12 workers set up in an industrial area
in Bilkey Court.
There is strong community opposition to the plan, and I
have been inundated with letters and phone calls from
constituents in the past few months about the issue. One
hundred and seventy-one formal submissions from
118 households opposing the proposed brothel have
been lodged with the shire, and all argue that a brothel
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does not fit Echuca’s family tourism profile and has the
potential to adversely alter Echuca’s reputation and
image. I fully support the community’s stance on this
issue and share my constituents’ concerns that a brothel
would have a negative impact on our community.
The development application for the brothel went
before the Campaspe shire council last week and was
unanimously rejected by the councillors. The council
now plans to investigate the possibility of amending its
planning scheme to prohibit brothels in the shire in the
future.
I have been working with the shire on this issue and
have received advice from the parliamentary library
that, under the Planning and Environment (Planning
Schemes) Act 1996, councils outside metropolitan and
regional centre areas can apply for amendments to local
planning schemes to ban brothels. I understand that
such applications can be made on the grounds that the
amendment would assist in achieving the Victorian
planning objectives and that a brothel would cause
social disruption as a result of a lack of anonymity for
prostitutes and their clients. I am further advised that
any such application would require approval by the
Minister for Planning.
On the basis of this information the Campaspe Shire
Council intends making an application to the Minister
for Planning for an amendment to its local planning
scheme to ban brothels in the municipality. Given the
strong community opposition to this proposal, I ask that
the minister look favourably upon the council’s
application and assist it in achieving its objective to
prohibit brothels in the shire in the future.

Tertiary education and training: federal
program
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — Together with a
number of other members, I wanted to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs, representing the Minister for Education
in another place, relating to measures being introduced
to boost skills training in Victoria, an objective I am
sure many members would consider very worthwhile. I
seek from the Minister for Education an urgent
investigation into serious impediments which exist to
the expansion of technical education in Victoria and the
consequent impact of these impediments on Victorian
schools, Victorian families and Victorian businesses.
The particular program I am referring to is one of those
sponsored by the federal government and known as
Australian technical colleges. The program was
announced in 2001 with much fanfare by the federal
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government. Its intention was to establish 24 colleges
across Australia with a number of them in Victoria,
ultimately providing some 7200 tradespeople a year. It
all sounds very grand, but in reality it has not delivered
anywhere near what was anticipated.
In an article appearing in the Herald Sun late last year
Gerard McManus — who is well known by members
opposite and their colleagues in Canberra; he is of
course one of two reporters who the federal government
is hopeful will be locked up — reported that the
program had failed dismally and that instead of
achieving some 7200 tradespeople across Australia in
2006 it had as few as 305 students enrolled in the
program at a cost to taxpayers of $178 333 per
first-year apprentice. This is an extraordinary
extravagance. Furthermore, Mr McManus went on to
state that the technical colleges may not be fully
operational until at least 2010 and that bureaucratic
dithering is being blamed for the failure to get this
program working. He stated that in Victoria, Australian
technical colleges in Bendigo, Geelong, Gippsland and
Warrnambool had a grand total of zero enrolments in
2006, and in East Melbourne, my part of the world,
where a college was anticipated to be established
between a government school and a local Catholic
school, only 16 students were enrolled last year.
This is a real blow to families and businesses who were
promised a lot by the federal government, which has
obviously failed dismally to produce the goods. I seek
an urgent investigation by the Minister for Education
into why this program has failed so dismally.
Dr Napthine — I think it is appropriate to raise a
point of order, Speaker, early in this Parliament with
regard to the adjournment debate and to suggest to you
as Speaker that you provide a ruling or advice from the
chair as to the future conduct of adjournment debates.
More than a decade ago Speaker Coghill issued such a
ruling from the chair which provided valuable guidance
and advice to members for some time about the
operation of the adjournment debate.
We have already seen tonight, Speaker, that you have
had to rule one contribution to the adjournment debate
out of order because it did not comply with the
requirements of the adjournment debate and the
practices of this house. I would suggest to you that the
contribution from the member for Frankston was
probably also similarly out of order, although I am not
raising that as an issue. If it was not out of order, it was
certainly skating on thin ice with respect to being barely
distinguishable from question time, in that the member
was seeking information outlining arrangements or
seeking advice from a minister rather than seeking
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specific action. There were similar issues with regard to
the matter raised by the honourable member for Yan
Yean.
I would suggest that in the interests of the smooth
operation of the house and for the benefit of both old
and new members, Speaker, you might perhaps look at
what Speaker Coghill did a decade or so ago and
provide some guidance to members about the operation
of the adjournment debate. It would be in the interests
of the house and of every member.
The SPEAKER — Order! Thank you.
The Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to
respond to an item raised by the member for Frankston.

Responses
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The member for Frankston raised the
very important issue of the relocation of the
championship pools to local councils following the
12th FINA World Championships, which will begin on
17 March. This will be the biggest aquatic event this
country has ever hosted. To put it in some perspective,
it will be bigger than the aquatic program at the Sydney
Olympic Games and five times bigger than the aquatic
program at the Commonwealth Games. We expect
2000 elite athletes from up to 175 nations. If that is the
case, it will be the biggest aquatic event in the world.
Five pools are needed for the world swimming
championships. Even if we chose to stage all the events
at the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre, we would
still need five pools — that is, a pool for the swimming
competition, a warm-up pool for the swimming
competition, a pool for the water polo, a pool for the
diving and a warm-up pool for the water polo. There is
not sufficient space at MSAC to cover all those events
on the one site. Therefore temporary pools need to be
installed at Rod Laver Arena. A temporary pool will be
installed on centre court at Rod Laver Arena for the
swimming and the synchronised swimming. There will
also be a warm-up pool. MSAC will be fully utilised
for the whole two weeks of the program.
Work on installing the temporary pools began on
9 February. AstralPool will be installing the pools.
They will sit 300 millimetres above the surface of the
courts supported by steel plates and a series of steel
cables. It is quite an amazing engineering feat. The
temporary competition pool at Rod Laver Arena will be
50 metres by 25 metres by 3 metres deep. It will be
3 metres deep so the synchronised swimming can be
conducted at that venue.
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The modular design of the pools allows them to be
relocated as permanent facilities throughout the
Victorian community. As part of the legacy of hosting
this event, four pools either 25 metres or 50 metres in
length will be provided to communities in need. The
Premier announced in September of last year that the
panels from one of the 50-metre pools, along with plant
and equipment, will be provided to the Frankston
community following the event, at an estimated value
of up to $2 million. In October of last year it was
announced that the City of Greater Geelong will receive
enough panels and equipment from the world
swimming championships to construct a new 50-metre
outdoor pool as part of its $28 million Leisure Link
aquatic centre. The state government has announced
support for the establishment of facilities in East
Bentleigh and Sunshine using the remaining panels
from the world championships.
Following the completion of the championships on
1 April the temporary pools will be disassembled, a bit
like a meccano set. They will be checked and packed
back into containers and delivered. AstralPool will
work with the Frankston design team and rebuild the
pool in Frankston. AstralPool is already in discussions
with the Frankston City Council. The agreement which
is in place will apply to Frankston and the other three
councils in terms of installation arrangements,
warranties and servicing. These will be permanent
facilities and one of the key legacies of the world
swimming championships, which will be the biggest
event the nation hosts this year.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
respond on the item for the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change raised by the
member for Brighton regarding the construction of a
desalination plant; an issue for the Premier raised by the
member for Benalla asking for increased support for
bushfire victims in north-east Victoria; an issue also for
the Premier raised by the member for South-West
Coast regarding an emergency helicopter in the western
region; an issue for the Minister for Education in the
other place raised by the member for Yan Yean
regarding the Mill Park Lakes school in South Morang;
an issue also for the Minister for Education raised by
the member for Yuroke regarding the Craigieburn
North P–12 school; a further issue for the Minister for
Education raised by the member for Mitcham regarding
boosting skills training; the issue for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services raised by the member
for Caulfield regarding motor vehicle registration; and
the issue raised with the Minister for Planning in the
other place by the member for Rodney asking for the
disallowance of a provision concerning brothels in
Echuca.
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Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I will refer each of the matters raised
with the Premier and the respective ministers for their
action.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.36 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

227

Nepean Highway–Truemans Road,
Tootgarook: safety
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Introduction and first reading

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the intersection of Point Nepean Road
and Truemans Road in the suburb of Tootgarook is unable to
safely cope with the peak tourist season traffic volume
between the months of September and May.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) introduced a bill for an act
to amend the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003
and the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968 and for other purposes.

It is often difficult to see oncoming traffic when entering
Point Nepean Road from Truemans Road and during the peak
tourist season it is not uncommon for traffic to bank up
Truemans Road for kilometres contributing directly to both
increased driver stress and irrational risk-taking behaviour.

PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Read first time.

VICTIMS OF CRIME ASSISTANCE
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Victims of Crime Assistance
Act 1996 to increase the amounts of special financial
assistance that may be awarded under that act and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Gas: Phillip Island supply
To the honourable the Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Your petitioners therefore pray that the minister for transport
fund the installation of either a set of traffic lights or
roundabout at the intersection of Point Nepean Road and
Truemans Road in the suburb of Tootgarook as a matter or
urgency.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (55 signatures)

Boating: life jackets
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house our total opposition to the regulations for the
compulsory wearing of life jackets or PFDs. The petitioners
therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
rejects these regulations as a matter or urgency.

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (243 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East).

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the natural gas be made available to
residents of Phillip Island.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K SMITH (Bass).

Phillip Island is one of Victoria’s and Australia’s major
tourist destinations and it is a community which is
consistently growing. There is ample support for this service
to be established in this thriving community.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks state
government supports the establishment of natural gas on
Phillip Island, Victoria, as a matter of utmost urgency.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will every pray.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (100 signatures)

DOCUMENT
Tabled by Clerk:
National Parks Act 1975 — Report on the Great Otway
National Park under s. 17
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Ray Yates
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I want to take this opportunity to
congratulate Ray Yates on being awarded the Shire of
Yarra Ranges 2007 Citizen of the Year at the recent
Australia Day awards function. The award could not
have gone to a more deserving individual.
Ray’s achievements and activities are too extensive to
list in a 90-second statement, but here are just a few. He
was a Shire of Lilydale councillor for more than
20 years, including two terms as shire president in
1977–78 and 1992–93. Ray was heavily involved in the
construction of the Kilsyth sports centre, the visionary
development of Lilydale Lake, the establishment of
Japara Community House, heating and covering
centenary pool, and the construction of the Montrose
town centre. Over many decades Ray has served on a
multitude of organisations, including being an inaugural
member of the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong
Ranges Authority, the Lilydale museum trust and the
fire prevention committee.
In addition to this incredible community workload, Ray
has been the principal of Monbulk Primary School for,
I think, well over 30 years. After all these years Ray is
still pursuing excellence and innovation in education.
He also has an incredible memory and can recall the
names of students he may have taught 20 years earlier.
Over the last two years I have worked closely with Ray
as he pursued another vital community building
project — that is, the development of a community
health facility in Monbulk. Ray’s passion, vision and
tenacity have paid off. The project will go ahead with
combined funding of over $3 million from the school
community, the shire and the Bracks government.
Congratulations, Ray, on your well-deserved award.

Federation Square: rainwater tanks
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I draw to the attention of
the house the stupidity of the Bracks Labor
government’s approach to water recycling. Freedom of
information documents show that rainwater tanks
holding 300 000 litres were deleted from the Federation
Square design so that the government could save
$350 000. If they had been installed the tanks would
have collected 4.5 million litres in an average rainfall
year, and 2.8 million litres last year. After having made
this stupid decision the government, via Federation
Square Pty Ltd — a government-owned company —
conducted a feasibility study at an unknown cost on the
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installation of tanks to collect water from the Federation
Square roof. It will spend $100 000 itself to install tanks
now, and has received a federal government grant of
more than $109 000 to save 4.5 million litres a year of
water to flush toilets. The original purpose for the tanks
was far broader than that.
On top of this the government will pay for another
10 water tanks for diversion of stormwater for site
cleaning at an unknown cost, so the taxpayer has paid
for the tanks anyway. We have wasted four years of
rainwater, which means that over 18 million litres of
rainwater have been wasted, and Federation Square is
now one of the top 200 water users in the state. The
taxpayer has ended up paying for these tanks anyway.

Australia Day: Yan Yean electorate awards
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to pay
tribute to the many deserving members of my
community who were honoured on Australia Day. Sam
Ginsberg of Cottles Bridge was awarded the Medal of
the Order of Australia for service to the community
through the provision of humanitarian assistance and
voluntary psychological services. Ian Munro of
Nutfield, whom many members in this place would
know through his senior role at the Department of
Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, was
awarded a Public Service Medal in the Australia Day
honours.
My community has a great day on Australia Day,
celebrating the work of the many volunteers. Award
ceremonies are held by the Shire of Nillumbik, the City
of Whittlesea and the City of Whittlesea Australia Day
Committee, and also the federal member for Jagajaga,
Jenny Macklin, has her own Jagajaga awards.
The various people that were honoured in those various
ceremonies were Sue Cotchin of Wollert, Senior
Sergeant John Horton, Alison Eden of Eden Park, Ruth
Chapman of Doreen, Thelma Barkway of Eltham,
Daniel Froebel, Carolyn Mellor, Ida Brown, Alison
Buist, Lindsay Enderby, Peggy Enderby, Andrew
Evans, Violet Forber, Fay Gravenall, Ellen Smiddy,
David Snowden, Kaye Nailer, Yvonne Nobes, Adele
Phillips, Glynn Pritchard, Sharon Naughton, Lee Webb,
Diane Morgan and Pennie Puckey, and the Hurstbridge
Community Bank received the community award. Well
done to all those fantastic people for the work they do
for our community throughout the year.

Drought: Korong Vale general store
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I raise the plight of
small businesses that grease the wheels in our smaller
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country communities and provide vital services. The
wellbeing of country people and their connection with
each other depends on the friendly transactions that
occur daily in and around the general store. Sadly, we
are losing these one-stop businesses — a loss hastened
by drought. They are the key to the survival and
prosperity of a country town.
The Korong Vale general store is a good example. It is
the only retail business in town besides the pub. It is the
newsagent, V/Line bus ticket agent, post office, milk
bar, grocery store, local takeaway food store and tourist
information centre. It is the drop-off and pick-up point
for freight. It handles prescriptions and medications that
must be sent from the nearest pharmacy, which is
35 kilometres away in Boort. Its owners deliver
newspapers to outlying farms, and groceries to elderly
farm folk who no longer drive. It is the local meeting
place — everybody wants a yarn when they come in to
pick up their papers. Its windows are plastered with
upcoming events, clearance sales, sporting lists,
meeting notices and general goings-on.
The state government drought task force should
establish criteria for assisting these vital businesses.
They would need to be in an exceptional circumstances
declared area, would need to be the only business in
town supplying essential services and would need to be
a designated distance from a larger town. Make no
mistake: when these country businesses shut up shop,
the fabric of a community quickly unravels.

Tom Morrison
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I take this brief
opportunity to mark the passing of a fine man who
devoted much of his life to championing the cause of
the needy and disadvantaged within the Geelong
community. Tom Morrison passed away on Thursday,
14 December 2006, following a battle with cancer.
Tom was born in Scotland in 1950 and emigrated to
Australia — more specifically, to Geelong — with his
family when he was a child.
Having grown up in Geelong, Tom Morrison was very
much a part of our community. Testimony to this was
the fact that hundreds of people attended his funeral.
There were people from all walks of life who came to
know Tom as a person who dedicated his working life
and, may I say, much of his own time to pursuing
justice and a fair go for those who were disadvantaged.
As a community worker Tom worked for a number of
community agencies including the Barwon tenants
advice service, the Barwon Region Housing Council,
Jindara community services and, finally, Diversitat. As
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I said, Tom also did hour upon hour of voluntary work,
in particular helping people with drug and
alcohol-related problems.
Tom Morrison was passionate about social justice and a
fair go for everybody. He fought for the rights of
disadvantaged people with untiring enthusiasm. Tom
Morrison was a true gentleman who will be missed by
many. This world, especially the community of
Geelong, will be the poorer for his passing.
My condolences go to his devoted wife, Margaret, and
his five loved daughters and their families.

Manningham: bicycle strategy
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — The Manningham
City Council has a bicycle strategy in place that aims to
develop a framework to facilitate the effective
implementation of bicycle facilities throughout
Manningham.
Keys to the strategy are the five-year capital works
program, management frameworks and an educational,
safety and promotional strategy. Some $1.8 million will
be provided by the council, but an extra $5 million
needs to be found from external funds. If this strategy is
implemented, it will significantly improve the safety,
health and wellbeing of the residents in Manningham
and provide residents with an alternative mode of
transport, thereby reducing car emissions, bicycle
casualty crashes and, possibly, congestion. In order to
achieve this the government must provide funding for
the strategy through VicRoads and Parks Victoria.
Unless this government is prepared to provide money
instead of its hollow rhetoric, Victorians will not have
the opportunity to participate in activities that will assist
with their living healthy lifestyles.
The obesity epidemic in Victoria, especially among our
young, continues to be a threat to our nation’s health
and future health budgets. Encouraging our children to
ride bikes not only gets them active but also gives them
a greater understanding of road laws, which will assist
them when they learn to drive. I therefore call on this
government to provide $5 million to the Manningham
City Council to assist in funding the Manningham
bicycle strategy. I hope the minister takes this on board
and provides the funding to the Manningham City
Council.

Balibo Five
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — The current New
South Wales coronial inquest into the death of Brian
Peters at Balibo in East Timor on 16 October 1975
gives some hope that the Australian public will at last
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learn the truth about what happened to the five
Australian-based journalists on that fateful day.
The Balibo Five had travelled to East Timor to see
whether they could gather evidence that the Indonesian
military was engaged with and supporting
pro-Indonesian integration forces to destabilise the
country as a prelude to a full-scale Indonesian invasion
in December 1975. The Indonesian military was well
aware of the presence of the five Australian-based
journalists in the Balibo area, because they had the
capacity to intercept Fretilin radio communications.
Following the Indonesian forces attack at Balibo on
16 October 1975, the question in dispute has been about
the circumstances which led to the deaths of Greg
Shackleton, Tony Stewart, Gary Cunningham,
Malcolm Rennie and Brian Peters. The Indonesian
military has always claimed that the five were
accidentally killed in crossfire, but there has always
been a substantial body of evidence, including from the
Defence Signals Directorate, that they were deliberately
targeted for execution because the Indonesian military
did not want their involvement in the initial stage of the
invasion of East Timor to be transmitted to the world,
as it would reveal its role in creating the conflict and
instability in East Timor that would provide the pretext
for the Indonesian invasion.

Mornington Peninsula: sewerage program
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Thousands of old, leaking
septic tanks are ruining the groundwater on the
Mornington Peninsula and leeching effluent into Port
Phillip Bay, Western Port and Bass Strait. The backlog
of sewerage projects for the Mornington Peninsula will
take up to 40 years to complete at the current rate.
The vast majority of the Tootgarook, Rye, Blairgowrie,
Sorrento, Portsea, Red Hill, Flinders, Shoreham, Port
Leo, St Andrews and Cape Schanck areas are still not
sewered. The waste of approximately 40 000 people —
and up to 100 000 in summer — is seeping into our
environment and doing major damage. Many of the
current septic tanks are decades old and pose not only a
contamination risk for the environment but also a
potential health hazard to peninsula residents and
visitors. New homeowners have to install sewage
treatment plants that add substantially to the cost of a
new home.
Some residents have complained to me that local bore
water is now starting to smell of sewage, as the Nepean
aquifer is under enormous stress. I call on the
government to accelerate the backlog sewerage
program on the peninsula for the sake of the
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environment and the health of the people of the
Mornington Peninsula. We not only have to put up with
the Gunnamatta outfall polluting our beaches but we
are also inflicted with virtually no sewerage
infrastructure for our own waste. Forty years is too long
to wait to have what the rest of Melbourne takes for
granted — that is, basic sanitation and sewerage
infrastructure.

Human Values Festival
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I would like
to acknowledge the hard work of Amity Australia in
putting together the Human Values Festival. This event
was held on Sunday at Federation Square and featured
many different multicultural music and dance
performances, including Greek dancing, Brazilian
music and a great Bollywood performance. It was a
great effort on the part of the organisers to put together
this event, which they hope will become an annual
event.

Chinese community: year of the pig
Ms MORAND — I also wish all the Victorian
Chinese community members well for the year of the
pig. The year of 2007 starts on 18 February, this
Sunday, and the evening of 17 February is a very
important celebration for the Chinese community.
According to the Chinese lunar calendar the year of the
dog will finish at midnight on the 17th and the Chinese
community will welcome the year of the gold pig. I am
informed by my Chinese friends that it is not just a
simple year of the pig. As the Chinese attempt to bring
more luck and happiness whenever mentioning the
year, it may be referred to as the ‘gold pig’ or ‘fire pig’.
The year of the pig always symbolises a harvest year or
a wealthy year. In the traditional New Year decorations,
paper cuttings and window stickers, pigs normally
appear with money symbols or gold ingots. In fact
many Chinese believe that if their children are born in
the year of the pig, they will somehow have a more
wealthy life. The Chinese have found that a great
number of Chinese couples got married last year in the
hope of having a child this year, the year of the pig. So I
send best wishes to the Chinese community for the year
of the pig.

Country Fire Authority: Gippsland brigades
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise firstly to
congratulate the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers in the Morwell electorate who have served
their community tirelessly over the summer period. I
thank them on behalf of the Latrobe Valley community.
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But on a more sombre note I rise to express my concern
on behalf of local CFA volunteers about the standard of
equipment and condition of facilities at local brigades. I
have inspected local facilities at the invitation of CFA
volunteers, and I believe there is an urgent need to
upgrade working conditions for volunteers. The
facilities at Toongabbie, Cowwarr and Traralgon
East — to name just a few — require immediate
improvements. At a time when it is difficult to attract
and retain volunteers, the basic facilities such as toilets
and change rooms are non-existent.
Some of the smaller communities in Gippsland cannot
be expected to raise funds to provide basic amenities at
a time when much of the region has been affected by
drought and fires. Many volunteers currently utilise
personal vehicles and equipment to assist in their
firefighting duties. The personal cost of purchasing
two-way radios, for example, is a barrier to
involvement in the service and a significant cost burden
on these outstanding volunteers.
I urge the government to undertake an audit of facilities
across CFA brigades in Gippsland with a view towards
a major funding program for immediate upgrades.
Finally, I urge the government to reassess its opposition
to providing emergency service volunteers with
incentives such as free personal vehicle registration in
recognition of their vital service to the community. The
Nationals support the system of free vehicle registration
and third-party insurance for emergency service
volunteers as a means of boosting volunteering
numbers and recognising the service they provide.

Friends of the Plenty River
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In particular I would like to mention the determination
and energy of the Friends’ coordinators, Alice and
Kevin Ley, who have been central to the effectiveness
of these volunteer activities. The Friends of the Plenty
River have been operating for around 11 years and hold
monthly working bees, especially around the Yallambie
and Lower Plenty areas. Their work has greatly
improved the waterway environment and importantly
provided a wildlife corridor habitat and erosion
protection along this significant waterway. Alice and
Kevin Ley have also participated in Waterwatch
Victoria and various other community activities to
promote the importance of waterway conservation and
rehabilitation. It is certainly a pleasure to walk along the
Plenty River Trail and see the effectiveness of the work
of volunteers, and I thank all those who have
contributed.

Housing: Yarra Valley
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — The mismanagement and
lack of action by this government in providing housing
for needy, low-income families in the Yarra Valley is
appalling. A spokesperson for the Minister for Housing
was quoted recently in a local paper as having said that
the Yarra Valley was a priority area and the state
government had boosted resources. I say to the
minister, ‘Come out with me on any night and tell that
to the homeless families and young people with
nowhere to go’. Many homeless people are forced to
sleep wherever they can find a space, often in
unregistered cars. We have people living and sleeping
at the Lilydale Lake. At the nearby skate park a convoy
of cars arrives most nights — they see safety in
numbers.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to commend
the work of volunteers who form the Friends of the
Plenty River and who, with the support of the Banyule
council bush crew, work to revegetate the riparian and
understorey vegetation along the Plenty River. The
Plenty River is an important tributary of the Yarra
River and while it has been affected by the drought
conditions, it is an important environmental and
recreational resource in the local area as well as
forming the boundary of my electorate and that of the
member for Eltham.

In one case there were five young children, including a
baby, in a car. The police have said a woman lived
outside Lilydale police station, on and off, for two
months. I had a woman of 55 in my office crying
because she had nowhere to go. All she wanted was a
roof over her head. She had spent months moving
between friends’ and relatives’ homes. A property
manager from a real estate agency came to see me in
distress. Once again she had to evict a mother and
children for non-payment of rent. The real estate agent
hated doing it; she knew they had nowhere to go.

I have been aware of the work and efforts of many
volunteers along the Plenty River over the years and
have participated in a number of planting and clean-up
days, so I have firsthand knowledge of the steep river
banks and the extent of effort involved in weed control
and replanting work.

This government, through its planning and taxing
policies, is making it impossible for young families to
afford to buy a home and is driving away property
investors. These people cannot find private rental, and it
is too expensive when they do; it takes up all their
income. The minister needs to look at the situation.
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Schools: Frankston electorate
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — Frankston’s
schools are lucky to have a friend in the Bracks
government. Since my election as the local member in
2002, funding for schools in Frankston has dramatically
increased. Key projects include the modernisation of
Derinya Primary School, construction of the
state-of-the-art MAX learning centre at Karingal Park
Secondary College, the upgrade of Frankston High
School’s junior campus and many others too numerous
to list individually.
The Bracks government committed at the recent
election to modernising every Victorian government
school within 10 years, with an investment of
$1.9 billion. This is the largest school rebuilding
program in the post-World War II baby boom. Of
course this program would only be funded by the
Bracks government. Acknowledging that learning has
changed dramatically in the last half-century, schools
that were built in the 1950s will be replaced or
upgraded, and new schools will be built for our
growing outer suburbs.
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I urge the Minister for Education in the other place to
visit this lighthouse school, learn about its unique,
internationally renowned program and use common
sense. The children of Bayswater deserve the chance to
excel at a language. I ask the minister to provide
ongoing funding so that these students can continue to
gain skills which will see them able to compete in
global markets in years to come.

Wantirna Primary School: air conditioning
Mrs VICTORIA — Another school in my area,
Wantirna Primary School, also needs the minister’s
attention. I visited the 130 young students there this
week and was astounded that at least four of their senior
classrooms were totally inadequately cooled. Larger
schools in my electorate have modern air conditioning,
but these poor students were trying to concentrate in
most uncomfortable circumstances. I call on the
minister to conduct an immediate audit of the cooling
systems at Wantirna Primary School so that these
children have the opportunity to learn in comfort — not
next year but this year.

Lindsay King
I am pleased to announce that Karingal Park Secondary
College will be amongst the first schools in Frankston
to be modernised. It will receive a major upgrade by
2009. The Bracks government recognises that the
children of today are the adults of tomorrow and that
we need to ensure we have a well-skilled and educated
future workforce. Constructing modern classrooms is a
major step towards this goal.
Another excellent initiative announced during the
recent election campaign is free-fruit Fridays, which
will enable all primary school children from prep to
grade 2 to be offered free fruit on Fridays as part of the
Bracks government’s continuing fight against obesity. I
look forward to these exciting initiatives being
implemented across Frankston, and as always I will
continue to stand up for Frankston’s schools.

Bayswater South Primary School: languages
program
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — For the last
25 years the students from Bayswater South Primary
School have graduated from year 6 fully bilingual in
English and German. Last year this government slashed
the funding of this program but temporarily reinstated it
in an election stunt after much local media attention. It
is an absolute disgrace that this brilliant program will
now end with this school year.

Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise today to pay
tribute to a local community champion, Lindsay Ryan
King, who passed away on 7 February 2007 at the age
of 79. His passion was consolidated in music, tourism
and the history of the pioneers. He combined those
interests over the last 30 years or so and created a
pioneer bush band. He recorded music and played at
Australia Day fairs, the Royal Melbourne Show,
hospitals, schools and festivals to promote the pioneers’
way of life, their skills and music.
He was well known within the city of Casey as a tourist
advocate, town crier and coordinator of the pioneers
bush band and skills presentations. He was involved in
one way or another with the organisation of Australia
Day celebrations and the grand prix motorcycle
wave-off in Cranbourne, as well as the Tooradin
fishermen’s cottage project and the Cranbourne
Historical Society.
This fourth-generation Australian was born on 27 July
1927. In 1998 he moved to Cranbourne with his wife,
Margaret Jean Webster, whom he married in 1946 at
Beechworth. Lindsay was a man full of energy and
enthusiasm and never shied away from advancing
tourism in Cranbourne. He was King by name and a
king by nature. Lindsay will be dearly missed not only
by my staff and me but also by the residents of
Cranbourne and the city of Casey.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 14 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

Planning: Mornington and Mount Eliza land
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Last Sunday
morning over 250 people attended a public meeting to
protect the open space between Mount Eliza and
Mornington and to oppose a boundary realignment that,
if it proceeds, will fatally compromise the green belt.
Two properties are affected: the historic Norman Lodge
mansion, built in 1863; and Gunyong Valley, the
former home of Sir Reginald Ansett. Both properties
adjoin Port Phillip Bay and have titles that run to the
high-water mark.
For three years the Bracks government has ignored the
Victorian community and refused to consider
purchasing the land. Now we face a de facto
subdivision. In a zone that demands a minimum lot size
of 40 hectares, three of the five new blocks will be less
than one-thirtieth of that; but under the government’s
green wedge planning rules the council must consider
the application. If the council refuses it, it will end up at
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, and
we all know what will happen then. The meeting
resolved almost unanimously to ask the council to
reject the application and to start a process to acquire
the land.
There is no doubt that the Bracks government’s refusal
to reclaim the foreshore for all Victorians, combined
with its ineffectual planning laws, will make certain the
destruction of the peninsula’s green belt. Meanwhile
the community and council are being left to pick up the
pieces.

St Francis Senior Citizens Club, Mill Park
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I want to share
with the house my visit last Sunday to the St Francis
Senior Citizens Club in Mill Park. This club serves the
local Philippine community in my electorate and is one
of several regional associations that have sprung up
since the Filipino Association of Victoria was officially
established in the late 1950s. On Sunday the
community celebrated Valentine’s Day and 10 years of
service for several committee members. The event also
celebrated the 10th anniversary of the local association,
with an abundance of traditional Philippine dishes
provided after mass, which is the usual practice at the
local church. There were representatives from the
Footscray association, who were invited to share in the
celebrations.
I was very honoured to be present on behalf of the club
to present certificates of recognition to several members
of the association who have served 10 years on the
committee. The recipients were the immediate past
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president, Federico Mungcal; treasurer Lucia Uy;
coordinator Celia Mungcal; and adviser Connie San
Jose.
Sunday’s event also celebrated Valentine’s Day. A
guest speaker, Dr Rey Tiquia, gave a talk on traditional
Chinese medicine and healthy living. I was pleased to
present the club with a cheque for $1100 from the
Victorian Multicultural Commission to assist with the
club’s ongoing activities. This club expressed its great
appreciation of the state government’s recently
announced funding increase, from $3 million to
$4 million, to the VMC.

Water: Gippsland
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I stand to
condemn the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change for the utter contempt he has shown
toward Gippsland farmers experiencing the worst
drought in their lifetime. The minister for water has
allowed 2000 megalitres of unallocated water from the
Blue Rock Dam to be auctioned on the internet by a
private company called Watermove. He has allowed a
reserve price of $70 a megalitre to be applied when
farmers are currently paying between $15 and $20 a
megalitre. This is all at a time when Gippsland farmers
have had their water entitlements slashed by at least
45 per cent. Most farmers are buying in extra feed at
$800 per head and stock water at $250 a day just to
keep their production going and their herds intact.
I call on the minister to stop this blatant profiteering at
the expense of vulnerable farming families and to take
this opportunity to show some genuine concern for and
offer tangible relief to our desperate farmers by offering
the spare capacity in Blue Rock Dam to irrigators at the
normal price of $15 to $20 a megalitre.

Schools: Burwood electorate
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish to put on
record in the Victorian Parliament our appreciation for
the great work that teachers do in educating our
children. Students have gone back to school in the last
few weeks, and I know that the teachers in our local
schools are keen and committed. These schools include
Hartwell Primary School, which the Premier and I
visited last November to announce that the new junior
school would be built as part of our commitment to
modernise all schools in the state. Surrey Hills and
Roberts McCubbin primary schools are two more very
good schools which are also planning upgrades. I will
be visiting both these schools later this week to hear
about their plans.
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New classrooms have been installed at Wattle Park
Primary School, and I must admit that the new style of
demountable classroom is very good. Solway Primary
School, which has also been funded for a makeover of
the toilet block, and Ashburton Primary School are also
great local schools. Ashburton Primary School has its
fete next month, and I urge all members to come along.
The Solway Primary School community has been
supportive on issues such as climate change. Other
schools include Parkhill Primary School, with its great
community garden, and Glen Iris Primary School,
where stage 2 of its building program is under way.

a well-developed ethical guideline system in place and
is respectful of the living and the dying as well as
grieving families. I urge members of Parliament to lead
by example by putting signs on their electorate office
doors and forms at the front of their offices and getting
behind this campaign. It was most successful in Pascoe
Vale.

There are also a number of Catholic schools in my
electorate which all do great job. They are
St Scholastica’s in Bennettswood, St Michael’s in
Ashburton, St Dominic’s in Camberwell, St Benedict’s
in Burwood and St Mary Magdalene’s in Jordanville.
At the secondary level there are Emmaus College in
Burwood, Siena College in Camberwell and Salesian
College in Chadstone. Finally, I will also mention
Presbyterian Ladies College, Kingswood College,
St Andrew’s, Mount Scopus, Ashwood School and
Ashwood College, where the state government is
providing a grant of $1 million towards a new arts
centre. They are all great schools, and I thank the
teachers, who do a magnificent job.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Australian Organ Donor Awareness Week
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Next week is
Australian Organ Donor Awareness Week. The stark
reality of the fragility of human life hits home when a
previously apparently healthy 40-year-old family
member is hooked up to life-sustaining machines.
Organ donation discussions are best held in the
calmness of good health. I urge each and every member
to get their electorate office resources behind this
wonderful campaign to raise donation rates and to
promote the registration of consent on the Australian
organ donor register (AODR). Some 100 Australians
may die this year waiting for organ transplants, and
1700 people are currently awaiting a transplant.
Unfortunately most people who think they are
registered in fact are not.
Every one of us, our family members and friends is a
potential recipient of a donated organ. We all have a
vital role to play in increasing the numbers on the
AODR. Up to 10 people can receive donor organs and
tissue from one donor. It is up to a donor to nominate
the number of organs, and of course some can only
become available after donors have died. Australia has

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. The time for making
statements has concluded.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:
That grievances be noted.

Public transport: management
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to grieve for the
state of our public transport system here in Victoria, for
our metropolitan train services and for our V/Line
services. I grieve for the people who rely on these vital
public services on a day-to-day basis, including
mothers who rely on the public transport system to get
them home in time to collect children from child care. I
grieve for both employers and employees and the
constant conflict that occurs due to people turning up
late for work because of the failure of the public
transport system.
I grieve for motorists who are caught at level crossings,
where boom gates are down for much longer than they
have been in the past due to braking problems
experienced with the Siemens trains. I grieve for people
who get stuck on the public transport system on a
day-to-day basis and who are late getting home to
family members, and for people in country Victoria
who rely on the public transport system to get them to
vital doctors’ and specialist appointments in the
metropolitan area and who continually turn up late.
Often they have to cancel appointments or make other
further expensive arrangements to get to the city
because they simply cannot rely on the public transport
system in Victoria.
It is important in this debate that we understand that in
Victoria today we operate our public transport system
under Bracks Labor government contracts. These are
contracts with the franchise operators that were signed
in 2004 by the Bracks government.
It is important that we understand the history of these
franchise agreements. They were put in place by the
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former Liberal government, but under the previous
government and under the franchise agreements that
existed until the contracts were altered in 2004 we did
not experience the problems that we face today, either
with our country trains or with our metropolitan trains.
When you look at some of the commentary and the
statements that were made by the Bracks government
and the minister about the contracts that were put in
place with the franchise operators, you find they are an
endorsement of what the former Liberal government
did with the public transport system in Victoria. Prior to
the renegotiation of the contracts an article appeared in
the Herald Sun of 12 January 2003 that says:
Transport minister Peter Batchelor said overall punctuality
and reliability had improved under private operators.
‘Paradoxically, M>Train had improved its position during the
year and then handed back the keys’, he said.
He said that in 1998–99 about 94 per cent of M>Train
services had run on time, but in the September quarter this
had improved to 97.5 per cent. Throughout the year, the
operator had consistently scored 96 to 97 per cent in
punctuality.

This all took place under the former Liberal
government’s contracts with the private operators. The
problem stems from the day in 2004 that the Premier,
the Treasurer and the then Minister for Transport
declared that they would sit down with the private
operators and renegotiate the contracts. We all recall
that at that particular point in time the government
made an announcement that the private operators would
receive $1 billion in additional funding to run the public
transport network in Victoria and that because of the
size of those contracts the majority of that money
would go to Connex. Up until that point in time Connex
argued that it was bleeding and that it could not make a
go of it in Victoria. But the system was running better,
it was reliable and punctuality was right up.
Since the time when the additional money was handed
over and the government got to administer and run its
own contracts, the service levels of V/Line and Connex
have absolutely plummeted to the point where, as we
witnessed in January, a number of trains were removed
from the metropolitan network, throwing it into
absolute chaos. But if you look at the performance and
management of that contract from 2004 onwards, you
get a pretty good understanding of what has gone
wrong. In actual fact the Liberal Party has said all along
that the government will not manage and enforce the
provisions of the contract, has reached a soft
arrangement and a soft agreement with the franchise
operators, is not game to make the hard decisions, is not
game to deal out the punishment, is not game to make
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the threats, does not audit the work and does not
enforce the clauses of its contracts.
If you really want any further endorsement of the
Liberal Party’s position on this issue, you need look no
further than an email that was provided to the
opposition. Its author is James McGarvey of the
Agenda Group. He is the former private secretary to the
Treasurer, and he is well connected to most Labor Party
members. It is a company that is steeped in Labor Party
appointments to positions.
I will read what he said in the email. I note also that that
company employs a former employee of the then
Minister for Transport, and I think this email says a lot
about what is wrong. It states:
Individual companies had mixed experience and mixed
outcomes dealing with him —

referring to the former transport minister, now the
Minister for Victorian Communities.
Pacific National, and its forerunner, had a longstanding
dispute about access pricing and investment in country rail
infrastructure. On the other hand it is suggested Connex have
received favourable treatment despite contractual and
performance failures.

This gets to the real crux of the matter: if you are going
to enter into a contract with the private sector and sign
off on a range of clauses within that contract, then you
are going to have to have people in place who are
prepared to enforce them and ministers who are
prepared to ride those contracts right to the very last
day of contract and ensure that the performance is
delivered, particularly when the taxpayers have forked
out $1 billion of additional money via the Labor
government to support those franchise operators
through the term of that contract.
However, this email may also cast some light on the
issues surrounding the failure of the contracts, as it goes
on to say:
It is broadly held in government circles that Batchelor was
‘captive’ to his department, more than any other minister. His
office has also been notoriously difficult to deal with
( … secretive and non-communicative) within and external to
government.

I would say we experienced that during our time in
caretaker mode when we sat down with the department
and tried to get a bit of an understanding of what was
happening with the Connex contracts, what was
happening regarding problems with the trains, what was
happening with V/Line and why the performance levels
had dropped — but it was like talking to a brick wall. If
you have a minister who is captive to a department that
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operates in a secretive manner, then you have no hope
whatsoever of ensuring that that minister will perform
his duties, enforce the contract conditions and indeed
bring about a far better public transport system here in
Victoria.
It is interesting to also look at some of the comments
that were made when these new contracts were signed.
I know we have had persons on the outside of
government and outside of politics commenting on the
success or otherwise of the contracts. As I said, the
Liberal government agreed to go down that pathway
and the position was supported by the Labor
government. Labor claimed that the contracts were
working, and those contracts and franchise agreements
were audited by Professor Bill Russell, who gave them
a glowing report and said they were a model for further
private-public relationships, agreements and
partnerships. The contracts had very wide support.
On the other hand, Paul Mees, an academic who
comments regularly on the public transport network
here in Victoria, claims that the franchise agreements
have failed, that the whole thing should be pulled down,
that there are too many government departments and
government agencies involved and that the whole thing
should be started once again and thrown back into
government ownership.
The simple fact of the matter is that under such an
arrangement the trains, with their existing problems,
would roll back to the government, all the operational
staff now with Connex would go onto the government
payroll, the managerial staff would roll over, and none
of the problems that exist at the moment would go
away.
Dr Mees went on to say that the whole system needs to
be pulled down and a whole new organisational
infrastructure put in place. We know very well that
Labor governments are incapable of doing that, and we
know that they grow bureaucracies. To see that we have
only to look at what the government did last year when
it introduced legislation in this Parliament dealing with
the establishment of a rail safety regulator and another
new authority, the Office of the Chief Investigator,
transport and marine safety investigations. When you
throw on top of that VicTrack, MetTicket and the
Transport Ticketing Authority, imagine the number of
additional authorities and corporations the government
would bring on board and the number of people it
would have sitting around the table if it were to take on
ownership. You would never ever get a decision made,
and the system would collapse entirely.
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We also have the position in Victoria of having a
government with a newly appointed minister for
transport who did not want the job. The former Minister
for Education and Training was demoted to public
transport minister and did not want the job. If you want
reinforcement of what the Premier is on the record as
saying in relation to the depth of his backbench and
those able to come forward, you have only to look at
what happened during the latest debacle with the public
transport network when a minister who had been in this
place no longer than eight weeks was given the role of
taking control of the entire issue — that is, the Minister
for Roads and Ports.
We have a very difficult situation in that we have a
minister who does not want the job and the Minister for
Roads and Ports will take on the role of spokesperson
for the Minister for Public Transport when she is not
available. As I said, he is new to the place and has been
here around eight weeks.
The Premier, in signing off on the agreement between
the state government and Yarra Trams, on 19 February
2004 claimed it would deliver stability and improved
service to customers. The Premier also said that
$1 billion extra would be needed for Melbourne’s trains
and trams and, as we all know, the Premier used that
excuse for tolling the proposed Scoresby freeway. Not
only did we get a toll road that we were told we would
never get, but we have got a lousy public transport
system as a result of the $1 billion in additional
funding. At the time the Premier admitted that services,
reliability and customer satisfaction had all improved
since the introduction of the privatised public transport
system. That is an endorsement of the work carried out
by the former Liberal government.
From that point onwards all the assurances that the
Premier put forward and that the then Minister for
Transport put forward have not been delivered by this
government. None of them have been delivered by the
government. It has been secretive; it has been involved
in cover-ups and the government will not accept any
responsibility. It has become expert at deflecting
attention away from itself, straight across to Connex
regarding the problems that exist with the current trains.
The fact is with the current system Connex operate an
aged infrastructure on the rail network. The rails, the
signalling system that was supposed to be updated in
2002–03, but which was cancelled by the then Minister
for Transport claiming that the signalling system was
adequate, and the trains were provided to them by the
government of the day to operate.
Every time there is a problem with the signalling, every
time we have a weather event in Melbourne and we
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have trains cancelled, the government makes a phone
call to Connex saying, ‘You go out and face the public’.
On Stateline on the weekend, as Bob Annells the
chairman of Connex, even acknowledged, there were
situations outside the control of Connex that caused a
lot of the problems we have today. They are the lack of
investment in infrastructure by this government. The
government purchased the trains and handed them over
to Connex. It refused to upgrade the signalling system.
It refused to embark on an upgrade and extension of
any of the rail networks. A couple of years ago the head
of Connex said that the stations in Melbourne were
crap. That is the infrastructure Connex was given and
which it has had to work with on a day-to-day basis.
Once again I point out that the government of the day
will not accept any of the responsibility for the failings
of the system. You only have to look at what is going
on in country Victoria with V/Line’s performance. In
January 2006 the Latrobe Valley’s Sale–Bairnsdale
line’s punctuality was 66 per cent. It is supposed to be
92 per cent. The Albury–Seymour–Shepparton line’s
punctuality was 76 per cent, but it was supposed to be
92 per cent. Who in their right minds would put a
specialist appointment or a job in the hands of an
organisation that has a 66 per cent chance of getting
there on time? No-one. It is an absolute disgrace. It lies
at the feet of the Labor government, which has
mishandled the public transport system of Victoria.

Capital punishment: abolition
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I grieve today
for Victorians who are still suffering the effects of
capital punishment. I grieve for Victorian citizens and
their families who are suffering the lifelong
ramifications of the death penalty. I also grieve for
others in the international community who also suffer
the horrors of that penalty. In the short life of the
56th Parliament our community has been touched by
three very prominent stories on capital punishment:
2 December 2006 was the first anniversary of the
execution by hanging of Van Nguyen in Singapore; on
31 December there were chilling media photographs
and footage of Saddam Hussein’s hanging; and
3 February was the 40th anniversary of the hanging of
Ronald Ryan at Pentridge Prison. Finally, there was a
sign of hope when the 3rd World Congress Against the
Death Penalty was held in Paris from 1 to 3 February
and concluded with a very compelling declaration.
I particularly grieve today for the countries and their
people who as yet are still not part of seeing the judicial
system being essentially restorative and who in those
countries have citizens who are legally executed. I
grieve for countries that while having abolished the
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death penalty have not seen other countries follow suit.
They have not used their moral authority and many of
the countries that have abolished the death penalty
selectively decide when they will try to persuade other
countries that the death penalty is so wrong. I applaud
the Parliament and the members in this chamber and in
the other place who in 1975 abolished the death penalty
in Victoria. I applaud the Victorian government which,
in November 2005, expressed its vehement opposition
to the death penalty through a letter by the Premier
delivered by the Attorney-General to the Singaporean
government.
The opposition to the death penalty is not an
endorsement of crime, no matter how repugnant those
crimes may be. The opposition to the death penalty
indicates that no matter how repugnant a crime the
death penalty delivered by society through its elected or
unelected representatives or authority is morally
repugnant. How and why would one come to such a
conclusion?
Like many others in this chamber who are in their late
40s and beyond, I vividly remember the morning of
Ronald Ryan’s hanging, as I vividly remember the
horrors of the shooting and death of the prison warden,
Mr Walker. Children and families living in the vicinity
of Pentridge were acutely aware of the nightmares and
fears we experienced following an escape and the
dangers to other staff and prisoners faced during a
breakout. What was different about the two deaths, the
death of the prison warden and death of the prisoner,
was that the first was at the hand of a gunman but the
execution of Ronald Ryan was at the hand of the state,
and thus we were all willingly or unwillingly partly
complicit in the extinguishment of that life.
I remember that around our kitchen table and in our
kitchen that morning the normal chatter and boisterous
family life that surrounded our family was absent
around 8.00 a.m. on Friday, 3 February 1967. The same
occurred with conversation in the train and with
schoolyard gossip. State-sanctioned killing involves all
the members of society. My family knew it, those
waiting for my train knew it, those travelling within the
train knew it and the school students knew it. That
morning was palpably different.
Victorians, particularly people living around Coburg,
who doubted the wrongness of capital punishment, I
suggest that morning were brought starkly into reality.
The clear evidence of that morning emphasised the very
nature of community results in all of us participating in
such deaths. The Victorian and Australian states that
still had capital punishment as a sentence acted to
remove it from their statute books after that fateful
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morning in 1967. Collectively and individually I
believe members should continue to argue coherently at
every opportunity and put the case why capital
punishment is wrong. We must stop it through
organised channels such as Amnesty International. I
particularly applaud the Parliament’s Amnesty
International group. To me the death penalty is
anathema in a true civil society. A civil society is one
based on justice, and respect for human life is integral
to that. A justice system that kills represents a failure of
justice.
On the very day of the 40th anniversary of the death of
Ronald Ryan an important communiqué was being
formulated and issued in Paris. The final declaration of
the 3rd World Congress Against the Death Penalty
states:
We welcome the fact that the death penalty is receding in the
world and that since the Montreal Congress, Kyrgyzstan,
Liberia, Mexico, the Philippines and Senegal have all
abolished capital punishment, while no country has
reintroduced it. We regret that, during the same period, some
countries have resumed executions after prolonged moratoria,
such as Bahrain in 2006, and that the death penalty is still
applied on a large scale in a number of countries including
China, Iran, Saudi Arabia, the United States and Vietnam. We
strongly condemn the initiatives in some abolitionist countries
to reintroduce the death penalty and demand in particular that
the Peruvian authorities renounce this effort.
We recognise that the process of abolition must be
accompanied by better consideration of the needs of victims
and by an in-depth reflection on penal policy and prison
systems in the framework of an equitable and restorative
justice.

On the second point, I will comment particularly on the
words that I found poignant among the remarks of the
daughter of the prison officer who was killed in the
Pentridge Prison escape. I refer to the Herald Sun of
3 February, in which the daughter of the prison officer,
Carol Hodson Price, is quoted as saying:
Ryan is gone but his family and myself, we’re the ones
serving the life sentence …

The article continues:
Mrs Price opposes the death penalty because it penalises
families, giving the guilty no chance for lengthy remorse,
punishment and rehabilitation.

She reinforced exactly what is in the communiqué from
Paris.
Ronald Ryan’s case highlights the fact that the family
of the murdered victim is wronged by capital
punishment, as is the family of the person executed.
Those involved in the Ronald Ryan case were also
affected. Dr Philip Opas, QC, is quoted in the same
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newspaper article as having said that ‘a little of me died
too’. The prison officials also talked about the impact
on them. In particular the article in the Age of
2 February highlights the impact on the governor of
Pentridge Prison, Ian Grindlay, who stood very close to
Mr Ryan on that morning.
Last night, just when I thought I could not read any
more in preparing for this address, I happened to come
across a piece by Brian Morley, who was one of the
12 journalists at Pentridge Prison that morning. In an
article he wrote at the time of Van Nguyen’s execution
he highlighted the impact on him of being one of those
12 journalists who saw the Ryan execution. In an article
in the Herald Sun of 29 November 2005 he wrote:
I suddenly realised with great clarity that they were going to
kill him.

Then, after describing the execution, he stated:
They had deliberately killed a man in the name of the law. It
is the most awful and brutal act imaginable.

A little further on in the article he stated:
I walked into Pentridge with no clear views on capital
punishment. I walked out resolved to do whatever I could to
have it abolished.
There is no place for it in a civilised society.

The evidence of the lifelong ramifications for those left
behind was starkly brought back to my mind in
preparing for this contribution. I refer to the utter
distress of one family. Members need only read the
extracts of the comments by the Attorney-General after
his meeting with Mrs Nguyen to realise the extent of
that distress, which was well documented. The tragedy
of capital punishment, as outlined by the
Attorney-General, is about how inappropriate it is, just
when a person has grown in spirit and changed their
life, to end that life.
Returning to my original contention, the state should
not sanction the termination of the life of a human. The
results go far beyond the life terminated to the lifelong
ramifications for all of us. The death penalty is not
equitable and is not about restorative justice. The
communiqué from the members of the 3rd World
Congress Against the Death Penalty demands that we
come up with a justice system that is not cruel or
inhumane and does not provide degrading treatment. It
also emphasises the futility of the death penalty in the
fight against crime. It is interesting to note, on that very
point, that in the five years before and after Ryan’s
death Victoria’s murder and crime rates remained
similar. So there is no correlation between countries
that have the death penalty having less crime and those
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that do not have it having more crime. All too often the
death penalty is linked to political expediency or the
avowed causes of zealots.
I go to the recommendations of the world congress
which I referred to earlier. Firstly, the congress called
on all of us to ensure that as many countries as possible
abolish the death penalty. Secondly, it appealed to all
states to stop all executions. Thirdly, it hailed the
initiatives in countries such as Morocco, Lebanon and
Jordan towards abolition. Fourthly, it welcomed the
contribution of the Chinese abolitionists and called on
the Chinese to immediately put a moratorium on
executions.
The members of this Parliament need to read about the
brutal reality of the death penalty and be aware that
state-sanctioned death has an impact on each member
of the human race. I again congratulate this Parliament,
which in 1975 voted to abolish capital punishment.

Bushfires: response
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Country
Victoria is bleeding. The fires in the north-east and in
Gippsland — and let us not forget those that occurred
in the south-west of the state and other parts in the
north — have all taken a terrible toll. Currently we are
at the end of about 70 days of fire, the scale of which
we have not seen before in the history of the state of
Victoria.
Out of all of this, though, let us celebrate the heroes —
the remarkable personnel of the Country Fire
Authority — who have volunteered their services over
this period of 70-odd days, many of them fighting
protracted campaigns, including fighting fires on public
land, particularly in the Alpine National Park, and
doing so on the basis of meeting their own costs and
outlays. That is an issue that we as a community will
need to revisit, it seems to me, in time to come. But for
the moment let us celebrate the extraordinary
contribution they have made.
If this government wants to do something truly worthy
to recognise these people, then, just as we speak of the
option of tickertape parades for those who have served
our communities well, there should be a parade for
these magnificent men and women, the CFA
volunteers, together with personnel from the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, the
other volunteer groups in their various forms, and the
assorted agencies, including, of course, the police. They
have all done a remarkable job and they should be
recognised in a formal sense. I hope the government
does that.
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I hope also that the government takes up what The
Nationals have proposed by way of an inquiry into
preventive burning on public land. That is important
when one considers that, arising from these fires and
what we hear when talking to people in the respective
communities that have been affected by them, it is
probably the predominant issue to come out of all this.
About 1.2 million hectares of land has been burnt, all of
it about three years after a similar landmass was burnt.
It is a figure of staggering proportions.
I have the honour to represent in this place the
electorate of Gippsland South, which incorporates
Wilsons Promontory. That piece of magnificence
comprises 50 000 hectares. Now we have seen burnt an
area about 20 times the size of Wilsons Promontory. It
behoves us to have regard to an appropriate inquiry in
relation to some of the causes behind all of this. That is
not to say for one moment that the magnificence of the
effort that was mounted to actually fight the fires is not
something that in this present situation we should be
prepared to celebrate with those who were directly
involved.
Gippsland provides a stark example of what has
happened. I live in Sale, which is within the Shire of
Wellington. That shire is the third biggest local
government area in the state. Forty-one per cent of
Wellington shire has been burnt. In East Gippsland, the
adjoining shire, the story is of similar proportions. Up
in north-eastern Victoria similarly vast areas of the
landscape have been burnt.
All of this has caused a toll of extraordinary proportions
in a variety of ways. There has been a human cost. A
bloke named Don Dosser, who lived at Longford in my
electorate, lost his life. He went to help his mate at
Toongabbie to contest a fire that had been deliberately
lit, and tragically Don fell off the back of a bit of
equipment and was killed. Miraculously, almost, his
was the only life lost. It is a tribute to those who as a
combination fought these fires that such was the case.
We lost a lot of private property in the sense of more
than 40 houses. We also lost probably thousands of
kilometres of fencing, and one of the issues we need to
grapple with here, particularly from the perspective of
the government, is how we handle that issue.
Amazingly only one life was lost, although there were
many injuries.
I was in the office of the member for Benalla the other
night, talking with a bloke named Alan Ashworth. I
have known this fellow for a long time, and he is a
character in the true Australian tradition. He told me of
the occasion during the course of the fires when he was
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driving his dozer — a D7, I think. He had it positioned
on rather a steep slope while he was trying to do some
work, and the dozer started to slide from underneath
him. He slid the machine down the side of this steep hill
until he reached a point where at the very last he was
able to steer it around so that it speared over an
embankment and went headfirst into the ground. The
only injury he suffered, fortunately, was a bang to the
head. Knowing Alan Ashworth as well as I do, I can
say in the spirit of all of this, that some would say that
will not be a lasting problem for him.
He had a photograph of this extraordinary event — that
is, of his dozer speared into the ground. He told me it
was reefed out over the period of about the next hour,
and he then proceeded to get back up and into it.
This is but one story of countless thousands of heroes
who have stood the line for us in Victoria over the
course of about the last 70 days. He suffered an injury
of relatively minor proportions, thankfully, but others
were injured, and let us not forget them. Let us not
forget the mental anguish that has been suffered by
these people.
Along with the member for Benalla I toured through
the north-east just recently. We were up at the Tolmie
pub, talking with about 20 people who had been
through the agony of the fires. They were sharing the
experience of what it is like to run on adrenaline for
about 70 days, to be told one day that the fire is coming,
to be told the next day that it is not, to be told the day
after that, ‘Yes, you are back on alert’.
The house should be aware of the havoc that it wreaks
in the lives of these people. We heard firsthand about
what it is like when the fire comes and to know the
sheer noise of the fire, like an express train. We sat
there amongst these people and heard them talk about
the difficulties with communications, the blackness
borne about by the smoke and the all-embracing
darkness, albeit that they were fighting the fire in the
middle of the day. All these sorts of things are real, and
their mental anguish showed through.
After about an hour a lady who until then had been very
erudite in her descriptions of what had happened just
collapsed in tears. It was all too much for her. She is
reflective of what we are seeing and have seen
repeatedly with people across this state, who I think in
many cases will take years, perhaps decades, to recover.
The member for Benalla and I travelled that day
through Tolmie and Whitfield, to Myrtleford and then
to Bright, where we heard similar sorts of stories to
those we had heard in and around Benalla, the
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member’s home town. Similarly I have travelled
through eastern Victoria with a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in another place, Peter Hall. When one
goes to places like Swifts Creek and Omeo, and up to
the cattle sales at Benambra where one can talk to the
people and share their experiences, it is clear that the
bushfires have taken a terrible toll on communities.
It is not only the issue of human cost but also the
question of the impact on the economy, and those
impacts are fully to be told. We do not yet know the
extent of the impact upon our agriculture and our
horticulture but we do know that our tourism industry
has been absolutely gutted because of the fires. We
need people to come back to country Victoria. We need
Parks Victoria, particularly, to be liaising with the
tourism industry to get those parks open again where
possible, and to ensure that people, particularly those
who live in the suburbs of Melbourne, come back to
country Victoria.
We need them to come back among country Victorians
again because we are open for business and anxious to
have them, and more particularly — and at the risk of
being pointed — we want their money. We want them
to stay with us, spend some time with us and support
our tourism industry. There is the issue in the broader
sense of the general impact upon the community at
large, and again these sorts of influences are still
playing out among our people.
Apart from the question of the bushfires there is the
issue of the drought. The worst feature of the drought is
its insidious nature. It does not have the spectacular
aspect that the fires did. We do not have the media
coming out to talk to our people now about the way the
drought is impacting upon them and the way it has done
so for literally years. Without a shadow of doubt, the
drought is just as deadly as the fires — more so in
many respects — and for many of the people who have
suffered and continue to suffer the impact of the
drought, they have also had to accommodate the effects
of frost.
I was up in the Goulburn Valley not long ago with the
member for Shepparton. We sat around with people as
they told us about the impact of frost on their orchards
and how the north-east has now been affected by fires.
Again, there is a human cost that we cannot see in the
form of mental anguish, and then there is the question
of the economic havoc that has been wrought. We need
to make sure we do things to address the needs of these
people.
The question of not having water is something that is
now reflected across communities in so many places.
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The member for Lowan will tell you that over in his
area of the Wimmera, they are actually carting water
and have been doing so for weeks or months, to enable
stock and domestic supplies to be provided.
In my area, the Macalister irrigation district, the
Glenmaggie Weir is about to empty. We have
700 farming families who depend upon irrigation water
out of that weir, yet it is about to become empty. Unless
it rains they will have to start carting water soon,
because they simply do not have enough for stock and
domestic supplies. We have never been placed in such a
situation before.
In the Goulburn system farmers are on about 23 per
cent of their water allocation, and thousands of families
are affected in this way. In South Gippsland in my
electorate, Yarram people are carting water for stock
and domestic purposes; they have never before
encountered such a situation.
In all of this the government has a role to play. It has to
lead the way on how we respond to this. It is not only a
question of the response per se. It is about the
government being in a position — and, I believe,
having an obligation — to lead the way in how we deal
with this situation. It is a fact that the way in which a
government responds to those who are disadvantaged in
our community is a measure of that government. It is
how history will reflect the way a government has
governed the state, and this is so serious that it is a
question not only for those who are suffering now but
for the next generation.
When you sit around a lot of family tables you come to
understand that it is the young kids who are about to be
given the task of taking over the running of whatever
the venture might be — be it a farm, an agribusiness or
otherwise — who tell the most poignant story. It is they
who are so terribly worried about it. I have had
countless numbers of them say to me, ‘Why would I
want to do this? Look at my father; look at my mother.
Why would I want to do this?’. Now the government
has an opportunity to step up to the plate and help these
people.
I know we have a drought task force and a fire recovery
task force, and I know we have a series of programs in
place. I listened with interest to the Minister for
Agriculture and the Minister for Mental Health
yesterday as they talked about some of those programs,
but what this crisis really needs is cash flow: we have to
get a cash flow back into our communities.
To the extent that the existing programs offer that cash
flow, that is a good thing; and certainly to the extent
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that those programs outlined by the Minister for Mental
Health enable people to share the awful burden of what
they face, that is also a good thing. But when push
comes to shove we need money going through the
communities, and if necessary the government has to be
inventive and generous in the way it deals with this
matter.
One needs to bear in mind also that this is not about the
poor-boy-me argument, which I cannot stand, but about
the fact that, if we are serious about having country
communities able to exist and flourish and provide for
the next generation, we have to get them over the
hump, because through the combination of the impact
of fires and the drought they are now engaged in
accommodating issues they have never had to face to
this degree.
Members of this place should not for a minute doubt
the resilience of these people — they are extraordinarily
resilient — and it is that very feature, of course, which
has made them the foundation of the state’s fortunes
over the years. For all those who live outside this great
city of Melbourne, dealing with issues of drought and
fire is a matter of course and it is what they have
historically done. They are fiercely proud — sometimes
to their own disadvantage — of being able to do it. But
there comes a time, and the time is now, when the
government has to be able to give them some
assistance.
There are plenty of opportunities to do it. First and
foremost the government should abandon the irrigator
accounts that relate to water that has not been delivered
and will never be delivered. For heaven’s sake, spare
these people that amount of money! Does it make any
difference to implore the government to do it? It would
cost about $30 million in the Goulburn irrigation
system and about $5 million in the Macalister irrigation
district.
Forgive the accounts, for goodness sake; the money
would have to be paid by the government to the
respective water authorities. Take that load off these
thousands of families. That immediately would offer a
specific relief which would be a pointer to enabling
these people to greet the day with some optimism.
Get a proper program in place for the tourism industry.
The Nationals have proposed a series of initiatives in
that regard, and we ask the government to embrace
them. Get our parks opened again so that we can get
people up there and have the tourism industry able to
operate properly again. The most important thing is
this: when we are trumpeting the economy of the state
of Victoria, including the unemployment rate and the
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housing situation, members must remember that people
out there are in desperate need.

some money while studying, particularly during school
holidays.

The sad fact is that for many of these souls, despair is
now a constant companion. The government has a
capacity to help, and through this chamber I urge
everybody to urge the government, in turn, to do just
that — that is, get these people some practical
on-the-ground help.

When I saw the photos in the newspaper and
recognised that the hopes of those gardeners were being
built up, with people saying ‘They will be drought
proof in the future’, I thought it was just playing with
their emotions. Historically the studies have told
government after government that putting in a dam or a
retarding basin for flood mitigation would not provide
sufficient water to ensure that the market gardeners
would not suffer from loss of water. There will always
be a shortage of water in that region. The market
gardeners themselves realised that and came to grips
with it many years ago.

Water: Keilor retarding basin
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise today to grieve on
behalf of the people of Keilor. My biggest concern is
that the people of Keilor, during the state election
campaign, were emotionally abused by the Liberal
Party, by that organisation producing a statement
concerning the installation of a retarding basin in
Arundel Road.
The problem for the market gardeners of Keilor has
always been a shortage of water because the
Maribyrnong River never supplies a large enough flow
to sustain it, even in times when there is not a drought.
In the winter months they have always been
restricted — they have only been able to use a quarter
of their allocations — and at different times over the
years they have come to see me. They have tried to sell
their properties or subdivide into smaller allotments for
housing, but because the area is under a flight path, that
has not been possible. It is an irrigation area, and it is a
flood plain in the circumstance of the one-in-100-year
floods.
I certainly feel for those people. They are genuine
market gardeners, and they have had their emotions
played with rather than a solution being found. The
opportunities were there for the Liberal Party when it
was in office, particularly when we had the sewage
treatment plant in Keilor. Greywater was flowing into
the Maribyrnong River without any objections from
anyone in the community.
It was the Cain government which initiated the
appropriate tunnel and pipe work to connect it to the
Werribee plant for sewage treatment for the whole
Keilor area. Up until then the water was clean and
purified enough for it to be able to go down the
Maribyrnong River to meet the Environment Protection
Authority’s requirements. That plant was
decommissioned once the Kennett government got into
power because the tunnel was completed to take the
sewage and water to Werribee. That is of great concern
to me because I know those people. In my younger
days I worked on those market garden farms to earn

When members of the older generation got off the land
because they were too old to work it, the younger
generation decided it did not really want to go into it.
They tried other uses of the land, such as growing
flowers or changing it to high yield by putting in olive
trees or grapevines. Those alternatives still need water,
but they need less water than is required for growing
cauliflower and other vegetables to meet the demand of
the big supermarkets. The gardeners are contracted to
the supermarkets to provide the vegetables when the
supermarkets need them and when they advertise their
specials.
The people who work the land, particularly in
Melbourne suburban areas, have over the years found it
difficult to find farm workers. We have seen the
experience in Shepparton, which has a shortage of
people to pick the fruit, tomatoes and all the rest. There
are not many people who want to work on the land
these days and do the hard yakka on the ground because
it is not an easy or pleasant job — it is not done in an
air-conditioned office. For some time they have
struggled through and survived. Some of them have
leased parcels of their land to create a greater number of
holdings to see whether market gardening is viable.
They are small allotments; you cannot have broadacre
farming of vegetables in the area, which needs big
machinery, to make a profit. It is a labour-intensive
industry. It takes a lot of manual work given the small
holdings.
In the main they are family businesses that have been
handed down from one generation to the next. Some
people have farmed in other areas and have come to
this area and leased the land for various reasons to try
and make a go of it. I do not believe this proposal was a
pleasant thing to have happened to these people. They
know in their own hearts that it has not been able to be
done historically. There is not the amount of water they
need.
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Secondly, I am aware that previous studies on the issue
have been undertaken and submitted to the government,
including by the former Melbourne Metropolitan Board
of Works when it was in charge of rivers within the
metropolitan area, and they have shown it cannot be
done because of the airport. That goes way back to the
Bolte era. He established the Melbourne Airport when
it was shifted from Essendon to Tullamarine. This area
was always going to be a flight path and open land.
Safety from seagulls was always an issue of great
concern. Even when we had the Keilor tip, or what you
would call garbage disposal, using different words —
but in the good old days it was the rubbish tip — and
the seagulls came, the Keilor council had to cover it
every night, not because of the smell or because of the
rodents and other things but because it attracted
seagulls, which endangered the flight path.
Everybody knew those issues were real, and they have
affected earlier commitments and decisions, such as
when people considered the Avondale Heights quarry
proposal. The former Liberal government wanted to
turn that into a rubbish disposal site, but it was not
suitable because it would attract seagulls, which would
endanger the aeroplanes on their way to the airport in
the vicinity. All those issues are on the public record, so
we did not have to play with the emotions of the
community.
Thirdly, people in the community, including the
environmentalists, have put their effort and time over
the years into the revegetation of the Organ Pipes
National Park and Brimbank Park. As I said, during my
youth the Brimbank Park land consisted of orchard
farms. The park has been totally replanted with native
trees, bushes and shrubs and has attracted native
animals to the area. We have re-established that part of
the farmland. It was purchased under the guidance of
the Honourable Alan Hunt, who was the minister in
those days. The land was purchased through the then
Melbourne Metropolitan Board of Works to develop
the metropolitan park in Brimbank. That is how far
back its history goes.
The market gardens did not have sufficient water in the
area to be viable, and the government purchased a lot of
the allotments at that time and established Brimbank
Park. Brimbank Park was not established because the
government of the day wanted to create a park in the
western suburbs — far from it! It was a scheme
involving the federal government providing money for
tree pulls in the area, so the farmers were compensated
for having their apricot, plum and cherry trees removed.
There was lobbying within the local community for the
government to purchase the land because it was not
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suitable for housing, once again because of the flight
path in the area. It was a Liberal government that
purchased that land. I was part of the planning
committee for Brimbank Park, with the Liberal
government, which established a community
consultation committee. We had lengthy and extensive
consultations to establish Brimbank Park. It is common
knowledge among those who have looked at the
history.
Anybody who cared to ask public servants would have
been provided with that information. Public servants,
including the librarians, would have the reports and
documents at hand. I was deeply concerned when I read
that statement, because if I had not known the people
personally and their position, I would have had a bit
more sympathy for it. To me it was just playing with
their emotions, because in reality the building of a
retarding basin in that area will never happen, even if a
Liberal government comes to power. In the meantime
the Flemington racecourse, which has a big lobby
group, of course — it was really for its benefit — will
put in retaining walls at the bottom along the
embankments to stop flooding of the racecourse. But I
think it is more important to consider the people,
particularly given the work that has been done over the
last 20-odd years or more in developing a beautiful park
along the Maribyrnong River, the Organ Pipes National
Park.
I am still a member of the Friends of the Organ Pipes,
and we have once-a-month tree plantings and do other
voluntary work in the region. To flood that area would
be a criminal act by any government. I am sure that the
environmental movement would not allow that to take
place at any time. Why it was raised by the Liberal
Party as an issue at election time is beyond me. The
only thing I can put it down to is that it did not do any
research, it did not look into it and it lost all the
corporate memory within the party — and that can
happen when you change leaders frequently! It is
always beneficial to have someone in your party who
has corporate memory and knows the history so they
can bring to the attention of people what has gone on
before in those areas.
Having said that, I hope we can put that issue to rest. I
raise it today because we heard the Liberal shadow
minister, the member for South-West Coast, only
yesterday still defending that position instead of saying
that it was the end of it when, after it was put to the
people, they showed which policy they supported. They
supported their local member for Keilor, who improved
his vote and increased his margin in the electorate by
3 per cent! The people have spoken, and that should be
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proof enough for the Liberal Party to realise what the
people see as their priority.
That is not to say I do not support the market gardeners.
I feel for them, and I have worked with them on many
occasions, trying to see if we can somehow have their
land purchased by future governments or organisations
based on market value so as not to cheat them and rob
them of their livelihoods and the investment in the land
that many of them consider to be their superannuation.
It is a unique area, but they need to be looked after. As
late as last year they had to use town water for
watering, which was expensive for them. We have
always tried to lobby to make it easier for them, but in
the present shortage we are using town water for
irrigation or for watering systems in our
vegetable-growing area, and we should not do that in
future. We should put this matter completely out of the
way and forget about it.
In the lead-up to the federal election I would urge the
Liberal Party not to come out with some false promise
and build up the hopes and emotions of those people. It
will not happen and cannot happen in the area, because
the issue has been put to rest once and for all — unless
you are going to close down Melbourne Airport or shift
it to a completely different location, because you will
endanger aeroplanes and affect flight paths in that
region.
We have introduced sugar gliders, kangaroos, and a lot
of other native fauna and flora into that park, which in
the past was a market garden which was overgrazed.
We have redeveloped it with a huge number of
volunteers, who have spent their time planting trees and
looking after it, even changing the nesting boxes for the
sugar gliders and other animals that we have in the
region. We control the rabbits and foxes in the area,
another problem that existed in the past. All the
volunteers, who are environmentally conscious, are
totally appalled by the proposal. There must be another
way. The decommissioning of the sewage treatment
plant was the time for the Liberal Party, when it was in
government, to have acted and said, ‘This water could
be further refined and used for the market gardeners’.
As I said the plant was there in my early years in
Parliament. I was on the Keilor council when it gave
the permit to establish the treatment plant there. There
were no objections from the Keilor community. The
treated water kept going into the Maribyrnong River,
but the government and the Environment Protection
Authority decided that we should clean it up and not
have treated sewage going down the river. We cleaned
up the Maribyrnong River, so it is safe enough now to
catch fish — and there are plenty of fish in that area.
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But in my opinion the water could have been used for
the market gardeners, because the shortage of water for
market gardeners is not something new. It has been
happening on a perennial basis.

Bushfires: impacts
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
wish to grieve for all the Victorians impacted by the
recent bushfires, particularly those who are dealing with
the aftermath of those bushfires. As I am sure many
members know, we have endured six to eight weeks of
hell because of the bushfires. Over 1 million hectares
has been burnt, most of it public land, but we should
not underestimate the damage to private property as
well. We should also not underestimate the incredible
dislocation of communities, the loss of natural
resources, the damage to the environment, the wiping
out of wildlife, the loss of business and tourism, and the
loss of income.
The bushfires are a reminder of the tragedies at Wilsons
Promontory in 2003 and in the Grampians in the last
18 months. The loss of one life was a tragedy in itself,
and others have spoken about that in detail.
Regarding the causes of the bushfires, obviously
lightning strikes in the high country are one, but we
should not ignore the fires that were deliberately lit and
some of the back-burning failures which led to the loss
of structures like Cresta Lodge at Mount Buffalo. The
areas impacted, as many members know, cover an
enormous number of hectares in the north-east and
Gippsland, including the Ovens, Wangaratta,
Mansfield, Dargo, Kiewa, Macalister and Howqua
regions. The coverage has been extraordinary.
The trauma involved is probably unprecedented and
very difficult to even contemplate in an environment
such as the one we work in. Some members have
participated in the firefighting, and they will understand
the fear, apprehension and anxiety that lasted over six
to eight weeks and the darkness that fell when the
bushfires came. I and no doubt other members have
looked at the photographs that were taken. Those who
were there were aware of the depth of the smoke —
looking at the daytime photographs you cannot
distinguish them from the night-time photographs —
and the noise, the heat and the simple duration of the
tension.
Not much good comes from experiences like those, but
at least we can say from these bushfires that there has
been an incredible rise in community togetherness and
spirit in those areas. I believe there is also an incredible
determination to make changes and to not simply
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accept that this is something that happens and will
happen again and that we cannot do anything about it.

good enough to distribute much of it at the same time.
He lost his woolshed, and he lost stock.

I wish to pay simple tribute to all the residents in those
areas who fought the fires, to the families and property
owners who fought them and, in particular, to the
Country Fire Authority volunteers. The CFA in
particular remains one of the most incredible icons of
the Victorian community. I also pay tribute to the
Department of Sustainability and Environment staff, the
police and emergency services personnel and the
supporting agencies. I want to mention the media,
particularly those who gave constant radio coverage. I
believe the media got the message out very well at a
difficult time when there would have been a lot of stress
on some of the journalists. Both the TV and the
newspapers did an incredible job.

Many members over the years have received
correspondence from Ralph Barraclough. Ralph lives
up in the Glencairn area on what I think we would
describe as a small property. He manages to email the
world from there and has done so for many years. He
predicted all of this. He has been predicting it for years,
and what he said came true. I met Kevin Higgins, Greg
Oatley and Danny Richards at the top of the Great
Divide. They are extraordinary people who have had
extraordinary experiences, and I pay tribute to them all.

I will also mention the leadership of the people
involved in fighting the fires. Bruce Esplin made a
particular effort to keep me and others on our side of
the house informed about the detailed operations. We
tried not to get in the way, but I appreciate the lengths
he went to. There were an incredible number of
individuals involved. I do not want to single out a lot,
but I want to mention some whom I encountered
before, during and after the fires. Firstly I mention Jane
and Andrew Dwyer. Andrew is the CFA captain of
Jamieson, who quite serendipitously ended up being the
public face of the firefighters up there. I also mention
people like Alan Dobson, who was one of the leaders in
terms of the bushfire control, and CFA officer Siobhan
Carson, who unstintingly got out the message about
‘Prepare, stay and save’.
I think that message got through. Extraordinary
characters like Gil and Sheila Lund, who would not be
described as young, attracted some attention to
themselves at Ten Mile, down the Jamieson Road.
They sat on their porch and watched the bushfires
around them, completely and utterly surrounded, and
when we visited, the bushfires having been through the
night before, the dry comment from Gil Lund was
simply, ‘It was better than Ivanhoe at Christmas’. They
are not young, they have seen it all before and they
understand what has gone on.
In the Macalister Valley are extraordinary people like
Mark and Tania Coleman. I know, Acting Speaker, you
have met with them and those who fought the fires up
the Macalister Valley and the high country. Ray and
Mary Winter at the Licola store have extraordinary
tales to tell. Rob Gilder lost 120 kilometres of his own
boundary fences. Having cut a lot of feed in advance of
the fires, he found a lot of it was lost but then he was

The challenge from these bushfires is to learn from
them and to not let the awe that we might have for the
experience get in the way of the hard questions — and
there are hard questions to be answered, some of which
are: could this disaster have been avoided? Was it
inevitable? Could the impact have been reduced? Have
management policies contributed to the extent of the
fires? Are we doing enough to help the recovery?
Obviously there will be different opinions about
answers to those questions, but when I stood on the top
of the Divide on the Licola–Jamieson road with two
bushmen who are very experienced in fighting fires and
asked them the simple question, ‘How much of that
million hectares could we have avoided burning?’, as
one, simultaneously, without any consultation, they
said, ‘Probably up to 90 per cent’. There is a message
there. It is too easy for those of us who live in the city
to simply turn away and say, ‘The fires are out, some
rain has come and we will get on with it’. We see
pictures of the forests regenerating in part, and it is too
easy for us to simply say, ‘It is over. We do not have to
think about it again’. That is not the case.
There are phases of this experience that we need to
examine: preparation and land management, the
firefighting itself, the aftermath, the recovery period
and an assessment of the cost. When it comes to
preparation and land management, there are issues. One
million hectares did burn, and there are very strong
views that preparation and land management were not
adequate, that we did not do enough controlled burns,
that there were not sufficient cool burns in the
off-season, that there was not sufficient fuel reduction,
that fire access tracks were not open and accessible, that
we have suffered a loss of expertise in the high country
in terms of bushfire fighting and that we did not have
sufficient fire breaks. There are real questions being
asked in these areas, and they are being asked again,
because they were asked after previous bushfires. These
are policy decisions, and it is evident that some of those
policy decisions have failed us.
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In the firefighting arena — and I do not pretend to be an
expert — from my observation and from talking to
people before, during and after, there have been some
advances since 2003. It seems that there are better
communications, at least between the CFA and the
DSE. There is excellent mobilisation of CFA numbers,
and the community meeting arrangements — and I had
the opportunity to attend some of those meetings —
were excellent, as were the overseas support, the
education of property owners, which I mentioned
before, to ‘prepare, stay and save’, and the mapping
availability.
Nevertheless there are still shortcomings evident, and
questions need to be asked and addressed, such as
whether we should have additional Erickson Aircrane
helicopter services like the Elvis helicopter available or
whether we should have our own; the extent and
accuracy of the mapping available; the loss of area line
tracking, which was significant when the smoke
intervened and we could not actually locate the fire
front for many nights; the balance of burn and fallback
techniques versus strike team deployment; and the
necessity for early intervention. Standing there at the
top of the Divide and surveying those areas one can
understand that cool burning might have prevented
some of this damage and that areas that were cool burnt
are in much better shape than those that were not. It was
disappointing to understand that early intervention
might have prevented the fire spread.
There were constraints from above on experienced
strike teams. Fine; I understand that routine, but those
experienced teams are saying that they wanted more
flexibility on the ground to make their own decisions.
There were limits on the preparation of firebreaks,
where bulldozer drivers were told not to knock over
trees to ensure that trees were protected in the interest
of the environment, but the net result of that was that
the firebreak makes no difference and those who have
spent their time have wasted their time. It is just not
effective.
Other shortcomings include limits on controlled burns;
on-ground communications were difficult — in many
areas there were no communications, and people had no
idea where the fire front was; the lack of decision
making at the micro level; and mapping details. We
need to have line markings on any maps that are
published. The variability of the maps, the variable
formats and the accuracy of the maps were issues.
In the aftermath there have been some immediate and
good intentions implemented: community meetings,
mutual support and the beginning of the clean-up. But
to use an analogy which was put to me very poignantly

Wednesday, 14 February 2007

by one family, and perhaps to you as well, Acting
Speaker, ‘Then the casseroles stopped coming’. When a
young mother is enjoying her first baby, the family
gathers around for a few weeks, but then the casseroles
stop coming. In many areas the casseroles have now
stopped coming.
There are plenty of issues to address. These
communities and families have been left to deal with
them on their own, whether it is fencing — and there
are hundreds of kilometres of fencing to be dealt with
and the associated insurance issues — stock; water;
topsoil; phones; the simple workload involved; the
trauma; the family tensions which occur and the fact
that children, who were sidelined for a holiday period,
have had to stand back and watch parents struggling
with maintaining jobs and firefighting on their
properties; and the loss of income, business, tourism
and simple infrastructure. They are things that have to
be addressed and are not being addressed. We have to
get the casseroles back as well!
The long-term impact is there for those communities to
appreciate. Sadly those in the city probably have no
idea of the impact of the lost breeding stock and the loss
of expertise. I heard the Leader of The Nationals talking
about the loss of the timber resource, and I think it is a
timely reminder. It is estimated that between $2 billion
and $3 billion of timber in the high country was lost,
which was part of the future resource. That is now
being cut down as well as possible, because many of
the alpine ash are dead and do not regenerate. It needs
to be cut down quickly before it splits, which is putting
a strain on the roads there. They are not the greatest
roads and that is likely to lead to a long-term
maintenance issue. There has been a loss of water,
water quality and road infrastructure. Bridges have
been lost, isolating some communities. There has been
an incredible loss of topsoil in the Macalister Valley
and there is a need to reseed all of that. Obviously
signage and tourism brochures are okay, but it is not
enough. We need to do more.
The cost of these bushfires will be enormous. The
simple cost to the economy will run into the billions of
dollars. I understand the government response in the
areas it has dealt with, but at the moment the response
has been to deal with hundreds of thousands of dollars
here and there. We must make a reassessment in 3, 6
and 12 months time, and indeed in two years time. We
have to increase the financial support — and I agree
with the Leader of The Nationals in that respect. We
have to have a public inquiry, not a private one, and
preferably a parliamentary inquiry. I note the sorts of
submissions already made by the Wellington shire. It is
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an excellent submission to government, and it needs a
greater response.
From the observations of many of the experienced
people who fought these fires, we need to change the
culture around land management and preparation, and
some of the firefighting culture which has perhaps
become more risk averse than it has been in the past.
The important thing is that we do not forget these local
communities. Whether it is contracting locally, offering
financial support, providing the tourism opportunities,
we must not forget these communities. We must be out
there on a daily basis. It is incumbent on everybody in
this chamber to do that for at least the next two years.

Climate change: Liberal Party policy
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to grieve
for the community of my electorate of Mill Park and all
Victorians and Australians who are receiving extremely
poor leadership from the federal government and the
state opposition in Victoria on the issue of climate
change. I refer the house to the leading work being
undertaken by the Bracks Labor government on this
very matter, from a far-reaching water policy to our
commitment to the signing of the Kyoto protocol and
the action to tackle carbon emissions. These all have
consequences on our climate.
Climate change is real and has consequences on our
water supplies and the temperature of our planet. There
is no starker example of the effects that the actions that
one country has on another than that which is caused by
carbon emissions. The effects of industrial pollution in
one country by way of carbon emissions have serious
impacts on the globe. Excessive carbon emissions of
the leading industrial nations have consequences which
must be addressed, yet Prime Minister John Howard
and the Leader of the Opposition’s responses to the
problems remind me of the famous Oscar Wilde quote,
‘We are all in the gutter, but some of us are looking at
the stars’.
Despite the widespread expert commentary over recent
weeks and months on the link between carbon
emissions and climate change and the effects on the
world, John Howard’s response to a question on ABC
TV on 5 February considering what Australia would be
like if average temperatures around the globe rose by 4
to 6 degrees by the end of the century was, ‘Well, it
would be less comfortable for some than it is now’.
That is an extraordinary comment from someone who
is ill prepared and less than comfortable and relaxed
about the quandary that is before us.
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The state opposition leader in September last year was
very squarely a sceptic of climate change and the
lasting problems for our community. Of course there
was a lack of any credible climate change policy that
was presented in the lead-up to the state election. The
member for Keilor previously referred to a number of
grab-bag policy announcements that were made on the
run to deal with environmental matters, which is a clear
indication of the lack of preparedness and lack of
acceptance of the real problem confronting us in terms
of the link between carbon emissions and climate
change.
As I said, the Leader of the Opposition was unsure
whether climate change was a temporary phenomenon.
He said that it was a matter for experts, threw his hands
up in the air and left it at that. That showed quite
blatantly that he and his party were ill prepared for
leadership. His federal counterparts are also ill prepared
on this very question. On the question of leadership
there was none. We got plenty of mixed messages from
the state opposition in the lead-up to the election. In fact
that is certainly a disease within federal government
corridors.
Look at the state opposition’s election commitment to
scrap Labor’s renewable energy targets scheme, with
no binding targets to replace it, and contrast it with state
Labor’s plan, which is full of action, clear in direction
and offers a real choice. Labor has plans to cut
greenhouse gas emissions by 60 per cent by 2050 and
to establish a biofuels industry to manufacture
400 million litres a year of ethanol or biodiesel fuel by
2010, with a target of 5 per cent of all vehicle fuels
being biofuel by 2010. Further, it has plans to cut
registration fees for hybrid cars by $50.
It is becoming increasingly evident with the passing of
time — 10 years at the federal level — that John
Howard moves only on matters which he is
comfortable with and relaxed about. Let us have a look
at his record on that. He was relaxed and comfortable
about going to war in Iraq on the shaky grounds of that
country having weapons of mass destruction and the
say-so of the United States of America. He is relaxed
and comfortable about destroying a fair system of
wages, workplace safety and conditions of employment
for ordinary working people and their families — and
the WorkChoices laws are the carrier of that
philosophy. John Howard is relaxed and comfortable
about blaming victims and refugees by locking them up
for years, children and all, and about having unfair
processes to deal with their claims.
There is also the trickiness and political posturing of
his offer to the states for the rehabilitation of the
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Murray–Darling Basin — only in an election year. It is
full of holes, as has been revealed by our Premier and
our Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change in recent days. Climate change is real, and it is
happening to all of us now. The Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change has dealt once and for all
with the sceptics of climate change. The evidence
presented by the panel makes certain facts about
climate change irrefutable.
When we consider that a 1 centimetre increase in sea
levels will result in a metre of coastal erosion, it is no
wonder that Labor is prepared to tackle square on the
challenge of reducing carbon emissions in our country
and their impact on climate change. Yet we hear John
Howard accusing the Labor states and the federal
opposition of scaremongering. That needs to be read as
meaning, ‘As a federal government we are fudging the
issue, because as elected national leaders we do not
have a real response. We do not believe it, and we do
not feel comfortable about it’. There are so many other
things the federal government does not feel comfortable
and relaxed about. It thinks they will all go away, but
they will not. There is mounting evidence from experts
right across the world that will require good
government leaders to respond with clear actions for
their communities.
The Victorian Labor government is providing the
leadership which is so lacking in federal government
ranks. The Premier led the states and territories last
week in reaching an historic agreement to introduce an
emissions trading scheme by the end of 2010. The
gauntlet has been thrown down. Obviously it would be
best to have a national scheme and a national
government that understood the problems and was
prepared to do something about it, but that may not
happen. So we now have a situation in which states and
territories right across the country are prepared to
introduce a carbon emissions trading scheme by 2010.
If the federal government fails to take up this point
before then, the scheme will go ahead regardless.
Greenhouse gas emissions from electricity generators
will be capped in 2010 so that we can achieve a 60 per
cent reduction in emissions by 2050. That is another
significant part of the agreement reached last week.
Victorian Labor led the way on that by establishing
clear benchmarks in our election commitments last
year, and I am very pleased that as a government we
can share that with the other territories and states so that
all of Australia will be able to move forward with a
unified plan that links actions to words and produces
results for the lasting benefit of our community. We are
taking responsibility for carbon emissions and their
impact not only on our country but on the rest of the
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world and building on state Labor’s election
commitments on targets.
Labor members are very comfortable with our
leadership and solutions. We know the community
understands the issues and is seeking real action on and
solutions to the problems of climate change and carbon
emissions. I propose that as days go by members of the
federal government and the state opposition will find it
increasingly uncomfortable and difficult to relax on this
issue. I challenge them to come on board and support
what this state Labor government has done in leading
the way and having that historic state and territories
agreement signed last week. The federal government
and the state opposition should do the right thing by the
community and come on board.
This agreement also signals a future of greater certainty
for industry, because it encourages investment in new
technologies and new power stations nationally. Let us
be very clear about this: the last thing industry needs is
a constant state of flux in which there is no leadership
and no agreement about what the future should hold in
terms of tackling carbon emissions. That would be the
worst thing. Yet we have a federal government and a
state opposition that are very keen to sing the words
that somehow Labor is scaremongering on this issue.
That is what the federal government and state
opposition members believe, and it is what they are
resting on. Let us be very clear: the impact of their
refusal to acknowledge this problem and offer real
action and solutions is leading to industry uncertainty.
This Labor government is not doing that. Our plan is to
provide that certainty so there can be great confidence
across the private sector in investing resources in
industries which are viable and which reduce carbon
emissions and therefore reduce their impact on climate
change into the future. This makes sound economic and
is contrary to the views of those who are sceptical about
climate change and its links with excessive carbon
emissions. Labor governments are the good economic
managers and thinkers, and we are showing that by
example and by having a clear policy agenda. We offer
clarity on this position, not empty posturing, which is
what is being proposed by others.
The private sector has responded very favourably to
Labor’s proposals, certainly in the provision of a carbon
price signal and an emissions trading scheme. We only
have to look at larger companies such as Shell, BP,
Westpac and Visy to see that they understand clearly
the plan proposed by Labor governments. What Labor
offers will mean that such companies will be able to
invest with confidence in industries and solutions which
will reduce carbon emissions and improve the impact of
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climate change. That has to be good for everybody —
the people of Mill Park, the people of Victoria and the
people of Australia — and certainly goes some way
towards meeting our responsibilities globally.
Part of the agreement reached last week between the
Labor states and territories was that we would come
together at a later stage to draft legislation for a national
emissions trading scheme for consideration in 2008.
We are not going to waste time on this matter. We hope
the federal government will wake up, show some
leadership and come to the party. As much as last
year’s state election was about industrial relations and
WorkChoices, it was also about the environment, water
and climate change. Let us not be unclear about that.
The federal election this year will present us with the
same problems, and I am confident that the federal
Labor opposition will have very clear and articulate
policies. I am not terribly confident that the federal
government will present clear and articulate policies on
carbon emissions and climate change. Time will tell,
but there is one thing for sure: we need a federal
government that thinks about and accepts, as the states
and territories have, that climate change is here and is
not going to go away and that there is a clear and
irrefutable link with excessive carbon emissions.
We need responsible leadership. I trust that at the next
federal election we will see people in the community
choosing the federal Labor Party, because it will
provide a clear policy agenda and action. I only hope
that the state opposition wastes no time between now
and then coming to some sense, understanding the
economics of the issue and its social obligations, and
showing good leadership on this issue. I only hope that
that is the case, but in the end that is for the opposition
to decide.

Bushfires: response
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The issue I wish to
grieve about today concerns Victorian policing. I am
new to the role of shadow Minister for Police and
Emergency Services: I have only been in it for a little
over two months. I also recognise — and you, Acting
Speaker, would personally understand this — that the
most significant issue I have had to deal with in relation
to my portfolio has been the recent bushfires. Not by
way of an apology, but as an initiation by baptism of
fire, I ended up spending some five days in
bushfire-affected areas. I visited places such as
Mansfield, Wodonga, Wangaratta, Jamieson and
Tolmie. I also spent some three nights in the Howqua
Hills.
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I echo the remarks made by my Leader, the member for
Hawthorn, who also spent some time in the bushfire
areas. The length of time of these fires and the pressure
they placed upon people was quite extraordinary. While
I was there nine New Zealand firefighters were
evacuated. While that was disappointing and tragic at
the time, the outcome was positive, because they were
injured only some 5 kilometres away from where I was
staying.

Police: government record
Mr McINTOSH — Having said that, I grieve on
behalf of the people of Victoria for the state of policing
in Victoria. While the Premier can blithely say that the
current problems that Victoria Police is facing can be
largely laid at the feet of an industrial dispute that exists
between the Police Association and the police
command, it seems to me that there is a far more
fundamental issue, or a number of factors, that should
be taken into account when considering the state of
Victorian policing at the present time.
There is a far more systemic problem in Victoria
Police. The root of the problem is not just one industrial
dispute, but there are also the issues of manning levels,
the role played by the Police Association and many
other factors that I hope to expand on. In my view this
has led to a real crisis of public confidence in the police
force. An examination of the causes of these problems
shows that the current industrial problem is just one
aspect of a larger problem and its solution would
certainly not affect the larger problem by any stretch of
the imagination.
When you examine the leadership of the police — not
just the Chief Commissioner of Police but also the
Police Association — it seems we have a World
War III going on between the Chief Commissioner of
Police and the Police Association which transcends an
industrial agreement. This issue came to the fore during
the public examination of issues involving the armed
offenders squad. Whether you think that that was an
appropriate way of going about examining the armed
offenders squad is irrelevant. The Chief Commissioner
of Police acted within the ambit of her role
responsibilities, and she adopted a course of action
which was publicly criticised by the Police Association.
That led to an extraordinary step which followed the
agreement of some weeks before between the chief
commissioner and the Police Association, with its
associated trauma, that neither would publicly criticise
the other. That was part of an agreement which I
thought was extraordinary. From then on the situation
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seems to have got worse and has no doubt been
exacerbated by an industrial dispute.
The situation has also been exacerbated by the actions
of this government. We know the government entered
into some form of a secret deal at the beginning of
November 2006, once the election campaign had
started. In relation to that particular agreement, the
Premier said that it would be inappropriate for him as a
leader of a party in the middle of an election campaign
to make those things public, because they were not the
actions of the government. Regrettably the government
was re-elected and it is now back in the same job. We
now have a different Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, but the Premier is back in his job.
He is a signatory to that agreement with the Police
Association, which, to all intents and purposes, cut the
chief commissioner out of the equation.
Notwithstanding the fact that the Premier, acting as a
leader of a party, adopted this as government policy,
what is extraordinary is that the Premier refuses to
make that deal public. The people of Victoria have no
capacity to gauge that particular matter. We do not
know the extent to which the Premier has hamstrung
the Chief Commissioner of Police in that particular pay
deal. That is just one aspect of the dispute.
Also, World War III seems to be going on inside the
Police Association itself. Recent media reports,
particularly on the Sunday program and the ABC
program Four Corners, demonstrate that there is a
clearly divided culture. World War III could be
happening — on one side it is represented by the
secretary of the Police Association, Senior Sergeant
Paul Mullett, and others who were the subject of an
issue involving a policewoman, Janet Mitchell. As I
have said, the war that is going on between the Chief
Commissioner of Police and the Police Association,
and within the Police Association itself, is just the tip of
the iceberg.
In examining that you realise that the Police
Association, being a police union, has a role to play in
advocating on behalf of its members. One of the real
problems that has been identified by people such as
Bob Falconer, a former commissioner of police in
Western Australia and a deputy commissioner of police
in Victoria — certainly a public figure who comments
on these issues — is that the legal defence fund
operated by the Police Association is of significant
concern and upsets that balance. It certainly says that
the 98 per cent coverage by the police union is based
upon that fund. Indeed, it is the use of that fund that
causes the most angst. At first blush one can understand
a union acting on behalf of its members but it causes
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concern when people like Bob Falconer have said it has
a downside, which is its inability to deal with
corruption.
That has been reiterated by a number of other
commentators recently. Even the Office of Police
Integrity, while perhaps denying there is widespread
corruption, whatever that means, says there is a
problem with corruption inside Victoria Police and that
the ability of the OPI — this is the government’s own
body set up to deal with the issue of corruption inside
the Victoria Police — to deal with corruption is being
hampered by the Police Association and more
particularly by the use of its legal defence fund. The
director of the OPI, George Brouwer, and its deputy
director, Graham Ashton, have recently gone on record
in the press and the electronic media in relation to this
matter.
Acting Speaker, it is also a matter for some pause,
because you were a member of this place when we had
the police corruption debates some two and a half years
ago, triggered, as we know, by a number of deaths of
gangland figures. It was the death in my electorate of
the two Hodsons that seemed to be the significant
trigger because of the allegations that those deaths were
linked directly back to serving police officers. That may
or may not be the case, and we are still to find out the
precise outcome of those crimes.
However, the most important thing is that the
government went through this most absurd and turgid
process of solving that particular problem by creating
the Office of Police Ombudsman. It had already
appointed George Brouwer as the Ombudsman but then
put him in this absurd position where the Ombudsman
became the police ombudsman. Gradually the police
ombudsman was given increased powers. When it was
no longer viable to have a police ombudsman,
particularly when the telephone tapping powers became
a point of tension between this government and the
commonwealth government, the Office of Police
Integrity was created. It was still not appropriate
because the oversight body was the Ombudsman, who
were one and the same person, and the special
investigations monitor was created to oversight the
Ombudsman in relation to telephone tapping powers.
Some eight or nine pieces of legislation had to be
brought into this place for that process. Whatever else
was the raison d’être of the OPI, the raison d’être of the
OPI was its ability to properly investigate links between
alleged corrupt cops and gangland figures, if not
murders. Certainly it was the death of the two Hodsons
that was a profound driving force in that regard.
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I was taken aback at the beginning of January when I
read a report in the media that the OPI would possibly
get around to investigating that link between corrupt
police officers and gangland killings perhaps towards
the end of this year. I must admit I was taken aback
because my expectation back in May 2004 was that this
was being addressed by first the police ombudsman and
then by the OPI.
This very issue was the raison d’être, the trigger to set
up this entire process. It was the trigger that enabled
telephone tapping powers and other control powers, all
of which we supported. While we may have been
concerned at the margins, we supported the government
in its move to deal with the issues and allegations of
corruption inside the police force. This failure to deal
with the nub of the issue and with the inabilities of the
OPI — whether because of the behaviour of the Police
Association or the use of the legal defence fund, all of
which may be appropriate — and we do not know
precisely how that is operated — is a matter of
profound concern.
Oversighting all this we have the government, which
says, ‘We do not get involved in the operational aspects
of Victoria Police’. Fair enough. At the end of the day
who is accountable for the operation of the Victoria
Police? Who is accountable? The Premier and the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services hide
behind operational decisions — and I have been in this
place long enough to see three successive police
ministers hide behind operational matters. Who will be
held accountable?
At the end of the day we have a Minister for Police and
Emergency Services who is paid a big salary, has a
large staff and a large car. Someone should be
accountable. If something goes wrong, such as the
manning levels at certain police stations, and if there
are allegations of corruption and if there is the
opportunity to fight them through a decision by the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Victorians through this
place are entitled to hold their government to account.
They are paying the bills and making the political
decisions; at the end of the day they are the
commanders of the police force and make those
decisions. At the end of the day the Victorian people
expect the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
and the Premier to answer and be truly accountable for
those decisions, and they should explain to the people
of Victoria why there is a crisis in confidence.
On top of those allegations of corruption and the
difficulties between the personalities, out there in
Victoria we have a significant problem with law and
order. We know there is a real problem with crime,
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particularly with violent crime. It seems to be on the
rise, and all the police statistics demonstrate that that
has happened over the last seven years.
On top of that, if you go to Geelong, Wodonga,
Bairnsdale or Mildura, everybody will complain about
the level of policing. Indeed the Police Association tells
you that some 655 operational police officers have been
removed from the front line, and everyone seems to be
short on numbers. They may not be short every single
day, but there is a real problem with manning our
front-line services, and that is a matter of profound
concern. Whether the rise of crime and the lack of
manning are linked, I do not know.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Education: federal policy
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
grieve today specifically in relation to the Prime
Minister’s continued attack on the public education
system and the teachers in schools. This appears to be
an ongoing campaign. It never stops. It does not deal
with the outcomes in our public schools but deals with
the supposed left-wing bias and lack of morals that our
teachers appear to have. It is as if the most immoral and
most left-wing teachers all reside in the public
education system, but the moment they move into the
private system they suddenly become moral, their
left-wing bias disappears and they are suddenly
right-wingers.
The Prime Minister and the federal Treasurer think they
are the purveyors of fine morals in this country. They
above all else seem to know what correct morals are
and that the left-wing teachers in our public schools do
not have any morals. It is funny, because we have a
Prime Minister who went to a public school but
somehow he survived that indoctrination by left-wing
teachers and came out all right after it.
What is the solution offered by the commonwealth? Let
us not look at the statistics, the facts and so forth. It is
all about getting all these so-called lefties out of the
public education system so we are left with no teachers
at all or we have to move all the lefties into the private
system. Then, on the way through, they will become
right-wingers and have good morals. They will be like
the Keith Windschuttles of the world — Aboriginal
death deniers that you need in the education system
because it is supposedly in a crisis.
Many people in this Parliament, some of them in the
Liberal Party, went to public schools. I do not know
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how on earth they became Liberals when, as is alleged,
teachers spent so many years indoctrinating them. As I
said, and as everyone knows, the Prime Minister went
to a public school in New South Wales — but
somehow or other he survived the indoctrination. Using
the Prime Minister as the supposed moral compass for
our community, we have someone who has lied about
Tampa, lied about Iraq and lied about interest rates. He
is very loose with the truth. At the end of the day he is
very happy also to divide the community over religion.
I guess in many ways the Catholics of the early 20th
century were a bit like the Muslims are today. We can
demonise people because of their religion, but in doing
so we do not deal with the real issue of how to address
social dislocation and such things. The Prime Minister
just keeps going back to public education, saying that it
is allowing all these left-wing ideas to come out into the
community — and God help us if that continues!
It is fine to divide the community over religion, morals
and all that, but at the end of the day we all have to live
in this society and someone has to actually bring it all
back together. It does not seem that the Prime Minister
really has any intention of doing that. It is the pursuit of
winning at all costs: we will bag the teachers and kick
them in the head — and who cares? What does that
provide coverage of? Realistically it provides enormous
coverage, because the universities can be defunded and
money can be pulled out of the public education system
and thrown into the private education system.
I accept that many low-fee private schools as well as
schools in the public system need money. The high-fee
private school that I went to realistically does not need
money. The facilities at the school I went to were very
good. There is no need to put money in there. We were
told, I think at the final assembly, that we students at
that high-fee private school should be voting for the
Liberals because they would give more money to the
school. At the time my mum and dad said, ‘We can
afford it. This is ridiculous. This money should be
going to schools that need it in areas like the west of
Melbourne, a lot of country towns and places like that’.
In my electorate there are many public and low-fee
private schools which could do with funding because
they need the money. To be fair, some of the high-fee
private schools in my electorate, like Haileybury, and
other schools like Xavier College, which I went to,
probably do not need it as much as many others.
Now more money is spent on the private school sector
than is spent on the university sector. In many ways that
is throwing away our future. Our higher education
contribution scheme, which was introduced by a Labor
government, broadened access to education. The
current government seems to be narrowing it down and
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making it a privilege to have an education — as
Brendan Nelson, when he was the federal minister for
education, said. Now in this society it is considered to
be a privilege, not a right, to have an education. If you
want to go to Melbourne University and so forth, make
sure you have the money — and even if you do not get
the marks, you will get in through the back door if you
have the money. That is a bad attitude.
We on this side want to broaden education
opportunities so that the whole society actually has
access to education. The party of those opposite seems
to want to narrow it down. During the last federal
election campaign I was promised a technical education
college in my electorate, and I am still waiting for it.
We have been waiting for it for four or five or I do not
know how many years. We have not heard a murmur
since the election. At one stage it was going to be
tendered out to one of the high-fee private schools in
my area to run. A whole lot of public systems in the
area that already have technical facilities were totally
overlooked. That was really dumb, stupid thinking.
The culture that has built up in this society is that
everybody deserves a handout. Not just those in the
middle class but the wealthier people in our
communities — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Minister for Public Transport should cease
interjecting with shadow ministers across the table.
Mr DONNELLAN — I refer to the culture that has
now developed in our society that everybody —
whether they are wealthy, poor or in between —
deserves money from every federal budget. That is
absolutely ridiculous. Money is being given out hand
over fist. Recently Saul Eslake, the chief economist of
the ANZ Bank, said that over four years $256 billion
had been wasted on ridiculous handouts by the federal
government. It has done nothing with that money to
look to the future of this country or to invest in
infrastructure or education; it has just spent the money.
The federal government has taken money from us in
taxes and then handed it back. I have never heard
anything so ridiculous in my life. Why did the
government not just leave it with us in the first place?
Now in every federal budget money has to be handed
out to everybody because that is the culture that has
developed. The federal budget has to hand everybody a
morsel of gold.
What else do we now have in this society? Now the
educated are considered elites. They are considered
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stupid and are not to be listened to because they are
morons. If you listen to the radio sometimes when the
Prime Minister is on the air, you hear someone say, ‘I
want all Muslims to go home because they’re all evil’,
and then Mr Howard says, ‘I can understand your view.
I understand that some Australians feel that way’. In
other words, it is a special code that means the Prime
Minister agrees with racist, silly comments. That is not
the message we need to have going out to society. We
need to deal with those things in a sophisticated way,
not dumb ourselves down. That is the type of thing that
that guy encourages. In many ways nowadays Alan
Jones gets enormous say. He is the guy who many
years ago was caught using Frederick Forsythe as his
foreign affairs reference, but still at the end of the day
we have to listen to that dill, who actually does not have
much to say.
What role will the educated and the specialists have in
the future? If you are an ADD, or Aboriginal death
denier, like Keith Windschuttle, you will be listened to,
but if you are not an ADD or something like that and
you want to deal with facts and so forth, you will not fit
in. We must remember that Keith Windschuttle started
off as a communist — a bit like Lyndon LaRouche. He
has run the full gamut, going from being a commo to
being a mad right-winger, and on the way he has joined
Lyndon LaRouche. That is not a great academic
background. In fact it is ridiculous. We all know what
Lyndon LaRouche wants to do. He believes in every
conspiracy theory in the country — and every one of
them is a Jewish conspiracy, according to him.
I refer to my experience of teachers in public schools. I
have many good secondary schools in my electorate,
but I spend a lot of time in one, because it needs a bit
more help than the others. I will not name the
gentleman who is the head of the Victoria certificate of
applied learning vocational education and training unit.
He is very wealthy. Formerly he was the chief
executive officer of a public company, which he has
sold. He was in the technical and further education
sector and has gone back into it deliberately to give
back something to society. The other day he got a call
from Wesley College because the people there know
how good he is, but he is staying in the public sector —
because he believes in committing to the public sector
and broadening educational opportunities for all,
including those who do not have money. The principal
of the school is very much the same. Those people are
dedicated to ensuring that the masses actually have a
quality education.
What are we going to do? Just take the money out of
public education and put it all into the private sector?
What are we going to do about the masses? Obviously
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we are just going to ignore them. To date the Prime
Minister has not come up with a solution. He says that
only those in the private system are moral. Those in the
public system are said to be immoral and left-wing
loonies, yet when they go into the private system they
suddenly turn into right-wingers. There seem to be
many conversions on the road to Damascus. I do not
know about those conversions, but they must happen
some way or other.
What does the word ‘choice’ mean in the education
debate? For Mr Howard it means the ability to take
funding out of the public education system, including
underfunding the universities and not talking about
funding in real terms but in percentage terms, and to put
the money into the private system. As I said, I am very
comfortable with funding for low-fee private schools.
What concerns me are the high-fee private schools,
such as the one I went to, which do not need that
funding as much as those that are less well off. For
members on this side ‘choice’ means broadening
opportunities for society, not just for the wealthy.
Education is not a privilege, as Brendan Nelson has
said he believes it is; it is a right in our society that
everyone should have access to a quality education. We
want a society where everyone has an equal chance.
I refer also to teachers generally. Funnily enough, at the
high-fee private school that I went to there were many
leftie teachers — God help us! We will have to go on a
holy crusade to kill the left-wing teachers in private
schools, because that is the only way we will get to
where John Howard wants to lead us. If he wants to
lead a holy crusade, we can do it! However, I do not
think we will get public support for that type of activity.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — I will be a Hungarian
aristocrat at the rear!
It is ridiculous. We are not going to remove leftie bias
in teachers — and I do not even believe there is a bias.
It is just an educated bias; it is just a consideration of
society around you. What do the Jewish community
say? ‘When you’re dumb and you’ve got no money and
you’re stupid, you vote conservative; when you’ve got
money and you’re educated, you vote Labor’ — and
that is generally what you see in that community. I
think the problem for the Prime Minister is that teachers
are generally going to be a little more left leaning than
he is ever going to accept.
What else have we got? We have a Prime Minister who
has bagged the teachers, bagged everyone else and so
forth. We have a Prime Minister who is focused on
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consumption. As I mentioned before, Saul Eastlake was
being incredibly critical of the federal government over
the last four years for the amount of money it has
taken — a record tax take — and then just handed back,
which is a ridiculous exercise because of the amount of
money it cost just to do that. But we have had very little
investment in the future, so we have got no growth
dividend. Currently we are living off the growth
dividend of the reforms of the Labor government, but
there is no growth dividend for the future.

bit short on time so we probably did not get to look at it
as broadly as we might have been able to. As a result,
one of the key recommendations of the report is that
there is a great deal of information that we still need to
gather and that we need to improve the amount of
information about the environmental and health effects
of ethanol and biodiesel. We recommended that the
state government initiate some research to determine
the overall effect in particular of emissions associated
with the use of ethanol and biodiesel.

So when this party comes to an end and the economy
slows down enormously because there has been no
investment in the future and there has been no growth
and the Prime Minister has to leave Kirribilli House —
which he supposedly needed to move into because his
children were still at school, but they have left school
now and I think some of them are even married, God
help us — so maybe the next occupant can move to
Canberra, where the Prime Minister is meant to be — —

The report made five recommendations to government.
The committee believes they will assist industry and the
government to explore the future role of biofuels in
Victoria. One of the interesting aspects of the inquiry
emerged when the committee looked at the barriers to
introducing biodiesel. One of the greatest barriers was
consumer confidence. We heard evidence from some
witnesses about ethanol blends being sold in 2002 in
the Sydney metropolitan area, some of which had
concentrations as high as 30 per cent. There were
suggestions at the time that this level would create
problems in vehicles. Although there was no evidence
identifying that damage, it was a serious blow to the
attempts to sell ethanol in the Sydney metropolitan
area.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — Thank God the states are
actually investing in infrastructure, because if we left it
up to the federal government we would not have any.
No-one can work out what the federal government’s
$10 billion water plan is, not even the Prime Minister!
We will not have the growth that we are considering
now. We have even had the Reserve Bank tell the
federal Treasurer and the Prime Minister to stop
consuming like a pack of drunken fools in case they put
pressure on interest rates, and that has sort of worked
itself out over the last 12 months and we have seen the
interest rate rises. A lot of that was because of this
manic focus on consumption, rather than investment.
We have a Prime Minister who is badly focused,
kicking teachers because there is nothing else to do and
really not dealing with the substance of the issue of how
much the federal government is investing in training,
education and the future of this country.
Question agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: production and/or use of biofuels
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am very pleased to
speak today on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee report which was tabled in Parliament in
October on an inquiry into the production and/or use of
biofuels in Victoria. It was a very interesting reference
that the committee looked at. Unfortunately we were a

The industry faces this problem generally and is still
recovering from the negative sentiment that surrounded
those sales. There is a general view that vehicles
manufactured after 1986, specifically those with
electronic fuel injection, can safely operate at about
10 per cent ethanol, but several manufacturers have
stated that their vehicles should not use ethanol.
In 2003 the federal government imposed a maximum
blend limit of 10 per cent ethanol in petrol in Australia.
That should give people confidence that that level of
ethanol blend is able to be put into vehicles very safely.
Evidence was also presented that because ethanol has
different properties its introduction into existing
distribution outlets would require additional
infrastructure and changes to handling procedures in its
blending and storage, and that within existing
distributions this would create some difficulties.
There are many issues surrounding biofuels in
Australia, and certainly some parts of Australia are
more accommodating than Victoria for growing the
various crops required for those fuels. But it is a way of
exploring the issue, and we need to explore all the
options available to reduce emissions and move
forward into the provision of sustainable fuels.
This is certainly an inquiry that deserves further
investigation and input. It was a privilege to be on the
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Environment and Natural Resources Committee as it
inquired into and investigated this reference, and I look
forward to examining this area more closely, as I am
sure the committee will, in due course.

Law Reform Committee: de novo appeals to
the County Court
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to comment on
the Law Reform Committee’s report on de novo
appeals to the County Court. For the benefit of the
house a de novo appeal, like all appeals, is a creature of
statute. It provides that a matter be heard over again. It
is Latin for ‘anew’, and it means the matter is heard all
over again in its entirety, including the evidence, as
well as the making of a new judgement.
It relates only to appeals from the Magistrates Court to
the County Court, and it applies only to criminal
matters, because civil matters have to be appealed by
way of an order to review from the Magistrates Court
on a question of law. De novo appeals enable a person
to appeal to the County Court on either conviction or
sentence, or usually both, and have the whole hearing
heard over again.
The committee made only four recommendations. It is
very rare that one would agree entirely with the
recommendations of any committee, but I am very
pleased to agree with each of those four.
I understand that the committee made a very good case
for the retention of hearing de novo cases from the
Magistrates Court to the Court of Appeal,
notwithstanding a recognition that the Magistrates
Court has changed over the last 25 years from what it
was originally constituted as, and certainly the more
professional nature of the Magistrates Court was reason
for change in other jurisdictions. But I agree with the
committee that the case was not made to change those
matters.
A number of procedural matters were suggested. The
most important was that a person who appeals to the
County Court should be given a warning that if they do
appeal, they may succeed on appeal but their sentence
can be increased; certainly I have had that experience.
My experience was not so much in the County Court
because I did not practise extensively in the criminal
jurisdiction, but as a young barrister I was involved in a
number of de novo hearings. When working for a
former Chief Justice of Victoria I found that that
warning was almost inevitably given before the Full
Court as a matter of practice, although that outcome did
not necessarily eventuate.
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One matter that has been raised with me by community
leaders and members of the Victoria Police at Wodonga
is a community perception that people convicted of
offences in the Magistrates Court will automatically
appeal to the County Court for a hearing de novo,
which would then be dealt with by the County Court,
but in Wangaratta. The perception is that that is a soft
option.
The committee’s report did not deal with that particular
aspect but certainly on previous occasions I have called
on the Attorney-General to at least address that
particular perception and undertake some sort of review
to discover whether it is true that it becomes a soft
option, and I entreat the Attorney-General to continue
that investigation.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: production and/or use of biofuels
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to make a statement on
the inquiry by the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee into the production and/or use of biofuels.
During our public hearings and consultation with the
community a number of quite interesting concerns were
expressed, and the committee made a number of
observations. Biofuels are important. Last year when
fuel prices were high, petrol was the topic. Now the
topic is water, but nevertheless it is an important issue
that needs to be addressed.
First of all, biofuels, and particularly ethanol, are not
finite fossil fuels. It is important to realise that ethanol
can be produced from cereal crops and that it can be
replenished and replaced. Emissions going into the
atmosphere as a result of pollution are an important
topic. Reports particularly from Brazil, where biofuels
and ethanol account for 30 per cent of motor fuel
consumption, indicate that biofuels and ethanol do not
create any further pollution or health risks than fossil
fuels, so that is commendable. However, the committee
is advising the government, through its vehicle fleet and
infrastructure, to further monitor that situation.
Motorists are somewhat scared of how much ethanol is
in vehicles. Currently the average is 5 per cent, and
manufacturers tell us that that amount of ethanol will
not harm new engines and vehicles if the labelling is
clear, although sometimes the media portray it
otherwise.
However, the committee said that mandating that it be
up to 10 per cent was not necessary. The reports and
other evidence presented to the committee by various
people indicate that that would be a retrograde step.
There is no need to mandate it, because drivers in the
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community will select it for themselves as vehicles
become better able to use biofuel and they gain
confidence in it. It is something that has to be very
much driven by the industry itself. We have also been
told that there are a number of organisations which are
trying to establish new plants and are moving further
into the biofuel industry. Some people are also asking
whether it will put up the price of stockfeed in Victoria
and whether, with the competition that will generate
from using the stockfeed for biofuels, we will be able to
supply enough stockfeed. There are a number of
questions that still need to be looked at, discussed and
further investigated.
As I said, the committee’s time to do that report was
very short. However, it has presented a fair picture. I
recommend members read the report because it gives a
cross-sample of what is going on in the industry in
Victoria and the rest of Australia and indicates how
many outlets we have. That is the other thing: we do
not have a great number of biofuel outlets in Australia.
That is another handicap to its being widely used by the
average driver these days. Most state governments
encourage their government fleets to use biofuel
whenever it is available, which is an encouraging step.
But when you look at the number of outlets you see that
South Australia has about 37 outlets, Western Australia
has 22, New South Wales has 9, Queensland has 2,
Victoria has 1 and the Northern Territory has 1. So the
opportunity for the average public consumer to use it is
not very great unless they go out and seek them. It has
also come out that a number of people are
experimenting by making their own biodiesel and using
it for their heavy vehicles. They are using re-used fish
and chip oil and other solid material. It is recommended
that further research into this work be carried out,
particularly when looking at biodiesel. Ethanol is just a
matter of — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2005–06
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to briefly
speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(PAEC) annual report for 2005–06. Before I get to the
page that I wish to make some comments on I would
like to look at chapter 2, which talks about the
committee’s mission. The committee’s mission is to
scrutinise and assess government accountability and
performance and promote improvements where
necessary.
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You, Acting Speaker, would know that when you
attend one of these meetings you find out when the
government members ask questions that they are there
just to fill in time. In most cases the questions are also
written by the ministers themselves, so it is just a waste
of time. When you ask the government why it does this
it says, ‘You did it when you were in government’.
Instead of saying, ‘Yes, it is wrong. We should change
the way we do things to improve it and ensure that the
government is scrutinised’, government members just
try to use the excuse that it was done under our
government so therefore they will do it under their
government. It is frustrating and unfortunately does not
give us the opportunity to scrutinise the government,
particularly the ministers. I hope this will change during
this Parliament and opposition MPs will be given a
greater say when asking questions and will have a
greater role to play.
I now want to look at page 28 of the report, which has a
key finding of the PAEC. It states:
… departmental estimates indicated that in the three years to
2009, the number of secondary teachers graduating from
Victorian universities will not be sufficient to meet demand.
The department expects to offset this shortfall by recruiting
from other sources such as from interstate, through teachers
returning to the workforce, and by implementing other
initiatives …

We have a government that has been in office for seven
years, yet it has failed to ensure there are enough
teachers to cover all the schools in Victoria. As the
member for Eltham, who was the chair of the
Education and Training Committee, would know — —
Ms Kosky interjected.
Mr KOTSIRAS — He was a very good chair. He
found out that this government has failed to do anything
to ensure that there are enough qualified teachers in
Victoria, particularly in the area of maths and science,
which was the subject of the inquiry. We made a
number of recommendations, and the minister
responded, but unfortunately nothing has happened. I
say to members that after another four years the
government will still not have resolved this issue.
When you put the blame on government members they
say it is the federal government’s fault. They say, ‘The
federal minister is at fault; there are not enough higher
education contribution scheme places at universities’,
yet they refuse to do anything themselves. They have to
realise that they make up the government and that the
minister is responsible. You, Acting Speaker, will recall
that in 1992 when there was a shortage of engineers the
then state government offered some scholarships to
ensure that there were enough engineering students
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going through the universities. Unfortunately this
government refuses to accept responsibility and
continues to blame the federal government for the
teacher shortage.
The government needs to ensure that over the next four
years initiatives are put in place so that there are enough
teachers to cover all the schools in Victoria. Currently
there are a number of schools which have teachers
teaching maths and science when they are not qualified
to do so. That is unfair on our students. I hope this
government takes these recommendations on board and
does something over the next four years. I also hope
government members stop blaming the federal
government for their failure. They make up the
government, they are the ministers, and I hope they can
achieve something over the next four years.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: production and/or use of biofuels
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I want to make a
contribution on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee report on the inquiry into the production
and/or use of biofuels in Victoria. I note the member for
Macedon also spoke on this report. The first thing I
would like to comment on is recommendation 1.
Having spoken with Damian Drum, a member for
Northern Victoria in another place who was a member
of this committee in the last Parliament, I have learnt
that the terms of reference were given to the committee
with a very short time frame for reporting on such an
important topic. The committee deserved the decency
of being given a longer time frame so it could
undertake a proper inquiry. The committee has
recommended that this Parliament reallocates the terms
of reference to the committee in the future so it can do
justice to this particular topic.
I have a great interest in this topic because an ethanol
plant is being built at Swan Hill. That plant is
progressing and will create some exciting opportunities
for employment, not only through direct employment
but also through its changing the face of agriculture in
the region. The proponents of the plant, particularly
Stewart Rendell, are working to convert rice growers to
corn growers to supply feedstock for that plant.
Stewart’s view is that corn will produce something like
double the return per megalitre of rice. That is quite
exciting for the area. There is also the opportunity for it
to buy downgraded grain and store it for up to two
years to supply the feedstock for the ethanol plant. So
there is an opportunity to have another buyer in the
market if we have frost-damaged or rain-damaged grain
in the future. As the member for Keilor said in his
contribution on this report, there is some concern in the
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feedlot and dairy industries that this may push up the
price. From my point of view, as a member
representing an electorate that is one of the largest
grain-growing electorates in Australia, let alone
Victoria, if we can do anything that will increase the
profitability of grain growers that would be a good
thing. That covers the issue of ethanol.
The other issue that is quite topical in my electorate is
the production of biodiesel. I note that the report talks
about the fact that there is a reasonable capacity to
produce ethanol in Australia, but there is not a lot of
capacity to produce biodiesel in Australia. A biodiesel
group is being started in Minyip in my electorate,
which the Bendigo Community Bank is helping to set
up. It is providing some expert advice to the group on
how it should structure the ownership and distribution
of the business. It is very focused on making it a
community-owned business so the shareholders can not
only take some ownership of the infrastructure but can
also support it by buying biodiesel into the future. In
some ways we are turning back the clock on
agriculture.
When our forefathers had horses, they used to grow
oats and grain in a paddock down the road to feed them.
Whereas the horses were phased out and tractors came
in and the tractor fuel was imported principally from
overseas, we are now going to find that farmers have a
paddock down the back where they grow the feed for
the tractors, helping to produce biodiesel or supplying
an ethanol plant for the fuel. There are interesting times
ahead for the biofuels industry in Australia, and I hope
the government resubmits these terms of reference to
make sure the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee can have time to do this issue justice in the
future.
The one thing that I think should be included in the
terms of reference is the ethical issue. If we are actually
going to use food to produce fuel in Australia, there is
going to be a real ethical dilemma in the future. There
are a lot of starving people in the world, but here we are
actually consuming food to fuel our cars and tractors.
The ethical issue of what we do with food, whether it
becomes fuel or is used to feed the starving, is an issue
that the committee should look at in the future. I hope
the government re-issues the terms of reference so the
committee can have a substantive look at the biofuels
industry in Australia.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2005–06
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak on the annual report of
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the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. As a
new member I read this report with a deal of interest.
As it was a government-dominated committee, I was
interested to read the key findings on page 28. One of
the findings deals with the issue of major projects. It is
noted in the report that of the 14 major projects within
the domain of the government, just over half will
actually be completed on time. What a tragedy it is for
this state knowing that nearly half of the major projects
that fall within the domain of this government are going
to either be over time or have an overrun in costs.
One only need look at the list of projects that this
government is responsible for, the time they have taken
and the massive cost overruns involved to be concerned
by the way in which this government has managed
those projects. The Southern Cross station
redevelopment is massively over time and over budget,
to the extent that the private operator of the construction
had to be compensated to the tune of nearly
$100 million. Federation Square is another project
massively over time. The State Library is over budget
and nearly seven years late in terms of its eventual
completion. The film studios are over time and over
budget. The synchrotron project is at least $50 million
over budget and has still not been delivered. One need
only to look at the Commonwealth Games projects to
see that each project was over budget and over time.
This is certainly a sad state of affairs, particularly when
you have a government-dominated committee that has
identified as one of its five key findings a concern for
the way in which this government is managing major
projects. As the member for Ferntree Gully and a
person who is proud to stand up for the people in
Melbourne’s east, I have grave concerns when I see
projects such as the fast rail blow out to almost
$1 billion. One needs only to recall that the original
project was estimated to cost $80 million. It is a
shameful waste of money when you see that this project
is going to cost in the vicinity of $1 billion.
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MURRAY-DARLING BASIN AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change).
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — Let me say at the outset
that the opposition supports this bill, which is very
simple and very narrow. It will be interesting to see
how the Chair and the Acting Chairs are tested during
the course of this debate in terms of the latitude given to
speakers. The Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill
was submitted to the previous Parliament in the guise of
the Murray-Darling Basin (Further Amendment) Bill,
and it had to be withdrawn because there was an error.
The government called it a typographical error in the
second-reading speech, but I do not think it was a
typographical error: it was an error the government
overlooked. It has been through the process of going
through all the different jurisdictions, and it has been
resubmitted to the Parliament. On the occasion that the
previous bill was submitted to the Parliament the
Liberal Party indicated its support for the changes that
had been agreed upon, and its position is unchanged.
However, we find ourselves debating this amending bill
in the context of the Prime Minister’s Murray-Darling
Basin proposal and a transfer of power from the states
to the commonwealth. The Prime Minister has also
offered $10 billion in funding and augmentation works,
as well as a whole range of other measures such as the
buyback of overallocated water rights and an upgrade
of statistical information and the like. That proposal is
on the table, and the deal for the states involved in this
is that control needs to be handed over to the federal
government in order for this package to proceed.
Certainly that is the Prime Minister’s position at this
stage.

What could the people of Melbourne’s east have
received from that $1 billion overrun? Not only would
we have seen the feasibility study for the Rowville rail
completed, but we may have actually had the money to
build the rail line, and the tram to Knox city would not
have finished at Vermont South but have been
delivered to Knox city, as this government promised
almost eight years ago.

It was with interest that we all noted that the New South
Wales government, under Premier Iemma, has
indicated it will hand over powers in return for the
money, and obviously New South Wales probably has
an urgent need for some of the funding package. But
we also note, perhaps rather cynically, that
Premier Iemma is up for election on 24 March this year,
which may have guided his immediate response to the
Prime Minister’s office.

This report is a shameful example of how this
government is managing major projects. I congratulate
the government members on the committee for having
the fortitude to report to this house on how badly this
government is managing major projects.

I refer to the answer to a question without notice
yesterday in this place to the Premier, when he
indicated that he is still considering the offer and is
awaiting further detail. I have been able to read a lot of
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the detail. Obviously financially it is a very good deal.
However, there are other matters at stake, and I think it
is very important to state that nobody in Victoria should
be worse off as a consequence of the change, were it to
occur. Certainly we in the Liberal Party will wait with
interest to see what the Victorian government does in
terms of this offer. However, that is not what the debate
today is about. The house has before it a very narrow
bill in its scope, and I thank you, Acting Speaker, for
your latitude in allowing me to make a couple of
preliminary observations on that matter.
The bill, as I said, is incredibly specific. Its overall
purpose is to amend the Murray-Darling Basin
agreement, as has been approved by the commonwealth
government and those state and territory governments
which participate — that is, Victoria, New South
Wales, Queensland, South Australia and the Australian
Capital Territory. The documentation that is part of the
Prime Minister’s proposal indicates that strategy plans
may well take a year to draw up, so obviously this
legislation would be in place for the year while the
plans are being drawn up, should any change happen in
that period.
The provisions were as advised in the previous bill, and
I have already detailed them to the house. The first
deals with some changes in financial management,
including the setting aside of funds for future works.
The second is about a proposal from Queensland,
which was accepted by the other jurisdictions, for
indemnity to protect Queensland from liabilities in
which it plays no role — for example, the Murray
River. I understand that has been a matter of practice
for some years, but the Queensland government sought
a written assurance by way of the bill that this was the
case, and that is an element of this bill as well.
Schedule C, appendix 2 on page 16 contains a list of
joint salinity works, and they are described in detail.
The purpose of clarifying the schemes is simply just to
do that — that is, to make clear who is doing what.
These salinity works include the Barr Creek drainage
diversion scheme and the Buronga salt interception
scheme, and others are listed. Members can read about
these schemes over two pages of the bill. They are
obviously all desirable works.
However, the change in this bill and in the previous bill
relates to an omission. It is basically a correction of an
error that existed in schedule 3. A specific clause,
clause 78(3), relating to new audit arrangements, was
left out of the first bill.
In particular I refer members to the rectification of that
error. Clause 20(2) of this bill amends clause 78. The
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first bill simply said, ‘omit subclause (2)’ but the
addition of ‘and (3)’ was forgotten. This updated bill
now before the Parliament simply adds the words ‘and
3’. Also a couple of other consequential amendments
refer to the fact that the bill had to be withdrawn in the
previous Parliament, to be now resubmitted to this
Parliament.
In essence, the first bill contained an error, and I
particularly want to pay tribute to Royce Christie, the
Liberal staffer who found this error, notwithstanding
the bill’s oversight in all these jurisdictions and by all
the bureaucrats. He is an assiduous young man who
used to work for the former member for Benambra and
now works for the current Leader of the Opposition; I
pay credit to him for picking up that error.
In effect, the proposed amendment was designed to
establish new audit arrangements, and the omission
meant that there could possibly be some requirements
on the commonwealth auditor, whereas the purpose of
the original amendments to the agreement were to
change the auditing arrangements for the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission to allow for the
possible appointment of an auditor by the ministerial
council; that may or may not have been the
commonwealth auditor. But the failure to include the
repeal of that provision meant that there existed the
possibility of audit obligations being imposed on the
commonwealth Auditor-General when that person may
not have been responsible for auditing. That is the
reason we are debating this bill.
The Murray-Darling Basin agreement, I must say, has
probably received more community comment in recent
times than ever before, and there is probably a much
broader understanding of that agreement, conceptually
at least, as a consequence of very intense political and
media interest. In essence, the agreement aims to:
promote and coordinate effective planning and management for
the equitable, efficient and sustainable use of the water, land
and other environmental resources of the Murray–Darling
Basin.

The agreement was signed in 1987 by the
commonwealth, New South Wales, Victorian and
South Australian governments. A new agreement,
struck in 1992, completely replaced the River Murray
Waters Agreement, whereas the previous agreement
was an amendment to the River Murray Waters
Agreement. In 1996 Queensland joined the agreement,
and in 1998 the Australian Capital Territory also joined.
Again I note the very high level of increasing
community involvement with and understanding of
water issues. The agreement covers over 1 million
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square kilometres of Australia, while Victoria has more
than 130 000 square kilometres in the basin.
Seventy per cent of all the water in the Murray–Darling
Basin is used for agriculture, so it is no wonder that my
country colleagues have been speaking about this
agreement for a long time. I think it is fair to say that
city people had not been as familiar previously with
issues in the Murray–Darling Basin as they are now.
Forty-one per cent of Australia’s agricultural
production comes from this region. The storage
capacity of the Murray–Darling Basin is 35 000
gigalitres. The Murray-Darling Basin Commission is
responsible for about a third of that.
Anyone who reads a newspaper or watches TV will
understand that the inflows into the Murray–Darling
Basin are at an extremely low level. I refer to
newspaper reports this week which show that inflows
are at their lowest levels in 115 years of records.
Specifically I refer to the fact that in the eight months
from June to January inclusive, inflows have been just
660 gigalitres, 60 per cent below the previous minimum
of 1170 gigalitres recorded in 1983. We clearly have a
range of challenges, but the bill before the house simply
attends to those three matters that all the signatories
agreed to — financial issues, salinity works and
changes to financial and auditing arrangements. As part
of that, as I have already indicated to the house, there
was an omission in relation to the repeal of one of the
clauses affecting the changed auditing arrangements,
which in a worst-case scenario would have had the
commonwealth Auditor-General responsible for
something that he may not have been responsible for
should another auditor have been appointed. As I
indicated earlier, the Liberal Party previously supported
these amendments before the house. We do so again.
We are happy to see the bill proceed speedily through
this chamber.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — As the previous
speaker said, the Murray-Darling Basin Amendment
Bill has been resubmitted to this Parliament. It was here
in 2006, but there was what is called a drafting error in
clause 20 of the amending agreement between the states
on auditing arrangements. Some numerals were wrong
and have been corrected, it was signed off by the
ministerial council in September 2006, and it is now
again before this place. The Nationals supported this
bill last time it was in this house and will do so again.
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the chamber, the capital renewals were previously done
through a renewal fund, which was money in the bank
effectively to replace any of the infrastructure to the
standard to which it was built. We have learnt over time
that this is not the best way to fund renewals in water
infrastructure.
As time moves on we find that some infrastructure is no
longer needed, or we find that we have technology that
can build that infrastructure in a completely different
way or with a completely different type of material.
Whereas once we used to build things out of concrete
and wood, we now find that we are potentially building
them out of polyethylene and aluminium, for
argument’s sake, which is substantially different. The
move to debt funding of critical infrastructure rather
than a renewals process is common sense. It was
something that was started here in Victoria two or three
years ago by our rural water authorities, which
improved the pricing regime for farmers as far as how
water was priced from a renewals point of view.
It also clarifies the fact that Queensland has no liability
in the lower part of the basin, particularly the Lower
Darling and the Murray. Although it may have no
liability, I would like to think that Queensland would
actually take more responsibility for some of its actions,
because what happens in Queensland has an impact on
the Lower Darling and on the Murray. What happens in
Queensland can have an impact, for argument’s sake, on
someone on the Goulburn system, because more water
is required to be pushed through to South Australia to
supply its needs if the Darling cannot meet its quota of
water for South Australia. Although this legislation
might enshrine the fact that Queensland has no liability
for issues around the river and the infrastructure in the
southern part of the basin, I would certainly hope
Queensland does not think this lessens its responsibility
to be a team player in the Murray–Darling Basin.
The third thing this legislation does is put in place
details for authorised joint works, particularly from a
salinity management point of view. This is an issue I
raised last time this bill was in this house. The one I
want to mention is the Tutchewop–Barr Creek drainage
system. There are some substantial issues around this
that have been ongoing now for 20 years. I asked the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
for action in the adjournment debate in February — —
Ms Asher — You won’t get any action from him.

The bill principally does three things. It enables
improved business practices for River Murray Water,
particularly around the issue of renewals annuity funds.
I made some comments on this issue last time it was
before this house, but for the benefit of the members in

Mr WALSH — I have not had any action. I asked
for action in February 2005. I asked for action at that
time because as part of the Tutchewop–Barr Creek
scheme there was a proposal at one stage to build a
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mineral basin reserve near Tresco. That was stopped by
a court action when John Cain was Premier because the
local land-holders were extremely concerned about the
off-site impacts of that particular project.

would mean there would be major winners and losers,
because transferring water or taking it away would
mean you would also be taking wealth away from those
people.

The government still owns that land, and it is leased
out. It continues to cause concern in the community,
because people never know whether one day this
project may be started again. The action I requested of
the minister for water in February 2005 was whether he
would give a commitment to sell that land so we could
put the whole sad issue in the past and so that
community could more positively deal with the water
authorities and with the issues of the area. There is a
high level of mistrust of the water authorities in the area
because the mineral basin reserve land is hanging over
that community’s head all the time.

Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

The minister did not respond on that night. I had no
response any time shortly after, so I wrote to him again
in November 2005, asking if I could have a response to
my adjournment matter of February 2005. Still no letter
was forthcoming. I again wrote to the minister in June
2006 asking if I could have a response to my
adjournment matter of February 2005, but to this
day — and it is a very sad indictment of the minister or
his office or his department — I still have had no
response.
I notice that the Parliamentary Secretary for
Environment is in the chamber. I wonder if he could
take note of this and convey to the department that I
would appreciate a response to the adjournment matter
I raised in February 2005.
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr WALSH — I am being very fussy, but it is an
issue that is of grave concern to that particular part of
my electorate, and I think those people are owed the
decency of a response.
No discussion about the Murray–Darling Basin or
water in general could go by without my making a few
other comments about water. I think all members in this
house would understand that the management of water
is a very complex issue, not only in Victoria but in
Australia. The management of water has evolved over
the last 100 years. No one, single solution has done
anything outstanding — there has been evolution over
time — and there are no simple solutions for the future.
We have reservations about some of the options being
bandied around at the moment.
Some people seem to think there is a silver bullet out
there that will solve our problems tomorrow. Quite a
few of the simple solutions that are being suggested

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
and acknowledge the Honourable Eric Kent, a former
member of the Legislative Council and Minister of
Agriculture from 1982–85, who is in the gallery today.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Crime: incidence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to official
police statistics that show that since 1999 homicide is
up 36 per cent, rape is up 18 per cent, sexual assault is
up 5 per cent and common assault is up 45 per cent, and
I ask: does the Premier agree with the head of the
Police Association that law and order is quickly
deteriorating?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. If you look at the
overall statistics — and the opposition leader
selectively quoted some of the statistics — and if you
look at the totality of the statistics, you see that the
crime rate is coming down in Victoria. Not only are we
the second biggest state in Australia, we also have the
lowest crime rate of any state in Australia. The reason
for that is this: we have put in extra resources. Whilst
the previous government cut 800 police, we have put on
an extra 1400 police in Victoria. Not only that, we are
committing to a further 350 police, which will bring
down the crime rate as well.
Our policies have reduced the crime rate in Victoria
significantly. We are one of the safest states in
Australia, and that is a credit to the men and women of
the police force in Victoria. Our commitment is to keep
Victoria safe in the future as well.

Bushfires: response
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Premier. I ask the Premier to update the house on the
threat of bushfires to Victorian communities.
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Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Yan Yean for her question. Alongside other members
of this house I know that she, as a volunteer, was part of
the fire fight in Victoria. I know many members of this
house contributed in that capacity. The member for Yan
Yean was a part of the fire fight in Tolmie, which was
obviously one of our worst areas in the Great Divide
complex more broadly. I want to thank all members of
Parliament and the communities in which they serve for
the work they have done in making sure that we can get
through this very difficult fire season.
We said very early on, in November last year, along
with other ministers, with the chief officer from the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), Russell Rees, and with
the chief fire officer of the Department of Sustainability
and Environment (DSE), Ewan Waller, that we
expected this would be one of the worst fire seasons
that Victoria had faced — and it has been. We should
also say that whilst the Great Divide complex fire has
largely been controlled, we regrettably cannot say that
the fire threat in Victoria is over.
I have to inform the house that as a result of lightning
strikes last night some fires have occurred. There have
been 18 new ignitions across the state, including fires
which have been identified in the vicinity of Walwa,
Orbost, Marysville, South Corryong, Bogong Village,
Mount Beauty and Mitta Mitta. As a result of quick and
urgent action by the CFA and the DSE, we see that
most of those fires are now under control, but not
extinguished. I think it is a credit to the fire services that
they moved so quickly on those 18 new five break-outs
as a result of lightning strikes in the north-east of the
state.
We need to be on high alert in coming days, because
the conditions we are facing in the coming four to five
days will be as bad as the conditions we have already
experienced to date in the fire season in Victoria. We
expect the fire conditions to worsen over the next few
days. It is predicted that a high-pressure system over the
Tasman Sea will create hot northerly winds and move
across Victoria into the weekend. Extreme fire danger
is possible on Friday, Saturday and Sunday. Predicted
thunderstorms on those afternoons may bring the risk of
more lightning to the north-east, and of course other
parts of the state are on high alert as well. Temperatures
in the high 30s and northerly winds are expected right
across Victoria.
We said in response to questions about the finalisation
of the Great Dividing Range complex fires that we
expected February would be a difficult fire period, and
that expectation will be realised over the next three
days. I want to thank the many communities that have
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worked so hard over what is probably the longest
period they have ever worked in fighting fires.
Unfortunately, it is anticipated that the next three or
four days will also be difficult.
It is ominous to note that this Friday will be the
anniversary of the Ash Wednesday fires, which were
some of the worst fires ever experienced in Victoria.
We are in that calendar period when, in 1983, the
intense Ash Wednesday fires resulted in the loss of
47 lives, with about 210 000 hectares being burnt and
more than 27 000 stock and 2000 houses lost. It is also
the 30-year anniversary of the Streatham fire, so we
know that this period in February is one of Victoria’s
high fire-alert periods.
I want to place on record the appreciation we have for
Victoria’s fire services. After the 2002–03 fires the
recommendations made to us in the Esplin report
included the need to increase our effort, increase our
resources and increase our support. Since then we have
nearly doubled the funding for the Country Fire
Authority budget. It is now well over $200 million a
year, which is the highest level of funding it has ever
received.
We have provided $77 million for new firefighting
trucks and tankers, and $82 million for new and
upgraded stations. Our air support for firefighters has
increased as well. As members would be aware, the
government committed to having and has a second
aircrane helicopter dedicated to Victoria’s needs in this
fire season, alongside the third shared one which is
available for Victoria as well.
This effort so far has brought more than
20 000 volunteers and professionals together to form an
enormous unified organisation which is one of the
biggest we have seen. As I said earlier, I want to place
on record our gratitude and support for the many
volunteer and professional firefighters in Victoria, and
the hundreds of firefighters from interstate and
overseas — from Canada, the United States, New
Zealand, New South Wales, South Australia, West
Australia and the Australian Capital Territory — who
have all supported us over this period.
I also want to express our gratitude to the other support
groups which make up our firefighting teams around
Victoria, including of course the Country Fire
Authority; the State Emergency Service; Red Cross;
St John Ambulance; the Country Women’s
Association; the Department of Sustainability and
Environment; the Department of Human Services,
which has a primary role in the recovery of
communities; the Salvation Army; local government
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and clubs; and ABC radio, which is now the state
broadcaster of emergency services bulletins.

addressing the road toll both in a substantial sense
across the board and also in a specific sense.

I express the government’s gratitude to those people
who have helped save an enormous number or amount
of assets and resources in this state. Yes, we have lost a
significant amount, but what is remarkable is how
much has been saved in a bushfire that has razed over
1.2 million hectares across Victoria.

To give the house an illustration of that, we as a
government have been able to invest $2 billion
essentially on rural roads since 1999, and of course we
could invest a substantially higher amount were The
Nationals and those opposite to spend a bit more time
actually focusing their attack where it should
appropriately lie — that is, the federal government.

I can report to the house that whilst we have had
significant success in firefighting to date through a
combined community effort, we are headed for a
critical period in February. I know those resources will
be brought to bear to do the best we can over the next
three to four days.

Roads: rural and regional Victoria
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the minister for transport. I refer to the
government’s response to recommendation 6 in the
2005 report of the parliamentary committee following
its inquiry into the country road toll, which states:
The government will request VicRoads to develop a strategy
and action plan for country roads.

Further it states that the plan ‘will be completed by the
end of 2006’. Given that 57 per cent of road deaths in
Victoria last year occurred on rural roads — and not the
30 per cent claimed by the minister in response to my
question in December last year — why has the strategy
to improve safety on country roads not been
completed?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of The
Nationals to clarify which minister his question was
addressed to.
Mr RYAN — The Minister for Roads and Ports.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question.
Loss of life on our roads is tragic. As a government we
have tried to tackle both behaviour and infrastructure to
address this senseless loss. Every life we lose is one too
many. The major crash type in country Victoria is the
run-off-road crash, where the driver loses control of the
vehicle and it runs off the road, usually hitting an object
such as a tree or a pole.
The government, for its part, has taken the view that it
will continue to act to improve and maintain Victoria’s
regional road network. Addressing the infrastructure
around roads is a necessary component of tackling the
issues associated with our road network and our road
toll. The government has made substantial inroads into

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. The question relates
to the strategy and action plan that was promised for the
end of last year. Where is it?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to answer
the question.
Mr PALLAS — To give this chamber an
illustration of the nature of the problem involved in the
misperception about the direction of difficulties in
addressing the road toll, I direct members to no more
dramatic demonstration than The Nationals recent
failed attempt to call upon the community to identify
the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
address his answer to the question.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The constant advice to
the Chair from the member for South-West Coast is not
appreciated.
Mr PALLAS — Since this government has put in
place its Arrive Alive strategies we have seen an 18 per
cent reduction in the road toll across the state. We
continue to make efforts in this regard, and under the
Meeting Our Transport Challenges initiative we have
committed a further $597 million over 10 years to
further improve road and roadside safety.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — Of course the opposition simply
demands an answer to a question that requires a
considerable amount of effort in government
commitment, and that commitment is tangible.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, I have inquired about a strategy
and action plan which the government undertook to
have completed by the end of 2006. I ask that the
minister respond to that question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister will answer the question.
Mr PALLAS — Of course there is more to be done
when it comes to addressing the tragedy of loss of life
on our roads, and the government remains committed to
doing that. We have been advised by parliamentary
committee inquiries associated with the loss of life on
country roads, and this government is committed in this
year to producing Arrive Alive 2 strategies. We hope to
put in place further and additional strategies, but we
will not take our eye off the ball.
That ball requires us to make a continued commitment
to road investment, including the substantial
commitment we have made in that respect, and to
recognise that it goes both to driver behaviour — and
the ongoing commitment this government has made to
driver behaviour — and to infrastructure.
This government has made a substantial commitment.
We hope The Nationals use their best efforts to
reinforce to the federal government its requirement to
make a commitment.

Bushfires: response
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development. I ask the
minister to detail to the house how the government’s
bushfire ministerial task force is helping
bushfire-affected communities recover?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for her question.
As the Premier indicated before, the fires across the
state to date have burnt more than 1.1 million hectares
and affected just over 500 farms, and we have seen a
huge firefighting effort involving something like 20 000
volunteers.
The impacts of the fires have been significant in many
parts of the state. We have seen impacts across
industry, we have seen communities affected and of
course we have seen significant impacts on the tourism
industry. The government responded quickly in
mid-January, when the Premier appointed a bushfire
ministerial task force, which I chair. We had a similar
task force after the 2003 bushfires, and we had a similar
task force after the 2006 bushfires. The task force is
about visiting those areas which have been affected by
fires, meeting with communities, with local
government, with businesses and with farmers, and
taking those steps that are necessary to help those
communities recover as rapidly as possible after the
impacts of the fires.
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Already the task force has made a number of visits
across the state. Individual ministers, including the
Premier, the Deputy Premier and other ministers, have
been making many visits, but the task force itself has
made a number of visits. Already we have met with
communities, businesses and councils in Lakes
Entrance, Mansfield, Benalla and Wangaratta. Last
night and earlier today, with the Minister for Local
Government, the Minister for Tourism and the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, the task force met
in Bright. Last night we had a public meeting which
was attended by around 70 people representing most of
the key organisations. We met this morning with all the
representatives of the alpine resorts. Last week we met
with councils representing the region. It is fair to say
that the initiatives we have taken to date have been very
well received by bushfire-affected communities.
The most significant of those was the announcement
that the Premier and the Minister for Tourism made at
Craig’s Hut just over a week ago not only of $300 000
to rebuild the hut but of more than $4 million to boost
tourism and tourism recovery efforts over the next
12 months. This is an area which the Minister for
Tourism is watching very closely. Already we are
beginning to see improvements in accommodation
levels in many of those areas which have been affected
by bushfires.
In Bright this morning we also made a number of other
announcements. I announced on behalf of the
government a further $500 000 for business continuity,
business support and community events, and again that
was exceptionally well received. I also announced
$50 000 to assist the north-east food cluster and wine
and tourism. Of course the wine industry and tourism
are so important to that part of Victoria. Most
significantly I announced $1 million of extra funding to
bring forward the opening of walking tracks across the
bushfire-affected areas, with the target dates being the
March Labor Day weekend and Easter time, 6 April.
Large parts of the Howqua track will be opened by the
Labor Day weekend, and the remainder will be opened
by 6 April.
What comes through in the public meetings in
particular — we had a public meeting in Mansfield two
weeks ago, and there were 140 people at that — is the
extraordinary strength and resilience of those
communities. They have been through a lot, but what is
most significant is that, firstly, we are able to work with
those communities and, secondly, that they are
confident about their future in the medium term, and by
working together we will get through what has been a
very difficult time.
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As the Premier said, it is not all over. We are only now
entering what is traditionally the worst period on the
bushfire calendar, so it could still be a difficult few
weeks. The steps we have put in place have been well
supported and well received. We are working with local
government, we are working with business and we are
working with communities, and we are determined to
help these communities get back on their feet as quickly
as possible.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the
minister to his refusal yesterday to answer my question
about the government’s secret pre-election deal with the
police union, and I ask: has the minister now had the
opportunity of discussing the deal with the Chief
Commissioner of Police, and with which parts does the
chief commissioner not agree?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the member for his
question. As I said yesterday, we have commitments
and we will meet those commitments. The Chief
Commissioner of Police will be there to put those in
place, because what we have is a chief commissioner
who is enthusiastic about addressing issues of law and
order and who has worked closely with the government
as we have provided additional resources, where we
have seen a decline in crime.
We are committed to working towards reducing crime,
and that is what we will do. We will totally ignore the
policy of the Liberals and The Nationals to slash police.

Bushfires: prevention
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is to the minister
for the environment, John Thwaites — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has only
just changed houses, but I will sit him down very
briefly. It is inappropriate and out of order in this
chamber to address members by their names. They may
be addressed by either their seat or their ministerial
position.
Mr EREN — I apologise, Speaker. Will the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
outline to the house the steps taken by the Department
of Sustainability and Environment to protect Victorians
during the recent bushfire?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — I thank the member for his
question and congratulate him and welcome him to the
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house. As the Premier indicated, we predicted at the
start of the season that this would be one of our worst
ever fire seasons. That is why this year we boosted
funding for the fire effort and also boosted our fire
preparations. To date my department has already
expended more than $150 million in tackling these
fires. I also point out that this is part of a $168 million
boost to funding from the budget for the fire effort.
Some of the additional funding this year has gone into
providing two additional water bomber air crane
helicopters, providing additional fire support vehicles,
employing an additional 266 firefighters and employing
firefighters for a longer period so they are there early in
the season and able to continue at the end of the season
through the autumn, as well as recruiting additional
firefighters from New Zealand, Canada and the United
States of America.
As well as the additional resources, three things stand
out from the fire effort this year. The first is the
excellent cooperation between the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the Country Fire
Authority. I think we all acknowledge the fantastic
work that the volunteers of the CFA have done and
continue to do. We acknowledge the work that the DSE
firefighters have done also, but what has stood out this
year is how well they have cooperated and their
management of that.
The second thing that stands out this year is the use of
local knowledge. That was a recommendation of the
Esplin inquiry. This year we are seeing a much greater
use of local knowledge in incident management and the
fire effort.
The third outstanding factor this year has been the
community meetings. Around 190 community
meetings involving some 15 000 people have been held
already. By bringing the communities together and
providing information to people, not only are we able to
give them much more information to explain what is
going on and to help them but also those people are
taking a very important role in the firefighting effort.
That stands out as well.
As well as providing additional funds, the government
is committed to additional fire prevention and
preparedness. The key there is protecting assets —
farms and towns. In 2004–05 there was a very
significant boost in fuel reduction burning, which we
are seeking to do every year. This year, because of the
weather, we were not able to reach the targets that we
had in the previous year. However, it is worth noting
that fuel reduction burns have been very helpful this
year in the fire effort.
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A good example of that is around Woods Point, which
the fuel reduction burns were an important part of
protecting. The fuel reduction burning program for this
autumn will be very important for the government, and
we have already started planning for that. We will have
available some of the seasonal firefighters to assist with
that, thereby providing extra resources.
In addition the government has announced that it is
establishing permanent fire breaks. I know that that
initiative is certainly supported by the Leader of The
Nationals. In that way we can provide access for future
back-burning operations, and that will be an additional
preparatory measure.
In conclusion, so far around 1.2 million hectares of land
has been burnt. As the Premier has said, we still have
many weeks of risk ahead. But we need to
acknowledge how successful the firefighters have been
in protecting property. Despite 1.2 million hectares of
land having been burnt, the number of properties
affected directly and the area of private land burnt —
about 50 000 hectares — have been kept to a minimum.
The government will continue to do everything it can to
provide the resources to not only the fire agencies but
also the communities to ensure they are protected from
the fire risk.

Police Association: WorkSafe assessment
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport
Accident Commission. I refer the minister to an email
from police Superintendent Tim Cartwright that there is
clear evidence of a continuing culture of bullying at the
police union workplace and that there is no evidence
that the safety of the workplace has improved since the
commencement of the investigation. What precisely has
WorkCover undertaken to rectify the unsafe working
conditions at the police union?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I thank the
member for Kew for his question. WorkSafe has
conducted an investigation into accusations of bullying
that were made in relation to the Police Association.
That investigation has been concluded, and it
determined that the Police Association had in place
appropriate standards and safeguards for the handling
of those sorts of matters and the establishment of an
appropriate culture and workplace set of arrangements
at the association. The Ombudsman has since
announced that he is conducting an inquiry into this
matter, and it would not be appropriate for me to say
any more than that.
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Bushfires: tourism
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My question is
to the Minister for Tourism. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to supporting communities
suffering from bushfires. I ask the minister what the
government is doing to encourage tourism in
bushfire-affected areas.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Tourism) — I thank
the member for Mill Park for her question. It is
certainly true that the bushfires have had a devastating
effect not only on the community more generally in the
north-east part of Victoria and the Gippsland region but
also particularly on tourism operators and all those who
depend more broadly on the tourism industry to support
and sustain their businesses.
At the outset I indicate that one of the things that has
come through in all the meetings that the bushfire
recovery task force has had throughout the region and
in the individual meetings that ministers have had is the
appreciation and acknowledgement of local
communities for the work that volunteer and career
firefighters have done in protecting those
communities — in protecting both life and property.
We acknowledge also that the danger of bushfires is not
over and that in a sense the most dangerous and
challenging part of the season is still ahead of us. At the
same time we need to make sure that we put in place
recovery activities as soon as possible to support
communities in bouncing back from what has been a
devastating set of events.
From a tourism perspective we have seen a very
significant reduction in cash flow not only in those
areas that were directly affected by the threat of fire
itself but more generally through the region. People
have been reluctant to take holidays there, and some
have cancelled holidays or taken holidays in other parts
of the state. It is very important that we recognise the
cash-flow impact on those local businesses and that we
put in place a sustainable set of strategies to help those
communities to recover.
For that reason, I was very pleased to join with the
Premier on 31 January for the announcement at Craig’s
Hut of the $4 million tourism recovery strategy. The
strategy consists of a broad range of mechanisms which
will assist those communities to recover. It builds on
the work that we have done in previous years, arising
out of the 2002–03 fires and the Grampians fires last
year, to make sure we have advertising and brand
refreshment strategies in place to support tourism
recovery in the region.
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The $4 million recovery package consists not only of
immediate support for the rebuilding of Craig’s Hut,
which is an iconic tourism asset in that region. It is a
hut that receives 80 000 visitors every year and appears
on a lot of Tourism Victoria’s national and international
marketing material. It is therefore very important that
that asset is rebuilt as soon as possible. Those funds are
welcomed by those communities and the groups whose
members use that facility.
At the same time we are also investing in advertising
campaigns, the refreshment of brand campaigns,
business continuity, and strategy and planning for
tourism operators. We are supporting local community
festivals — the Inspired by Gippsland Festival and the
Taste of Falls Creek event — and those sorts of events
through which we can help support local communities
to market their product and let Victorians, and
Melburnians in particular, know which tourism assets
are open and where they can return to as soon as
possible.
The $1 million funding announced today by the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development to
support the reopening of tracks will be particularly
welcomed. We need to get people back into the national
parks as soon as possible. Already we have seen the
reopening of the Mount Buffalo National Park, the
Mount Feathertop area, the Licola–Jamieson road and
other important tracks and tourism resources. This new
funding is also a commitment to ensure that the
Howqua track and the walking areas around the
Walhalla historic area are rehabilitated and reopened as
soon as possible. That too is important for tourism
operators.
This set of initiatives, including the $4 million package
as well as the many other investments that the state
government is making in replenishing and rebuilding
infrastructure, is welcomed by tourism operators. The
most practical thing that we can do to support tourism
operators who have been adversely affected by these
events is to encourage people to return to those areas as
soon as possible. I know this goal is supported by all
members of this house. The tourism operators in those
areas can be confident that the government stands with
them in rebuilding their affected tourism businesses as
quickly as possible.

Rail: freight network
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. On
what date will the government honour its pre-election
promise and reassume control of Victoria’s freight rail
network?
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Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) —
This does not fall within my ministerial responsibilities.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will allow the Leader
of The Nationals to redirect his question.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, my office
checked as to the portfolio allocations this morning, and
we were told that the question ought to be directed to
where I have directed it.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is not within my
purview to have any knowledge of conversations that
the Leader of The Nationals has had. I am giving the
member the opportunity to redirect his question. I can
do no more.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I accept
the ruling, Speaker, of course, with respect. My
question is directed to the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. On what date will the government
honour the pre-election promise which the minister
made and reassume control of Victoria’s freight rail
network?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The matter does not fall within the
portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development, but — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask government
members to assist with the smooth running of question
time.
Mr BRUMBY — I am happy to answer the
question.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, you
will recall that when the Premier announced the
portfolio responsibilities I inquired as to which
ministerial office was going to take responsibility for
the freight network. That question was not answered at
the time, and quite obviously the government does not
know today who is responsible.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members!
The Minister for Regional and Rural Development has
indicated that he is happy to answer the question, and I
will allow him to do so.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You will need to sort this out
when you stay in your tents on your camp!
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Regional and Rural Development is aware of the
correct behaviour in this chamber. He should not
address members across the table but instead address
the Chair. I ask him to assist the Chair and answer the
question.

travelled to Lakes Entrance and Sale, where the Leader
of The Nationals was engaged in discussions with local
government and the cabinet. We have also travelled to
Benalla and Mansfield, and last night I travelled with
my colleagues to Bright, where discussions continued
this morning.

Mr BRUMBY — The short answer to the question
is that the government made this commitment in the
run-up to the election campaign last year and said that it
would buy back the rail freight business. I just make the
point that we inherited a privatised rail freight business.
It had been sold off by the former Kennett government.
There is no other state government in Australia which
has flogged off its rail freight business. Whatever
people’s views about privatisation, this would have to
be the worst privatisation conducted under the former
Kennett government. So we said we would — —

One of the striking features of the bushfires for those of
us who come from city electorates has been the scope,
magnitude and ferocity of the fires. Indeed we share the
sentiments that the Premier expressed today about the
wonderful work that has been undertaken by the
Country Fire Authority, the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the volunteers in
fighting the major fires and, of course, the spot fires that
have erupted again more recently.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. We just want to know the
date.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to answer
the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I have just been reminded that the
rail freight business was sold off under the former
Kennett government when the Liberal Party and then
National Party were valentining. They sold it off. We
made the election commitment to buy it back. We put
an in-principle offer on the table before the election.
We have been negotiating with the company concerned
since the election. We are close to an agreement. The
government remains totally committed to purchasing
this business back. We will do that, but we will do it
within the appropriate time frame to drive the best
value for money for the government.

Bushfires: local government
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Local Government. I refer the minister
to the government’s commitment to supporting
communities suffering from the bushfires, and I ask
him to detail for the house what the government is
doing to support municipalities in bushfire-affected
areas.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for Cranbourne for his question. As
the Minister for Local Government and as a member of
the bushfire task force I am working with fire-affected
communities across the state to help identify ways to
assist in the recovery process. Since January we have

In our visits what has been particularly striking to me
has been the crucial role that local government has
played and continues to play with its communities and
the state in providing a consistent point of contact not
only during the fire crisis but also over the recovery
period.
It simply emphasises again an important truism — that
local government is the level of government closest to
the people. In times of crisis the community looks to
local government for support, and indeed local
government has responded. Over those visits we have
been impressed with the thoughtfulness of the various
presentations put to the task force. I am sure the Leader
of The Nationals and the member for Benalla would
agree that the presentations have been particularly
thoughtful and that local government is seeking to work
in partnership with the state government on short-term,
medium-term and indeed long-term strategies to ensure
that the recovery process is sustainable.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr WYNNE — The priorities of local government
have been informed by the community consultation
process which has been undertaken.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the Leader of
the Opposition that constant and continual interjection
is not helpful and is in fact disorderly.
Mr WYNNE — As the Treasurer indicated earlier,
we have had two excellent public meetings — one at
Mansfield, where 130 people attended and an
opportunity was provided for members of the
community to have their say, and the member for
Benalla was involved at that meeting; and a similar
meeting last night at Bright, which gave the task force
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an opportunity to talk to members of the local
community about the issues they were confronting and
how the task force could respond to them in an
appropriate way.
I was particularly struck last night by a discussion I had
with the principal of the Bright P–12 College, John
Pryor, who highlighted to us how schools often see the
first signs of family stress resulting from the situations
of crisis that families and communities are confronting.
With these recent fires we are seeing not just the
physical impacts but of course the social impacts of the
fires. In that respect the government has done a
tremendous amount of important work in supporting
local communities through things like neighbourhood
houses. We have provided small amounts of funding
but funding that is directly targeted to neighbourhood
houses, which are so importantly located in community
settings to provide a level of support to the families that
come to seek support from the neighbourhood house
network. A further $590 000 has been allocated to those
areas to help with the recovery process, to support
community engagement and health promotion and to
provide vital assistance and access to community
support networks.
I will also be talking to my cabinet colleagues and task
force members about further support that can be
provided through the Department of Human Services. I
will also talk to my colleague the education services
minister as well, because certainly schools are some of
the first points of contact that people often seek when
communities are in stress.
The Bracks government will continue to work closely
with local government in its support of and advocacy
for its communities. Local councils can stand proud,
knowing that in a time of crisis and in the subsequent
recovery period they were there, standing with their
communities.

MURRAY-DARLING BASIN AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — Before lunch I was
talking about the fact that there are no simple solutions
to the water issues facing the Murray–Darling Basin,
that the issues are very complex and that if water is
transferred there will be major winners and major
losers.
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There has been a lot of commentary since 25 January
about the Prime Minister’s 10-point plan and his putting
$10 billion on the table to solve some of the problems of
the Murray–Darling Basin. I would like it put on the
record that we would like to see the Premier of Victoria
show some vision and real leadership by matching the
Prime Minister’s plan so that we can actually have a real
partnership to manage the Murray–Darling Basin going
forward.
We would like the Premier to stop being a commentator
on this issue and start showing true leadership and
lobby his other state colleagues. It is often said that the
Premier of Victoria is now the elder statesman among
the state premiers and that he is looked to for
leadership. We would ask the Premier of Victoria to
show that leadership by lobbying his state colleagues to
ensure they also show some vision and commitment to
the basin by matching the Prime Minister’s proposal of
$10 billion with another $10 billion so we can get some
really good outcomes and have some ownership of
those outcomes by everyone, rather than having one
level of government blaming the other.
We all know that New South Wales has some
challenges. The Labor government there has not
managed its state well, and in particular it has not
managed its water allocations well at all. But I would
like the Premier of Victoria to lobby the Premier of
New South Wales to ensure that he buys into this
partnership as well so we can achieve a good outcome.
I also ask him to lobby the Premier of Queensland —
we know that what happens in Queensland has a major
impact on the basin further south — to ensure that
Queensland signs on to the suggestion we are putting
forward as well.
We were heartened by some of the comments made by
the Premier in question time yesterday about his
commitment to the irrigation industry in northern
Victoria, but I have some reservations about
commitments from this government given that there are
now active discussions about how water may be taken
out of the Eildon system and sent back to Melbourne.
People are talking about the Hume pipeline and the
pipeline out of the Black River and the fact that there
will be water going back to the Upper Yarra reserve.
From those discussions there is the potential for
something like 230 gigalitres of water to be brought
back to Melbourne. If you look at the allocation to the
Goulburn Valley this year, you see that it would
effectively take away a substantial amount of the water
that was allocated to the farmers there this year. In the
discussions the Premier is having around what may
happen with the Murray–Darling Basin into the future
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we would like him to reiterate the government’s
commitment not to take water away from the north of
the Divide and into the south of the Divide.
I also noted with interest that in his answer yesterday he
talked about reading the Warracknabeal Herald. That is
one of the newspapers in my electorate. Obviously it is
the paper of choice for the Premier to read every
morning with his Weeties.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — It is the paper of choice for the
Treasurer as well? That is excellent. I will relay that on
to David Ward, the editor, and make sure that we get
subscriptions for the Premier and Treasurer and that the
paper is delivered so they can read it with their
Weeties!
Acting Speaker, you might ask where the money will
come from for the state government to match the federal
government’s commitment to the Murray–Darling. If
you look at the seven-year life of the Bracks
government, you see it has collected in excess of
$1.8 billion in public sector dividend taxes from the
water authorities. At the moment there is a substantial
bucket of money that is just going into consolidated
revenue when it could be used to match the Prime
Minister’s commitment to the Murray–Darling.
Not only has the government been collecting that
$1.8 billion in public sector dividend taxes from the
water authorities over the past seven years, but we now
also have $60 million a year coming in from the secret
environment tax which is on all our water bills. We do
not know it is on our water bills because the
government has by legislation forbidden the water
authorities to actually put it on bills. More than
$1.8 billion has been collected in the form of public
sector dividend taxes over the past seven years, and in
addition there is $60 million coming in every year from
the secret environment tax. That gives the Premier and
the Treasurer of Victoria a substantial bucket of money
to go out and show some real vision and commitment
to the Murray–Darling by matching the Prime
Minister’s plan and have a genuine partnership going
forward to achieve the outcomes we would like to see.
We would like to see a genuine partnership in doing
this. Every member of this house would now understand
the importance of having a holistic management of
catchments. It is not just about the water, it is not just
about the environment and it is not just about land
management; it is about how they are all managed
together. Any take of the powers governing water by the
federal government would still leave us with a
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misunderstanding as to who is responsible for some of
the other issues that may arise in a catchment. If the
Premier would sign on, put the money on the table and
create a real partnership, we could have a holistic
approach to the management of the Murray–Darling
Basin.
I read with interest about the visit that federal minister
Malcolm Turnbull made to some parts of Victoria after
the Prime Minister’s speech. I cast my mind back to the
Victorian Farmers Federation’s involvement with a
previous environment minister, Sherryl Garbutt, when
we were doing the farm dams legislation. That was also
very controversial in this house, as I understand it. We
all look forward to Malcolm Turnbull making a visit to
Tallangatta to explain to the people up there how he
may change the management regime for farm dams. I
would encourage Malcolm Turnbull to make a visit to
Tallangatta to meet with and talk to the people there
about how he is going to change farm dams
management into the future.
I would like to dispel one of the myths that seems to
have been created over time when talking about
water — that because irrigators control something like
70 per cent of water in the basin the irrigation industry
actually wastes water. I am very concerned that this sort
of concept has been creeping into some of the
commentary on water in recent times. I would like to
remind members that the farmers who use that water
actually create the food and fibre that we all enjoy in
this state. They create the food and fibre that allows us
to enjoy one of the highest standards of living of any
country in the world.
There has also been a misconception built into the
media commentary in recent times — which is fuelled
by some people in the environmental movement — that
by exporting produce from the Murray–Darling Basin
we are somehow exporting water out of Australia, or
that we should not produce anything that we export
with the water in Australia. I remind the people who are
making that commentary that the produce which we
derive from irrigation in the basin and then export helps
create the wealth of this nation and earns foreign
currency. It allows us to have the standard of living that
we have, and it allows us to have the foreign currency
to buy the DVD players and the other luxury items that
people in Australia enjoy.
When we talk about the management of the basin, one
of the reservations The Nationals have concerns the fact
that there are several proposals to transfer water out of
the Murray–Darling Basin and into other areas of
Victoria and the rest of Australia. We had discussion
during the critical water infrastructure projects bill
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about the goldfields super-pipe to Bendigo and Ballarat.
If you look at that proposal, you see it would mean
taking water out of the Murray–Darling Basin and
transferring it to Ballarat, which is south of the Divide
and not part of the Murray–Darling Basin. What is of
greater concern is that the water that would have gone
to Ballarat would be used to substitute Ballarat’s share
of the Lal Lal Reservoir, which would then being
handed onto Geelong. In some ways this proposal
would effectively take water from the Murray–Darling
Basin to go to Geelong. That is not something that we
would like to see taken any further, as there is the
potential for the water to be taken on to Melbourne.
We know Melbourne is eyeing Eildon water greedily,
and we do not want to see that happen into the future. I
ask the Parliamentary Secretary for Environment to
take on board the fact that we would like to see
economic development created right across Victoria.
Let us not focus on how we can pipe water to
Melbourne; let us focus on how we can create
economic development north of the Divide so that we
get some of the water-using industries transferred to the
north where there is some water available and
subsequently create employment in those regions,
which would help grow all of Victoria rather than just
make Melbourne, Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong
bigger into the future.
In the change regime of water in the Murray–Darling in
particular some issues have evolved for local
government. We had legislation in this place that
separated water from land title, which was part of the
implementation of the national water initiative. That has
had some significant unforeseen consequences for local
government in that it has effectively taken 20 per cent
of its rate base away. I have three councils in my
electorate which will be particularly impacted on by
this: the councils of Swan Hill, Gannawarra and
Loddon. They are seeking urgent action by the
government to get some transitional compensation so
they do not have to transfer rate responsibility onto
other ratepayers in their shires.
The other issue that arises with the separation of land
and water into the future concerns who is going to own
that water. As we see the buy-up of water by
non-land-holders, we could find ourselves in the
situation where we end up with the major banks,
insurance companies or, worse still, equity funds
owning a substantial amount of water. Although there
has been a commitment given by the government in
Victoria that it will not privatise water, in some ways
we have the risk that water will be privatised by stealth.
If we end up with major corporations owning the
majority of water in any of our government
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instrumentalities, we have effectively privatised it by
stealth. Major corporations would be the main
customers of water authorities, and at the end of the day
he who pays the piper picks the tune. This government
is running the risk of privatising water by stealth in
allowing the separation of land and water, which has
the potential for major corporations or equity funds to
take the lion’s share of water in this state.
In conclusion, The Nationals support the Murray-Darling
Basin Amendment Bill. I thank the house for its
indulgence of my wide-ranging contribution on what
was a very narrow bill, as was pointed out by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. Given the Prime Minister’s
10-point plan and $10 billion announcement on
25 January, the Murray–Darling Basin is something that
will be talked about in this house for a quite some time. I
look forward to the Premier signing on and making it a
genuine partnership between Victoria and the federal
government to achieve a good outcome for the basin
rather than just abdicating the responsibility to the federal
government both legislatively and financially.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to speak
on this bill, and I am pleased to follow the contribution
by the member for Swan Hill, the Deputy Leader of
The Nationals, as I know he has a great interest in water
and has supported a number of the proposals and
programs that the government has put in place.
Recently the member launched the St Arnaud Re-use
(STAR) program at Lord Nelson Park in his electorate.
That $135 000 program has been funded out of the
Victorian government’s stormwater program to assist in
the better treatment and recycling of sewage. I thank
him for that and for his contribution to the debate.
As other members have said, this is a simple bill.
Basically it is designed to simplify and improve the
way in which southern basin states and the
commonwealth work together on the Murray-Darling
Basin Ministerial Council. It will also put the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement in line with current
Council of Australian Governments national water
reform directions.
Technically the bill amends the Murray-Darling Basin
Act 1993 to give effect to the 2006 Murray-Darling
Basin amending agreement, which will enable
improved business practices for the Murray-Darling
Basin Commission’s water business. It will also clarify
the original agreement and the limiting of Queensland’s
liability for matters in which it takes no part. It attaches
supplementary details and will make a minor
typographical correction to the basin salinity
management schedule, which is schedule C of the
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agreement. Although they are important, such matters
are fairly minor amendments in the scheme of things.
It may seem strange that the house is debating this bill at
the same time as the commonwealth government, and in
particular the Prime Minister, is proposing to take over
the Murray–Darling system, and it may seem strange
given the extensive discussions which are happening and
which will have major implications right around
Australia but particularly for Victoria. However, it is the
view of the Victorian government that the Prime
Minister’s proposal is pretty light on in its detail, as the
member for Swan Hill said, and we have to act in the
best interests of Victoria whilst those discussions are
progressing.
I am told that the commonwealth process could take a
year. We have an obligation to ensure that the
operations of the Murray-Darling Basin Authority
continue to be conducted in the most efficient manner,
which is why the house is proceeding to debate this bill
now. It should also be said that clearly we are not
prepared to sit on our hands and wait for those
discussions to happen, because we need to get more
efficiency into the water system.
I know this has been a wide-ranging debate on a fairly
specific bill, but it is worth noting that the federal
Parliament introduced its bill in the first week of
December, which was well before the Prime Minister’s
plan was acted upon. Events have overtaken it in a
fairly rapid manner, and that is why there is a lack of
detail in the current discussions. Whilst those
discussions are occurring the Victorian government will
continue to act decisively in regard to water resources
to ensure they are secured for farmers and the
environment. We will get on with the job. While there
is uncertainty around the federal plan and while the
details in the federal plan are being ironed out, we want
to make sure that we have the most efficient operation
possible for the Murray–Darling system.
We urge the federal government, while it is negotiating
with us around its plan, the details of which it is trying
to work out, to take on the project and get on with the
job of delivering water projects now — that is, when
there is a huge or massive need for these things.
Mr Walsh — It’s your job!
Mr HERBERT — I say that in the context that
whilst we are talking about major negotiations, it is
very unclear what the commonwealth government is
actually proposing. In fact, the Premier recently wrote
to the Prime Minister, as many people in the
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government know, and outlined 44 crucial questions
that we need answered about this proposal.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr HERBERT — I have just heard that apparently
the Prime Minister did not give a copy of the letter to
The Nationals.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr HERBERT — Sorry, Speaker. Through the
Chair, we need details on those 44 crucial issues, and
on this we are as one with The Nationals. We want to
make sure that Victoria is not disadvantaged by the
proposals that are put forward. We are going to remain
firm on that.
While we support greater cooperation across
government boundaries to achieve the best outcome for
the Murray–Darling Basin, we will not compromise the
rights of Victorians. We will not allow our farmers, our
communities or our environment in terms of river flows
to be punished because of our good water practices. As
the Leader of The Nationals said and as most people
recognise, Victoria has the best water practices in
Australia, and we want to ensure that any change that
occurs in how the Murray–Darling system is
administered and operates will be in the best interests of
Victorians. We intend to make sure that efficiency is
the benchmark of what will happen nationally.
To that end we have set out three well-publicised basic
requirements on top of the 44 items of detail that we
require. The first is that we will not allow Victorian
irrigators or our environment — and I know The
Nationals are very strong on this — to be disadvantaged
or that water allocations will go from us to other states
as a way of making up for their past poor performances.
That is a crucial point.
Secondly, we came to government with the
privatisation-of-water issue high on the agenda. We are
absolutely firm that it has to be on the agenda and that
there will not be any privatisation by stealth, as was
alluded to recently by the member for Swan Hill.
Finally, we need to ensure that the federal government
will still support and rapidly fund the water projects put
forward by the states. Some of these projects were
submitted to the federal government from Victoria — we
were the first government to put in our list of
submissions — nearly one and a half years ago; in other
words, one and a half years later we are still waiting for a
decision on crucial water projects. We have 22 projects
that are awaiting approval for funding, including the
Ballarat–Bendigo super-pipe. These projects are critical
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to water supplies in many drought-stricken areas of
Victoria, including many regional centres. In our
negotiations with the federal government over the future
of the Murray–Darling system we want to make sure that
the extra funding promised by the commonwealth —
very inadequate extra funding, I might say — does not
detract from — —
The SPEAKER — Order! For the second time
today I inform the member for Lara that the standing
orders in this house are quite different from those in the
other place. Members should not pass between the
Chair and the member on their feet. I suggest that the
member should read the standing orders.
Mr HERBERT — We want to make sure that the
extra funding promised by the commonwealth
government does not detract from the critical projects
that we are seeking funding for under the
commonwealth’s highly publicised $2 billion national
water fund. I put it to members of The Nationals, who I
know have genuine concern about water issues, that
they need to play their part in making sure that funds
from that $2 billion comes to the state government. The
member for Swan Hill, who spoke so eloquently earlier,
needs to keep a keen eye on funding and lobby strongly
in terms of funding for extra capacity for the locks and
weirs in the lower Murray system. The member for
Shepparton, who is not in the house at present but who
is a keen advocate for her community, needs to lobby in
regard to the important Recovering Water for the
Environment project in her electorate. The member for
Benambra, who is in the house, needs to strongly
advocate for extra money for the Wodonga recycling
scheme for which we have applied for funding. They
are important projects, and we want to make sure that
those projects continue.
I have to say in regard to the national water fund that
the commonwealth’s delivery of funding for projects in
a quick and timely manner has been absolutely bogged
down in bureaucratic red tape. That is shameful.
Communities are waiting for decisions on projects that
we put in applications for a year and a half ago in some
cases, and we are still going through the mire of
commonwealth bureaucracy in regard to getting a
decision out of them. It is no wonder there is a fair bit
of doubt and worry about the details of the
commonwealth government’s proposed takeover of the
Murray–Darling system and its capacity to deliver in a
way that protects Victoria, Victorian farmers,
communities and small regional towns.
The bill is fairly straightforward. It is smart and has
been agreed to by the various commonwealth and state
jurisdictions. It has been introduced into this Parliament
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and the commonwealth Parliament, and whilst we are
waiting for the substantive issues to be discussed at
commonwealth and state levels, it is time that we got on
with the job through this bill and through other projects
and that the commonwealth got on with the job of
delivering on water.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Nationals support this
bill. These are common-sense amendments to do with
business practices, clarifying Queensland’s liability
position so that it can become more amenable to the
southern states and the basin, and the salinity practices
and works that are needed in the Murray Valley.
Salinity has a very strong impact on my electorate. We
are the last straw in the river, and in some respects we
have been using the rest of Victoria’s recycled water for
some time. Salinity is a major issue as it affects our
crops, and the monitoring of salt levels is very
important to us. As we have had very dry conditions the
salt levels in the river are extremely low at the moment.
However, experience has told us that as soon as we get
some rain there will certainly be a rise in salinity in the
river as it catches up with the salt load in the
groundwater, so those works are very important and
need to be maintained.
Certainly there is a need for a sound business basis for
water supply and particularly for replacement and
refurbishment works. The users, the farmers, have
identified and met the need for extensive investment in
on-farm water infrastructure and have demonstrated
world best practice in supplying the need. New
developments and redevelopments are all
state-of-the-art water infrastructure operations where
farmers make every drop count as they produce our
food and fibre. However, there is a weak link in the
Mildura region — that is, outdated, state-owned,
open-delivery structures with high seepage and
evaporation and a risk to life due to accidental
drowning. They are an unfortunate feature of our
landscape. One thing everybody agrees on is that the
infrastructure must be fixed.
An opportunity exists to accelerate the Sunraysia
refurbishment with the federal government’s 10-point
plan, and Victoria could well show commitment and
leadership amongst the states and demonstrate that it is
fair dinkum about saving water by committing equal
amounts to the commonwealth government for
Victorian expenditure. That would be a gesture that
would certainly give us the jump on the other states and
ensure that we get our deserved share of the water
resource money in the 10-point plan and even more, if
we can.
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I urge the government not to get bogged down in
constitutional issues. Country communities cannot
make money out of a constitutional debate. In order to
take advantage of that 10-point plan we have to address
a problem in the Mildura region that needs a solution.
The current First Mildura Irrigation Trust (FMIT) feud
with Lower Murray Water is hardly Murray–Darling
Basin best practice. The Nationals do not support a
merger for its own sake. There would need to be clear
evidence of a benefit to the irrigators with both
authorities before it could be considered worthwhile to
embark on a full-scale discussion. I certainly encourage
the FMIT and Lower Murray Water to engage in
discussions so that it can be determined once and for all
what is in the collective best interests of all parties.
Otherwise we risk uninformed perception and
damaging speculation about the future of each
authority. Potentially that could hold back the region,
especially in terms of funding for major infrastructure
projects.
In supporting this bill I remind all members that there is
much work to be done by the state government in the
Mildura region as part of the Murray–Darling Basin to
ensure that as a state and a region we are not
disadvantaged in accessing the funding proposed by the
federal government.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It is with great pleasure
that I join this debate. What we have seen is really just a
cheap political stunt. The Prime Minister is coming out
and offering money for the Murray–Darling Basin, but it
is a disingenuous offer. We have projects ready to go, but
constantly we see the Prime Minister dillydallying and
not putting the money forward. Then all of a sudden we
have this proposal to take over the Murray–Darling
Basin at this late stage.
What can we say about the attitude of the parties
opposite? They are all over the shop. They are like a mad
dog’s breakfast — just everywhere! Federal Nationals
MP John Forrest has spoken out against the Prime
Minister’s plan to take control of the Murray–Darling
Basin, and it is there in black and white. It is also the first
breach of federal unity on this plan. Can you believe they
are putting forward this scheme, yet it has not even been
to federal cabinet? What an extraordinary thing to do!
The Prime Minister is saying he is going to give
$10.5 billion to the states, but he has not even told the
Treasurer. It seems the Prime Minister can just dip his
hand in the federal pocket on a whim. What an
extraordinary way to run a federal government! He says
the Treasurer is his anointed one, yet he has not even told
him he is doing this. We know the state Liberals and the
federal Liberals cannot talk to each other, but they cannot
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talk to The Nationals either — but I am digressing from
the bill.
The Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill will
amend the current act to give effect to the amending
agreement. In doing that it will enable the improvement
of practices in the Murray-Darling Basin Commission’s
water business. It will also clarify the original
agreement on the matter of the timing of Queensland’s
liability for matters in which it takes part, and it will
attach supplementary details to make minor
typographical corrections to the basin salinity
management schedule.
The Premier has been very firm in his support for
Victorian farmers. That is what this Premier was
elected for; it was not to be all over the shop and to dud
our farmers and irrigators out of their water supply. He
is going to ensure that Victorians are protected. I draw
honourable members attention to the events of
Saturday, 25 November 2006. The Premier and the
Labor Party were elected to govern for all Victorians.
That is what this Premier and this government will do:
they will govern for all Victorians. The government
will make sure that Victorians are not dudded out of
their water supply by some phoney $10.5 billion
scheme which, we find out, is for everywhere,
everybody and everything. We are in the business of
guaranteeing a water supply for our farmers and
irrigators, not selling it off to people downstream like
the Prime Minister would have us do. I do not doubt
that on the other side of the house there is some
shillyshallying and petty politics going on. Those
opposite continue to play those games, but we are not
going to indulge in them. We intend to get the best deal
for Victorian farmers and irrigators, and that is what we
will do. We will consult with the commonwealth
government and the relevant states and territories, but
we are not going to dud our own farmers.
The amending agreement provides for appropriate
contractual arrangements between governments and for
them to make annual contributions towards the future
capital replacement and major cyclical maintenance
costs of the River Murray water. We all know how
important it is to do that cyclical maintenance. It will
enable the annuity contributions to be accumulated and
invested, and it will allow the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission to borrow funds where accumulated
contributions are insufficient to meet the costs in any
one year. Borrowings would require the approval of the
Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council.
There are other aspects of this bill, one of which is the
financial impact. This will not have a negative financial
impact for the Victorian government, as the intention of
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the bill is to eliminate the surprises which currently
occur from year to year. The proposed new
arrangements will provide the Victorian government
with certainty and foreknowledge of the yearly
contributions.
As I say, this is a good bill. I hope we see some
consistency from the other side of the house, because so
far we have not seen any. Without telling the other side
of the house how to suck eggs, I suggest to The
Nationals that they talk to John Forrest. I also suggest to
the Liberals that they talk to Prime Minister Howard,
clear things up and do the job they should do in
opposition. People want an opposition that will do the
best for Victoria. They have elected the Bracks Labor
government to do the best for Victoria, but they also
want an opposition that will do that. Currently we just
do not have that. We have an opposition that wants to
sell Victoria down the drain, but we are not going to do
that. It is a great bill, and I commend it to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
commenting on the Murray-Darling Basin
(Amendment) Bill one need only look back to the
World Economic Forums held at Davos in Switzerland
during the 20th century. When the then Premier of
Victoria, Jeff Kennett, returned from a Davos forum he
nominated water as becoming one of the key issues for
the 21st century. It is interesting to note the lag between
the understanding of what the key issues will be and the
development and implementation of appropriate
infrastructure.
A key issue confronting the people of Victoria today
also relates to water supplies for Melbourne in decades
ahead as a consequence of the massive devastation of
the areas surrounding the headwaters, rivers and
catchment areas that serve Melbourne and supply water
to Victorian country towns. To illustrate this point, a
consequence of the massive loss of vegetation in
old-growth and established forests is that water coming
from those areas may be of diminished quality. This
water will be used to serve metropolitan areas and
country townships.
Apart from water quality, the other significant issue is
water yield from water that will be flowing through
those catchment areas. It has been suggested by
Dr Mark Adams that a reduction in the water yield from
those catchment areas by 10 per cent will have a
massive impact on water infrastructure and supply to
Melbourne not just for one or two years ahead but for
decades ahead. This is a consequence of new-growth
forests having a higher level of water consumption in
order to become established as forest areas and regions.
This is an area that the Victorian government has failed
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to address properly. Government members can talk
about channels, shower heads and agreements, but the
people of Victoria need to understand the significance
for decades ahead of the massive loss of vegetation and
the impact that regrowth will have on the supply of
water to Melbourne.
The opposition’s position on the Murray–Darling Basin
has been very well outlined by the shadow Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change, the member
for Brighton, and the Liberal Party’s position is well
stated for the public record.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to
have the opportunity to speak about the Murray-Darling
Basin (Amendment) Bill. I start by recalling that
familiar pejorative expression that a deal or a signature
is sometimes not worth the paper on which it is printed.
That is an appropriate introduction for my contribution
to this debate, because as much as this house would
warmly endorse progress on the Murray-Darling Basin
agreement, contemporary events pose a very serious
question — that is, is the agreement which underpins
this bill actually still worth anything? The question is
posed because of the Prime Minister’s unilateral stance
in the past few weeks, where cooperation — which is
and has been the basis of the Murray-Darling
agreement for many years and — has been replaced by
coercion.
The bill is simple enough. It seeks to make amendments
by ‘agreement’, which is the important word, to the
landmark Murray-Darling Basin agreement, and
cooperation has been the essence of that agreement for
a number of years. The agreement, which is outlined in
schedule 3 of the bill, was forged in 1992. The
commonwealth, New South Wales, Victorian and
South Australian governments entered into an
agreement which is specified in that schedule. That was
a significant moment, because the federal government
was a Labor government, Victoria had a Labor
government but a Liberal government was in office in
New South Wales, so there was a bipartisan
commitment to work in a cooperative manner at that
point.
Water rights have been hotly contested in this country,
even back into the colonial era. As much as the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement has been a long time
coming, most if not all commentators would agree that
more progress has been made on reforming water
policy in Australia during the past 14 years — that is,
since the agreement was put into place — than in the
previous 140 years.
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Given the progress of the agreement over time, what
should we make of the Prime Minister’s resolve to go it
alone and replace cooperation with coercion to
challenge the validity of the agreement? I put it to the
house that if this were simply a commercial contract or
agreement, the actions of the Prime Minister in the last
few weeks would give rise to a right to rescind the
contract by the other parties. Such has been the
determination to undo what has been in place as a
cooperative agreement for so many years.
We need to understand whether the agreement has any
validity by virtue of contemporary events. It cannot be
that the Prime Minister and his federal government
believe that Victoria has an appalling record on water
allocation. That cannot be the motivation for the federal
government’s determination to start ditching this
agreement, because as previous speakers have noted —
not the least of whom have been members of The
Nationals — Victoria has had a very efficient reform of
water policy. For some time the northern part of this
state — —
Mr Mulder — McNamara did a good job, didn’t
he?
Mr ROBINSON — Indeed. I will pay credit where
credit is due. It is a matter of record that the Labor
government under John Cain, Jr, was able to work very
constructively with the National Party, as it was known
at that stage, to seek some fairly fundamental reforms. I
understand that Labor ministers of the time and shadow
ministers thereafter had a fairly high regard for the
predecessor of the Deputy Leader of The Nationals.
Mr Steggall, a former member for Swan Hill, was
considered to be quite expert in water policy. It simply
cannot be that the federal government’s decision to go
it alone in reformatting the Murray-Darling Basin
agreement is based on a belief that Victoria has dragged
the chain. It would be quite the contrary. Of all the
states involved, Victoria would be the leader in its
reformation of water policy. It also simply cannot be a
result of the Prime Minister’s sudden belief or
conversion overnight into a climate-change crusader.
He did say he was a climate change realist. I understand
that to mean he blinked — the man who does not blink,
did blink. He understands that a poll is coming up and
that climate change is an issue, but his conversion is not
born of a true desire or a true belief that the world has
changed around him. It certainly cannot be that the
Prime Minister is basing this departure from a
long-established agreement on some genuine,
well-researched policy, because we know the matter
has not even been to the federal cabinet. This has been
revealed in recent days.

Wednesday, 14 February 2007

We know that there are alarming gaps in the federal
plan as it is being sold by the new federal Minister for
the Environment and Water Resources, Malcolm
Turnbull. Indeed we also know that this federal
government’s departure in policy cannot be the result of
any cogent advice its members have received from the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission, because in recent
days it has been reported that the commission itself
provided advice — and I will quote from an article
which appeared in the Australian Financial Review of
8 February — in the form of a ‘scathing assessment’ of
the Prime Minister’s $10 billion water plan:
… saying it neglected crucial questions of land title, resource
management and environmental water flows and could be
underfunded by hundreds of millions of dollars.

Indeed, the same article states that the Murray-Darling
Basin Commission:
notes that among the plan’s shortcomings was that it does not
appear to include tributaries of the river such as the Ovens,
Campaspe, Kiewa, Loddon and Wimmera rivers. It says the
plan fails to state whether the $500 million Living Murray
scheme — which aims to return more water to the river —

will actually continue. We know that the Prime
Minister’s conversion cannot have been motivated by
any of these things.
I am sure I speak for many people in and beyond the
Mitcham electorate when I say that, much as I am
prepared to support the amendment bill which is before
the house, I am deeply disturbed by the actions of the
federal government in recent days. It has unilaterally
taken this departure, which has no basis in policy, logic
or science and puts at risk valuable irrigation rights
which have been won and secured over a period of
time.
More than that, I am very wary — as I am sure are
many people in the Mitcham electorate and across
Victoria — that we somehow have reached a position
where water policy is now in the hands of a corporate
spiv from Sydney. That is what Malcolm Turnbull is;
he is a corporate spiv from Sydney who has no
understanding of irrigation rights. He is a corporate spiv
who changes colour as it suits him.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — I know how ill at ease The
Nationals are with the turn of events, and it is for that
reason we note in the paper what I think are valid
commentaries of the federal member for Mallee and
indeed our own scribe in the chamber, the Deputy
Leader of The Nationals and the prominent — —
Mr Jasper — He is very talented, too.
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Mr ROBINSON — I would not go that far. He is
not very talented.
I conclude by indicating my full support for the
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill, but I will
qualify that by saying that I am deeply disturbed by the
direction of the federal government’s policy. Today we
are attempting to amend an agreement which has
served this state, including the state’s irrigators, well
over a number of years by dint of the cooperative
approach that has been applied in this place and
elsewhere to achieve those reforms. I am deeply
disturbed about where federal policy is heading. I am
also deeply disturbed that we are amending an
agreement which the federal government has no regard
for — as evidenced by its actions of recent days — as it
goes forward. It is determined to replace the agreement
by coercion in what is little more than a naked grab for
power.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak in support of this bill. Anything that
provides the Murray-Darling Basin Commission with
better principles regarding the management of its
finances is supported by the constituents of Rodney and
The Nationals. We support the clarification of
Queensland’s responsibility and liabilities. We should
not have to clear up typos, but because they were made
we are in support of cleaning them up.
I would like to clear up a statement that was made by
the member for Yuroke. She said the people in the
irrigation communities of Victoria supported the Labor
government. In my electorate of Rodney, which is an
irrigation seat, the Labor vote went from 25 to 18 per
cent. I believe there were similar swings in the seats of
Murray Valley, Benalla, Swan Hill and Shepparton. In
Mildura, another major irrigation seat, there was a
major swing to The Nationals. The people who live in
irrigation electorates believe The Nationals are the
appropriate party to best look after their interests when
it comes to moving that issue forward and when it
comes to the environment.
Previous speakers have said that the Victorian
Nationals do not agree with the federal member for
Mallee, John Forrest. The Victorian Nationals are well
behind John Forrest, and yesterday the Premier made it
quite clear that he was pleased that The Nationals were
supporting John Forrest. The member for Yuroke
should listen to her leader.
I wish to clarify some things regarding the health of the
Murray–Darling Basin. The Murray-Darling Basin
Commission, which has been responsible for the health
of the basin, has had a number of achievements in the
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last 20-odd years. In 1983 the electrical conductivity
(EC) level at Morgan was 830. Prior to the May 2002
drought the EC level at Morgan had dropped to 550, a
drop of one-third over a 20 year program. If we look at
the EC level at Swan Hill, which Victoria is actually
responsible for before the water comes in out of the
Murrumbidgee River — and New South Wales has not
been living up to its responsibility for that river — we
see it has dropped from the 500s down to the 200s.
Indeed during these drought times the EC level at Swan
Hill is nearly down to 100, so it is nearly getting too
low to count.
Another measure of the health of the Murray–Darling
Basin has always been the number of native fish. If you
talk to any fisherman, you will find that they report they
have never caught so many cod for about 40 years. The
same applies to yellow bellies, yabbies, perch and other
fish species.
The work of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission
has been quite important, but let us not forget the role
that farmers have made. In the late 1970s a laser
grading revolution came across the irrigation areas of
northern Victoria. Because of that, we have seen the
laser grading of 70 per cent of the irrigated land in
northern Victoria — at great expense to the farmers.
They get a great productivity gain while they do it —
and we should encourage that — but they have also
contributed to the dropping of the salinity levels at
Morgan and Swan Hill, as I have previously mentioned.
Another initiative that the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission has been very involved in is the Pyramid
Hill salt interception scheme, just outside my electorate
in the neighbouring electorate of Swan Hill. This has
been a major win, and not only for the environment,
because salt is harvested there. Salt water is pumped
into evaporation basins, and after the water evaporates
the salt is collected and sold. It is not only sold as bulk
salt, it is also sold in gourmet shops around the world.
This is value adding to what was a threat to our
agriculture community. This is a positive in terms of
generating export dollars for the whole of Australia,
and it creates sustainable employment in the Pyramid
Hill region.
Mr Hudson — There is a lot of salt out there.
Mr WELLER — There is. It is an ongoing job for a
long time, and the gourmet shops of the world will
appreciate it.
There is also another side industry to that. While the
water is evaporating, it is possible to breed shrimp,
which is creating another market. We are finding
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positive ways to create productive and commercial
outcomes. We are also creating employment from
something that was a big dilemma and a threat to
agriculture. It is proving to be quite a valuable asset to
the whole of Australia. We must continue with these
initiatives; we cannot be satisfied with what we have.
That is why it is important that the Murray-Darling
Basin Commission goes on and continues to be
effective by becoming more productive. Water is
always going to be a challenge. Financing will also be a
challenge in the future, and this is a more appropriate
way to finance it.
While we clarified Queensland’s responsibilities when
it comes to their liability, the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission should not slacken off on Queensland’s
responsibility to be a good neighbour regarding their
contribution to the environment. They, too, should start
finding ways to provide more water to the environment.
The Murray-Darling Basin Commission should put the
pressure on Queensland to deliver, which I do not
believe it has done for a long time.
In conclusion, this bill deserves support for the future of
Victoria and the future of Australia as a whole.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — In commencing
my contribution to debate on this bill I commend you,
Acting Speaker, as you are in the Chair for the first
time. I trust you enjoy the opportunity as I hope I will
later this evening.
I am pleased to be speaking on the Murray-Darling
Basin Amendment Bill, which, as we have heard, is an
administrative bill to bring about changes to improve
the operation of the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission. That is to be commended. In my time in
the house, as with others here, I have seen bills
regularly brought forward to address various stages of
improving and upgrading arrangements associated with
the Murray-Darling Basin Commission.
We know, as other speakers have said, the issue of the
Murray–Darling Basin and the Murray–Darling
systems is in the forefront of the nation’s attention,
particularly in recent months. We know that on
numerous occasions over the last 5 to 10 years issues
associated with the health of the Murray–Darling river
system have come before the public, especially as we
have experienced these last 10 years of low rainfall in
the eastern states, with cases of algal blooms on the
Darling system in particular and many other issues
which make us question the sustainability and health of
the Murray–Darling river system.
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We know the Murray–Darling river system is vitally
important to the ongoing health of the eastern states and
South Australia. We know it is important in providing
water sources for urban populations along its route,
right through to Adelaide, and therefore it is vitally
important that the quality of water through the full
length of the river system is maintained so those in
South Australia can still appreciate good-quality water
and a sound future regarding their requirements from
the Murray–Darling system. We also know it is
important as a source of tourism for the towns along its
route. Many of us have appreciated holidays at some
points along the route of the Murray–Darling river
system.
One of the issues about which we are even more
concerned is the use of the Murray–Darling river
system for irrigation. In Victoria we know that
agriculture is a very important source of produce not
just in providing the needs of our urban populations
across the state but also in providing significant export
opportunities and significant export dollars for the state.
Irrigation is an important component in ensuring that
our agricultural produce and agricultural production
continues to be maintained.
We know there are lots of reasons why we need to be
vitally aware of issues associated with river health
along the Murray–Darling river system. Since its
coming to office the Bracks government has recognised
this fact. From its early days the Bracks government
has taken action to improve opportunities of
environmental flows along the rivers. We acknowledge
that when you take water out of the river system and if
it is not done in a planned and sustainable way
downstream, users will clearly be affected. It is
important that flows continue, and we recognise the
importance to the environment of people living
downstream and of the ongoing ecological balances
that we need to maintain.
The state government has committed many dollars over
the years to improve those issues. We have spent
$115 million on Murray River environmental flows.
We have spent $200 million on sustaining Snowy River
flows, and there have been a great many projects
identifying efficiencies that can be made within
irrigation areas in particular, such as piping open
channels and so on to ensure we make better use of our
irrigation waters. There are still many challenges ahead,
as we are all aware.
Recently the federal government has thrown out this
issue in the sense it has put $10 billion forward over the
next 10 years to help address some of the issues
associated with the Murray–Darling Basin. It is of great
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concern that the Prime Minister and his federal
government have said that the only way they will
provide the money is if they take total control and if
state governments hand over the control of this system.
That is not the way to achieve the best results for the
system. It leaves numerous questions if the states are
simply to hand over their powers.
If the Prime Minister were serious about addressing
issues associated with the Murray–Darling Basin, then
it would be clear that we need a national approach and
an efficient way of managing a national approach to
issues associated with the Murray–Darling system. But
to simply say, ‘We will take this out of the hands of the
state’ and expect states to hand over their authority to
the federal government is not the way to go. We should
have a consultative and efficient approach but one that
says, ‘We want you all to have an input and promise to
ensure that key interests are protected’. The body that
eventually will administer the Murray–Darling Basin
should be one that makes very clear the processes under
which it would operate to ensure fair outcomes for
those varied interests that we know exist along the path
of the Murray–Darling river system.
There are so many issues that are of great concern and
which will need to be addressed in the months ahead in
the discussions between state governments and the
federal government. I hope the Prime Minister and the
federal government will realise they need to be open
and consultative in this process. Rather than playing
political games they should adopt an approach which
will clearly be in the interests of all the bodies that rely
on the Murray–Darling Basin.
I also note and am somewhat surprised and
disappointed to see that the Liberal Party has already
bowed out of this debate and made just a few brief
contributions, which suggests that they do not believe
they have a significant part to play regarding the
Murray–Darling Basin. I note that my colleagues in
The Nationals will continue to contribute, as I expect
they would.
On this side of the house the Bracks government is
vitally concerned to continue works. We as a state
government have been at the forefront in addressing
those important issues of sustainability of this vital river
system as they affect the lives of people across this
country. We want to continue to do that. As I said, this
bill, which is administrative in nature, has to be
progressed, given the existing management of the
Murray–Darling Basin by the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission. That should continue until an improved
arrangement can be found, if it is to happen. I look
forward to significant increased input from the federal
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government to match some of the funds that the state
government has put into managing the Murray River
system.
I commend the bill to the house and will be watching
with interest to see that the irrigators in this state who
operate very efficiently continue to be supported so
agriculture continues to benefit as a result of good
management decisions regarding irrigation waters from
the Murray River and the associated river systems. I
will seek to have an input into ensuring that takes place.
I commend the bill to the house and trust that it
provides a path along the way to ensuring good, sound
management for the Murray–Darling Basin in the years
to come.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Acting Speaker, I
congratulate you on being in the chair for the first time.
I notice the imagined L-plates on the back of your
jacket, but at this stage you are doing very well.
I am very pleased to speak on behalf of the Lowan
electorate on the Murray-Darling Basin Amendment
Bill. Before I do so I must comment on some of the
things that the member for Ballarat East had to say. I
agree with him in part, in that we have had little
involvement by city members in this debate.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Yes, but I would have to say
that most of the Labor city members have been asked to
come in here and keep the debate going. The reality is
that the reason we still have the debate going is that the
government is trying to match The Nationals. We are
very concerned about water because it is the lifeblood
of country Victoria, not only for our social needs but
also, importantly, for our economy and for the
environment in which we all live.
I remind the member for Ballarat East that water,
including the funding of water infrastructure, is a state
responsibility under the constitution. In the north-west
we have been fortunate, in that because the water is
coming out of the Murray River we have the federal
and state governments working together to fund the
northern Mallee pipeline. Through a lot of good work
by the federal member for Mallee, John Forrest, we
have been able to get funding to continue that work.
Mr Stensholt — Dragged kicking and screaming!
Mr DELAHUNTY — No way known. Funding has
been continued for what is a state responsibility for a
state project. The reality is that you cannot have it both
ways. The member for Ballarat East and the member
for Burwood, who is jumping up and down, should be
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reminded that water is a state responsibility. I am sure
that the minister at the table, the Minister for Roads and
Ports, would agree that water, including the funding of
water infrastructure, is a state responsibility. The
Nationals hope that the federal government continues to
play a role in providing funds to make sure that we
benefit from what is going on with water.
I was concerned that when the member for Ballarat
East was talking about the Murray River he also talked
about the needs of urban areas and tourism. They are
vitally important, but he finally touched on the most
important value of the Murray River, which is its
productive value to the export bowl of Victoria. I
understand that most of the exports that go out of the
port of Melbourne are dairy produce or other
agricultural production. Water is linked very closely to
our exports, to jobs and, more importantly, to the
sustainability of many of our country communities.
It is interesting to note that there is often not much
involvement in such debates by our city cousins. That
has been so with the farm dams debate and this water
debate. They know they can turn on a tap and get water.
However, many country communities are out of water.
People are trucking in water for domestic use as well as
industrial and agricultural use.
Coming back to the bill, as members know the bill
contains an amendment to the bill that was presented to
Parliament in August 2006, which had a minor drafting
error that prevented it from proceeding, and members
are addressing that today. The purpose of the original
bill was to ratify an amendment to the Murray-Darling
Basin agreement and to incorporate Council of
Australian Governments water reforms approved in
1994. The Nationals supported the bill in August 2006.
I was happy to do that, and I am also happy to support
the bill before the house today, because it fixes up some
of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission’s water
business.
The bill also includes details of the authorised joint
works and measures approved for basin salinity
management. One good way to fix up some of the
salinity issues is to pipe the water. That is happening in
my area of western Victoria, particularly with the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. That project is now going
ahead, and I am pleased to note that both the federal
and state governments are getting on with it. There
have been some problems with the implementation of
the project, particularly around the compulsory
acquisition of land. As members are aware, the
Grampians Wimmera Mallee (GWM) Water Authority
is the authority responsible for putting in the pipeline,
and that authority comes under the jurisdiction of the

Wednesday, 14 February 2007

state. Again I ask the Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change and GWM Water to be more open
and transparent in some of their activities in relation to
water, particularly the implementation of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
Another aspect of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is that
it offers not only a great opportunity for providing water
security and better quality water but also a chance to fix
up environmental damage and, more importantly, give
security to our rural communities. The Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline will be a great boost in that area.
One area of concern is in the Rainbow area in the
northern part of my electorate, in particular the Pella
farmers, west of Rainbow. I have been there many
times and listened to the residents. On Friday, along
with the member for Swan Hill, who is The Nationals
spokesperson for water, I am meeting in Horsham with
a group of those farmers. I have listened to many of the
concerned residents in the Rainbow area, including the
30 or 40 Pella farmers who are desperate to have access
to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. Unfortunately, given
the drought conditions, the fees that have been imposed
for various reasons are making it very difficult for those
farmers to meet the financial requirements. It is
imperative that the state government, which has
responsibility for water in the state, put its hand in its
pockets and do something to assist the Pella farmers to
access the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. It is a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity. If we do not do it now,
it will be forever lost.
It is interesting to note that those farmers are trying to
get access to the pipeline to further drought proof the
region and to open up the community to more
productive uses, so creating jobs and exports for our
state. The state government should find ways to cover
the capital cost of the contribution requested by GWM
Water so that the head works charges can be overcome
and, more importantly, the piping can proceed into the
Pella area. At the end of the day we must ensure that
that happens. Again I call on the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change and the state
government to assist the Pella farmers to access the
very important Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
Another concern that has been talked about in here
extensively is the federal government’s Murray–Darling
Basin water plan. I must admit that I have some concern
about it. There needs to be greater cooperation between
the states on this issue. To its credit, though, Victoria has
good water law. It provides good security for the
customers who access water. At the moment we are
going through the severest drought and a lot of people
are not getting their water entitlements, but my
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understanding is that Victoria can provide water 97 per
cent of the time, which is a great achievement. In the
northern states it is around the 50 per cent mark.
Unfortunately a lot of the problem is driven by New
South Wales and Queensland, and to a lesser extent by
South Australia.
Again, there is good reason to get better cooperation
between the states. I am not 100 per cent sure about
whether we should go to the extent of giving full
control to the federal government. I am also concerned
about a leaked memo from the chief executive officer
of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission, Wendy
Craik, to the Prime Minister in which she said she
would like the commission to take over the control of
the Ovens, Kiewa, Campaspe, Loddon and Wimmera
rivers. Most people do not even know that the
Wimmera River is in the Murray–Darling Basin. Many,
many years ago it probably contributed water to the
Murray River, but it does not do so now. It is now a
small river in the Murray–Darling Basin area, but it is
of vital importance to the area that I represent in
western Victoria.
It is disappointing that the Wimmera Catchment
Management Authority did not make any comment
when representatives of the local media wanted to talk
to it about its views on the issue. Like the water
authorities, the Wimmera Catchment Management
Authority has a fairly big input into the control and
management of the Wimmera River. I am not overly
happy with the way that is being managed. I am fearful
that when it rains — and it will rain — we will have
floods and that, because of the inaction on some of the
sand dunes along the river and particularly on the
cumbungi and cane grasses growing there, there will be
real problems for people in places like Dimboola before
the water gets to Lake Hindmarsh. It will also cause
problems right along the Wimmera River, because in
other years work to clear out the river has been done by
land-holders and volunteers. Again, the Wimmera
Catchment Management Authority must comment on
what it thinks is the best way to go.
In the few seconds I have left I indicate that The
Nationals support more money being spent in the
Murray–Darling Basin. The federal government has put
up $10 billion. We would like to see the state match
that, if the plan proceeds. Broadly speaking, we
consider that Victoria has good water law and good
security of supply. With a lot more money we can
improve not only the water supply and water security
but also the quality of the water and reduce salinity in
those areas.
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Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I am really pleased to
rise in support of the Murray-Darling Basin Amendment
Bill. It is a very small bill that is in a sense an
administrative bill. It essentially amends the 1992
Murray-Darling Basin agreement that was made
between the states. It is part of an amended agreement
that was made in 2006 by the states that are affected by
the Murray–Darling Basin and also the federal
government. But the debate today has really been much
wider than the issue of this amendment. It has really
been about the importance of the Murray–Darling Basin
not only to Victorians but to all Australians.
I was very pleased to hear the member for Lowan’s
speech acknowledging the importance that Victoria
places on the good management of its water resources
and the role of leading light that Victoria has had in this
respect at a national level. I was a bit disappointed
though that he was saying that city members do not
have an interest in this, or have not shown an interest. I
must say that city members do have an interest in this
issue.
The Murray–Darling Basin is of national importance. It
is incredibly important to all Australians, including city
Australians. As an inner city member I am very
conscious of the importance of the Murray–Darling
Basin for economic, environmental and social reasons. I
am very conscious that it is a food bowl for Australians.
It is an important area in terms of exports. In the
previous Parliament I was very much involved in the
port of Melbourne and there is no doubt that the biggest
volumes of exports coming out of our port are coming
from the Murray Goulburn area, particularly Victoria
but also southern New South Wales and to some extent
even South Australia. So it is immensely important to
our exports, and I think all Victorians need to pay
attention to this. It has clearly been a national debate,
and it is good that it has been a national debate.
As the member for Lowan has expressed, the Prime
Minister’s 10-point plan that has been advanced has
some positive elements, but there are also some genuine
concerns about it. It does seem to have been rushed.
The Leader of The Nationals has noted, as quoted in a
newspaper article in the Warracknabeal Herald of
2 February, that:
Victoria has a pre-eminent position in water administration
within Australia …

He really does pose the question of whether it is any
better for the federal government to take over
responsibility, arguing that Victoria has managed its
water supply and the Murray–Darling Basin very well,
and that has been of national importance. If you look at
the severe drought that we have at the moment, Victoria
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has delivered more secure allocations to farmers this
year, after 10 years of drought, than any other state. So
Victoria does manage its water well, and maybe the
problem with the Murray–Darling Basin is that other
states have not been as effective in terms of their
management.
As a government we are very proud of our
achievements in terms of the Murray. There has been
$115 million spent on Murray River environmental
flows, and we have identified water savings in Victoria
to increase the flows as part of the Living Murray
initiative. A major plank in our election campaign in
1999 was the restoration of Snowy River environmental
flows, and more than $200 million has been spent to
improve environmental flows in the Snowy River. The
first target for extra water was delivered on time, and
that was 28 gigalitres of water, which was returned by
2005.
Obviously there are competing demands on water.
There are the issues of environmental flows and
demands for the security and the sustainability of those
rivers, but also there are the demands of irrigators and
communities that depend on the Murray–Darling Basin
for their water supplies. It is really crucial to Australia
that those resources are managed well.
The debate that has really occurred at a national level
needs to be front and centre, and at the moment the
federal plan remains really weak on detail. The state
and territory leaders and water ministers have met once
with the Prime Minister and the federal Minister for the
Environment and Water Resources and have committed
themselves to meet again after having time to consider
the plan.
Certainly the concerns expressed by the Premier and
the Victorian water minister are very much about the
details of what has been put forward. There is concern
that the plan has not necessarily been well thought
through. We believe it was made in haste and without
sufficient consultation. Indeed, two of the federal
departments concerned — the former department of the
environment and heritage, now the Department of the
Environment and Water Resources — and the
Department of Treasury and Finance were not
consulted on the proposal.
An important debate occurring in Australia now
involves the territory and state governments, and the
federal government. It is about water security, quality
of water and the management of water; the member for
Lowan was quite right when he said that water
management is a state concern. Various governments in
Victoria have demonstrated the sound management of
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Victoria’s water system, so before we decide to hand it
over to the federal government we need to seriously
debate the merits and see what is most appropriate for
our water system, particularly for the Murray–Darling
Basin.
We are also concerned that the projects that the Bracks
government has put forward to the federal government
have taken a long time to be realised. Projects were
submitted to the federal government more than
18 months ago, yet we still do not have answers, for
example, on the goldfields super-pipe between Bendigo
and Ballarat, and the Geelong recycling project.
We need to push those projects forward. We need a
quicker response from the federal government. Victoria
has led the way in identifying the necessary projects to
preserve our water supply, to get rid of inefficiencies, to
ensure security for farmers and irrigators, and to ensure
quality for our rural communities. As the Leader of The
Nationals stated:
We should not cede our control over water in circumstances
where it is primarily the shortcomings of the other states that
have brought about the problems in the Murray–Darling
Basin.

That is very true. The state really has led the nation, and
we have a lot to lose if we do not have strong
agreement at a national level between the states and
federal government about the performance and the
benchmarks we need in water management.
We are in difficult times at the moment. As everyone
knows, we are suffering from an incredibly severe
drought. The honourable member for Lowan and other
members said the drought will eventually break, and
there is no doubt it will, but we will still have a water
problem after the drought has broken — a problem with
which we will have to deal in a very planned and
efficient way.
There is no doubt that in the case of the Murray–Darling
system we are dealing across state borders, and we need
a strong agreement and responsible state action to ensure
that the national interest, which is quality and support
and sustainability of the Murray–Darling Basin, is
maintained. That debate needs to continue.
I am very pleased to be part of a government in which
the Premier and water minister are making water a key
issue for the government and Victorians; I am proud of
that. I am also pleased to hear from the honourable
member for Lowan and The Nationals that they see
leadership in Victoria as important; that leadership will
be demonstrated as we continue to tackle the problems
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associated with the quality and sustainability of the
Murray–Darling Basin.

the Opposition, Kevin Rudd, in question time on
Monday.

The amendments to the act are very technical and
minor. Essentially they deal with the agreement made
by members of the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial
Council, but the debate that underpins it is far more
important and vast, and is front and centre of national
concern.

The Prime Minister is saying, ‘I have a proposal for the
Murray–Darling Basin’. The Murray-Darling Basin
Commission, with which this bill is dealing, has been in
existence for many years, yet the Prime Minister says,
‘Look at this proposal!’. It was so good that the state
government had 44 questions for the Prime Minister
through which it sought to clarify his proposal.

Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am delighted to
speak on this bill, following other speakers, including
members of The Nationals. Are they present in the
chamber? Only one or two Liberal Party members
spoke on the bill, unfortunately. I know the Prime
Minister is blathering about the Murray–Darling, but
there seems to be a lack of interest in the issue on the
part of the Liberal Party in Victoria.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Murray-Darling
Basin Act 1993 so as to approve an amendment to the
agreement. That is set out in schedule 3 of the
agreement, which was made on 14 July last year.
It was an intergovernmental agreement between the
Commonwealth, New South Wales, Victoria,
Queensland, South Australia and the Australian Capital
Territory. The amending agreement as set out in
schedule 3 deals with improving the business practices
for the Murray-Darling Basin Commission’s water
business — that is, River Murray Water — and
clarifying the original agreement in terms of how
Queensland’s liability is handled. In other words, the
agreement limits its responsibilities with regard to the
matters in which it takes no part, and people might
remember the discussion in the papers last year in that
regard. The bill also attaches supplementary details and
makes a minor typographical correction to the basin
salinity management schedule.
This is part of getting on with the job. Here in
Victoria, following the election, we are getting on
with the job. I must admit the Prime Minister has
already been mentioned as taking a bit of an interest in
the Murray–Darling, but it is somewhat belated. It is
similar to his interest in climate change — he has
suddenly discovered these things.
He has put forward this plan without even going to his
cabinet, interestingly enough. I am sure this bill went to
the Victorian cabinet, but the Prime Minister apparently
did not take it to federal cabinet. He said, ‘I want to take
control’, and he put up his hand, saying, ‘Look at me!’.
He wants the whole electorate to look at him because
the polls are not looking too good at the moment; in
fact he got absolutely flogged by the federal Leader of

The honourable member for Lowan is not in the
chamber at the moment, but as he said, the Victorian
government takes the issue of water seriously. Water
management is something Victoria has done
consistently well, and this government has done it
exceptionally well in the last seven years, with the
passage of the Water Act recently; we have a proud
record of achievement and of actually delivering in this
regard.
I personally am familiar with the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission, having had an involvement in it over a
period of years, particularly before I was elected to
Parliament. I used to be assistant director-general for
Australia’s overseas aid program, AusAID, and I
worked with the Murray-Darling Basin Commission on
a number of overseas aid programs. I was particularly
involved in taking its advice about river basin
management.
In particular I recall its role in working with the Mekong
River Commission, which is a multijurisdictional body.
That is a particular skill that the Murray-Darling
Commission has, and schedule 3 of the act reinforces
that the commission is multijurisdictional in nature —
yet the Prime Minister does not want to be
multijurisdictional, he wants to have sole jurisdiction.
My involvement with the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission was continued later when I was at Monash
University, where I established the Australian Mekong
research unit, and my interest was in multijurisdictional
arrangements, particularly the legal and developmental
aspects of water management and river basin
development. I remember attending a number of
meetings with experts from the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission in that regard. I still continue that interest,
despite what the honourable member for Lowan said, as
a member of the Victorian government.
The Murray–Darling Basin is a major and important
basin in Australia, and Victoria contributes very
significantly to the Murray–Darling Basin. There is an
enormous amount of water. The average rainfall in the
basin is 508 000 gigalitres, and the potential
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evaporation across the basin is over 2 million gigalitres
a year, with an average run-off of around
24 000 gigalitres. Victoria is a major contributor to that.
There is a lot talk about New South Wales and
Queensland, but in terms of the total water use New
South Wales uses over 7000 gigalitres a year and
Victoria uses just over 4000. That is quite a good
comparison. The run-off from Victoria into the system
is over 9000 gigalitres, and in New South Wales it is
around 11 000. The comparison actually stands up very
well. This is very important for Victoria, particularly in
terms of the run-off, because the water coming from
Victoria is about 40 per cent of the total run-off into the
basin.
We have a great record in regard to the Murray–Darling
Basin. As has already been mentioned by the member for
Brunswick, we have provided $115 million for the
environmental flows, and we were the first state to
identify water savings through the Living Murray
initiative. We are getting on with the job, whereas Prime
Minister John Howard is quite frankly bogged on this
issue. I know it has not been raining lately, but he seems
to be bogged in the marshes of the Murray–Darling in
this regard.
In other areas we have provided more than
$200 million to return the Snowy River flows, and in
terms of amounts we have delivered an extra
18 gigalitres for Murray River environmental flows and
assisted with river red gum watering. We have also
established interstate trading with South Australia and
New South Wales as well as the unbundling of water
rights and property, which is due to commence in the
middle of this year with the passage of the significant
legislation that is being put through.
There are a lot of question marks over the Prime
Minister’s proposals, which have been mentioned by
almost all speakers. We are talking about river basin
management and water flows. River basins are very
complex. It is not just simply about water flows; it is a
matter of water management. As the member for
Lowan pointed out very clearly, there are lots of farms
and irrigators involved in this, and there are many cities
and towns along the rivers. Sometimes the issue of
navigation is very important — not so much now but
more so at the turn of the last century. There are also
other issues such as salinity, which I have already
mentioned. Members will find that in schedule 3, which
fixes up the typographical issue. There are also issues to
do with the pollution of our waterways, including what
the level of that pollution might be, where it starts from
and where it ends up. That is very important,
particularly for South Australia. These are very
important issues. As the member for Lowan clearly
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asked, what is the geographical area? These are issues
that need to be clarified, and they have not been
clarified by John Howard.
He came in with a few pages and said, ‘Here is my
deal, just trust me’. Come on! Even the member for
Lowan and the rest of The Nationals know it is not just
a matter of trust, it is a matter of knowing what the
complicated issues are, going through them and being
careful and clear minded in that regard. It is not just a
matter of making up for failures in other jurisdictions
relating to the overallocation of water rights, which was
mentioned by the member for Lowan. It is a matter of
looking at the proper management of the most
important river basin in Australia for the future.
The Premier is quite right to be asking these questions. I
wonder why the Liberal Party is not asking them. I hope
some of the members of the Liberal Party will get up and
talk about this. They should ask some questions: they
should stand up for Victoria first, not for the Liberals.
They should be Victorians first and Liberals second.
They should stand up to Canberra. We on this side want
to make sure we are here for Victoria. We are getting on
with the job for the future of the Murray–Darling Basin. I
support this bill, and I ask the other parties to support it.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — Well, well! Here we
are debating the Murray-Darling Basin Amendment
Bill and we have run out of speakers from the Liberal
Party! There is not one member of the Liberal Party
who wants to get up and speak on this bill. Not one
member of the Liberal Party has anything to say about
one of the critical issues that confronts this nation,
which is the future of the Murray–Darling Basin.
This is an important bill that gives effect to the
Murray-Darling Basin amendment agreement. It will
enable improved business practices in the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission’s water business,
River Murray Water. There has been a lot of discussion
about this in recent months, which apparently the
Liberal Party does not want to contribute to; and it also
does not want a debate about the future of the
management of the Murray–Darling Basin.
We have had the Prime Minister outline a grand vision
for the Murray–Darling Basin. He has proposed a
$10 billion, 10-year plan to address water issues in the
basin, including in particular improving water
efficiency and addressing the overallocation of water in
rural Australia. I add that that overallocation is
occurring mainly in New South Wales and Queensland,
not in Victoria. We are not only complying with the cap
but have one of the most efficient and effective water
allocation systems of all the states in Australia.
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The problem is that the Prime Minister has gone out and
made this announcement without any consultation with
any of the states. Last November we had the Victorian
Premier being summoned to Canberra for a summit to
talk about water and the Murray–Darling Basin. The
premiers went away from that meeting with a range of
things that they were expected to do. Then all of a
sudden three months later, on 25 January, we had the
Prime Minister jumping up and saying, ‘We are going to
have a pre-emptive takeover of the Murray–Darling
Basin’. There was no discussion, no consultation and
not even any detail.
Not even his own federal colleagues knew this was
going to happen. Senator Minchin admitted as much on
ABC radio, when he said that the matter had not been
before cabinet because it was too small an initiative.
The amount of money was too small to go to cabinet!
We are talking about $10 billion over 10 years, yet we
had Senator Minchin saying that it is very little money
and that he did not even know about it.
Then we had rampant confusion among federal
ministers as to what the Prime Minister said and what
he meant. The Prime Minister said in his speech, as
reported in the Australian of 26 January:
The government stands ready to provide structural assistance
and, if necessary, to purchase water allocations in the market.

Indeed the Prime Minister said he was so serious about
this that he would allocate $3 billion — nearly
one-third of the total money — to adjust water
entitlements in the Murray–Darling Basin.
Then we had the incoming federal Minister for the
Environment and Water Resources, Malcolm Turnbull,
backing up the Prime Minister. He said he would not
rule out the possibility that some licences might be
compulsorily acquired. Then we had the backlash
within the coalition. Queensland Nationals senator
Barnaby Joyce and New South Wales MP Kay Hull hit
out at the proposal, warning that such a move would
devalue properties, create too much uncertainty in
communities already crippled by the drought and kill
some Murray–Darling Basin towns.
Then we had the federal Minister for Environment and
Water Resources, Malcolm Turnbull, backing away
from the very same statements he had made only a
couple of days before. He said that taking entitlements
off irrigators and purchasing water by forcing farmers
to sell their water licences would be a last resort
scenario. He also said, as reported in the Age of
30 January:
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Not only is there no plan to compulsorily acquire water, there
is no need to do so.

We have had ministers contradicting what the Prime
Minister said in his statement. We have also had the
federal Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry,
Peter McGauran, saying it was only a minor focus of
the package put forward by the Prime Minister. On the
$3 billion in funding to address overallocations he said,
as reported in the Australian of 26 January:
No irrigator is going to be forced to sell the land. The bulk of
this part of the package will go to reconfigure irrigation
systems and associated things like relocating irrigators from
non-viable areas.

Here we have Peter McGauran saying that $3 billion is
only a minor part of the package. He said, ‘Don’t get
too concerned. It is one-third of the package, but it is
only a minor part’. It is the centrepiece of what the
Prime Minister proposes, and Peter McGauran says it is
only a minor part of the package. So we have
commonwealth ministers agreeing with the Prime
Minister and when there is a backlash over the detail, or
the lack of detail, they disagree with the Prime Minister.
We have the Prime Minister lauding aspects of his
package and then ministers saying they are only minor
aspects.
We have Malcolm Turnbull, new to the portfolio,
touring the irrigation district, saying that the state had
for too long ‘been sleeping in the same bed but having
different dreams’. That is what he said. Malcolm
Turnbull is clearly having different dreams from the
Prime Minister! Or maybe he is having the same
dream, which is that he would like to be the Prime
Minister after the federal election. Perhaps that is what
he is dreaming about!
The Prime Minister is running on this issue because he
is spooked. He is spooked by the new Labor leader,
Kevin Rudd. He is spooked by the polls which suggest
he is going to lose the next election. And he is spooked
by the drought and the clear evidence that has now
emerged from scientists that the historically low flows
we are experiencing at the moment into our catchments,
dams and rivers are caused not only by drought but by
long-term climate change. He is spooked about that
because he knows, and everyone knows, that he has
been a climate-change sceptic up until now.
He is someone who has refused to acknowledge the
evidence and all the work and journal articles written
by scientists saying that climate change is having a
long-term impact on the Australian landscape and in
particular on the temperature, the level of rainfall over
our catchments and the run-off into our dams and
rivers. He has been in power for 11 years. The Kyoto
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protocol was drafted in 1997. He has been in power for
all that time, and during that time Australia and the
United States of America are the only countries in the
developed Western world that have refused to ratify the
Kyoto protocol.
For 10 years scientists and state governments have been
urging the federal government to do something about
tackling climate change and acting not only to conserve
our water but also to improve the health of our rivers
and catchments. During that period he has done
practically nothing. For 10 years scientists have been
saying that all the modelling shows that global warming
will lead to higher temperatures, more evaporation, less
rainfall and lower run-offs into our catchments. That is
what scientists have been saying and yet here we have a
Prime Minister who has not acted till now. It is an
election year so he has a grand plan, a 10-point plan
with $10 billion over 10 years. He thinks that sounds
good. He hopes the media will buy it. He hopes the
voters will buy it and that they will see that he is doing
something to address the issues in the Murray–Darling
Basin. But the voters will not buy it, and this state
government will not buy it until the Prime Minister
answers some very fundamental and basic questions
about what is being put forward — questions that
should have been worked out with the state premiers
before any such announcement was made. Our Premier
alone has raised with the Prime Minister 44 major
issues which he has not been able to answer. Until he
does so this proposal is dead in the water.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is my
pleasure to join the debate in relation to the
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill, which is
important legislation. It is the resubmitted form of what
was before the house in August last year, when the
minor error, which has now been corrected, was
discovered. From memory I had a part in the suggestion
at the time that we withdraw it and redo it and do
whatever we have done since.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr RYAN — You did listen, and it is a good thing
you did. You ought to do more of it. You will have a
chance to listen to a bit more of it in just a moment. I
will get to that.
It is important legislation, so I am delighted to see it
here, and we as a party are in support of it. The very
nature of the legislation and the name of the bill itself
offer the opportunity to talk about the many questions
around the future of the Murray–Darling Basin as such.
I commend the Prime Minister for the far-sighted
initiatives which he has outlined in the course of his
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$10-billion plan. We think the essence of what he wants
to do is in bringing some proper order to the future
management of the basin, and doing it in a way which
will ensure that we get some decent capital injected into
the very necessary programs that have to be undertaken
and sorting out the many aspects of how the basin
functions. We think all those things are laudable in one
form or another, but whatever is the best way to achieve
them should be undertaken. We strongly support the
general thrust of what the Prime Minister wants to do.
We do have an issue with the question of ceding
Victoria’s rights over water to the commonwealth. We
have that concern because the reality of the political
cycle is that at one stage or other we will have a Labor
government in Canberra. That is just a fact of political
life. That is just the way things are.
Mrs Maddigan interjected.
Mr RYAN — I heard an interjection from the
former Speaker. I must be hearing things!
People need to look at this in the prism of the longevity
of the basin and its management. You cannot just look
at this issue in the context of having a decent,
honourable, rational, far-sighted, forward-thinking
coalition government in Canberra. You have to look at
it on the basis that one day it might be Labor, which is
the complete antithesis of all those sorts of aspects of
government. I pose to the house the prospect of
Australia’s irrigation systems being under the control of
Peter Garrett. Would that give cause for pause?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — I hear the calls of support from the
Labor benches in Victoria. I would have thought that,
of itself, is a reason why we need to be very careful
about the prospect of handing over control of this vital
national asset, this extraordinary icon, to one central
point of control, into the hands of a federal
government — the rationale being that it is just not a
safe thing to do. On the contrary, the very nature of
having the administration under a diverse group of
interests such as the states and territories represent, in
concert with the federal government, is the way to do it,
if that structure can be made to operate properly. This is
where the Prime Minister’s proposals can carry the day,
if we can have this issue addressed.
I pause to ask: is it any wonder that the Prime Minister
has ongoing frustration about the way in which the
states conduct themselves? The fact is that collectively
they have made an absolute and utter hash of how they
control water within their respective jurisdictions, and
we do not need to look further than Victoria. Let us
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look at a couple of examples, particularly in the context
that we have got this government going cap in hand to
Canberra and seeking funding for the Bendigo pipeline.
We will leave aside for the moment the whole
discussion about the merits of the pipeline, its structures
and the mechanics of it, save for a point I will make in a
moment. Rather, let us look at this from the perspective
of the Prime Minister of the nation. He has presented to
him a proposition which would see a pipeline
constructed from the Goulburn Valley across to
Bendigo that is going to cost multimillions of dollars
and is going to have a further extension over to Ballarat.
What is it in fact? I will tell members what it is. It is
nothing more than a dirty great big garden hose. That is
what it is. We will not get one of these at Bunnings,
because this costs hundreds of millions of dollars. Its
function is to take water from place A and send it
across to place B; that is what its function is. Are there
any savings to be achieved? Is the government doing
anything in the course of this extraordinary amount of
money being spent to ensure that the systemic delivery
of water is going to be better? Is Victoria the smart state
in the year 2007? We have the Minister for Innovation
who sits over there on the front bench and who has a
particular interest in water. Indeed he wanted to have
the water portfolio, if the rumour mill is correct, but the
Premier would not take it from the current incumbent
and give it to the Minister for Innovation, so it has
stayed where it was. We have a Minister for Innovation
in the state of Victoria, and the best that this
government can come up with is this huge garden hose,
with $1.8 billion worth of dividends. Seven years the
government has been taking it from the water
authorities — seven years of it — and the best it can
come up with is this dirty big garden hose.
Members of the government of the day in Canberra
must be sitting there shaking their heads and thinking to
themselves, ‘What happened to the innovation which
was driven by that great parliamentarian, John Forrest,
and which ultimately saw the development of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline? What happened? What has
gone wrong? What occurred?’. On the other hand we
have a project where $510 million is to be spent, with
the state contributing $170 million eventually. Having
been dragged to it kicking and screaming, eventually it
put the money up. The federal government put money
up, the other third was met by the authority and on-farm
expenditure — $510 million was expended as a
collective, with 90 000 megalitres of water saved in
perpetuity. When you work it out, that is roughly $5500
a megalitre, but we have got it in perpetuity. It is big
money, but we have got it in perpetuity. The member
for Melton need not worry about the numbers; they are
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about right. There is no need for him to look at the
ceiling.
Here is a great project that the federal government
shared with the state government, with the water
authority and with the on-farm users. We have a
situation now and in perpetuity of 90 000 megalitres
being saved, the vast proportion of it for the good of the
environment. What a great collective effort that has
been!
Compare and contrast that with what this government is
putting up to the federal government about the position
at Bendigo. This is the same government whose
members say, ‘Water is one of our responsibilities’ —
although that is subject now to what they will say about
whether they are going to jump out of the boat in
relation to the project the Prime Minister is currently
suggesting. However, on the one hand and in the first
instance they say, ‘Water is our responsibility. It is a
state right. We ought to be able to administer it as we
see fit’. Yet on the other hand they go up to Canberra
with a proposition for what amounts to a dirty big
garden hose, and then they wonder why the federal
government wants a few queries answered about what
that project will do precisely towards delivering savings
into the Victorian water delivery system. Is it any
wonder why?
Thus, when government members come in here and
whinge and whine about their application not having
been dealt with appropriately, they ought to have cause
for pause, have a good look at what they are sending up
there and comply with their responsibilities, which they
should obey under the current constitutional
arrangements.
Mr Hudson — What would you do?
Mr RYAN — What would we do? We would put it
on the states to be part of this program. We say the
states should put up another $10 billion over 10 years.
The federal government and the states would then have
a pool of $20 billion. They ought to then revamp the
agreement under which the Murray–Darling Basin
arrangements operate. Once they have done that they all
ought to sign up to the revamped agreement.
If the states do not put the money up for particular
initiatives that are agreed upon, then the federal
government should not have to put up its money. If the
states do not put up their money, they should be
penalised by the withholding of national competition
payments that would otherwise go to them under the
operation of national competition policy. Then we can
all get where we want to go. That is why the Prime
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Minister is involved in this, that is why The Nationals
in Victoria strongly support the thrust of what the Prime
Minister wants to do, and that is why this government
ought to clean up its act and honour its obligations.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The contribution that
the house has just heard was a really sad one. At the
moment we are facing a critical situation. The
Murray-Darling Basin Amendment Bill, which I
support and which The Nationals support, is trying to
deal with the effects of climate change on our continent.
If you took the speech made by the Leader of The
Nationals out of context, without understanding or
knowing any of the history you would say, ‘Yes, that is
right. The states should be putting in their share. The
commonwealth government should not be putting any
money in. The states should be funding all these works
by themselves’. But there is a massive flaw in his
argument.
The massive flaw is as follows. Through the National
Water Trust the commonwealth government has put
aside $2 billion to work with the states on water
infrastructure and projects that would benefit this
continent. The federal government has actually said,
‘We will put in a bucket of money — that is, $2 billion.
The states need to give us their projects so this nation
building, which is so important and critical for all
Australians, can be funded and implemented. Then we
can assist in those nation-building projects, both to save
water in the irrigation districts and to safeguard
drinking water for major population centres in places
like Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong’.
Thus, the federal government has said it will help and
assist. It has had this money for many years, but every
time Victoria has submitted a project for funding, the
federal government has not funded it. Every time we
have put forward an argument about nation building
and funding for the security of water supplies in those
critical areas within the state, the federal government
has not funded it.
The really sad part about the contribution of the Leader
of The Nationals is that that is part of his mythology.
That aspect of his contribution today is wrong. It is
trying to play politics at the state level because he and
his party, along with the Liberal Party in this state,
cannot in reality justify what is happening at the federal
government level with regard to water and climate
change within Australia. That is the really sad part
about it. If you look at these things rationally and
logically, the Leader of The Nationals should not be
saying that it should only be the responsibility of state
taxpayers to put in place the infrastructure for these
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projects, which are about nation building. This is part of
the other flaw in the argument of the Leader of The
Nationals: he has no solution.
He does not put to this house any solution with regard
to the critical situation that the communities are facing
in Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong. He is saying that the
super-pipe — the Bunnings version, according to his
contribution — should not occur because it is taking
water away from their Brisbane line. Yesterday in
debate I talked about the Brisbane line, which is the
Great Dividing Range for The Nationals, because its
members do not hold any seats south of that. The
Brisbane line is the reason for their argument as to why
residents in Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong should run
out of water.
I was not going to be this critical of The Nationals and
the Liberals today, but this is why its members are not
fit to govern. They do not and will not govern for the
whole of the state. These projects have to be looked
upon as nation building infrastructure and nation
building projects. The money that was offered by the
Prime Minister in regard to the Murray–Darling Basin,
without any consultation with his cabinet colleagues,
the Treasurer or the departments, can be seen as flawed
policy on the run. The Premier has said when you turn
up to a meeting with the Prime Minister you get a
briefing paper of five sheets and you are expected to
sign up there and then, and hand over your powers and
responsibilities for the Murray–Darling Basin. That is
wrong. This is where The Nationals are again flawed.
We have a sincere responsibility to protect Victorian
irrigators and to ensure that whatever system is put in
place benefits and looks after those irrigators. The
Prime Minister is attempting to go over the top of that,
without any guarantees, foresight or clear thinking with
regard to how irrigators should be looked after and how
he will continue to work with the states in ensuring that
they are looked after. It is a sad day when members of
The Nationals and the Liberal Party are in here only to
protect their colleagues at the federal level.
I was not going to be that critical, but I thought it was
important to put that on the record and to make sure
that it is clear to this house that we need to put in place
these nation building projects and work together in
partnership. If that does not occur, it demonstrates that
the Liberal Party and The Nationals are not fit or ready
to form government.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Congratulations on your
appointment to your position, Acting Speaker.
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The debate that has been raging for the last hour or two
has given truth to the statement that whisky is for
drinking and water is for fighting over. We have
certainly had a lot of passion and a lot of fight, but I
have been intrigued with much of the comment from
the government side about the criticisms the
government has continually levelled at the federal
government in relation to the current proposal on the
table and by which the federal government would take
control of the Murray–Darling Basin. I am intrigued
because I am not convinced that the Bracks government
has its own house in order when it comes to
management of projects — in particular, water projects.
The project I would like to touch on very briefly is the
implementation of the farm dams legislation. The
implementation is not consistent with the will of the
Parliament. Legislation now being imposed and
implemented makes it nigh on impossible to construct a
farm dam in north-east Victoria south of the freeway
mainly due to an all-embracing definition of what
constitutes a waterway. Once it is nigh on impossible to
build a dam south of the highway that is not on a
waterway, and once it is determined that it be built on a
waterway, very strict conditions need to be met. The net
result is that very few new farm dams have been built in
north-east Victoria since the implementation of that
legislation.
There is a simple solution to this, if the government
would just listen — that is, to delete reference to ‘a
waterway’ and simply conduct a catchment yield
assessment. Then, if the yield is sufficient to allow the
dam to be constructed and meet downstream needs, let
the dam be constructed; but if the yield is not sufficient,
then no dam would be built.
Similarly another issue is the cost of the purchase of the
water that falls on the land. It is currently based on high
security water, and that is very expensive at this stage.
Again, there is a solution: with the advent of medium
security water which will come in at a lower cost, make
that the water that the people need to buy in north-east
Victoria, the water which falls on their place, and it will
come in at a lower cost, and the medium security will
more accurately reflect the actual security of that water.
I put to the government that rather than continuing to
level criticism at the federal government, it should do
something about getting its own house in order in
relation to the management of projects and issues such
as farm dams. In line with the statements by my
colleagues from The Nationals, in working with the
federal government to achieve a better management of
the Murray–Darling Basin, the government should dig
into the state’s coffers and put up the money to match

289

the federal government’s $10 billion; and, given the
role of the other Labor governments, the Bracks
government should be working and encouraging the
other Labor governments to likewise match the
contribution, continue to accept responsibility for the
water management, and the Bracks government should
live up to its claim to govern for all Victorians,
including land-holders and communities in north-east
Victoria.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — It is a pleasure to
speak on this bill. I must say it seems to have taken on a
somewhat farcical situation since the most surprising
and sudden intervention of the Prime Minister. As long
ago as 1994 the first cost-sharing arrangements in
relation to the Murray–Darling Basin were established.
It seems very odd that 12 years later, suddenly the
Prime Minister brings forward a different proposal, in
fact taking the rights from the states.
It seems even more surprising that he apparently did so
without discussing it at all with the former federal
Department of the Environment and Heritage or the
federal Department of Treasury and Finance or, as we
have just recently found out, without even discussing it
with cabinet, which really takes executive government
to a new level.
I know that the Prime Minister has held that office for
some years now, but perhaps mixing with the President
of the United States of America is a bit much for him!
He seems to have taken on a presidential role. But one
would expect, with such gigantic proposals as this, that
he would go through his cabinet before he announces it
happily to the press.
Having listened to the debate today and heard the
sudden inclusion of the Leader of The Nationals into
the debate, I find it even more surprising, because the
Leader of The Nationals has come in here this
afternoon and told us not once but several times in his
contribution how strongly he supports the initiative of
the federal government, which seems to be quite in
contrast to comments he made only two weeks ago in
that well-known news journal, the Warracknabeal
Herald. I am more than happy to table this for the
house if the Deputy Leader of The Nationals would like
to read it, because he is probably just as confused as I
am about this sudden change in the view of the Leader
of The Nationals.
The article in the Warracknabeal Herald says:
Mr Ryan warned about the prospect of a federal Labor
government gaining complete control of water resources —

MURRAY-DARLING BASIN AMENDMENT BILL
290

ASSEMBLY

and we heard from him again earlier today. But at the
same time as he was saying how alarming it might be to
have a federal Labor government managing water, he
was quoted in the same article in the Warracknabeal
Herald as saying:
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Mrs MADDIGAN — He says it is much better than
the other states, so one wonders why the Leader of The
Nationals suddenly changed his mind and came in here
this afternoon and told us that he supports it.
Dr Sykes interjected.

Victoria has a pre-eminent position in water administration
within Australia.

Two weeks ago he seemed more than happy with the
way a Labor government administers water. Later in
the article the Deputy Leader of The Nationals is
quoted as saying:
Communities on the Victorian side of the Murray River have
flourished through conservative management of water
allocations …

I am sure he is pleased to be sitting here and will have
more to say about it at a later stage. So only two weeks
ago The Nationals in Victoria thought the Labor
government in Victoria was doing a particularly good job
of looking after water resources in the Murray–Darling
Basin. However, there has been some major — —
Mr Jasper — Compared to other states.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Thank you very much! The
member for Murray Valley said, ‘Compared to other
states’. I am not quite sure what that contributes to the
argument, because that is not what the Leader of The
Nationals said in the article. I encourage the member
for Murray Valley to read the Warracknabeal Herald,
because it is a paper from which you can get some very
useful information. As I was saying before I was so
rudely interrupted by the member for Murray Valley,
who has been here long enough to know he should not
interject when members are speaking — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I might have to seek the
protection of the Acting Speaker from these persistent
interjections from the member for Murray Valley, who
seems to be out of control over there on the other side
of the house.
As I was saying, it seems quite extraordinary that one
week The Nationals are congratulating the Victorian
government and saying, as the member for Murray
Valley has just re-affirmed, that the Victorian Labor
government is doing a terrific job of managing our
water resources — —
Mr Jasper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
The member for Murray Valley.

Mrs MADDIGAN — I am glad the member for
Benalla has interjected, saying, ‘That’s because of all
the whining on your side of the house’. We now hear
that The Nationals have become very nervous about the
very good arguments put up by Labor members in this
house and are therefore thinking they must change their
minds. Obviously they have seen that the Labor Party
members are right on top of these moves and realise
how difficult it will be for the people of Victoria unless
there are very strong safeguards, which our Premier is
seeking to have introduced.
Obviously a great concern of many people in Victoria,
including a number of those who use water from the
Murray–Darling Basin — for example, many of the
irrigators — is that this might be a movement towards
privatisation by stealth. Many things have to be put in
place before the state agrees. I would have thought the
Leader of The Nationals would not be endorsing this
plan unless, on behalf of his constituents and the
constituents of The Nationals along the Murray, he had
some very firm guarantees from the Prime Minister on
how those people will be treated and how Victoria will
get a fair share of any funding that is available. I would
have thought that we would see that before we saw
such a change of view.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I am pleased to
join the debate on the Murray-Darling Basin
Amendment Bill. I was interested to hear the comments
made by the member for Essendon. She was somewhat
short-changed in the previous Parliament, because as
Speaker she was unable to contribute to many of the
debates. She is now making up for the fact that she was
not able to make contributions — and she was able to
take up some of the interjections we rightly made in
response to some of the comments she made. I refer
particularly to her comments about the contributions
from The Nationals. Members of the house must
remember that we on this side of the house represent
areas right along the northern part of the state of
Victoria, the boundary being the Murray River, so we
have a huge interest in this matter.
The debate has been interesting because of the
increasing importance placed by the community and
government on water and because water has become a
significant item of debate in Parliament. I have been
interested also to note the number of people who have
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become involved in this debate. No doubt, the reasons
for that are the dry years we have had in most recent
times, the current drought and the consequent
difficulties we are facing at present, particularly those
of us living in the northern part of the state, although of
course the problem of drought extends across the entire
state.
In my contribution to debate on a bill yesterday I made
particular reference to the difficulties facing us in
north-eastern Victoria. I mentioned the low water levels
in the Buffalo Dam and Lake William Hovell and the
difficulties being experienced by people who are
serviced by the Ovens and King rivers, particularly
through the Rural City of Wangaratta, which has
enormous problems with its stage 4 water restrictions.
I highlighted the difference between that and the
situation facing people who are being supplied with
water down the Murray system, particularly where the
continuing supply of water has been underpinned by the
Dartmouth Dam, which was the last dam built in
Victoria, having been completed in 1981. It is an
indictment on governments through the 1990s,
particularly this Labor government, that they have
talked about and looked at issues in water saving and in
recycling — and I support the actions that have now
been taken in that regard — but there was not one
mention of extending dams.
In the second-reading speech on legislation debated in
this Parliament last year the water minister said — and
he reiterated it later in the house — that the government
is not thinking of or looking at extending dams within
Victoria.
We need to look at the reality of the situation. No new
dams have been built since 1981, nor have any dams
been extended. We should consider extending the
capacity of dams so that they might be filled when we
again get rain. As sure as night follows day, it will rain;
and when that happens, we can fill the dams.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — I would suggest to the Minister for
Mental Health, who was being supported by one of her
colleagues, that they go and talk to the people in
Wangaratta — then they would get a true
understanding of the difficulties facing people in the
area. The view being expressed to me by all and
sundry, except for the Murray-Darling Basin
Commission and the Goulburn-Murray Rural Water
Authority, is they support extending the size of dams in
north-eastern Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
I ask members to allow the member for Murray Valley
to make his presentation.
Mr JASPER — I would be pleased to hear the
members’ contributions in response to the issues I am
bringing before the house; I am simply highlighting that
we need to consider that option particularly in view of
the report from the Prime Minister. Like the Leader of
The Nationals, I was concerned about the statement that
was issued and the all-encompassing nature of the
suggestion that $10 billion will be spent bringing
together all the states involved in the Murray–Darling
Basin area, and getting recognition of the difficulties
they are facing.
The Leader of The Nationals also said that in Victoria
previous governments and this government have been
looking at how we can go forward in managing water
within the state. It is difficult and certainly not easy.
The significance of it has been brought to our attention
mainly because of the great difficulties we have had
with the lack of rain and the continuing drought
conditions.
The reality in Victoria is that there is a recognition that
the capacity of dams needs to be extended or expanded.
There is a softening in the views that have been
expressed not only by me on many occasions but also
by others, that we need to look at expanding that
capacity. The whole of Victoria is looking at this issue.
We need to take the Prime Minister’s statement in
context and decide how far it goes. There are
differences of opinion between the states about how
water is being managed. There is no doubt that water
management in Victoria has been more efficient than in
other states, but that management needs to go a long
way.
I remember listening to a former Leader of the then
National Party in this house, Pat McNamara, in the
1990s. He had visited Israel and had seen the efficient
way it used water. He said, ‘We need to be looking at
more efficient ways of using water in Victoria’.
In the early years in Murray Valley we saw water being
wasted by irrigators and others. But there has been a
massive change. Irrigators are now much more
efficient. They now use laser grading. They use water
better and they recycle water. Water recycling is a big
issue, but I do not see any mention or recognition of
that. Irrigators have been taken to task to a large extent
when it is really the government’s responsibility to do
something. The government should say, ‘We need to be
more efficient about how we handle water in the state
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of Victoria’. The government needs to mention
pipelining. That step needs to be taken forward.
Yesterday there was an indication of support for
legislation that we do not need, because we can use
pipelining and use water efficiently in other ways. This
legislation before the house clarifies a lot of the issues
regarding water management. We need to look at how
we will manage water in the future to get the greatest
and best efficiency of water usage, not only for
irrigators — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — Excuse me, you three! This is not
only for irrigators, but is also for town suppliers and for
environmental flows. Some members could learn
something if they listen to some of my comments,
because the issue has existed for a long period of time. I
am not pointing a bone at any members in particular,
but it is important to get the issues on record.
Right around my electorate of Murray Valley the
availability of water is a massive problem. There has
been a recognition not only of the importance of
solving this problem but also of the great efficiencies
that have been introduced, not particularly by the
government’s measures but by Goulburn-Murray
Water, the Murray-Darling Basin Commission and the
farming community. They have been saying that we
need to be more efficient in our use of water. A lot can
be done, and a lot needs to be done. The Prime
Minister’s statement has merit. He tried to get all the
states together, saying, ‘How do we manage water into
the future? How do we get the best water efficiency?’.
The former Leader of The Nationals talked about Israel.
There is a small amount of water in Israel, but they
recycle by using it over and over again. These are the
sorts of issues that we need to address.
This legislation was to be debated last year. It is being
debated now because of the minor changes to the
legislation. It is being held over for royal assent until all
the other states and the commonwealth approve similar
legislation. This is a move in the right direction. I
applaud the fact that there is more interest in water
issues than I have ever seen before in this house. In the
past we have had legislation in relation to water
concerning the Murray-Darling Basin Commission and
Goulburn-Murray Water. Those organisations would
applaud the fact that there is now recognition by all
members — whether they are country members of
Parliament who see now more than ever the importance
of water or whether they are members representing
metropolitan Melbourne — of the importance of water.
It needs to be put on the record that people within
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metropolitan Melbourne are being more efficient in
their use of water. The Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change said there was a
22 per cent reduction of water consumption in
Melbourne. I applaud that. People now recognise the
importance of water.
In conclusion, we need to recognise the critical
importance of water that is used in the food bowl of
Australia to produce food and, as you, Acting Speaker,
well know, for exports. It is important that we do not
take that out of context and say, ‘These people have to
be penalised for some particular reason’. They are
efficient, and we can help them to become even more
efficient. We can make sure everyone is involved.
There should be a coordinated effort right across
Australia. When action is being taken in the state of
Victoria that is better than action being taken in other
states, Australia should take Victoria’s action on board.
Let us come together and make the situation better.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOTSIRAS
(Bulleen).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CONTROL OF WEAPONS AMENDMENT
(PENALTIES) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition will
support the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. But the opposition is concerned that the
government announced in the second-reading speech
that this is the first tranche of amendments to the
control of weapons regime. It is a matter of profound
concern that, notwithstanding that this is based upon the
decision of the Court of Appeal in the Nguyen case, the
court made it perfectly clear that there were a number
of problems with the Control of Weapons Act.
It is of some interest that it is exactly one year since the
Court of Appeal handed down its decision in the
Nguyen case, which was one of some notoriety. Two
groups of youths gathered in the Fitzroy Gardens on a
Saturday evening in February in broad daylight. There
appeared to be over a hundred youths, meeting over
some gang dispute. A number of weapons including
samurai swords, axes and machetes were carried by
some of the youths. Regrettably a young man had his
hand severed in the ensuing fracas or affray, as a direct
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consequence of which a number of serious charges
were laid against a variety of youths. The court was at
pains to point out that as it was 7 o’clock on a Saturday
evening in the middle of the last month of summer, a
large number of people — picnickers, walkers, and
joggers — were in the vicinity of the Fitzroy Gardens
when the affray erupted, which resulted in the highly
publicised outcome of the severing of a hand. To see
that number of youths with axes, machetes and swords
going hammer and tongs must have been an absolutely
frightening experience for the hundreds of people who
witnessed the affray.
As are many of us, I am a regular user of the Fitzroy
Gardens, and something occurring so close to this place
is absolutely disgraceful. I can understand why any
government would want to move to increase the
penalties. While we certainly do not disagree with the
increase in penalties, a far greater vice was identified in
the Court of Appeal. The leading judgement was given
by Justice Charles, who has since retired from the court.
The court also included the Chief Justice of Victoria
and Justice Chernov. From the leading judgement, with
which the chief justice and Justice Chernov agreed,
there is no doubt that the court was concerned that there
were real anomalies in the Control of Weapons Act.
The principal one was that axes and machetes are not
really covered by the act. There is an extensive list of
prohibited weapons such as flick-knives, crossbows,
star knives and knuckledusters. These sorts of things
are prohibited. They do not have any lawful use and
have no place in our society. Certainly their being in the
hands of 100 youths in the Fitzroy Gardens in what
amounted to broad daylight is a matter of profound
concern.
It does not matter what we all say here — we can argue
the toss about the coverage all we like — but the Court
of Appeal, the highest appeal court in this jurisdiction,
said, ‘We are concerned that axes and machetes are not
covered by the Control of Weapons Act’. Essentially
prohibited weapons — star knives, flick-knives and a
great long list of similar things — are not covered by
the regulations. The regulations relating to controlled
weapons rather than prohibited weapons are a little bit
shorter and deal with things that would otherwise have
a lawful use, such as spear guns and knives generally.
Of course we all use knives in the kitchen and at the
dining room table, but most importantly those things
can be used as a weapon without any further
adaptation — for example, someone could strap a knife
to their leg and take it into a nightclub or into the
Fitzroy Gardens to involve themselves in a large brawl
with youths. If a knife is used for some purpose other
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than what it is expected to be used for, such as cutting
up meat or cutting up food at the dining room table, and
it is not being used with a lawful excuse, then it is
prohibited as a controlled weapon. The problem is that
that extended definition of ‘controlled weapons’ may
not cover axes and machetes, and that was something
that was directly raised by the Court of Appeal. They
may not even come under the ‘dangerous weapons’
definition, because a dangerous weapon is an otherwise
harmless object that has been modified.
For example, a normal tent peg that could be used on a
camping excursion, something I have used myself,
could be sharpened, have electrical tape wound around
it and be used as a thrusting weapon. Clearly that would
be caught by the ‘dangerous weapons’ definition.
Likewise, an ordinary four-by-two piece of wood that
would be used in a building project could be adapted by
sharpening it and having a mechanism provided so that
it could be held and then be used as a thrusting weapon.
The issue is that such an object has to be modified, but
an axe and a machete do not have to be modified.
There is a catch-all in the legislation that says that if an
intention to use an object as a weapon can be proved,
then an offender can actually be caught under the
dangerous weapon provisions. The real problem is that
there are many lawful uses for axes and machetes, and
one would expect that the government will be picking
up the Court of Appeal decision and making those
amendments at some later stage.
What I am concerned about is that it is a relatively easy
change that the bill is making. What it is doing is
essentially doubling the penalties for prohibited
weapons and for controlled weapons. The opposition
does not disagree with those changes, but I am
wondering whether or not we need to have this artificial
notion of a distinction between prohibited weapons and
dangerous weapons. I understand why the definition
must stay, but perhaps there should be a much more
expansive definition to include axes and machetes.
However, the Court of Appeal was quite clear in saying
that it felt that the penalties that were attributable under
the Control of Weapons Act were inadequate, and the
government has finally moved to make these
changes — exactly 12 months from the day of the
decision of the Court of Appeal, which I would have
thought was a fairly lacklustre and inadequate response.
I would have thought the amendments could easily
have been made in the first sitting of this Parliament
last year. However, the opposition supports this bill
because at least it is a step in the right direction; as I
said, it will double the penalties. Perhaps we could
contemplate increasing the penalties even further. There
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are concerns about prohibited weapons not being
incorporated into the definition of either controlled or
dangerous weapons, particularly given that the current
amendments preserve a differential between the
penalties to be imposed.
I would have thought that if you were using something
you had deliberately modified to use as a dangerous
weapon, that should carry just as heavy a penalty as
using a prohibited weapon. The difference is the
intention to use. With a prohibited weapon you are
using something from a range of things that have no
place in our society. With controlled and dangerous
weapons you are using either an ordinary household
implement that has been modified or something that is
not being used for a lawful purpose, such as a knife. I
think we should have a serious look at all the penalties.
Frankly I cannot see why we have an artificial
distinction between the penalties that are imposed,
particularly when axes and machetes like those used in
the Fitzroy Gardens can be just as lethal, just as
dangerous, in the hands of somebody who wants to
commit that sort of mayhem and offend against public
morality to that extent.
My view is that we desperately need to amend the
definitions in the various sections to include axes and
machetes. It is not just me speaking, this is the Court of
Appeal. There should not be any argument suggesting
that the Court of Appeal has not got it right. Likewise,
in my view all the penalties should be brought into line
rather than making this artificial distinction. Having
said that, there is no doubt that the increase in penalties
is a worthwhile step. The opposition supports it but
suggests that we need to move far more quickly and
much further in relation to this bill.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill on
behalf of The Nationals. The Nationals will not be
opposing this bill, which sets out to increase the penalty
for importing, causing to be imported, manufacturing,
selling, purchasing, displaying for sale or advertising
for sale, possessing, carrying or using a prohibited
weapon without an exemption. The purpose of the bill
is also to increase the penalty for possessing, carrying
or using a controlled weapon without lawful excuse.
As the previous speaker outlined, the bill basically
seeks to double the penalty for offences involving
controlled weapons by increasing the term of
imprisonment from 6 months to 12 months and the fine
from 60 penalty units to 120 penalty units. In relation to
prohibited weapons, the term of imprisonment is to be
increased from 6 months to 2 years and the fine from
120 penalty units to 240 penalty units. Like the
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previous speaker, I have been advised that these
changes are part of a Labor election commitment to
toughen up, following comments made by a judge in
the Court of Appeal.
At this stage I would like to thank Marissa De Cicco
from the Department of Justice for her willing and
helpful assistance in giving me a quick background
briefing on the bill.
I would like to comment briefly on the context of this
bill in the sense of the legislation in place at the
moment, the timing of the bill in relation to the call by
The Nationals for minimum sentencing and the
government’s decision to withdraw the police in
schools program, and some of the factual bases
underpinning the tighter controls the government is
seeking to impose on owners of firearms and other
items which may be used as weapons to kill or harm a
person.
In relation to the existing legislation and the process of
developing this amending bill, in 2003 amendments
were proposed to the control of weapons regulations. A
regulatory impact statement was prepared and
circulated. There were over 370 responses to that
impact statement, including a very detailed one from
The Nationals. A key concern raised by many of the
respondents was the impact of the regulations making
crossbows and swords prohibited weapons. This would
have particularly impacted on rather unharmful things
such as highland dancing. It would have imposed
severe restrictions on the collection and display of
swords, which are often family heirlooms.
The initial draconian proposals were modified as a
result of the public outcry and in December legitimate
sword owners were notified in writing that the
government had abandoned its proposal to ban swords.
In March 2004 the government did a backflip and again
proceeded with the proposal to ban swords following
the incident in Melbourne that was touched on by the
previous speaker.
A further backflip occurred later in the year leaving
people confused about the law-making process. It was
summarised well in an editorial in the Wangaratta
Chronicle of 12 May 2004. The editorial was headed
‘Sword saga was so silly’ and states:
It is said that the wheels of government turn slowly — and the
saga of highland sword dancers is stark proof.
In the second half of last year the state government
announced that it would be introducing new legislation aimed
at taking dangerous weapons such as knives, machetes and
swords off the street.
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It was, and is, well-intentioned legislation meeting
community concerns about the big rise in the number of
violent attacks perpetrated by people with such weapons.
Unfortunately, one of the by-products was that swords used
by highland dancers in their traditional and colourful
performances would come into the ‘prohibited’ category.
Patently this was ridiculous, as the highland dancing fraternity
has been pointing out ever since.
But the government has dragged its feet on putting common
sense into play, causing a good deal of angst and concern
among the dancers.
Finally this week, many, many months after the initial
announcement, there came an assurance from a ‘government
spokesman’ that the highland swords would not be
prohibited.
Common sense prevailed — but why, oh why, did it take so
long?

It is so often the case with the legislation we deal with.
The second comment I want to make in relation to this
legislation is about the timing of the toughening up of
these penalties as it relates to The Nationals call for
tougher sentencing on serious crimes, in particular
minimum sentencing. This was brought to a head with
the tragic murder of the Irwin sisters from Toolamba,
the key suspect of which was a hardened criminal who
had only served two and a half years out of a four-year
sentence for the serious crime of rape and the bashing
of an invalid. On behalf of the family, the member for
Shepparton has spearheaded a campaign seeking
tougher penalties for such serious crimes. She has over
12 000 signatures to a petition seeking support for this.
I say to the government that if it is proceeding down
this track of having tougher penalties, as is proposed in
this legislation, then what about taking a serious but
large step and addressing the issues of inadequate
penalties for serious crimes such as rape and murder?
If we look at the environment in which this legislation
is presented to the Parliament, we see there is a growing
concern about violence in schools. Only a week or so
ago the Herald Sun reported concerns of bullying in
schools and the associated violence inflicted upon
students and sometimes teachers by students. At times
that violence involves the use of knives and other
weapons.
It is interesting to note in this climate where we are
concerned about increasing violence and violence in
our schools that the Labor government chose to
terminate the highly successful police in schools
program and replace it with an as yet unproven
alternative. You wonder what is going on with the
decision-making process in the government.
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We then move on to the facts underpinning the decision
to increase the control over firearms and other items
which can be used as weapons. It is important to note
that the homicide rate has remained unchanged over
90 years. While the use of firearms in homicides has
decreased since the mid-1990s when tougher firearm
legislation was introduced, the fact is that the homicide
rate still remains at 1.6 homicides per 100 000 people.
All that has happened is that there has been method
substitution, so in this case instead of firearms being
used to commit homicides, knives, machetes, blunt
instruments, and hands and feet have been used to
commit homicides. However, the underlying fact is that
in spite of the tougher penalties, the rate of homicides
has not decreased over the past 90 years.
The other question that continues to be put to me in
relation to the legislation that comes before this house
is, ‘How many murders have been committed using
licensed firearms?’. People put to me that the legislation
that comes before this house and becomes law results in
tougher penalties on law-abiding people whilst the
hardened criminals continue on their merry way, killing
as they wish.
In conclusion, The Nationals do not oppose this
straightforward piece of legislation, but I call upon the
government as it contemplates further amendments to
thoroughly think through the proposed changes and
ensure that legal firearm owners, legal sword collectors
and users of swords are not further inconvenienced as
hardened criminals continue to use illegal weapons to
carry out their callous deeds.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am pleased to be able
to speak in support of the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill, which increases penalties
applicable where people are found to be carrying either
prohibited weapons or controlled weapons under the
Control of Weapons Act 1990. The government, in the
lead-up to the last election, made a commitment to the
people of Victoria to continue with our community
safety policies and in particular to increase the penalties
under the Control of Weapons Act. This legislation
fulfils that election commitment.
In Victoria weapons are categorised through being
separated into firearms and non-firearms categories.
This legislation deals with weapons in the non-firearms
category. Non-firearms weapons are being divided into
three subcategories or classifications: prohibited
weapons, controlled weapons and dangerous articles.
This legislation deals with prohibited and controlled
weapons.
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Prohibited weapons are a particularly dangerous form
of weapons, and it is obvious that they should not be
available in the community unless a person is able to
display a specific need for such weapons. Weapons of
this type include things like swords, daggers,
extendable batons and crossbows.
Controlled weapons include things such as knives and
machetes. They are potentially very dangerous but are
more common in the community and are the sorts of
articles that may have a legitimate purpose. If they are
used for a lawful purpose, then the person in possession
of them needs to be able to demonstrate a specific
lawful excuse for so carrying them. Controlled weapons
are not able to be carried for self-defence but where a
person has a legitimate reason for carrying that type of
weapon, as long as they can demonstrate that type of
lawful excuse, then that article is legally able to be
carried.
An example of that kind of lawful excuse would be a
butcher carrying knives to and from work, or a farmer
who had a machete for use in cutting down heavy
undergrowth. But if somebody went to a nightclub with
a machete, clearly that would not be a lawful excuse
and the carrying of that controlled weapon would be
illegal in those circumstances.
The third category of non-firearms weapons that is not
dealt with in this legislation concerns dangerous
articles, which, if they are adapted for use as a weapon
or carried for use as a weapon, are illegal, although
people can at this stage choose to carry such articles
while claiming to be carrying them in self defence.
Such articles would include cricket bats or baseball bats
and things of that type.
Legislation that will come before the Parliament in the
near future will deal with the issue of self-defence in
relation to the carrying of dangerous articles. It was an
election commitment of the government that we would
remove the self-defence entitlement when it came to the
carrying of dangerous articles.
As I said, this legislation deals with prohibited weapons
and controlled weapons and has its genesis in a decision
in a Victorian Court of Appeal case that was heard in
2006. The court, in particular Justice Charles, made
comments in relation to limitations in the current
control of weapons legislation to do with the extent of
the penalties that were available to the courts when
people were convicted of carrying prohibited weapons
or controlled weapons. In that case the judge also made
some comments on the definitions of controlled
weapons and prohibited weapons and whether things
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such as machetes and axes came within the current
definitions.
This legislation deals with one part of that — that is, the
level of penalty. Subsequent legislation that is being
prepared by the government will deal with the other
questions of definition, addressing how the legislation
would most appropriately be altered to ensure that the
definitions of prohibited weapons and controlled
weapons clearly include all the categories of weapons
such as axes and machetes that the Court of Appeal in
Nguyen indicated need some clarification.
The bill before the house increases the penalty for
carrying prohibited weapons from 120 penalty units or
six months imprisonment to 240 penalty units or two
years imprisonment. In relation to carrying controlled
weapons, it increases the penalty from 60 penalty units
or six months imprisonment to 120 penalty units or
12 months imprisonment. Significant increases are
being made to the fines and levels of imprisonment that
can be handed down by the courts in Victoria. They
clearly reflect the fact that community expectation is
such that somebody who is in possession of prohibited
weapons or controlled weapons and is capable of using
them to inflict very serious and long-term injuries on
people needs to be the subject of significant and severe
potential penalties. Here we are dealing with the sorts
of weapons that can result in loss of life or very
significant and serious long-term injuries, and obvious
deterrents need to be built into the penalty regime.
Where there is unfortunately not a deterrent and
someone commits such a criminal act, then the courts
need to be empowered to impose a significant penalty
commensurate with the level of the offence and the
community expectation of sentencing that follows.
As I indicated, in the near future the government will be
introducing further legislation to deal with other aspects
of the control of weapons regime that were referred to
by the Court of Appeal in the case of Nguyen. That will
complete the government’s election commitments on
the control of weapons regime. But it should be said
that the government’s commitment to continuing to
address and improve community safety, for which the
government has been renowned since coming to office
in 1999, in no way stops at this legislation.
We have an ongoing and clear commitment to increase
the number of police officers in Victoria, to continue to
increase available police resources and to make sure
that Victoria continues to be the safest mainland state in
Australia. That is a record we are proud of, and we will
continue to work very hard in close consultation with
our communities, Victoria Police and the Chief
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Commissioner of Police in carrying out that very
important work.

bill will be effective to some degree in taking
non-firearms off the streets, more needs to be done.

I know that my constituents in Prahran have a keen
interest in such issues. We have had great success in
recent years in bringing down the crime rate in the area,
both in the local government regions of Stonnington
and Port Phillip and in part of the city of Melbourne
that is within my electorate. The community is right
behind the government in its continuing endeavours to
drive the crime rate down further by the active and
successful policing methods that have been employed
in recent times.

It is interesting to note that when the legislation was
first introduced in 1990 the reasons for doing so were
the same as today. The second-reading speech in
Hansard of 15 May 1990 states:

I commend the government for introducing this
legislation immediately the Parliament resumed this
year following the recent election. I look forward to
further elements of this legislation being introduced
soon and to the government’s continuing commitment
to community safety in Victoria.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure that I
can speak on the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. The bill merely amends the Control of
Weapons Act 1990 to double penalties for weapons
offences.
Currently in Victoria non-firearm weapons are divided
into three groups. This bill looks after two of those
groups, but unfortunately it does not touch on the third
group. It would have been an important part of
legislation to improve that third category.
The first group that is the subject of the bill is
prohibited weapons, which category includes daggers,
double-ended knives, flick-knives, slingshots, knuckle
knives, gloves with studs on them, throwing knives,
swords and pepper spray. The bill increases penalties
from the current six months to two years and from
$12 000 to $24 000. The second group is controlled
weapons, which includes crossbows and imitation
firearms. The bill increases the penalties from 6 months
to 12 months imprisonment, and fines will be increased
from $6000 to $12 000.
Unfortunately the bill does not deal with the category of
dangerous weapons, which I would have thought is
important. Dangerous weapons include tools such as
screwdrivers or hammers, axes, cricket bats, baseball
bats and so on. They are dangerous weapons in the
wrong hands. My two sons have told me that on
numerous occasions they have seen young men
carrying such items with them when attending
nightclubs. I would like this legislation to have dealt
with the category of dangerous weapons. Although the

… knives are used in serious assaults four times as often as
firearms, and that the use of knives and other weapons in
armed robbery is increasing.
…
It must be remembered that each of these crimes has at least
one victim, and that any steps that can be taken reasonably to
reduce such crimes will benefit the community as a whole.
…
The purpose … is to restrict the ownership of articles that are
designated as weapons to those people who use them in
legitimate pursuits.

That is relevant, and it is important to keep that in mind
when legislation is being dealt with in this place. The
community has been calling for the government to do
something more than what it has done in the past.
In a Herald Sun poll about whether knives should be
banned from over-the-counter sales, 74.1 per cent of
those who replied said they should be banned. An
article in the Herald Sun of 3 November reported:
Metal detectors and tough police search powers have failed to
blunt knife attacks in Victoria, with more than 1800 in the
past year.
More murders, rapes, sex attacks, assaults, abductions and
kidnappings occur at knifepoint now than when the Bracks
government took power in 1999 …

So it is not surprising that after seven years this
government has decided to actually do something to
take knives and other items which can be used as
weapons off the streets.
In the area of Manningham, in my electorate, you will
find that robbery has increased by 42.9 per cent and
rape has increased by 6.7 per cent. Offences in my area
have increased, so more needs to be done. It was a bit
concerning that a police officer at Doncaster police
station, Inspector Pat O’Brien, made political
comments during the election campaign. It was the first
time that I have ever seen a local police officer take part
in political discussions, and I urge Inspector Pat
O’Brien, if he wishes to do so, to stand for Parliament.
If not, he should just do his job and ensure that the
offences that are committed in Manningham decrease.
He went on to say that a 117.7 per cent increase in drug
trafficking offences was a ‘fantastic result’. I would
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have thought that an increase of any sort would be bad
and that he would be doing everything he could to
ensure that that number goes down over the next few
years. I urge him to do more than just take part in
political comments. Instead he should look after the
residents, he should look after the constituents, he
should look after Manningham and he should leave the
policy work to the government and the politicians.
While I support this legislation, I think it does not go far
enough. I had hoped it would include all three
groups — prohibited weapons, controlled weapons and
dangerous weapons. Unfortunately it does not include
dangerous weapons, and I hope that over the next few
years something is done about that, because as you
know, Acting Speaker, young people carry these things
around, and they are there to be used to hurt someone.
We as politicians, whether as government members or
opposition members, must ensure that all legislation is
relevant and all legislation is there to protect all
Victorians, without trying to score cheap political
points. While I support the legislation, I do not think
that it goes far enough. I support the increase of fines, I
support the increased terms of imprisonment, but more
needs to be done. One piece of legislation is not
enough. More needs to be done by this government
over the next four years.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Let me be the first to
congratulate you on your first stint in the chair, Acting
Speaker. I hope you find it very enjoyable.
I am very pleased to join the debate on the Control of
Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill. As the member
for Prahran said earlier, this is another very progressive
piece of legislation that does take seriously the causes
of crime in Victoria, and I think it does send a very
strong message to people who contemplate carrying or
who do carry these categories of prohibited weapons
and controlled weapons, which cause a lot of fright and
fear in the community, particularly for younger people.
We have heard of some particularly horrific crimes that
have been committed using these types of weapons.
Unfortunately, the restaurateur of a much-loved
Vietnamese restaurant in Greensborough, just up the
road from my electorate, lost one of his sons a couple of
years ago to someone using one of these types of
weapons.
The Bracks government does take these types of crimes
extremely seriously. Indeed it takes the issue of crime
extremely seriously. We have always been tough on
crime, and we have been tough on the causes of crime
as well. So this is just another measure and
demonstration to the community of what we have done.
It is not meant to frustrate ordinary, law-abiding
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citizens going about their duties. As the member for
Prahran said, it is not meant to apply to people using
weapons in the course of their work, such as butchers
using knives or gardeners using machetes, but it is
meant to apply to those who would use these items for
other purposes.
It is also not directed at archers. I am privileged to have
the Diamond Valley Archery Club in my electorate,
whose members are a fantastic bunch of people. They
have actually given me a bit of training in archery, and I
had the pleasure of opening the trans-Tasman youth
tournament last year. My then 16-year-old son went
along with me, and I think he was pretty afraid of his
mum having a bow and arrow. Much to his shock, the
shock of the crowd and probably my own, I hit a
bullseye. I have a photo of that if anyone would like to
see it.
I take great pride in the good relationships I have, not
only with the archery club but also with the other
sporting shooters groups in my electorate, such as the
local field and game association. I have made some
enjoyable visits to the Melbourne Gun Club in Epping,
and I have been a member of the Labor Party caucus’s
shooting team, which was successful two years out of
three in the annual challenge run by Field and Game
Australia. I hope to again be in this year’s tournament
and to take the trophy back from The Nationals. Last
year they brought in a ring-in senator from the Northern
Territory, so the trophy should be in the bar in Darwin,
not here. We will take it back, and I throw down the
challenge now.
As I said earlier, the Bracks government has a great
record on community safety. In my electorate we have
had some brilliant reductions in crime figures since
2001. In the city of Whittlesea there has been an
11.2 per cent reduction in crime, and in the shire of
Nillumbik there has been a massive 39.9 per cent
reduction. Yesterday I was with the officer in charge of
the police station at Diamond Creek, where I live, and
he commented that Diamond Creek was the safest
suburb in metropolitan Melbourne. That shows that the
strategies the Bracks government has put in place in
this important area are working. The crime statistics are
down, despite what the opposition might say. It might
try to run a fear campaign, but Victoria is the safest
mainland state. We have had a good record.
We have increased police numbers, so people are
seeing more police on the beat, and there are now better
quality police stations serving my electorate. There is a
new police station at Eltham and a police station at
Kinglake for the first time — there had never been a
police presence there before, and the community has
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welcomed the opening of that station — and in my own
town of Diamond Creek there is a brilliant policing
facility co-located with the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service and the Country Fire Authority in the new
emergency services complex. That works really well.
During the Kinglake bushfires last year we saw
wonderful cooperation between the three agencies out
of that co-located facility. We have also just seen the
completion of new police stations at Hurstbridge and
Warrandyte, which are now operational. It is obvious to
the community that we take the issues of policing and
community safety seriously. I might add that they are
really beautiful buildings as well. They add a lot to the
quality of the built environment in the community, as
well as making people feel safer.
Importantly the bill increases the penalties available
under the legislation. These penalties have not been
increased since 2000. The increase sends a strong
message to people that we are taking this seriously. We
will make further changes to fulfil our election
commitment. This bill addresses the first part of that
commitment, and the remaining elements of the
government’s community safety policy will be dealt
with in autumn. The subsequent proposals will deal
with aggregated offence and lawful excuse elements,
together with a number of further amendments to the
control of weapons regime.
In response to the member for Bulleen’s statement that
we need to do more, we have put it out that we will be
doing more. We will continue to do more, as we have
throughout the life of this government. Victoria is the
safest mainland state, and measures like this and
increased police numbers serve to do more. We will not
rest on our laurels, and I was pleased to hear the police
commissioner herself say that yesterday.
I had the privilege of attending the launch of a new
ropes course which is being funded by the Heidelberg
Children’s Court and which will be another great
diversion program for young people arrested for a first
offence. The informant will assess them as being
suitable for the program, and they will be sent to the
ropes course rather than having a conviction recorded
against their name. These programs have been
operating in other areas, particularly in Sunshine, and
there is another beginning in Dandenong and one in
Bendigo. Not only is the government sending a
message to young people that carrying these weapons is
not good, but we are also caring about them when they
have that first contact with the justice system. The
success of the police ropes course and the commitment
of Senior Constable Mick O’Meara and the other police
involved in this program are truly outstanding.
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It is not something that one would think of initiating —
police and young people having a positive relationship
after police have arrested the young people — but I
know that in the case of the Sunshine ropes course there
has been not one case of those young persons appearing
before the courts again, and that is a really brilliant
outcome for young people. In some other areas there
has been a higher than 90 per cent success rate in terms
of no return to offending; so I commend the police for
their efforts in that area.
Another success story is the Koori courts, which have
also lowered recidivism rates in the Koori community.
This bill and the other matters I have talked about are
just part of a suite of measures that are continuing to
ensure that Victoria is the safest mainland state, and it
means that Victoria is a great place to live, work and
raise a family. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to speak on the
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill. The
amending bill regulates access to non-firearm-type
weapons, but that is about as far as it goes. In particular
it does not address dangerous articles. We have not
seen an increase in that penalty, which remains at
60 penalty units or six months imprisonment. In the
second-reading speech we heard that this is the first
tranche in a rollout of government measures to address
prohibited weapons — in other words, the government
continues to just drip feed the Victorian community
with community safety.
Earlier we heard the honourable member for Preston
say — and he was exactly right — that this bill
addresses only prohibited and controlled weapons. It is
a missed opportunity; dangerous articles should also
have been addressed. Effectively what we are seeing
with the changes to the legislation is a three-tiered level
of penalties. The community, the judiciary, solicitors
and barristers will see prohibited weapons as the most
serious category, with controlled weapons coming a
little bit below that on the second tier, and dangerous
articles being on the third tier, but there is no change to
the penalties in that category.
Dangerous articles are the ones most prevalently used
in incidents of this sort in the state of Victoria. People
committing these sorts of offences are more likely to
pick up something that might be lying on the ground,
and I refer in particular to the definition of dangerous
articles in the Control of Weapons Act 1990. A
dangerous article is described as:
(b) an article which has been adapted or modified so as to
be capable of being used as a weapon; or
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(c) any other article which is carried with the intention of
being used as a weapon;

In my 11 years experience serving as a Victoria Police
officer I was called on numerous occasions to domestic
violence incidents, street brawls or brawls between
neighbours when dangerous articles were constantly
carried and used. I knew that when charged and
convicted these people were only going to receive a
relatively light sentence or punishment. That is of great
concern because it does not send the right message to
those people in our community who commit these
offences.
During the G20 protests we also saw protesters — and I
use that word lightly because they were nothing short of
thugs — attacking members of our police force with
anything they could pick up from the ground. That was
an event which was widely covered by the media and
could have been used to send a very clear message that
a person using any article as a weapon will be punished
appropriately. The maximum penalty is 60 penalty units
or six months in prison, but I very much doubt that a
magistrate or any person dealing with those particular
offences would sentence someone to the maximum
penalty in those circumstances.
I draw attention to subsection (1) of section 5B of the
Control of Weapons Act, which deals with people
possessing, carrying or using prohibited weapons,
dangerous articles and the like. This is another lost
opportunity. Increasing the penalties for offences under
this section would have sent a very clear message to
any person selling or supplying prohibited weapons or
other such controlled items or dangerous articles. That
can be seen when we are dealing with thieves, in that if
we get rid of receivers there is no longer a market. If we
get rid of the sellers, or the people providing these
items, we no longer have a market. That would create a
safer community for all Victorians.
Time and time again this government has failed in its
responsibility to the police officers who work tirelessly
to protect our community. They are not provided with
the right legislative tools to be able to properly carry out
their jobs.
In closing I want to say that I will be continually
observing the rollout of this tranche of legislation and
the proposed further amendments to the Control of
Weapons Act, because at this stage I am not convinced
that this government will be able to provide the
adequate tools so that our community can be protected.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill. This is another bill in a
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suite of bills to be introduced that demonstrate the
Bracks government’s commitment to community
safety.
The Control of Weapons Act refers to two categories of
weapons: firearms and non-firearms; then there is more
or less a subsection of non-firearm weapons referred to
as prohibited weapons, controlled weapons and
dangerous articles. The prohibited weapons are the
most dangerous weapons of all and definitely should
not be available to the community, except to persons
able to demonstrate a specific need for such weapons,
and those weapons include swords, imitation firearms,
daggers, expandable batons and crossbows. The
ordinary Joe Public really does not want to have those
weapons.
Then there are controlled weapons such as knives and
machetes, which are potentially very dangerous but are
more common. Some people have a legitimate right to
carry some weapons. We have talked about a butcher
carrying them to and from his place of work, although I
am told that most butchers keep their knives locked
away in their workplace. Another example could be a
farmer. There are many farmers who use machetes for
clearing heavy undergrowth. There are all sorts of
reasons for a farmer to be using a machete. But of
course you would not take a machete to a nightclub or a
restaurant to have a good time, unless there was a
particularly tough cut of meat! Certainly you should not
take a machete to a nightclub or restaurant; that would
not be an example of a lawful carriage of that weapon.
There are also dangerous articles that can be used as
weapons, and they can only be carried, possessed or
used for a lawful purpose, including self-defence.
The Bracks government is committed to reducing not
only crime but also the causes of crime. To this end we
have put more police on the streets, and that is well
known. We have a chief commissioner in whose
management of the police force I have every
confidence. It is up to the commissioner and police
command to say where police should be placed. It is not
the job of politicians to be saying that we should have
more police at this police station or that police station,
as the opposition wants to do. The opposition wants to
control the police and say where they should go. We do
not agree with that, and certainly neither would the
police commissioner.
There have been famous cases, such as the Nguyen
case, which set the legal precedent for this. One of the
suite of things that this bill will do is increase the
penalty in relation to prohibited weapons from
120 penalty units or six months imprisonment to
240 penalty units or two years imprisonment. In
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relation to controlled weapons it has been increased
from 60 penalty units or six months imprisonment to
120 penalty units or 12 months imprisonment. So we
can see that the Bracks Labor government is serious
about controlling crime.
The remaining elements of the election commitment
will be dealt with in a further amending bill, which is to
come, we hope, in autumn. They are the aggravated
offence and lawful excuse elements, together with a
number of other elements for the control of weapons
regime. As you can see, Acting Speaker, this is in line
with the government’s commitment to law and order.
Further proposals include clarifying the status of
machetes as controlled weapons and providing that a
prohibited weapon may be carried when its carriage is
part of a recognised religious requirement. We also
need to clarify the power of the chief commissioner to
issue authorisations under the act as well as making
some other technical amendments to the act.
Certainly it is quite legal for the ordinary citizen going
about their legitimate business, whether that legitimate
business is highland dancing — I can certainly tell you
from my experience of some of the country agricultural
shows that highland dancing is still very much alive and
well and has not stopped for any clarification of the
legislation — or whether it is a butcher carrying his
knives. However, the ordinary person does not need to
carry a machete or a dagger into a nightclub, and we
will certainly come down hard and heavy on anyone
doing so, because we have more police on the streets to
do that.
I am very proud to have been able to speak on this bill,
which goes to the Bracks Labor government’s
commitment to keeping our streets safe and
maintaining law and order. With those few remarks, I
will conclude.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I too congratulate you
on your appointment, Acting Speaker.
I am pleased to speak on the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill. Like many others, I
welcome the increased penalties in this legislation.
However, they are cosmetic and should go a lot further.
I think we all agree that we need measures to enhance
community safety and protect the community, so why
differentiate between weapons? Why not amend the
Control of Weapons Act to increase all penalties and to
make them all the same?
We are all concerned about weapons such as knives and
swords being carried around; and given the Court of
Appeal’s decision in the Nguyen case, it is good to see
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the government finally doing something about
increasing penalties in order to reflect the views of the
community. The public keeps telling us that the
penalties are soft, as is the sentencing regime, so the
Bracks government’s taking action to increase penalties
in line with community expectations is well overdue.
We all hate the fact that knives are being carried in the
community. As the member for Kew said earlier, what
is the difference between a flick-knife and a kitchen
knife when a knife is being strapped to the leg of
someone who then goes to a discotheque or a hotel?
Why not have uniform penalties in all areas, not just for
prohibited weapons and controlled weapons? Why do
we not also include dangerous articles?
Once upon a time parents were concerned about their
children going out and getting into a stoush, an
argument or a fight, a bit of fisticuffs or a dust-up.
These days parents are more worried about their kids
going out and having a knife or other weapon pulled on
them. As a parent it disturbs me to hear stories about
the number of people carrying weapons these days. In
August last year an incident was drawn to my attention
by a constituent, Lyn McMahon, whose son Michael
and his mate were set upon and attacked by seven thugs
at the Ringwood railway station. It was an unprovoked
attack. Those boys were going out to enjoy themselves;
they were minding their own business.
They were innocent blokes who ended up with torn
clothing. They were bruised and bloodied and lost
wages due to time off the following day. In this case
Michael and his mate, Andrew, were able to defend
themselves, but the question remains, and was raised by
his mother Lyn — and it is a question in the minds of
many parents: what if one of the cowardly thugs had
pulled out a weapon and inflicted serious harm on the
boys? We can only thank God that no serious injury
was inflicted. I can tell the house that Lyn and the two
boys are very reluctant to catch public transport again
because of that incident.
I think it would go some way to instilling confidence if
people knew that the penalties were harsh, thereby
deterring and preventing a person from possessing,
carrying or using a prohibited or controlled weapon
and/or a dangerous article. The government should get
fair dinkum and set tough penalties that reflect the
views of the public. There should be penalties across
the board for all classes of weapons; those penalties
would protect the community and restore confidence in
community safety.
We are all aware of the work of Les Twentyman, and I
commend him for his work. In particular I commend
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his efforts in encouraging kids to hand in knives,
thereby making the community safer. Such amnesties
are important, but if they do not go the full way and
solve the problem, then the community requires strong
penalties for such offences.
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I would like to do something very unusual for me and
for this side of the house in actually congratulating John
Howard for one of his initiatives when he first became
Prime Minister.
An honourable member interjected.

We have to send a strong message saying, ‘If you are
going to carry a prohibited weapon, a controlled
weapon or a dangerous article, these are the
consequences and penalties you face’. The bill should
go much further and set uniform penalties for all
classifications of non-firearm weapons under the act.
As has been said by a number of previous speakers,
what is the difference between a sharpened tent peg
carried in someone’s pocket, a piece of timber with
nails protruding from it and a flick-knife or a star knife?
They are all dangerous articles. If we are going to
increase the penalties and have 240 penalty units or two
years imprisonment for some weapons, why not have
240 penalty units or two years imprisonment for all
non-firearm weapons under the act?
Why create different classes and sets of penalties? It
causes ambiguity and confusion. If you carry a weapon,
this is the penalty. If you choose to carry a weapon, this
is the penalty you are going to face. The penalties must
send a very strong message that it is unacceptable to
carry or use any weapon, whether it be a sword, a
flick-knife or a sharpened tent peg. It is not acceptable,
and this bill should go a lot further and set the same
increased penalties for all weapons.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — Congratulations on
assuming the chair for the very first time, Acting
Speaker.
I am very pleased to be speaking in this place on the
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill. I will
just go through the technical aspects of the bill and
make a few other comments. The overall objective of
this bill is to increase the existing penalties under the
Control of Weapons Act 1990 to 12 months
imprisonment for possession of a controlled weapon
and 2 years imprisonment for possession of a prohibited
weapon. It will introduce amendments to ensure that
carrying a weapon on or around licensed premises will
be treated as an aggravating circumstance and attract
greater penalties, and it will remove self-defence as a
lawful excuse for carrying a dangerous article such as a
kitchen knife. The amendments also double the
maximum penalty for the unlawful carriage, possession,
use, import, manufacture, sale or purchase of a
prohibited weapon from 120 penalty units to
240 penalty units. This is consistent with the doubling
of penalties stated in our election policy and the penalty
scale of the Sentencing Act 1991.

Ms MUNT — It certainly is unusual. One of his first
acts was to increase the restrictions on the carrying of
firearms. I think that had a great effect on cutting down
the number of firearms in the community. It has also
meant of course that other weapons have become the
weapons of choice, such as knives and other dangerous
weapons, so this bill goes some way to further
controlling the use of dangerous weapons and the
carriage of dangerous weapons and increasing our
community safety.
I would also like to mention a personal experience that I
had last week. Last week I was driving along to the
gym, as I do.
Dr Sykes — You should jog to the gym!
Ms MUNT — I would jog to the gym, but once I get
there I do my jogging. I was driving along to the gym,
and right in front of me on Nepean Highway was a man
in a balaclava. He was pointing a gun at oncoming
traffic and then he saw me and he pointed the gun at
me. At that point I quickly grabbed my phone and
called our police. I knew that they would have a very
fast response time because of the increase in their
numbers and funding and that they would be out there
very quickly. And they were — it was a very fast
response time.
But as a political animal what flashed through my head
was this: I was not too concerned, because I thought
that thanks to John Howard the probability was that it
was a plastic gun and not a real gun. I do not know if it
was a plastic gun or a real gun, but the police came out
very quickly, grabbed the offender and took him away.
The point is that when people face danger in the street
and in the community we have to have laws to control
the dangerous items that others may carry. This bill
goes some way towards giving that extra protection and
adds another string to the bow of the police to enable
them to do what they do.
I have risen in this house many times to speak on
community safety, and over the past four years I have
been very proud to be part of a government that has put
in place many pieces of legislation to increase
community safety. We have been tough on crime.
There has been a raft of legislation from the Bracks
government that not only has been tough on crime but
has provided practical solutions to enable our police
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force to go out and do what it does. I would also like to
say, as I mentioned before, that as well as the
legislation we have put through that is tough on crime
we have increased funding to our police force. It now
has record levels of funding. We have put 1600 new
police in police stations so they can go out and keep our
society safe, and that is in line with the expectations of
our local communities. As a mum I would like to think
that my teenage and older children can go about their
business in relative safety. All children in our
community have the right to go about their business in
relative safety, and this bill will help with that
objective.
I have listened to the arguments from the opposition
that this bill does not go far enough, that there should
be more and that it should be better and bigger. That
seems to be the usual argument, but I would point out
that there has been a lot of legislation, a lot of funding
and a lot of commitment from this government to
achieve these objectives. I commend this bill to the
house.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to speak on the
Control of Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill and
follow the shadow minister for police in supporting this
bill. The Control of Weapons Act deals with
non-firearm weapons such as knives and swords, and
this bill doubles the penalties for the possession,
carrying, use, display, advertising, selling, purchasing,
importing or manufacturing of a prohibited weapon.
Prohibited weapons include flick-knives, daggers and
crossbows.
I had to smile while I was listening in my room to some
of Labor’s backbenchers saying, and let me get this
right, ‘We are serious about controlling crime by
doubling the penalties’. That is what they say: ‘Let’s
not fix the problem, let’s just double the penalty and
that will control serious crime’. That is typical of the
pathetic Labor Party. Rather than fixing the problem
they prefer to put out a press release saying they are
going to get tough on criminals. It is a pity we cannot
catch them, and it is a pity we have not got enough
police on the front line. This is typical of the Steve
Bracks government: ‘Rather than fixing the problem,
let’s make sure we put the spin and rhetoric in place’.
I would like to remind those on the Labor back benches
that the figures that were released last year by, I believe,
the Police Association were all about saying there were
not enough police on the front line. In fact there are
700 fewer police on the front line than there were just
three years ago. These are not Liberal Party figures,
these are figures put out by the Police Association. It is
ironic that we have 700 fewer police on the front line.
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Today the Premier was talking about the reduction of
crime in this state. We are grateful that we now have a
reduction in the theft of bicycles — and we should all
be very grateful about that — but it is in the area of
crimes against the person where we have the greatest
concern. In the last 12 months homicide has increased
by 16 per cent, non-rape sex offences by 6 per cent,
robbery offences by 15 per cent and assaults by 3 per
cent. Overall crimes against the person are up 4 per
cent. The government claims that crime overall is
down. Yes, it is down 0.9 per cent when you include
such offences as bicycle and shop theft. When you are
talking total figures the government is correct, but we
will focus on the fact that we have an increase in
violence in this community.
When you look further at the effect of weapons in this
community, you see that the number of victims of
crime has increased significantly since the Bracks
government came to power. In 2005–06 there were
34 275 victims of crime against the person — that is,
assault victims, victims of criminals who used
weapons, and sadly, in some cases, victims of domestic
violence. When you look at homicide, you see that the
victims are predominantly adults in the 18 to
59-year-old range. Robbery victims are predominantly
aged 18 to 59. There are large numbers of assault
victims in the lower age range of 18 to 25 years. Once
again, this is violence on the streets.
Labor talks about getting tough on criminals, but how
can we have that when we have less police on the beat?
How can we have that when we are not giving the
police metal detectors? When you have been walking
on the street, how many times have you seen police
with metal detectors? Two years ago this government
created plenty of publicity, spin and rhetoric about how
it was going to get tough on criminals and gangs
carrying weapons and how it was going to provide
metal detectors. I have not seen one police officer
carrying a metal detector. The police should be out
there on Friday and Saturday nights with metal
detectors making sure that these gangs and these young
people, especially around nightclubs, are being checked
and double-checked. Not having this equipment
available is absolutely disgraceful.
We will support this bill, but we make the point that we
need to ensure that we have more police out on the beat,
not spin and rhetoric, and that we give police the
weapons to be able to ensure that our community is safe.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms RICHARDSON
(Northcote).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change).

Address-in-reply

Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — In the remaining few moments
before the suspension of the sitting I would like to
briefly sum up on the Murray-Darling Basin
Amendment Bill. I thank all members for their
contributions to the debate and for the various views
that were put forward. This is part of the cooperative
approach of the states and the commonwealth that we
have had, with mutual legislation around the country to
improve management of the Murray–Darling Basin.
We want to see that cooperation continue. We are
prepared to cooperate with the commonwealth to
improve outcomes in the basin.
Having said that, I note we are also very concerned that
the current proposal which the commonwealth has
could well see significant disadvantage to the Victorian
community, to irrigators, to the environment and to
regional towns. That is why our Premier has indicated
that we need to sit down and go into much more
specific detail about the proposals that have been put
forward.
Our view is supported by The Nationals, who have
pointed out that Victoria has a pre-eminent position in
water administration in Australia. We agree with that,
and we do not want to lose that pre-eminence. We also
want to emphasise how important the work is that we
have done in this state to protect the environment of the
Murray and indeed the Snowy. To give one example of
how a proposal could work, if Victoria were to hand
over all its powers over the Murray area, that could
have a seriously negative effect on our ability to protect
the Snowy.
In conclusion I thank all members for their
contributions. I look forward to continuing cooperation
with other states and the commonwealth for the benefit
of the Murray–Darling Basin.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am delighted to
participate in this debate. Firstly, I would like to thank
the voters of Brighton for showing confidence in me
and affording me an increased majority at the last
election.
I want to raise a couple of specific issues of relevance
to the electorate. First of all, I want to assure the Labor
Party that I am strongly in favour of the retention of the
police station at Brighton, and I call on the new
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to honour
promises made by his two predecessors to ensure that
the community of Brighton has its 24-hour stand-alone
police station.
Secondly, I am very concerned about train services on
the Sandringham line. I have written to the new
Minister for Public Transport, inviting her to attend
with me on railway stations on the Sandringham line in
my electorate to hear firsthand the anger that many of
my constituents feel about the abysmal services
subsidised by this government on that train line.
Thirdly, I am happy to advise the Minister for Planning
in the other place that his Melbourne 2030 policy is
wrong, and indeed it is absolutely ridiculous to say that
Melbourne can have 1 million extra people without
increased water storages and so on, and there are
broader objections within the electorate of Brighton to
higher density housing.
I move to a section of the Governor’s speech at page 4
entitled ‘Stronger democracy’. I particularly want to
draw the attention of the house to some of the spin in
this. The Governor claimed on behalf of the
government that Parliament will sit for at least
10 months of the year. Of course, that is nonsense. The
Parliament will sit for a limited number of days within
those 10 months, and again the speech claims that the
winter recess will be abolished. The fact is that the
winter recess was abolished many years ago.
In terms of sitting days, we will sit for 16 weeks or
48 days, which is significantly at odds with the charter
the Labor Party signed last time with the Independents,
but even more at odds with a document called Making
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Parliament Work — Labor’s Plan for a Harder
Working and More Democratic Parliament, which was
issued when the Treasurer was Leader of the Labor
Party, then in opposition. It was printed and authorised
by ‘J. Lenders of 23 Drummond Street, Carlton South’,
who is now the Leader of the Government in the upper
house.
The document entitled Making Parliament Work shows
the stark contrast between Labor’s policies when in
opposition and its policies in government, particularly
after winning its third term. The document bemoaned
the fact that in 1996 the Victorian Parliament sat for
only 35 days. As I look at the number of sitting days in
2006 prior to the election, I see that this house sat for
38 days, yet previously the government had bemoaned
sittings of 35 days. The now government was highly
critical of the fact that the number of sitting days had
gone down from 61 days in 1980 and 54 days in 1990.
Quite frankly I invite the government to sit for 61 days
or 54 days, given that that is what its members claimed
was an adequate period of sitting when the government
was in opposition. In reference to 35 days, the
document says:
Such a low number of days allows the government to escape
public scrutiny and is inadequate for full debate on legislation
and important public issues.

Again the Labor Party in opposition made the following
commitment:
Session dates will be fixed by sessional order for the same
weeks in each year —

although it did allow for some variation under some
circumstances. But most importantly, in a section called
‘Question time to be made more effective’, the Labor
Party, then in opposition, said it would make ministers
answer questions directly, factually and succinctly. Of
course that is not and has not been the case on this
government’s watch.
The government also flagged some changes to freedom
of information (FOI). Again I would invite the
government to go further and comply with the law as it
currently stands. While I am making comment on the
section of the Governor’s speech headed ‘Stronger
democracy’, I note that the government said that 2008
will see a celebration of the centenary of women’s
suffrage. I think that is a good thing; however, I will
sound a cautionary note. I hope it does not degenerate
into a celebration of female Labor members of
Parliament or a celebration of women who vote for the
Australian Labor Party. I invite members of the
government to look at the debacle of the Women
Shaping the Nation celebration to mark the centenary of
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Federation and at least ensure that the celebrations for
the centenary of women’s suffrage are bipartisan.
I now refer to the three challenges the Governor
identified in his speech, one being bushfires. I will
make a couple of comments in that area. There are
some significant issues for this government in terms of
land management, including locking up land, the
non-clearance of fire access tracks and fuel reduction
burns. I also refer to page 63 of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment’s annual report for
2006–07, on which the department itself says about fuel
reduction:
Fuel reduction burning plays a vital role in reducing the
impact of bushfire.

We need to look at the government’s performance in
fuel reduction burning. I refer to budgetary figures from
the commencement of this government’s period of
office to the current day. In 1999–2000 the
government’s target for fuel reduction burning was
120 000 hectares. That year it achieved
105 688 hectares, so it underachieved. In 2000–01
again the target was 120 000 hectares. That year the
government achieved only 65 800 hectares of fuel
reduction burning — a failure in anyone’s dictionary. In
2001–02 the government then dropped the target for
fuel reduction burning to 100 000 hectares. In actuality
it achieved 81 140 hectares. In 2002–03 the target was
set at 100 000 hectares, but the government only
achieved 49 200 hectares of fuel reduction burning. The
house is probably getting the point. There has been a
systematic failure by this government in fuel reduction
burning, notwithstanding that its own department has
said that fuel reduction burning plays a vital role in
reducing the impact of bushfires.
In 2003–04 the target was set at 100 000 hectares and
95 000 was achieved. In 2004–05 the target was
130 000 hectares — at least the government upped the
target — and it achieved 127 000 hectares. In 2005–06
the target was 130 000 hectares; according to the annual
report, although the department issues a year-to-date
proviso which should be the end of the year, only
49 000 hectares of fuel reduction burning was achieved.
I turn to the excuses the government has given for its
failure to meet these targets. In the 2001 annual report
the government’s explanation is as follows:
Fuel reduction burning was severely restricted by rapid
transition from very dry conditions where burning would be
unsafe to very wet conditions associated with large rainfall
events in autumn.

The explanation was both wet and dry; the government
could not meet its target. In 2005 the minister appeared
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before the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
and gave the following explanations:
In terms of fire, the bushfire recovery program has been
implemented … We announced … new funding for fire
initiatives —
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future needs taking account of population growth and
the impacts of climate change …

I draw to the house’s attention that Bendigo has been
deliberately omitted!
An honourable member interjected.

and so on.
‘We are boosting fuel reduction burning’, he claimed,
even though the figures provided in the government’s
budget documentation show exactly the reverse. On
4 July 2006 the minister again appeared before the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee when he
gave the same explanation of not being able to meet the
target because it was too wet and too dry. Let me quote
the minister:
The problem that we faced this year was that it was a very
poor weather year for fuel reduction burning. People will
recall from the Commonwealth Games how hot it was. It was
far too hot through March to do fuel reduction burning in
most of the state. Then people will recall we had almost no
autumn: we went almost directly into winter, with very low
temperatures, and it was fairly damp and wet in April. That
meant our main fuel reduction burn time, which is essentially
March, April and early May, was severely constrained.

He then went on to make the false allegation that he
met his target that year, which was not true.
My observation is that the government has
systematically failed in fuel reduction burning
according to its own documentation, and the excuses
given border on the comic: it was too wet, it was too
dry, it was not right. This is a very important
component of reducing fire risk, and the government
should have attempted a more assiduous effort to
achieve those fuel reduction targets; it should not have
reduced those fuel reduction targets in the first instance.
I again want to make reference to the Governor’s
speech, where there is ongoing reference to the
importance of water. There is specific reference to the
government’s strategy, Our Water Our Future, in which
the government sets out an explicit aim of securing
water supplies. That, of course, is nonsense because the
government has done nothing to secure water supplies.
It has not built a dam, it has not built a desalination
plant, it has done very little in terms of recycling, and it
has little credibility in terms of fixing up infrastructure.
I also draw the house’s attention, and indeed the
attention of the members for Bendigo East and Bendigo
West, to page 6, where the Governor said:
… the government will:
secure enough water for Melbourne, Geelong, Ballarat,
Western Port and the Latrobe Valley to fully meet their

Ms ASHER — It deliberately makes sure Bendigo
is not part of this sham commitment to secure enough
water for all these other areas.
One of the most interesting things in terms of this
nonsense about the so-called priority for water is that
the Age of 5 December 2002 gave publicity to the fact
that the Premier wanted to have a special ministry for
water. An article written by Ewin Hannan states:
… it is believed that Premier Steve Bracks wanted
Mr Thwaites in the new portfolio because Mr Bracks believed
water would be Labor’s key policy initiative for its second
term.

It goes on to articulate that the Premier thought that
water was the new no. 1 issue, and it makes reference to
the fact that the ALP had featured water in its campaign
advertising. However, the truth as to why the minister
wanted this portfolio was revealed by some of his loyal
Labor colleagues. The article says:
Several Labor MPs said Mr Thwaites, who held the health
portfolio for six years in opposition and the three years of the
Bracks government, had wanted to be moved to what the
MPs described as a ‘good news’ portfolio.

The minister had a desire to get out of the health
portfolio and into the water portfolio because he
mistakenly believed that it was going to be a good news
portfolio.
I want to touch briefly on climate change, which is
canvassed extensively in the Governor’s speech.
Obviously there will be significant debate on this issue,
particularly in relation to the Prime Minister’s task
force on this issue. I caution people about the
motivation of this government. I refer to an article in
the Weekend Australian of 10 and 11 February:
State governments are preparing to reap millions of dollars in
duty from any carbon trading system as they work towards a
national scheme designed to cut greenhouse emissions.

The Weekend Australian let the cat out of the bag last
weekend. We have heard from the Labor states about
this commitment to a carbon trading scheme, but it is
very clear from this report of the state and territory
leaders conference that:
… the states are planning not just to cut greenhouse emissions
through carbon trading but also to raise revenue for state
coffers.
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If the government wants to proceed with an emissions
trading scheme — as it has said it wants to — that is
fine, but it at least should be transparent. This is a tax
grab by the state, which has been confirmed as a result
of the premiers meeting the other day. I have great
pleasure in supporting the Governor’s speech. I again
thank the community of Brighton.
Mr EREN (Lara) — This, of course, is not my first
speech in this Parliament and so I do not suppose it can
really be regarded as my inaugural speech. I made that
speech almost four years ago to the month in the other
place. I shall never forget it. It was an awesome feeling.
However, this is my first speech in green surroundings
and I am very pleased to be here. Four years ago I
spoke of issues which motivated me to become a
representative of my community in this Parliament.
I spoke of what it means to be a Turkish Australian and
my desire to one day make not only Victoria but also
the whole nation a more understanding and more
tolerant society. I spoke of my passionate belief in the
role of manufacturing in the Victorian economy and in
turn my belief in the role of trade unions in making our
economy and our society fairer. I spoke about my own
home town of Geelong and its challenges. I spoke about
mental health and the need for us, as a civilised society,
to do much better when dealing with it as an issue.
In four years the issues that drive me have not changed,
but in that time the landscape surrounding these issues
has changed dramatically. The last four years have seen
some significant developments in the area of mental
health. I am particularly pleased that this government
has made a decision to establish for the first time in
Australia a ministry dedicated to mental health. I am
particularly proud of the fact that Victoria’s first
Minister for Mental Health is a fellow Geelong MP and
a very close friend. She is the member for Bellarine.
In my inaugural address in 2003 I said that, like all
parents of teenage children, as a parent I was concerned
with the rate of youth suicide. In my own electorate of
Lara, the township of Lara had grappled with an
unusually high rate of suicide. This situation has
changed in recent years, and it is acknowledged by
community leaders that one major factor was this
government’s establishment of Lara Secondary
College, which provides a community for the teenagers
of Lara. Rather than being dispersed and disconnected,
the young of Lara now spend their days together. They
work together on many collective endeavours
undertaken at the school. In this way they have become
a support for and a source of comfort to each other.
They now embody the meaning of community. It is an
instructive story about the power of schools in our
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society, and the importance of having a government
which opens rather than closes schools.
Geelong is also on the move. Since the election of the
Bracks Labor government the population of Geelong
has increased and the unemployment rate has reduced.
Some have said that over the last four years Geelong
has experienced its biggest period of economic
prosperity since the gold rush.
In my inaugural speech I mentioned the hopes that
many of us had for Avalon Airport and its potential.
Since 2003 Avalon has gone ahead in leaps and
bounds. I was pleased to convene a meeting in my
office with the chief executive officer of Qantas, Geoff
Dixon; the chief executive officer of Jetstar, Alan
Joyce; the chief executive officer of Avalon Airport,
Tim Anderson; and relevant unions involved in the
setting up of Avalon. I hope that four years from now
more airlines will be using Avalon as one of their ports.
My electorate of Lara largely covers the northern
suburbs of Geelong. These suburbs are among the very
poorest in our state. Consequently they have more than
their share of social problems — generational poverty,
drug use and malnutrition. But the people of northern
Geelong are great people, and they are tough. Given the
right conditions it is a place where opportunity thrives.
It is a community which is proud and which looks after
its own.
Providing the right conditions has been a priority of this
government in its nomination of these suburbs as part
of the neighbourhood renewal program. Under this
program services are being brought to the people, the
housing stock is being revitalised and basic
infrastructure is being improved. But the greatest need
in Corio and Norlane is jobs. This is why the
development of Avalon is so exciting and why other
developments planned for northern Geelong come with
such promise. Over the years northern Geelong has
been starved of private amenities. In government we
need to do all we can to facilitate the development of
private amenities in this area and ensure that the
economic opportunities they bring are shared by those
who live in northern Geelong.
There are many more wonderful projects emerging in
Geelong, such as the medical school at Deakin
University, the planned expansion of Barwon Health in
Geelong’s north and the planned water treatment
facility at Shell. But in describing Geelong’s
development over the last four years it would be remiss
not to mention the Geelong ring-road. Construction of
this fantastic project is under way in my electorate as
we speak. In the last four years it has been by far the
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biggest single driver of economic development in
Geelong, and I am proud to say that it is a project that
has been driven by this government. All in all it leaves
me with a real sense of excitement about the
community in which I live and the community I
represent in this place.
About half of Geelong’s employment remains in
manufacturing. Four years ago I talked of my passion
for manufacturing born of my history as a production
worker at the Ford Motor Company’s Broadmeadows
plant. It was my principal job before entering political
life. But manufacturing in Australia is facing the most
challenging time in its history. The rise of China and
India is making international markets for manufactured
goods more competitive than they have ever been.
By rights the federal government should be taking the
lead in implementing a plan which will see the survival
of manufacturing in this country — because
manufacturing can be the source of good, well-paid
jobs; it can be a source of skilled jobs; it can be a source
of wage justice; and, as a result, it can be a source of
social cohesion. Instead our national government is
allowing manufacturing to be thrown to the wolves. It
has no clear, articulated industry policy aimed at
improving the productivity and competitiveness of our
manufacturing sector. The inactivity effectively plays
Russian roulette with hundreds of thousands of
Australian jobs.
But the federal government has been active in attacking
working people and enacting a set of industrial laws
which are the most unfair in the Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development countries. In
its undermining of collective bargaining through its
legislated scheme of Australian workplace agreements
it has placed our country’s laws in breach of
International Labour Organisation conventions, to
which Australia is a signatory, and in the process it has
made us the industrial pariah of the developed world.
As a former union delegate and current union friend,
these developments disturb me greatly. They are a
recipe for exploitation and the transformation of
Australia into a low-wage, unskilled country with a
much greater disparity of wealth. In the face of this I
am proud to say that the Bracks government has a long
list of manufacturing achievements, many of them in
regional Victoria, including a national manufacturing
summit, a $50 million biofuels plant in Geelong, the
Victorian Manufacturing Hall of Fame and the
co-generation power plant in Port Melbourne, which
will cut 22 000 tonnes of greenhouse emissions each
year. Since 1999 there has been an increase of
2500 jobs in the motor industry. I am also proud to say
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that with the assistance of this government, from 2008
Holden will be shipping 30 000 Commodores to the
United States, securing Victoria’s driving future, and
that Ford has invested $1.8 billion in its operations.
This government has been firm in its opposition to the
federal government’s laws, particularly in the creation
of the Office of the Workplace Rights Advocate.
Despite the federal government’s attacks on working
Victorians, we have achieved great things in this
state — but there is more to be done.
The most disappointing development in the last four
years has been our country’s growing cultural
intolerance. John Howard’s government is in grave
danger of giving racism and religious intolerance a
legitimised place in Australian politics. By definition
that makes it difficult for a mainstream politician to say
what I am about to say, but it has to be said, and it has
to be echoed by every person who believes as I do that
intolerance is an evil which must be eradicated.
There is no graver example of the current intolerance
directed towards Australian Muslims than the frenzied
hysteria which has been displayed by the national
media, fuelled by our national government, over the
Mufti Sheikh Taj al-Din al-Hilaly. Undoubtedly Sheikh
al-Hilaly has said some stupid things and in the process
has done untold damage to the cause of mainstream
Islam in Australia, but the sheikh is not my mufti. He is
a mufti of a certain section of the Muslim community in
Lakemba, Sydney, and that is all. Yet the media have
elevated him to some mythical status of being the grand
mufti of all of Australia, as if he is somehow the
spiritual leader of every Muslim in the country. In the
process all Muslims are asked to take direct
responsibility for his comments. This is absurd. It is as
absurd as suggesting that Fred Nile is the leader of all
Christians in Australia — Catholic, Protestant and
lapsed — and that everyone with a Christian heritage is
especially responsible for Fred Nile’s intolerance
towards Australia’s gay community.
No-one is asking all those in this chamber who have
attended a church at some point in their lives to take
special responsibility for the atrocities committed in the
name of Christianity, such as South Africa’s apartheid
system or the burning of crosses in Mississippi, yet
John Howard asked exactly that from the Muslim
community. If a Muslim woman wishes to wear the
hijab, that is her decision, and it is nobody’s business; it
is simply the way she chooses to show her beliefs. If a
Muslim man wears a traditional beard, it is not a
political statement against Western values, it is simply
the way he chooses to pursue his faith.
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It is time we saw such people for who they are — just
ordinary people and ordinary Australians doing the
most ordinary of things and showing respect for their
maker. The future greatness of Australia is not to be
found in the oppression of Islam, or for that matter in
any other religion. The strength of our country lies in
our diversity.
What makes Australia great is Henry Lawson’s ideal of
mateship. It is an ideal which sees compassion,
friendship and camaraderie extended between people
from different walks of life and stations in life. It was
this sense of mateship which made the Australian
troops so formidable as they stormed the beaches of
Gallipoli and as they so stoutly defended the track at
Kokoda. It was also a sense of mateship which allowed
a massive wave of postwar immigrants to be welcomed
into Australia — the most important social
phenomenon in this country since European settlement.
It is here that the future greatness of Australia lies. It is
to be found in tolerance, and tolerance in Australia has
never been more in need of friends and defenders than
right now.
I want to say some thankyous. Firstly, obviously, I want
to thank the voters of Lara for having the confidence in
me to elect me to represent them here. As I stated four
years ago, the journey which has brought me here has
not been a lonely one. I am here because of the love and
hard work of many people. I would like to mention a
number of parliamentary colleagues from Geelong who
have given me support: Lisa Neville; Michael
Crutchfield; Gayle Tierney, a member for Western
Victoria Region in the other place and a former state
secretary of my old union, the Vehicle Builders Union;
and Jaala Pulford, also a member for Western Victoria
Region.
There are others I wish to thank: Richard Marles, David
Saunderson, Alex Di Natale, Cameron Granger, Lou
Brazier, Peter McMullin, Claire McClelland and Roger
Lowrey; my extended family, Kathleen, Bettina,
Patrick, Jim and Kelly; and of course my mum,
Muyesser, and dad, Ali. There are many more whom I
want to mention, but time is against me. Thank you all
for being there for me. I would like to make a special
mention of my father-in-law and mother-in-law, Gerald
and Alison Brown, who, sadly, have died since my first
election. I hope I have made them as proud through this
election win as I did with my first election win. I will
never forget them. I will love them always.
My children deserve my thanks — my boys Kadir,
Ekrem, Enes and Adem, and my daughter, Sumeyra. I
am having the great pleasure of watching them grow
from being my children into my closest of friends. They
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know that, of all my ambitions in life, being the best
father they can have is the most important.
Finally, my wife, Geraldine, is my partner in this great
adventure. She is the closest to my heart, she is my soul
mate and best friend, and there is no-one in this life that
I love more than her. I said this four years ago and I
will say it again:
… it is my family and friends who will always be in the
forefront of my mind. You are the ones who care most about
what I do here. It is your hopes and love that I feel with me
when I stand here. And in all that I do I want you to know that
it is my only wish to make you proud here.

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — It gives me great pleasure,
as the recently re-elected member for Evelyn, to speak
in the debate on the address-in-reply to the Governor’s
speech to the 56th Parliament. I am pleased to follow
the member for Lara. I listened carefully to what he had
to say. I, too, came here as a migrant and my family is
also proud of my being here.
I am a practising Christian, and I understand the
difficulties many in the Muslim world and religion are
now facing. They must often feel that there are people
who class them as all the same. I assure the member
that I do not. I do not know anyone in my party who
does, and I do not believe anyone in this house does. I
welcome the member to this house.
Now I will stop being nice — —
Mr Cameron — For four years?
Mrs FYFFE — For four years!
The Governor’s address is in reality the government’s
plan for the next four years. It suggested that initiatives
will be taken to ensure Victoria’s public transport is
more accessible. How exactly does this government
plan to improve a quickly deteriorating public transport
system? Does the plan include making the public
transport system safe and reliable? It certainly needs to
do that, given the current situation.
The government and Connex Melbourne continually
fail to provide the public transport commuters of
Evelyn with reliable services. The recent indefinite
cancellations of six trains on the Lilydale line, as a
result of the Siemens trains debacle, came immediately
after commuters on the Belgrave and Lilydale lines
were told they would no longer be delayed and
inconvenienced by construction works on the line. Not
counting the essential works which took place in
January, the Lilydale line continually wins the wooden
spoon for the number of cancellations. There were
42 cancellations in December, and in November there
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were 66 cancellations. Many people were late for work,
and many people were late picking up their children
from child care.
Evelyn is located at the end of the Lilydale line.
Numerous commuters in possession of yearly or
six-monthly tickets are still unaware of how to claim
their proportionate refunds when zone 3 is abolished on
4 March. The government is failing to deliver adequate
public transport to the larger, more developed suburbs
in the electorate of Evelyn, let alone deliver services to
the rural areas of the electorate. Many commuters have
expressed concern to me about the lack of safety and
security. Many are too fearful to travel at night due to
the high number of assaults on the Lilydale line.
In the Governor’s speech the government claimed it
will govern for every region, every suburb and every
town. I can assure the house that numerous constituents
in Evelyn would find this claim laughable if it were not
so serious. Four women who are residents of a
community services house in Manchester Road,
Mooroolbark and their advocates would strongly
disagree. Those four ladies have lived together
harmoniously for a number of years. They attend
Monkami together, and they have stable staff looking
after them. However, they are facing the very real
prospect of enforced separation by the Department of
Human Services.
This is a denial of their human rights. We in this
Parliament choose whom we live with and where.
These women should not be denied that right because
they have disabilities. It is all being done for cost
cutting and departmental savings. There are
4500 people on waiting lists for shared accommodation,
in-home and community support in the rich state of
Victoria. These people are among the most vulnerable
in our community, and they should be given priority.
The Governor’s speech claims there has been a major
investment to make the state road network safer. Will
that claim extend to include the addressing of road
safety concerns in the electorate of Evelyn? The shire
of Yarra Ranges, which encompasses the majority of
the electorate of Evelyn, had a horrific road toll in the
five-year period from 2001 to 2005. In that five-year
period we had 15 fatalities on council and local roads,
more than twice the state average of 6.18 fatalities.
Tragically, on state government declared roads in the
Yarra Ranges there were 42 fatalities, almost three
times the state average of 14.5. While some of these
fatal accidents can be attributed to driver error, alcohol
and the use of other substances, the condition of the
roads played a major part in many accidents.
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During the election campaign the Labor Party was
found playing catch-up on Liberal Party policy in
Evelyn over the issue of traffic lights in Coldstream.
The then Minister for Transport, now the Minister for
Victorian Communities, made the trip to Evelyn to
belatedly announce Labor’s $1.5 million commitment
to installing traffic lights at the intersection of the
Melba and Maroondah highways. The constituents of
Evelyn need to know when this Labor government will
follow through on its election promise and, most
importantly, why lights will not be placed at the
intersection of Killara Road and Maroondah Highway,
as requested by Coldstream residents.
The government talks about the health system being
based on need rather than the ability to pay. Tell that to
the 3500 people on the dental waiting list in my
electorate. The super-clinic in Lilydale, despite the
promise made by the Premier in 2002, will not be
completed until mid-2008. Despite a commitment made
in 2002 there will be no dialysis machines in the
Lilydale super-clinic. Referring back to the 3500 people
on the dental waiting list in my electorate, rotten teeth
and ill-fitting dentures affect what you can and cannot
eat, consequently affecting your general health. In
Yarra Ranges we have a waiting list of over two and a
half years just to have ill-fitting dentures replaced. The
waiting list for dental treatment in Yarra Ranges is too
long, and this government should hang its head in
shame. The largest ever amount of money is pouring
into government coffers, yet the battlers, who grew up
in the Depression, survived a world war, raised their
families and are now living on age pensions, are being
denied dental care. The waiting list for dental treatment
was culled last year. What we do not get told is how
many went to their graves still waiting for new
dentures.
Ms Beattie — Ask John Howard!
Mrs FYFFE — Dental care is a state responsibility.
The federal government at one stage made a one-off,
multimillion dollar grant to help the states catch up, but
it is a state responsibility. The Governor’s address
claims that the Labor government considers access to
affordable housing as crucial to Victorian families.
Despite this claim a report titled the Boulevard of
Broken Dreams, produced by the residential
development group of the Property Council of
Australia, indicates that the Labor government’s poor
policies under its Melbourne 2030 plan are responsible
for pushing housing affordability beyond the reach of
many Australians.
As I said, the Governor’s address states that access to
affordable housing is crucial to Victorian families. The
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Labor government is failing miserably in its attempts to
meet demands on public housing. According to the
Office of Housing, over the last three years the public
housing waiting list for the eastern region has increased
by 25 per cent to 4268 families.
The Governor’s address states that the government is
committed to making Victoria a fairer place to live. Try
telling some of the constituents of Evelyn that this
government is committed to making Victoria a fairer
place to live. In Lilydale we have a mother and her
seven children being crammed into a single hotel room
for five weeks while the Office of Housing looks for
suitable housing accommodation. We have homeless
people living at the Lilydale Lake. We have a woman
who has lived in her car outside Lilydale police station
on and off for two months. We have people living in
unregistered cars. All this is happening within an area
that Claire Miller, spokeswoman for the Minister for
Housing, claims is a priority and where the Labor
government is boosting resources. If there is a boost in
resources, then why are we faced with desperate
situations like this and a spiralling wait-turn list for
public housing?
The Governor’s address says the government has
returned democracy to the community. This
government is constantly laying claim to being open
and accountable, yet time and again it blocks freedom
of information requests. In July 2006 the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal overturned a
decision to deny access under FOI to quarterly
performance reports for six major projects. In April
2006 an FOI request about compensation paid to
Vodafone over advertising naming rights during the
Commonwealth Games was refused. In fact, instead of
its being open and accountable, the Ombudsman has
said that FOI under this government has been
characterised by delays and at least the appearance of
political manipulation.
An article in today’s Age headed ‘EastLink costs stay
secret’ says:
The state government has won the latest round in a three-year
legal battle to keep secret the public-private cost comparisons
used for the EastLink freeway.

It is hardly a return to democracy when we are the most
overgoverned state in Australia.
The Governor’s address claims the Labor government’s
economic goals include cutting the administrative
burden of regulation by 15 per cent over the next three
years. The fact of the matter is that the Labor
government has made Victoria the red tape capital of
Australia, as the white paper Fighting Australia’s
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Over-regulation demonstrates. Victoria has 2200 acts
and regulations — only five fewer than the
commonwealth government. The state nearest to this
number is New South Wales, with almost 500 fewer
acts and regulations. When compared with the
Australian Capital Territory’s 495, which is 1705 fewer
acts and regulations than Victoria, it is easy to see that
red tape is choking Victorian businesses, Victorian
productivity and the Victorian community.
In the Governor’s address the government lays claim to
reducing Victoria’s business taxes from the second
highest of the states to the second lowest. If the Labor
government has done such a good job in reducing
business taxes, why then during the last term did
several longstanding community businesses close citing
land tax as the reason for closure? Melbourne’s oldest
hardware and timber business, D & J Evans in
Camberwell, closed in November 2004 and the
Whitehorse Inn, Hawthorn, closed in February 2005
when its owners’ land tax rose from $1440 to $40 000
in seven years. What has Labor done for the individuals
and businesses in Victoria? It has taxed and taxed, and
just when you think it has taken enough, Labor will tax
you again. The pre-election budget update in November
2006 showed that Victorians were paying
$230.8 million more in tax than they were six months
prior.
The Governor’s address claims that the Premier has a
10-year plan to rebuild or modernise every public
primary and secondary school in the state. There are no
details of how the priority of upgrades and rebuilding
will be decided. Will there be a list placing the projects
in priority order? Will this list be released to the public?
Will there be a timetable correlating to the relevant
projects and will it be released to the public?
The government claims it is committed to improving
education and committed to rural Victoria, yet in one
fatal policy change it has shown neglect for both.
Rurality funding for schools in interface council areas is
being decreased by 20 per cent per year for the next
five years until it is eradicated. Many rural schools in
interface council areas are dependent on this stream of
funding for their day-to-day running costs. Just how are
these smaller, underfunded rural schools meant to
continue to pay for physical education and arts teachers
and other vital components of their education programs,
for which, because of the size of their classes, they do
not qualify, except under the rurality funding.
In Evelyn, schools like Bimbadeen Heights Primary
School and Manchester Primary School have been
asking for two years for their long-term school
enrolment figures. They want to plan ahead. They need
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to know what their long-term enrolments are going to
be, yet despite asking repeatedly they still do not have
access to them.
The installation of variable electronic speed lights has
not yet even gone to contract. Just how much longer
will the Labor government place schoolchildren at risk
before fulfilling this election promise? The Wandin
North Primary School is on a steep hill on a major road.
Strangers to the area approach it at 80 kilometres an
hour, and as they go over the crest of the hill they
suddenly approach a school. If they do not see that first
sign indicating 40 kilometres an hour and the usual
school sign, they pass the school at 80 kilometres an
hour.
The Labor government is continuing its failure to match
the Australian average public funds spent per student.
In fact Victoria is bottom of the class. Funding in
Victoria is reportedly $1000 per child behind the
national average. With local school needs, maintenance
funding is not keeping pace with repairs and upkeep. In
the Evelyn electorate schools struggle to keep going.
This is very much a re-run of the Cain and Kirner years,
when schools fell into disrepair.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I would like to extend
my good wishes and congratulations to the Speaker, the
Deputy Speaker and the Acting Speakers on their
elevation to high office. I know they will carry out their
office without fear or favour, and it is my hope that the
56th Parliament will be remembered for the
professional conduct of its members.
This is my third term in Parliament, once as the
member for Tullamarine and twice as the member for
Yuroke following an electoral redistribution. On the
three occasions I have faced election I have beaten four
Liberal opponents. One never even made it to the
starting line, and I have beaten a Finn twice. I thank the
electors of Yuroke for that, and I express my gratitude
to them.
As a parliamentarian I have a sombre responsibility to
represent all and not only the 70 per cent of those who
voted for the Labor Party in Yuroke. One must ask why
7 out of every 10 people who went to the ballot box
voted Labor and reaffirmed the Bracks Labor
government. The reason is quite simple and can be
found in every area and every corner of Yuroke. The
answer is that Labor has delivered for Yuroke.
You can go along the rail tracks and see the
Craigieburn rail project being delivered with new
stations at Roxburgh Park and Craigieburn — and
without wishing to steal the Treasurer’s thunder a new
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station at Coolaroo will be delivered in the seat of
Broadmeadows.
You can drive along Mickleham Road and see the
duplication works on Barrymore Road, which has just
been opened in the past couple of days. The next stage
will be started in 2007, which will take the duplication
all the way to Somerton Road.
If you go along Craigieburn Road, you will see that the
Craigieburn health facility is almost complete and ready
to open in the near future. You may also have to stop at
the lights at Bridgewater Road, which were delivered
by our Labor government. While you are doing the
whistlestop tour of Yuroke, take the Tullamarine
Freeway to the Calder interchange. Labor is fixing the
mess left by the Kennett government and City Link,
and motorists not only from my electorate but many
others are already reaping the benefit.
Come and look at the schools in my electorate, such as
the brand spanking new Roxburgh Rise Primary
School, upgrades to Gladstone Park Secondary College,
a new gymnasium soon to be started at Gladstone
Views Primary School, almost $3 million of works at
West Meadows Primary School, a new relocated
Craigieburn Primary School, upgrades to Willmott Park
Primary School, Craigieburn South Primary School and
Craigieburn Secondary College, and more facilities for
Mickleham Primary School.
Of course the icing on the education cake is a new prep
to year 12 school which is to be built in the north of
Craigieburn. These facilities count for nothing if they
are not backed up by great leaders and teaching staff. I
pay tribute to the principals and teachers in my
electorate for their commitment to our future
generations. Labor and I respect their profession.
I must add that if people do not wish to take a tour of
the area by car they can take a bus, because Labor has
already provided new and more frequent services to the
area. In partnership with the Hume City Council many
sporting and community facilities have been upgraded.
I pledge to work with the Hume council to continue to
provide facilities.
I am of course proud to have Melbourne Airport in my
electorate. I urge the federal government and Qantas to
ensure that there are more seats into Melbourne Airport
and, with its 24-hour, curfew-free status and planning
controls, to make it the premier international airport in
Australia. The federal government must guarantee that
any sale of Qantas will not mean a loss of jobs,
especially in maintenance, at Qantas. Those jobs must
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remain in Victoria. We have the safest aviation record
in the world, and we want it to remain so.
However, nothing can be taken for granted, and we
must remain vigilant that our way of life and
multicultural society are respected and treasured. As
has been pointed out by previous speakers, we are a
nation of migrants: unless you are an indigenous
person, your forebears came from somewhere else in
the world. When I am at citizenship ceremonies and
events and I ask members of families why they left
their homeland and came to Australia, the answer is
almost always, ‘For a better life for my children’. When
I hear that the new Liberal member for Western
Metropolitan Region promises to work to undermine
the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act and the charter
of human rights, I am absolutely appalled — and so are
my electors. That member was hand-picked by the
Leader of the Opposition, and I call on the Leader of
the Opposition to censure him. If he does not do so, we
will all know that he is the Liberal leader’s Pauline
Hanson.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member has been here long enough to know that if
she wishes to condemn another member she should do
so by way of substantive motion. She should not be
using her speech to make an attack on a member in
another place.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! I was not aware that the member for Yuroke
was attacking another member — no member was
named — but I will listen carefully to what the member
says, and I advise her that she should not be criticising
members in the other place.
Ms BEATTIE — I also reaffirm to my electorate
that I will work to ensure that the Cleanaway facility at
Tullamarine stops taking proscribed waste and that it is
closed at the earliest possible date. That is my great
unfinished business.
Of course no election is entirely without humour.
During the election campaign I learned some new
vocabulary, about which I consulted an expert on
contemporary language, my 14-year-old niece. I had to
ask her what the expression ‘budgie smugglers’ or
‘budgie snugglers’ — I was not sure which it was —
meant. Her definition of ‘budgie smugglers’ was thus:
something worn by middle-aged men to embarrass their
teenage daughters.
In closing, I must publicly thank my campaign team. I
thank my campaign director, Clare Malcolm, whose
advice, friendship, ideas and energy I am always
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grateful for. She is an absolute dynamo. I say to her,
‘Clare, get ready for 27 November 2010’. To Jo
Campbell, Josh Bull, Siona Campbell and the many
booth captains: you were all instrumental in Labor
winning every booth in Yuroke. Special thanks to Ray
Gorman, and I say, ‘Ray, mark 27 November 2010 in
your diary’. To those who stood on the prepolls, those
who handed out and those who contributed in so many
ways I say a big thank you.
To the state secretary, Stephen Newnham, and
especially to our marginal seats director and assistant
state secretary, Kosmos Samaras, I say, ‘Well done’. I
thank Kosmos for his valued friendship and advice. He
was one of my team who helped deliver the former seat
of Tullamarine to Labor in 1999 and I am forever
indebted to him. The core of my 1999 team is still with
me. They are as enthusiastic as ever and understand that
Labor has improved life for everybody in Yuroke.
Finally, I thank the people who were there with me
before I came into this place and who will still be with
me after politics: my family and friends. I thank my
adopted family, Kevin and Marina Beattie. To my
beloved life partner, Chris: what an amazing journey
we started from our kitchen table in Sunbury all those
years ago, when we decided that Tullamarine deserved
better than what it had! We delivered! We delivered
Tullamarine to Labor, then we went on and delivered
Yuroke, and we will keep delivering.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am delighted to
be able to speak on the address by the Governor of
Victoria and to put on record my congratulations to the
Governor for his first speech in Parliament. We all
listened intently to what he had to say, and I am sure we
agree with much of it. I would also like to congratulate
you, Acting Speaker, on becoming an Acting Speaker. I
would like to congratulate the Speaker of the house,
who is the second woman in this place to be Speaker.
The former Speaker, the member for Essendon, was the
first female Speaker in Victoria, which was a great
initiative of this government. It is great to have the
election of another female Speaker.
I would also like to congratulate all the new members
of this place who have come in from all sides of
politics. Being a member of Parliament is a unique
experience, and I hope they enjoy it. Some new
members of this place have been here before. It is a
unique job in which we have the great honour of
coming into this place and representing our
communities at this level. I am delighted to have been
re-elected — and later on I will thank those people who
helped me.
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I hope the new members of this place have a great time
here. It is wonderful to be a member of this place, and I
know they will do the best they can, making sure they
represent their constituents and giving credibility to the
fact that their constituents have elected them. I think
being here is a great honour for all of us: those who
have been re-elected and those who have been elected
for the first time.
I also congratulate the new members of The
Nationals — namely, the members for Rodney,
Morwell and Mildura. I know they will do a fantastic
job in this place. They have shown they are very
committed, and I know they will give due reference to
the areas they are representing.
I also place on record my thanks to the former members
who contributed over many years. I speak firstly of the
recently retired member for Rodney. Most of us who
have been here for a great deal of time know of the
contribution Noel Maughan made not just to his
electorate but also to the Victorian people. I know that
all sides of politics have a great affection and a great
respect for the former member for Rodney, and I know
that he will continue to be involved with us in some
way or another.
I would also like to acknowledge the contribution of
members of The Nationals in the other house: the
former member for what was then known as North
Eastern Province, Bill Baxter, who I have a great
affection for because I used to be a member for North
Eastern Province 10 years ago, until I moved into this
place. Bill Baxter was not only a great advocate for the
Victorian people but he was also a former minister of
the Crown. I know he looked after his portfolio very
well, and I know he will be sadly missed in Parliament.
I also put on record my respect for the contribution of
former North Western Province member Barry Bishop,
who I know will also continue to have an interest in
Parliament and in his electorate.
A number of members have talked about issues that the
Governor of Victoria raised, and some of the terrible
things that are happening in our communities at the
moment — for example, the bushfires. While there are
no bushfires in Shepparton, there have been recent fires
in north-east Victoria. Many firefighters from my
electorate, both volunteer and paid firefighters, have
been doing a fantastic job under huge duress for many
weeks or, in some cases, months. I know they are at the
fire front. I congratulate them and pay respect to them
on behalf of everybody in this place. What a great job
they have been doing!
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
do not wish to interrupt the member, but if ministers
wish to have discussions I would like to think they
would remove themselves from the chamber.
Alternatively they can listen to the honourable member
for Shepparton.
Mrs POWELL — The enormity of the problem is
revealed when we learn that over 1 million hectares of
land has been burnt out. On a regular basis people put
in many hours mainly to protect the land but also to
protect property. We must remember that while stories
about bushfires are not in the news as much as they
were last month, the firefighters are still out there
working hard and putting their lives on the line to
protect the land and properties of this great state.
I would also like to talk about the drought. In his
address the Governor spoke quite sympathetically about
the drought. The area I represent in particular, and
many other parts of Victoria, have had 10 years of very
low rainfall. A number of our farmers, irrigators and
businesspeople are suffering greatly because of a lack
of rainfall and all the things that happen to people in
drought-affected areas.
It is not just the farmers who are affected. If farmers in
the Shepparton district are not doing well, the towns are
not doing well. I am hearing from businesses that they
are also greatly affected — a lot of businesses are 30 to
40 per cent down in their profits. It affects the whole
community. It affects families, schools and businesses.
We need to take time to realise how tough they are
doing it in country Victoria.
Farmers are facing an uncertain future. A number of
farmers who come into my office or ring up daily are
very uncertain about their future. They include dairy
farmers who have sold their cows or who have parked
their cows somewhere else, so they do not have any
income that year, and orchardists who have to decide
whether to put their trees to sleep because they cannot
water them that year, which means that they will not
have any income not only in that year but also the
following year. Farmers are now receiving 24 per cent
of their irrigation entitlement but are paying for 100 per
cent. Farmers in my region are not only facing drought.
They have also faced the worst frost and hail on record.
This also impacts on them and the way in which they
live their lives.
My electorate is fairly unique. I guess everybody says
that about their electorates, but mine is fairly unique.
We have a very strong multicultural base. Quite a large
number of refugees have come into the electorate,
which brings about great benefits but also great
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challenges. Recently Iraqi refugees from some of the
detention centres have arrived in the electorate, which
brings about its own challenges.
Shepparton also has a number of Sudanese. Some of
these families, I am told, have many children, which
again brings about huge benefits to a community but
also huge challenges in terms of providing the services,
accommodation and way of life these people are not
used to and trying to positively integrate them into the
community.
My electorate also has the largest population of
Aborigines outside Melbourne. I was pleased to see a
reference in the Governor’s speech to a government
initiative to revitalise indigenous communities. That is a
great thing for communities that have Aboriginal
people. I am talking about improving school retention
rates and making sure school leavers can get jobs. We
all talk about reconciliation: it happens when our
Aboriginal friends can have some self-esteem — and
that happens by their getting jobs and becoming
respected members of the community. That helps them
recover their self-esteem.
The Governor also said that every Victorian is entitled
to the benefit of a quality school education as well as
the option to go to university or undertake technical
education. In my area there is very much a skills
shortage. I hear that all the time from businesses and the
larger community. My area needs, for example,
mechanics, welders, engineers, machinery operators,
panel beaters, spray painters and electricians. I am
pleased that the government is looking at putting in new
technical wings in every public secondary college. That
would be a vital initiative.
It is important that people now understand that as well
as the young people who want to go to university and
study for a degree, many young people want to take up
a trade. They would have a very good working life,
being involved in their community, staying in their
local town and being of benefit to the businesses in that
town. It is really important that we ensure that our
young people and older people who want to work in a
trade have the opportunity of doing so and of gaining
employment in rural towns, where they are badly
needed.
After a regional review La Trobe University has
committed to a stand-alone campus in Shepparton, and
that is brilliant news for those of us who have been
lobbying for that outcome for quite some time. I
welcome the state government’s money — it said it was
going to put forward $2 million — as well as the
provision of the land that the campus will be using. The
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university is now saying that it will be bigger and better
than was initially planned, so we will be coming back
to the state government and asking for further funding
to allow that to happen. La Trobe University, through
its research, has found that there are many ways in
which it can actually expand the courses it provides, not
only in terms of administration but also in terms of
research. We need research not only into areas such as
water but also into social and human issues. We need to
ensure that some of our people from overseas can
integrate into our communities.
Shepparton has shown the way forward in ensuring that
communities from across all nations are working
together, whether they are migrants or refugees. One
could almost say it is a pilot program. Shepparton is
showing the way to ensure that we do not see some of
the problems that are occurring in other parts of
Australia such as Sydney. We must keep on top of it,
because the minute we do not and those communities
feel they are not part of the wider society or are not
being respected, that is when the problems start,
particularly with young people. They have to feel part
of society and to feel valued, and we have to ensure that
continues to happen. We also need more federal
funding for the university, and we will be ensuring that
we receive that from the federal government.
The government talked at length about its water
strategy. The Governor said we needed to secure
enough water for Melbourne, Geelong, Ballarat,
Bendigo, Western Port and the Latrobe Valley to meet
their future needs for population growth and deal with
the impact of climate change. I urge the government not
to lose sight of the fact that there are other areas right
across Victoria that need water, such as the Shepparton
district. Shepparton is the food bowl of Australia.
In some cases irrigators are seen as lepers. People talk
about irrigators using so much water, and I have to
stress that irrigators do use a lot of the water, but in
doing so they are providing food and fibre for this
country and also for export. So instead of making
irrigators feel as though they are not needed or that they
are pariahs, let us see how we can work with them and
ensure that they have enough water to grow their fruit
and their crops, feed their cows and provide the meat
and the wool. They have developed a bad name, but I
have to stress that irrigators are not drinking the water
themselves but are in fact using it to help the economy.
Earlier on the member for Rodney was talking about
farmers being more efficient in the use of water. They
are better environmental managers — they deal with
the environment at a grassroots level to ensure that it
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works for them and is sustainable — and they are very
much strong supporters of our environment.
The government, we are told, is focusing on mental
health, and I am pleased to see it has created the new
portfolio of Minister for Mental Health. It is important
that we focus on people’s mental health. Funding is
being provided to identify people at risk of having a
mental problem — whether it is depression or
anxiety — to ensure they are helped before it becomes
too late.
We hear that one in five farmers is suiciding, and we
need to look at that. But as well as having the money to
identify people at risk, we need to have the money to
ensure that professionals are on hand.
In country Victoria we have a lack of GPs, we have a
lack of psychologists and we have a lack of
psychiatrists. We need to make sure that when we
identify those at risk they have somewhere to go, and
we need to be able to fix them. It is not just a matter of
prescribing medication to put off the inevitable; they
have to be actually dealt with. Making sure we identify
those at risk means that we increase the demand, and in
country areas we need to ensure that we provide the
services to help those people.
When we talk about affordable housing, we also need
to improve services for homeless Victorians. In my
electorate in the Hume region we have more homeless
people per capita than any other region in Victoria, and
I ask the government to make sure it looks at regions
where people need to have affordable housing so that
people are able to be housed. We need to make sure
that the government looks after those who are
vulnerable and who deserve housing.
In the short time I have left I would like to say that
there are some positives. I know that Unilever has made
a decision to move its dry-food factory from Knoxfield
to Tatura. This is great, because it will create 130 jobs. I
look forward to making sure the government looks after
country Victoria.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — It is with much
pleasure that I contribute to the debate on the
address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech, and as I
stand here today I feel as honoured as I did four years
ago when I was first elected to the seat of Gembrook
and as a member of the Bracks government.
In 2003 I was privileged to have been the mover of the
address-in-reply motion. It was truly the most humbling
experience of my life. At the time I was inspired by the
appointment of the first female Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, and today I congratulate Jenny
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Lindell on her appointment. I am excited at the prospect
of the Speaker applying her commitment and passion
for environmental sustainability in this Parliament.
So much has happened in the last four years, and many
achievements both small and large have been made
throughout an electorate that was once forgotten.
People are now listened to and cared about; issues are
taken seriously and actioned. Partnerships between the
community and government are formed in the interests
of bettering the community, and projects are worked on
until the desired outcome has been achieved.
In 2002 I made a commitment to the people of the
Gembrook electorate, an electorate that covers
2053 square kilometres, that I would be an accessible
member. With an office located at the most southern
end, I demonstrated my commitment by holding regular
mobile offices over four years. These mobiles were
held in information centres, cafes, tennis clubrooms,
pubs, schools, town halls, more cafes and more pubs.
They were held from Reefton to Launching Place and
from Woori Yallock to Cockatoo. They spanned the
electorate and enabled me to meet with people who had
never met their local member before and never thought
they could. Being accessible to my constituents is my
top priority.
When I sat down to write this speech and contemplated
the events of the past four years, I was overwhelmed.
How does one reflect on events such as a mother
shedding tears of gratitude for receiving assistance for
her child, a community’s heartfelt thanks for an
upgraded school — or merely new toilets for their
students — or a passionate environmentalist staggered
at the salvation of a precious piece of land for public
ownership and protection? Although the achievements
can be counted, the effect that each one has on people’s
lives cannot. It is those immeasurable effects and how
our roles may impact upon lives, upon the health and
wellbeing of individuals, families and communities,
which is the lasting legacy of our time in this house.
My time in this place began with my inaugural speech,
an emotional time when the weight of the expectations
of many communities rested on my shoulders. Yet the
real work of being the member for Gembrook began
outside this place with the enormous responsibility to
undertake that role to the very best of my ability. From
the outset my priorities consisted of contributing to a
Bracks government that showed dedication to restoring
social and environmental justice to the proud state of
Victoria, which had suffered denigration in these areas.
I spoke about my commitment to retaining and
enhancing the public education and health systems for
our communities and respecting, understanding and
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protecting our environment for the continuance of
humanity. I also spoke about my commitment and that
of the government to ensuring that all workers return
home safely after their shift ends.
I am proud that in the south-east corner of my
electorate, which contains much of Melbourne’s urban
growth corridor, there have been major achievements in
the upgrading of our schools. These include
Beaconsfield Primary School and Beaconsfield Upper
Primary School, with stage 2 soon to commence. New
schools have been announced in Pakenham, and land
has been purchased for a new school in Officer.
Emerald Secondary College has had a major upgrade,
and the Gembrook primary school is on its way to a
complete rebuild. I will continue to work for the new
Officer primary school, another secondary college for
that region and a trades school for Pakenham and the
Upper Yarra.
I am delighted that the Emerald Secondary College will
offer a select entry accelerated learning program, and I
would like to congratulate every school throughout the
region on its dedication to educational excellence. I
look forward to working with other schools throughout
the region, particularly Hoddles Creek Primary School
and Millwarra Primary School, to ensure that they too
have the best facilities.
I have had enormous pleasure in assisting communities
to rediscover their identities and purpose, none more so
than Millgrove, which is situated in the Upper Yarra
along the Warburton Highway. Since our initial days of
mapping their strengths and weaknesses and then the
inception of the Millgrove Residents Action Group, the
town has become a model of community development.
My partnership with church organisations such as the
River Valley Church and the Millgrove Baptist Church
was rewarding for the local community and stands as
testament to what can be achieved when partnerships
are created with the common goal of benefiting
communities.
The friendships I have made with people from all walks
of life and backgrounds and with differing political
views have been an unexpected bonus of my role and
have assisted me at those times when unlikely
partnerships are necessary to achieve the best results for
the community. The level of volunteerism throughout
our communities has amazed yet inspired me. There are
selfless volunteers within a multitude of organisations.
There are too many to mention, but I will make an
exception at this time to thank Country Fire Authority
members and their families along with all State
Emergency Service volunteers — you have endured
much to protect us, yet again!

317

In my inaugural speech I spoke a lot about the health
crisis that exists in the Upper Yarra where no
after-hours medical services are provided, and the
severe lack of GPs exacerbates the problem. No matter
how drastic the situation is, the federal government,
including the federal local member, ignores the area.
Perhaps health needs are not considered to be as topical
as the drought, but in my electorate farmers and people
on the land are in need of an immediate injection of
federal assistance into health. The federal member’s
solution to the problem was an after-hours GP clinic in
Healesville. The community was disgruntled that its
representative in Canberra could not distinguish
between Healesville and the Upper Yarra.
Establishing health clinics in neighbouring areas is not
a solution to the lack of health services in the Upper
Yarra. It was only an opportunity to place money
anywhere in the electorate to try to fool her constituents
and say that steps were being taken. The constituents of
the Upper Yarra are far wiser and more discerning than
that. That is why I will continue to work on this
pressing issue to fix this situation. With the
commitment of the Warburton Bendigo Community
Bank and a bunch of committed individuals, who are
ready to give their time and effort to work with me, I
have every confidence that this term of government will
see the major changes in health delivery to this area that
are so sorely needed.
This term will also be one in which further steps will be
made by the Bracks government to protect our state’s
endangered species, to secure water supply and to
ensure that the potential effects on our environment
have been considered in relation to the activities of all
Victorians. I have enjoyed a close working association
with the Friends of the Helmeted Honeyeater, a
dedicated group of conservationists who work tirelessly
to ensure the survival of endangered species such as the
helmeted honeyeater and Leadbeater’s possum. The
habitat in which these Victorian faunal emblems live is
shared with another state emblem, the pink heath. Their
home is known as the Yellingbo Nature Conservation
Reserve, and I feel very fortunate that this special place
is located within the electorate of Gembrook. I am
delighted that the Bracks government has recognised
the importance of these species and their home and has
committed funding to assist in the friends’ efforts to
ensure the survival of these species.
I was very proud of our government’s proactive and
responsible stance in bringing about a moratorium on
genetically modified crops. The commercialisation of
genetically modified crops is not only an issue for
residents, including farmers, within the electorate of
Gembrook but is also a very serious issue for the nature

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
318

ASSEMBLY

of agriculture in this state. If this genetic time bomb is
let loose in this state, traditional farming methods and
the backyard vegie garden, the retention of which is
now more important than ever before, will be lost
forever. The patented seed will ensure that the farming
community will be forever divided as it spends more
time in courtrooms than on the land. The technology
known as the ‘terminator seed’ will ensure the sterility
of the seed, eradicating the age-old method of seed
saving.
This government’s dedication to environmental
sustainability is why I also have faith that the existing
ban on genetically modified crops will be continued. As
technological advances continue to be made at an
extraordinary rate, wisdom lies in discerning good
science from bad science, distinguishing between what
we can do from what we should do and ensuring that
the science we foster is the science that will benefit
humanity.
I have been privileged also to represent women, and
assist them on issues that are important to the wellbeing
of women. This government has recognised, accepted
and acted against the evil that is domestic violence. No
longer does the government, police force or the
community bury its head and ignore one of the most
debilitating forms of abuse. Domestic violence is a
crime mostly perpetrated against women, and the
effects upon the woman are made worse because of an
inability to talk about the abuse suffered. They are
generally forced into remaining in the violent situation,
whether psychological, verbal, financial or physical,
because of their ongoing commitment to their family.
This government has taken the lead through its
implementation of various policies that facilitate the
protection of women and appropriately punish the
perpetrator. I commend the Victoria Police for its
willingness to overwhelmingly adopt and carry out
these policies.
I will continue to campaign against the medicalisation
of women’s bodies under the guise of finding
treatments for their illnesses. I will continue to advocate
for preventive health instead of the reactive approach
adopted by many in the interests of increasing the profit
of pharmaceutical companies — not surprisingly their
advocates are mostly men. The latest unnecessary
medicalisation is the creation of the cervical cancer
vaccine that I have spoken about in this house
previously. If women do not smoke but eat healthily,
exercise, generally live well and use a condom when
having sex if they or their partners have other partners,
they are highly unlikely to develop cervical cancer.
This vaccine is perhaps better directed to the 80 per
cent of women from developing nations who develop
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cervical cancer, not forced upon a developed, hygienic
society.
When I made my inaugural speech in 2003 my
daughter was 11 months old, and as I spoke in this
house, noticing that my shoulder had been the recipient
of traces of her breakfast, Ashleigh made encouraging
noises. Her familiar restless cry made me feel very
comfortable in what I then considered to be the most
intimidating and overwhelming environment that I had
ever been in. Ashleigh is now almost five years old and
has just commenced prep, joining Archie, her
supportive and protective big brother, at school, and
together we are all loving our new home in Gembrook.
I wish to thank my children along with the rest of my
family, particularly my mum, dad and Christine. I
would also like to thank my staff, Pauline, Robyn and
Pam, who consistently put in 110 per cent to ensure that
the needs of the Gembrook residents are met. I also say
a very big thank you to John Conlon, my campaign
manager, for his dedication and support. Many thanks
to all the members who supported me throughout the
campaign.
Again, I would like to thank the residents throughout
the electorate. I look forward to achieving meaningful
results for the benefit of our communities and our
future.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to join the
address-in-reply debate, and in doing so I open by
welcoming the new members of Parliament to this
place, particularly those who have joined the opposition
benches with me. I would also like to thank my
family — my wife, Sue, and Jessica, Leah, Erin, Jack,
Henry and Tom — my committee back in Colac and all
those people in the Polwarth electorate who decided to
install me as the member for Polwarth for another term.
Although we may be in opposition, nevertheless we are
back here for another term.
I face a couple of new opponents because I note that the
old transport portfolio has been cut in two. I wish the
former Minister for Transport well in his
semiretirement because he has been moved on. I look
forward to tailing the new Minister for Roads and Ports
and also the Minister for Public Transport and ensuring
they get the same level of scrutiny that the former
Minister for Transport endured over the last four years.
In listening to the Governor’s speech to the Victorian
Parliament, what stuck in my mind was the Governor’s
outline of a number of the so-called achievements of
the Bracks Labor government and the plan the
government has put forward for the next four years. As
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I was listening to the Governor I could not help but
think about the projects that were being outlined and
wonder which of them was going to be dumped,
because it was revealed in the lead-up to the election
that we had found a massive black hole of about
$800 million. The government had overcommitted and
over-announced different initiatives but there was no
funding available to meet those initiatives.
I am concerned not just within my broader portfolio
area but also for the electorate of Polwarth, because
there are a number of projects I am looking to get
funding for. I am concerned that, because of the
reckless manner in which the government rolled out
announcements leading up to the last election, a number
of those projects will suffer as a result of that money
not being available.
There were a number of projects announced by the
government. Particularly in the portfolio of transport we
felt that the government had badly let down the
Victorian public in the last four years. Indeed the
Meeting Our Transport Challenges document talks
about a number of commitments that the government is
prepared to make, but a number of those commitments
are on the never-never. The commitments it has
outlined will possibly be delivered by governments in
the future, but they do not do anything to address the
vital needs that the Victorian public expects and needs
to have met in relation to major infrastructure projects.
I talked about issues such as grade separation for
177 level crossings across the metropolitan area alone. I
know, Acting Speaker, that you would also appreciate
that being done in rural Victoria, where there are of the
order of 1500 passive level crossings that do not even
have signals like flashing lights and have claimed a
number of lives in the last two to three years.
The Liberal Party has made several announcements in
relation to funding commitments for grade separation.
We looked at real black spots at crossings in
Springfield Road, Nunawading; Blackburn Road,
Blackburn; Scoresby Road, Bayswater; North Road,
Ormond; and Moorooduc Highway, Frankston — a
number of major grade separation projects that would
have made an enormous amount of difference. That
was a commitment to something of the order of
$200 million. We were prepared to start that process
rolling.
When you listen to talkback radio or follow the media,
time and again the issue of grade separation comes up
and the fact that nothing has been done to alleviate
events such as vehicles being stranded at level
crossings — just sitting there waiting, guzzling fuel and
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blowing out greenhouse gases. We have a government
that talks the talk but will not walk the walk when it
comes to investing in those very vital areas of grade
separations at level crossings and the crossing upgrades
that are absolutely essential for country Victoria.
I would have to say that for me one of the most
disappointing parts of the election campaign — apart
from our losing, of course — was knowing that I could
not implement a policy I had worked on for three or
four years, and that was free public transport for
students. This initially was interpreted by the
government and some commentators as being
something for education. But I am sure, Acting
Speaker, that you would understand the issue for
younger people who make their first trip to Melbourne.
A lot of them sign up for university and then get
homesick. A lot of them abandon their education
because of separation from family, friends and loved
ones.
This policy was about connectivity. It was about
ensuring that at any time of the day or year young
people could climb onto public transport and remain in
contact with family and friends. I thought that policy
would have delivered an enormous benefit for people in
country Victoria in particular and for young students
who make that first trip to Melbourne. Look at the
difficulties of families that are separated and young
people who are trying to keep in contact with both
parents. The policy would have provided enormous
social benefits. I hope the government will do
something about it and be prepared to pick up that
policy and examine it. I hope the government will, in
having a look at the policy, understand the great social
benefits it would have delivered to country Victoria.
It is great that I have two ministers here at the table —
the Minister for Gaming and the Minister for Skills,
Education Services and Employment — with
responsibilities in two areas where issues are affecting
my electorate. One issue is the redistribution of poker
machines. I point out to the Minister for Gaming that
the shires of Moyne, Corangamite, Colac Otway,
Golden Plains and Surf Coast do not want them. We do
not want them, and we do not need them.
The ministers are probably sitting down and doing their
little division sums to decide where they think they can
dump those poker machines. I have made it quite clear
in the local media that neither I nor my constituents
want them in Polwarth. The government should not talk
about independent processes if it has regard to what is
happening with gaming licences at the moment.
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The statement made by the government about the
gaming licences is probably the first statement it has
been prepared to make, because we know the minister
has been very elusive when dealing with the issue of
gaming licences and talking about poker machines in
general.
The other minister at the table, the Minister for Skills,
Education Services and Employment — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MULDER — No, Hampden Specialist School.
I have sent the minister a letter about the problems that
school is facing at the moment in relation to the bussing
of students with disabilities. I would like the minister to
have a look at that letter because the issue is very
important for families in those areas.
Today the house has heard a number of announcements
about what the government is doing in rural areas to
combat bushfires and drought. Those people are
affected, but particularly anybody who has a child with
special needs in the home needs assistance. I look
forward to getting a positive response to the letter I sent
to the minister, because I have sat down with the
students and parents at that school; I know what they go
through on a day-to-day basis, and they need help.
I will go on to another issue in relation to local
government and local roads. I will not go to the
Governor’s speech, but in relation to road projects I
understand there were about 10 projects announced for
the outer metropolitan area of Melbourne, but only one
project was announced for regional and rural
Victoria — that being that crazy, loopy crossover of the
Waurn Ponds intersection, a $62.5 million project
announced by the government. The Governor covers
that $62.5 million in his address, but the project cost
will actually be $125 million. There is no additional
money for it. The government claims that money is
coming from the federal government, which has said,
‘No, not from us’. I repeat: 10 major road projects were
announced by the government for the metropolitan area
of Melbourne but only one for regional Victoria.
If you compare that with the Liberal Party’s policies in
the provision of funding to local government, it would
have allocated $127 million for rural councils alone,
because my party knows how vital that money is for
rural councils particularly because of what they are
facing now with the effects of the drought and the fact
that those councils could face reductions in rate
revenue. It is important that they get that level of
support, but the government of the day has given
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absolutely no indication that any support of that nature
will be provided to rural councils.
At the same time as the Liberal Party announced that
policy, it announced a policy to upgrade the Princes
Highway and start a duplication process west from
Geelong to Winchelsea. We announced that we would
fund those safety upgrades to the remainder of the
Princes Highway, through to the South Australian
border, to the tune of $10 million; we also announced
that when in government, we would allocate
$10 million towards the upgrade of the Midland
Highway. Also included in the announced funding was
a proposal to seal the Omeo Highway — but those
Liberal Party projects for country Victoria were
nowhere near matched by the government of the day.
The other issue I refer to in the Governor’s speech is the
buyback of the freight network. What a debacle the
house witnessed today! The Leader of The Nationals
wanted to ask a question of the responsible minister, but
no minister in this place — not the Premier, not the
Treasurer, who is also the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development, nor the Minister for Roads and
Ports — knew who was going to take responsibility for
the rail freight network. Nobody knew then, and they
still do not know who is going to accept responsibility
for a $134 million business. They are not even ready to
take it on board. What a shocking disgrace! How bad
can it get?
When the new Parliament commenced the Premier got
to his feet and said he would outline the new ministerial
responsibilities in this house. I took a point of order and
asked which minister was responsible for the rail freight
network, but the Speaker ruled it out of order. Yet today
it all unravelled in front of the government. No-one
knows who is going to run it. An announcement was
made that it was going to be VicTrack; it was said that
VicTrack was going to take on the responsibility of
running the rail freight network here in Victoria.
However, suddenly the government discovers that
VicTrack is not an accredited rail operator and therefore
cannot do it. Now the poor Minister for Public
Transport, who did not want the job anyway and was
demoted from the education portfolio, has had to take
on the role of running the rail freight network, but she
would not have a clue about where to start. She does
not even realise that that is where the level of
responsibility lies. Obviously the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development did not know and the Premier
did not know. What an absolute debacle we have had in
these first three to four weeks of this Parliament, an
absolute — —
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Ms Allan — It has been two, actually.
Mr MULDER — Two; I tell you what; it feels like
four.
I will just touch on a couple of issues within my
electorate that I have some concerns about. Firstly, I
raise the issue of the government’s school-funding
announcement in which it indicated that a number of
schools would be upgraded. I want to see the list, and I
want to see where on that list is the integration on the
one campus of Colac College and Colac High School.
It has the blessing and support of the regional office. I
have got the letters — —
Ms Allan — Is it a good project?
Mr MULDER — A good project? My word it is! I
have the letters in my office. It is a project worth about
$15 million. I would like to see when it is going to start
and when the money is going to be made available. I
would also like to see what is going to happen with the
school at Bannockburn. Are we going to see a list of
these schools? Are we going to see start and completion
dates? Are we going to see dollars allocated? Or is it
going to be the way it was when this government came
to power and all of that decision making was taken
away from the regional offices and pushed into a little
office in Melbourne where people sat around a desk
and decided where the money would go based on
where the marginal seats were? That is not on, and we
will certainly be fighting tooth and nail to make sure
that schools in my electorate get the funding they
require.
I will just touch also on the issue of water and the
government’s plan to hook Geelong up to Melbourne’s
water supply. We said all along that that should be
ruled out. I live in an electorate that has an abundant
water supply. It is not often that you see members
prepared to give things away. The Otways and the
Polwarth electorate have an abundant water supply. We
have the Newlingrook aquifer, which has the capacity
to supply Geelong in its own right. The Liberal Party’s
policy was that that water should go to Geelong — out
of the Polwarth electorate and over to Geelong. The
government could not possibly grasp the concept at that
time. The project has been identified for a number of
years now. There is even a property that Barwon Water
holds on the outskirts of Barwon Downs which was
obtained 15 years ago as the potential site of a new
dam; it could be used as a storage point for water
coming from the Newlingrook aquifer.
But with the water issue, you have to actually get your
act together and work out what you are doing. It is no
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good simply bouncing around from one idea or project
to another without being ready to commit. As I said, we
have water in the Otways capable of supplying some of
those major regional cities. As the member responsible
for the area, I say that that water should go; it should go
to Geelong. We have plenty of water — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MULDER — Have a look at our plan for
Geelong, for Ballarat and for Bendigo. The whole thing
was laid out in front of the government of the day.
Ms Allan — You copied our plan.
Mr MULDER — You adopted a fair bit of our plan
at the end. You stole a lot of our water ideas at the end,
shamelessly, but there was a lot more you should have
taken! If you had adopted our plan for Geelong and
Ballarat, you would not have had to go taking water
from the other end of the state, because we have the
water here and we have the capacity to deliver.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — It is a great pleasure to stand here
to make a contribution to an address-in-reply debate,
particularly as this is the third opportunity I have had to
do so as the member for Bendigo East. If you look back
to where we were in 1999, you see that Victoria, and
particularly Bendigo, was a very different place.
Pre-1999 we had a government that actively
discriminated against central Victoria. We saw jobs
leave central Victoria, we saw building projects for
central Victoria ignored and we had a government that
did not care about the future for central Victoria.
Today when you look around Bendigo you see it is a
modern, vibrant, prosperous city. It is a city that has
seen a significant increase in jobs. It is a city that has
seen the relocation to it of the Rural Finance
Corporation, which has brought along 40 very critical
finance sector jobs. It is a city that has seen a massive
injection of public infrastructure funds, whether for the
construction of new schools, for our health services, for
the employment of 100 extra teachers and staff in our
schools or for the employment of an extra 229 nurses at
the Bendigo hospital — nurses who get to operate the
new radiotherapy and magnetic resonance imaging
centres and who work with the air ambulance helicopter
based in Bendigo.
Bendigo today is a very different city to what it was
over seven and a half years ago. It is a city I am very
proud to continue to represent as the member for
Bendigo East. The reason I have the great privilege of
standing in the house tonight to talk about representing
the city of Bendigo is that it was only the Labor Party
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which took a comprehensive plan to the last election,
which was endorsed by the people of the city of Greater
Bendigo.
That is not surprising when you consider the
comprehensive nature of the plan that was before the
people of Bendigo, which covered those critical service
delivery areas of education, health, transport and
community services. It was a plan that, sadly, was not
endorsed by the opposition, particularly the Liberal
Party. The two plans were put to the people of Bendigo.
There was the Labor plan, which had infrastructure
funding and critical projects for Bendigo, and then there
was the scrooge-o-meter — the dead hand of the
Liberal Party — which said no to these critical projects.
I want to take a moment to go through the range of
projects that the Bracks Labor government will be
delivering to the people of Bendigo over the coming
four years. The first — and this is a project that I am
particularly proud to say the Bracks government will be
delivering — is the construction of four new secondary
schools for years 7 to 10 for Bendigo. By 2010 every
government secondary student in Bendigo in years 7 to
10 will be in a brand new school. This is a once in a
lifetime opportunity to upgrade our secondary schools
in Bendigo. This is an incredibly exciting opportunity
because it means not just new buildings and facilities
for those students but new opportunities for teachers. It
means new opportunities for the community to get
more involved with their schools. I am very proud to
say that it was the Labor Party — and only the Labor
Party — which committed $72 million to this project.
Who were the only people around town who opposed
this plan? It was the Liberal Party that opposed and
wanted to scuttle the Bendigo education plan, a plan
that had been endorsed by all the schools and school
communities. It was the Bracks government that put up
$72 million. How much money do you think the
Liberal Party put up? It put up nothing. It was the
Liberal Party — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The member for Bass! The member for South-West
Coast will have his opportunity when he stands in his
place.
Ms ALLAN — The Liberal Party was putting itself
up to the people of Bendigo as the alternative
government and did not commit one single dollar to the
Bendigo education plan. Its policy was to scuttle the
Bendigo education plan, and that is an absolute
disgrace. Over the next four years we will see students
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in Bendigo in brand new buildings; we will see teachers
in brand new classrooms. This is going to signify a very
exciting opportunity for young people in the city of
Greater Bendigo. As ongoing minister for education
services, it is one I am very much looking forward to
delivering.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The member for Bass will cease interjecting or he will
be put out of the house.
Ms ALLAN — Another important area of policy
that the people of Bendigo care very much about is
their health services. As I mentioned before, it has been
a proud record of the Bracks government to have
delivered considerably in the area of extra health
services, whether it has been the extra 229 nurses in the
Bendigo hospital, the magnetic resonance imaging
services, the radiotherapy services or the air ambulance
services. It is great to stand here tonight and say there is
more coming over the next four years. That is why we
saw the Bracks government make a commitment to the
upgrade and redevelopment of the Bendigo hospital,
with $2 million for the planning of the redevelopment
of the Bendigo hospital and $1 million towards the
expansion of the emergency department.
The Bendigo hospital provides an important service not
only to the city of Bendigo but to the region as a whole.
The board and management of the Bendigo hospital do
a terrific job, and the Bracks government has backed
them in doing that job. That is why we made that
commitment at the November election.
We also know the importance of dental services. We
know what the commonwealth government did in 1996
in completely slashing dental services for the whole
country. Importantly it is the Bracks government that is
going to spend $14.5 million to build a dental school at
La Trobe University, Bendigo, that will service the
region. It is going to service part of your area, Acting
Speaker, in the north-east. It will see around 13 000
patients being treated in a critical area of health.
La Trobe University is, I am sure, going to do a terrific
job in delivering dental services.
We also have not forgotten our ageing population. That
is why we have committed $12 million to the
rebuilding of the Stella Anderson residential aged-care
facility on a new site. In the last term we constructed
and opened the 60-bed Joan Pinder Nursing Home — a
nursing home which we had to save from the
privatisation agenda of the former government and
instead build as a public institution.
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Acting Speaker, you might want to know what the
Liberals had to say about those three critical areas of
health policy for Bendigo. They had nothing to say.
They did not make one commitment in those critical
areas of service delivery for central Victoria. They were
the absolute scrooges of the campaign in Bendigo
during November. They once again did not make one
single commitment to vital projects in central Victoria.
As I said, we also made important commitments to
funding other community services, such as $1.5 million
for the redevelopment of the important Tom Flood
Sports Centre, which makes sure that things like the
Bendigo madison can go from strength to strength. We
know how much people love cycling as a recreation
sport, and it is also a great tourism attraction for
Bendigo.
We also committed $100 000 towards the construction
of a skate park in Eaglehawk. That is an absolutely
great project that the Eaglehawk Rotary Club has got
behind in a big way. I think there is a reason why Labor
was returned in a seat that not all that long ago was
recognised as a heartland of the Liberal Party. Bendigo
endorsed Labor’s plan for our city because we had put
the runs on the board over the last seven years. We will
continue — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The members for Bass and Polwarth will cease
interjecting. I will not have that going on any longer.
Ms ALLAN — I want to touch on a critical area of
policy that marks the difference between Labor and the
opposition parties and shows why it was important that
central Victoria supported Labor at the last election. It
was only Labor that had a 100 per cent commitment to
the construction of the goldfields super-pipe. It was
only Labor that had the money and that put the support
up to make sure Bendigo’s water supply was going to
be secure for the summer of 2007–08. It was an
absolute disgrace to see the Liberal Party put up a
policy that was a complete copycat of Coliban Water’s
plan.
The now federal Minister for the Environment and
Water Resources, Malcolm Turnbull, stood in Bendigo
in the middle of 2006 and said that he would have an
answer for Bendigo by the end of the year on federal
government funding for this absolutely critical project.
Here we are on Valentine’s Day, and I can think of no
better sweetheart gift for the federal Liberal Party to
give to Bendigo than to provide that funding. But it is
disappointing that here we are, well past the deadline of
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31 December, and we still do not have an answer on
federal government funding for the most critical
infrastructure project Bendigo has seen.
It is the Bracks government that is pushing on with the
job. Just last week we saw the Premier, the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change, the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services and member for
Bendigo West, and a member for Northern Victoria in
another place, Candy Broad, stand there and see this
project get off the ground.
Why did it get off the ground? Because the Bracks
government, Coliban Water and Goulburn-Murray
Water have worked very hard over the past nine months
to get it off the ground. We did not want to sit around
and wait for the federal Liberal Party. We did not want
to sit around and wait for the Liberal opposition here in
Victoria to copycat our policies. We got on with the
job. That is why this project is up and running and why
Bendigo can look forward to the future and know that it
was not Labor that abandoned it, but the Liberal Party
at federal and state levels that abandoned it, particularly
when you consider that we are going through the worst
drought in history.
Just last week some of my Labor colleagues had the
opportunity to travel to Bendigo. They could see the
impact of the drought on our city and how difficult it
has been. They could see that only Labor had the plan
for the future of the city of Bendigo, and that plan also
complements the construction of the 14-kilometre
recycled pipeline between Epsom and Spring Gully. It
is a unique project that will recycle all of Bendigo’s
wastewater. Water from that project will replace the
precious drinking water that is going on our parks and
gardens and replace the precious drinking water that
goes into irrigation and agricultural use. Importantly it
will see more water secured for Bendigo. This project
will be up and running by April. Once again, it is part
of Labor’s water plan and part of the water plan that the
then Minister for Water released in September 2005. It
is only the Bracks government that is delivering on this
plan for Bendigo and for central Victoria.
I want to finish on another important project for
Bendigo — that is, the securing last week of the call
centre jobs in Bendigo. During the state election
campaign it was incredibly disappointing to learn at
very short notice that AAPT had decided to up stumps
from Bendigo. It caused great concern among the
workforce and in the community, but it was the Labor
Premier of Victoria who stood up and said that he and
his government would work to secure those jobs for
Bendigo. Last Thursday it was the Labor government
that delivered on that commitment to Bendigo with the
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announcement that Excelior would take over AAPT’s
operation, secure those jobs until the end of 2007 and
provide an opportunity for people to look to the future.
This is significant when you consider that over the last
seven years we have seen over 113 000 jobs created in
country Victoria. We should compare that with the
41 000 jobs created over the same period of time under
the previous government. It is only Labor that believes
in bringing jobs to country Victoria. Whether it has
been the relocation of the State Revenue Office to
Ballarat, the Rural Finance Corporation to Bendigo or
encouraging private investment to Bendigo, only Labor
has had a plan for Bendigo and central Victoria, and
that is why I am very proud to say that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and I will represent the
city of Bendigo for the next four years and deliver on
Labor’s plan for the future of Bendigo.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
respond to the address by the Governor of Victoria, and
in my response I wish to highlight the hypocrisy of the
Bracks Labor government. The address by the
Governor is crafted and presented by the spin doctors of
the Bracks Labor government and represents the Labor
government’s view of where it has been and where it is
going. I think it is important that we analyse this speech
and analyse whether the government’s rhetoric is
matched by reality. I would suggest that there is a
significant gap between the rhetoric and the spin in the
speech and the reality. Let us deal with some of the
issues. Page 12 of the speech says:
There will also be a freight upgrade of the Mildura line …

We are talking about rail services. On behalf of the state
government the Governor has announced that it will
upgrade the Mildura rail line. I have a sense of deja vu
about the upgrading of the Mildura rail line, because I
remember the May budget of 2001. The then Treasurer
announced that the government would provide
$96 million to upgrade and standardise the Mildura rail
line. If you look at Hansard of 30 May 2001 — —
Mr Nardella — You closed it! What are you talking
about?
Dr NAPTHINE — The member for Melton
interjects and shows how ignorant and stupid he is,
because that line was never closed. The member for
Melton does not know what he is talking about — like
the government.
In May 2001 the Minister for State and Regional
Development was reported as saying:
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… a key initiative in the budget brought down in this house
two weeks ago was the provision of $96 million over the next
few years for the regional freight links program to provide
standardisation of the rail freight gauge right across Victoria,
but particularly linking Mildura with Portland …
This outstanding investment, dragging the rail system into the
21st century, will secure the development of the emerging
mineral sands industry in Victoria’s north-west. It is estimated
that up to 1 million tonnes of mineral sands will be shipped
from the north of the state down through the port of Portland
over the next five years.

Further:
It took just two budgets under the Bracks government.

Two budgets to get an announcement! In the
Governor’s speech of 2006 — and we are now in
2007 — the government reannounced that it is going to
undertake a freight upgrade of the Mildura line. That is
because not 1 metre, not 1 centimetre, not 1 millimetre
of that track has been upgraded in those six long, dark
years of the Bracks Labor government, those long, dark
years of the Bracks city-centric government which has
ignored country Victoria. It makes promises, but fails to
deliver, and this Governor’s speech is all about
promises, spin and rhetoric, but when you analyse it
you see that this government simply fails to deliver on
that rhetoric.
A press release of 18 June 2002 from the then Minister
for Transport states:
More than 300 tonnes of steel rail have already been
delivered … and a further 2000 tonnes are on the way …
In addition to the $3 million order of steel rail …
12 contracts —

have been awarded. It further states:
… the first stage of track conversion on the Mildura line will
occur early next year —

and that was in June 2002. The government made the
announcement in 2001, bought the steel, released the
contracts and took all this action, but there has been no
action and no conversion of that rail freight gauge. It is
absolutely disgraceful.
An honourable member — Where are the
sleepers?
Dr NAPTHINE — We know where the sleepers
are; they are all in the cabinet and on the backbench of
the Labor Party — all talk and no action. Unfortunately
this Governor’s speech is similar; it is full of talk and
no action.
We have had plenty of talk in this debate about climate
change, environment and water. Yet one of the most
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significant new sources of energy which we should be
exploring in Victoria is geothermal energy. We had a
geothermal energy situation at Portland in Victoria. We
had a geothermal bore providing heat to buildings in the
area, but guess who closed it down? It was the Bracks
Labor government. In the middle of last year the
city-centric Bracks Labor government closed down the
geothermal bore in Victoria.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Flinders: jetty upgrade
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise a matter
with the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change regarding Flinders jetty. I ask the minister to
announce what the time line will be for the
reconstruction of the jetty at Flinders, as was promised
at the election last year.
I received a letter from Geoff Sutherland of the Flinders
Mooring Association, which is the association that
represents all the users of Flinders jetty. He said:
Recent surveys of the jetty by engineering consultants and
Parks Victoria indicate it is unsafe and certainly cannot be
used by heavy vehicles needed to economically service the
aquaculture industry. Truck use is now limited to 8 tonnes for
only the western section of the jetty, which is unsatisfactory
for all parties.
…
For several years all interested parties who use the jetty
facility have indicated that the facility is unsafe and requires
reconstruction and as one of the spokespersons for the
interested parties, we are anxious to protect all users from the
unsafe conditions.

The Flinders jetty is used by a number of users. The
Flinders Mooring Association represents those users.
Professional fishermen who keep their boats in the
vicinity unload and load them from the jetty. Many
amateur fishermen not only fish from Flinders jetty but
also load and unload their boats from it. Operators in
the important aquaculture industry, which is located
north of the jetty, also use it for their catches — for the
loading and unloading of barges and service vehicles.
The pilot for all ship movements in and out of Western
Port moors his boats at Flinders jetty and uses it to
access the pilot vessel. Many recreational yachts and
motor boats use that facility as well.
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There is a particular issue affecting the aquaculture
industry. The industry is being held back by the
condition of this jetty. It has been encouraged to
expand, but unfortunately that cannot happen because
of the amount of loading and unloading of racks of
mussels that is required. The fuelling of the boats also
cannot happen in a timely fashion because of the weight
restrictions on the jetty. Those weight limits have been
reduced significantly in the last couple of years. Some
replanking of the pier has taken place, but the piles and
bearers are deteriorating terribly. Most of them need
replacement and some of them are nearly hollow.
The aquaculture and fishing industries need some sort
of certainty regarding the time line. When is this money
going to be spent? How long will it take? We need to
know so that those important industries can invest in
their futures. As Mr Sutherland said, we kindly ask the
minister to investigate the situation and the availability
of funds, as was promised by the Premier.

Racing: rule harmonisation
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I raise an issue for
the Minister for Racing pertaining to a push for the
harmonisation of the rules of racing. I am seeking the
minister’s undertaking to put this issue forward at the
next racing ministers conference.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Yes, it is an excellent
conference that is not paid the respect it deserves. I am
sure the member for Geelong agrees.
The issue was canvassed recently at the 31st Asian
Racing Conference held in Dubai. I am grateful to
well-known race broadcaster Bryan Martin, who is a
very excellent race caller. He is a constituent of the
Mitcham electorate and offers me the benefit of his
knowledge from time to time. He has drawn my
attention to a number of the papers presented at the
conference. One of those papers emanated from a panel
discussion involving stewards that was chaired by the
chief steward in Victoria, Des Gleeson. I am sure that
all members of the house will want to join with me in
acknowledging the excellent work that Des Gleeson
does in oversighting the integrity of racing in Victoria.
The highlight of the panel discussion was an exercise
that was presented to stewards from nine countries
requiring them to interpret different scenarios involving
a protest in a race. The panel found that the scenarios
were played out entirely differently by the nine
stewards because the rules of racing vary from
jurisdiction to jurisdiction. In India, for example,
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different outcomes were reached, because under the
Indian rules of racing, horses that suffer interference but
finish within the first four horses cannot be promoted
and have no right of appeal.
This is also an issue closer to home. When I was in
New Zealand last year there was some commentary in
the New Zealand Herald about a prominent race there. I
think it was a group 1 race at Te Aroha. The way the
protest was interpreted there was quite different from
the way it would have been interpreted in Victoria. This
is important because we are increasingly moving
towards the mingling of pools, where punters in New
Zealand, Australia and elsewhere will be able to share
the one pool in racing. If we are going to go down that
path, it is important that punters know that the same
rules for arguing protests will be applied in each
jurisdiction.
It is not an easy challenge. I know a lot of good work
has been done, and it is an area where we will not
anticipate quick results, but I believe it is an issue that is
important enough for the racing minister to put this
forward at the next meeting of racing ministers.

Bushfires: government assistance
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The action I seek is for
the Treasurer to change the emergency relief grants
criteria in his capacity as the head of the bushfire task
force. The issue relates to residents in the Morwell
electorate whose homes were destroyed in the
December 2006 bushfires. I ask the Treasurer to change
the criteria for the disaster assistance funding program
as it relates to people who have suffered significant
personal losses.
Whilst I acknowledge the good work from all forms of
government in assisting tourism and business recovery,
some in my electorate feel strongly that the families
who lost homes have missed out due to the stringent
eligibility criteria for funding. I refer to a media release
from the Office of the Premier dated 15 December
2006, which carries the headline ‘Grants for
bushfire-affected householders’. The program was
intended to provide personal hardship grants for
residents who lost their homes and deserves to be
commended. For those not familiar with the program, it
provides $900 for emergency grants, up to $7300 for
temporary living expenses and up to $14 600 for
structural repairs and household items for those without
insurance.
My concern is not with the $900 emergency grants,
which I believe have been received by those households
unfortunate enough to have had their homes burnt. My
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concern is with the other grants — totalling up to
$21 900 in value — for temporary living expenses,
structural repairs and household items. While these
grants sound good on paper, qualifying to receive any
assistance is both onerous and highly restrictive — for
example, eligibility is means tested, and anyone holding
personal insurance is effectively excluded from
receiving such grants. In essence, the current
arrangements reward people for not having insurance.
In other words, if you do the right thing and insure your
property, you are not likely to receive any government
assistance. Keep in mind that the people who take out
insurance are also paying the fire levy which funds the
Country Fire Authority operations in the first place.
We have the ridiculous situation where one person who
loses their home and has no insurance — and therefore
makes no contribution to the fire levy — could receive
up to $21 900 under this system, while the next door
neighbour, who is in exactly the same situation and has
lost his home in the same bushfire but has purchased
insurance and consequently helps to fund firefighting
services, is ineligible for this assistance. Of course we
should support the persons who are underinsured or
who have low incomes, but conversely we should also
provide assistance of more than $900 to those families
who are insured but have lost everything.
The Gippsland Emergency Relief Fund has already
distributed more than $135 000 in much-needed
assistance for more than 90 families throughout this
crisis. Local businesses, local government and the
Gippsland community are all leading the way in
making donations and administering this important
fund.
I ask the Treasurer to consider the fairness of a system
that discriminates against people who have taken out
insurance as their own personal risk mitigation plan. As
I said at the outset, the action I seek is for the Treasurer
to change the emergency relief grants criteria in his
capacity as the head of the bushfire task force.

Cancer: Avastin
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I raise a matter
for the Minister of Health. I ask her to do a number of
things in relation to making cancer-fighting drugs such
as Avastin available to people suffering from cancer,
and particularly to work with Roche Pharmaceuticals
and her federal and state ministerial colleagues.
Avastin is one of a series of cancer-fighting drugs that
have been approved by the Therapeutic Goods
Administration but not listed on the pharmaceutical
benefits scheme (PBS). It is currently being trialled at a
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number of Victorian hospitals, including the Royal
Melbourne Hospital. The manufacturer, Roche, has not
applied for PBS listing. It believes it will be knocked
back, so it has not proceeded with trying to get
acceptance for the drug on the pharmaceutical benefits
scheme. This is the same argument that was used in
relation to the drugs Glyvec and Herceptin. Glyvec is
now approved and Herceptin will be considered for
acceptance on the PBS in July.

route 283 that currently services residents in the
Bulleen area and to replace it with a new service
travelling along Templestowe Road to Heidelberg
station. I want the minister to investigate the possibility
of providing both services — that is, to retain route 283
and to provide a new service to Heidelberg station.
Both these services are needed to cater for the residents
in my electorate, especially children with disabilities
who attend Bulleen Special School.

It is reported that the chairman of the Pharmaceutical
Benefits Advisory Committee, Professor Sansom, is
frustrated with Roche and thinks it should submit
Avastin for cost-benefit analysis. I would have thought
that that coming from the chair of the Pharmaceutical
Benefits Advisory Council is a fairly strong indication
that it should be considered. The clinical director of the
Peter MacCallum Cancer Institute, Professor Zalcberg,
also supports the inclusion of the drug for a number of
cancers. It is used for cancers such as colon cancer,
breast cancer and bowel cancer, and is currently being
investigated for use in other cancers as well. Currently
it costs people who need to use the drug something like
$4500 per month, and in some cases the cost of the
treatment has been up to $60 000.

I have had many residents write to me concerned about
the proposal to do away with route 283, while at the
same time I have had residents who live along
Templestowe Road tell me they are pleased that finally
they will have access to a bus service that connects to a
train station. As you know, Deputy Speaker, my
constituents are not privileged enough to have a train
station in my electorate, which is very unfortunate.

Obviously, therefore, this is a drug that can currently be
used only by wealthy patients. Given that the
pharmaceutical benefits scheme was put into place to
allow all members of the community to have access to
drugs, it seems unfortunate that they are being excluded
from access to some because of the costs. I know
Roche says it has spent a great deal of money on
research to produce this drug, which is quite true, but
the fact that it has not taken the matter any further really
causes some concern.
I would like the minister to have her staff work with
Roche to assist it in making an application to the
pharmaceutical benefits scheme, because it is a drug
that does in fact prolong the lives of many cancer
sufferers — but obviously at the moment at such a cost
that restricts its use very much. It is often claimed that
our country cannot afford to have these sorts of
expensive drugs on the pharmaceutical benefits
scheme, but Australia is not a poor country, and it
certainly should be in a position to support all residents
to ensure that they get the best medical treatment and
drugs they can.

Buses: Bulleen service
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek from the minister is to
investigate the proposal to stop the bus service on

I will quote from a letter sent to me recently by a
resident:
I was disappointed to learn that there is a proposal to change
the 283 bus route. This proposal was advertised in this week’s
Manningham Leader …
The current route caters for a variety of people ranging from
parents with young children, school students and the elderly.
The proposed new route will isolate many people who rely on
this valuable service.
The new route includes only a small section of the current
283 route and will follow existing bus routes … It clearly
affects Bulleen residents.
The current route travels along many Bulleen residential
streets that enable commuters to hail the bus at more
convenient locations that are some distance from main arterial
routes and subsequent existing bus routes.
If the proposed change to the 283 route takes place, many
residents in the Bulleen area will be disadvantaged. I am
hoping that you can use your position in the community to
discourage this proposed change to this bus route.
My family and I have been residents in this area for 40 years.
I am hoping that one day my young boys will use this service
to gain access to the wonderful facilities that our community
offers.

That is just one example of many letters I have received
from residents asking for both bus services to be
provided. I urge the government to investigate this and
to perhaps provide enough money to ensure that both
services are available to the residents of Bulleen — that
is, the bus service that takes residents to Bulleen
Special School and Bulleen shopping centre, and also
the bus service that will go along Templestowe Road to
Heidelberg station, because residents need a way to get
to the station to get into the city. At present they have
no such service. The government must investigate the
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situation and provide additional funds to ensure that
both services are available to residents in Bulleen.

Police: Operation Nightlife
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue tonight
for action by the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The adjournment issue I raise for the minister
relates to the policing operations on Geelong streets
after dark, especially on Thursday, Friday and Saturday
nights.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr TREZISE — I will tell you about this, because
it is an important issue in Geelong. It would be fair and
accurate to say that prior to January this year violence
and other criminal behaviours were relatively regular
occurrences in the Geelong central activity area,
especially late at night and especially on weekends. But
since early January Geelong police have adopted a zero
tolerance policy for illegal behaviour on Geelong
streets, and I must say it has met with outstanding
success. Therefore the action I seek is for the minister
to work with Geelong police to ensure the ongoing
success of this late-night, weekend operation.
The program was implemented in January of this year
under the banner Operation Nightlife. Statistics show
that police have been proactive and visible in stamping
out violent, criminal and antisocial behaviour on
Geelong’s central activity district streets on Thursday,
Friday and Saturday nights. Since Operation Nightlife
commenced 201 people have been charged with
226 offences. Public drunkenness is the main cause of
arrests, with 137 people being charged for this offence.
Only last weekend 43 charges of public drunkenness
were laid.
However, Operation Nightlife is about more than
statistics. It is about minimising the risk of violence on
Geelong streets by taking drunks off our streets. There
has been a significant decrease in the number of
assaults in the past four weeks as a result. Sergeant
David Cooper was quoted in last Monday’s Geelong
Advertiser as saying:
The positives are that the windows aren’t getting broken, the
offensive behaviour has all but disappeared and assaults have
decreased …
…
Criminal damage is down approximately 70 per cent and the
people who used to think it was okay to come in, get drunk
and start fights have also realised that they no longer run this
town and that their behaviour is completely unacceptable …
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I have spoken to a number of young people who enjoy
Geelong’s nightlife and clubs. I have been out with the
police late on a Saturday night to examine their work. I
can assure the house that Operation Nightlife has been a
complete success. I look forward to the minister’s
ongoing support and action to ensure Operation
Nightlife continues.

Bushfires: government assistance
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development in his role as chair of the government’s
bushfire task force. The action I seek is for the
government to take appropriate action to assist the
businesses and communities affected by the recent
bushfires across Gippsland.
A number of issues have come out of the fires. One is
the impact on tourism businesses, food businesses and
other businesses affected by the fires. They have lost
significant income due to the fires. People are not going
to towns like Bruthen and places in the Tambo Valley.
Licola, Dargo, Buchan and other places have been
seriously impacted by the bushfires because people
have not been able to get to them. A number of
businesses which have made representations to me have
lost large portions of their annual incomes because
people were not able to get to those communities. It is
my view that the government needs to make
appropriate grants available to those who can prove
they have lost significant income and will be seriously
impacted by that.
There are a number of other issues relating to farmers
who have lost significant amounts of fencing. A
number of properties in Licola have lost significant
lengths of fencing along the rivers and some of the
roads. The cost of replacing those fences will impose
significant financial penalties on those farmers. All that
some of those farmers want is reasonable access to the
state forest to get suitable timber for fence posts. That
would assist them in recovering from the bushfires.
I would like to put on the record my thanks to the
firefighters, the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and the Country Fire Authority for the
excellent work they did in saving a lot of private
property during the fires, particularly along the southern
flank of the fires. They did an excellent job of stopping
the fire coming onto private property in that area and
causing significant loss to land-holders.
A number of proposals have come forward from the
East Gippsland and Wellington shires in response to the
fires. I think the government should address the issues
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coming out of those submissions. One of the proposals,
which I think is a very good one, is similar to the
proposed concert at Traralgon. It seeks to hold a similar
event in Bairnsdale to recognise the people who
contributed to the fire effort. I have a letter from
community members wishing to organise such a
celebratory concert. I would like the government to
fund that concert to ensure we recognise the volunteers
and the support of the community — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Country Fire Authority: Christmas Hills
brigade
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I seek is for the minister to support
the building of a new Country Fire Authority shed at
Christmas Hills North.
Christmas Hills brigade is a fantastic local brigade, ably
led by Captain Neil Kamminga. It performs a great role
in a very fire-prone area around Sugarloaf Dam and
along the Yarra River. It has a large response area to
cover, and currently it has two sheds. The main shed is
in the Bend of Isles, in the environmental living zone. It
is highly vegetative, and the residents like it that way. It
is quite a task to manage fires in that area, and the
brigade does a fantastic job in educating the
community. I had the privilege of attending one of
those education sessions a few months ago and saw
how well prepared and caring the brigade is of the
whole community.
The southern shed is in the heart of the community, and
once a month a fundraiser is held for the brigade called
Café Benders. It is where we catch up on gossip and on
what is happening in the Bend of Isles. Lovely muffins
and home-made cakes are for sale. I look forward to
visiting on Saturday, because it is a very good CFA
shed. However, the northern shed is in a state of
disrepair. It is too small for the modern vehicles of
today and also has some white ant infestation.
Importantly, it is on a dangerous bend on the very busy
Eltham-Yarra Glen Road, which presents a problem
when the members have to turn out to an event. They
have to drive across and down the road verge to get out
onto the road safely.
The brigade has a new tanker, which I look forward to
handing over soon. The tanker was deployed in the
north-east, with ‘Christmas Hills’ on the side, to fight
the recent bushfires up there — but it was deployed
before the members from Christmas Hills saw it. I want
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to put on record my thanks to the Christmas Hills
members, many of whom have fought fires out of their
area during recent events. They are very generous.
They have done that in previous years, and I know they
will commit to do that again. I think the brigade would
benefit from a new station, and it is something the
government committed to during the election
campaign.
I urge the minister to give that consideration in his
future deliberations on projects that need to be brought
forward, and I look forward to seeing a new shed at
Christmas Hills North in the near future.

Buses: Bass electorate
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I have a simple request for
the Minister for Public Transport. I ask for a frequent
public bus service to run between Lang Lang, Koo Wee
Rup and Pakenham, like the one they have in Bendigo.
After listening to the Minister for Skills, Education
Services and Employment tonight, I understand that
they have a magnificent service.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
want the member for Bass to correct the record.
Unfortunately there is no bus that runs from Bendigo to
Koo Wee Rup and Pakenham. I want the member to
stick to the facts!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr K. SMITH — I stress to the minister that there
is a desperate need for public transport in the form of a
regular and frequent bus service for this badly neglected
area. There is currently a V/Line bus service that
connects Lang Lang and Koo Wee Rup to Cranbourne
and Dandenong, but there is no community of interest
between Cranbourne and Dandenong.
There is strong interest in having a regular hourly
service between the towns I have mentioned and
Pakenham. Koo Wee Rup and Lang Lang are
developing towns that are now virtually on the outskirts
of Pakenham, and they take the overflow from the rapid
development of that area. Koo Wee Rup is a thriving
town, with new estates springing up everywhere. It has
a fantastic state secondary college and primary school,
although they are neglected by the government, and a
great Catholic primary school. There is a large
swimming pool, a community hall and a bustling
shopping centre. I say to the minister as a matter of
interest that the residents are very keen to get natural
gas connected to the town and bring industry, jobs and
a reduction in gas prices.
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Lang Lang is also a great town with a reputation as a
town that supports its own community, with
development occurring at both ends of the town and
new businesses opening there all the time. It was
promised gas by this government, and I say to the
minister: do not let these people down, because the
government will suffer.
The issue I raise today is in regard to a regular and
frequent bus service to connect these two towns to
Pakenham, which is a city that is developing at a rate of
about 50 families a week, has shops the people from
Koo Wee Rup and Lang Lang want and need, and has
an electric train service that people can take to travel to
Melbourne if they wish, on zone 2 rates, which was a
commitment made by the Liberal government and
followed by this government at the time. This socialist
government once again followed the Liberals lead. I ask
the minister to accept the will of the people in this
instance and provide a frequent — like an hourly —
bus service to connect these two towns to Pakenham.

Youth: transition support workers
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Skills, Education Services and
Employment. I call on the minister to take action to
ensure that the youth transition support workers are
operating as soon as possible so that assistance can be
provided to the youth in Cranbourne and surrounding
areas.
I am pleased that my constituents will benefit from the
Bracks government’s transport support initiative, which
was announced last year. Young people who have not
completed year 12 or its equivalent, or who do not have
work, will be able to access appropriate services to help
them obtain employment or study. This initiative will
be of great benefit to young people in Cranbourne who
have been disengaged from education. I am proud to be
part of a youth network consortium which is delivering
for our youth of Cranbourne. I am also part of a
community group in Carrum Downs which has come
up with initiatives to work with our young people in
Carrum Downs.
I am proud to note that the Bracks Labor government
recently announced $600 000 over three years to assist
all our residents in Frankston North, including the
young people, to deliver a Frankston North community
renewal program. The youth network consortium of
Cranbourne was formed by me with several impressive
community leaders, including a local councillor, a local
minister from the Cranbourne Uniting Church and a
coordinator from a local TAFE.
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I say to the minister that our young people are our
future. Last year the minister announced that the local
learning and employment network area of Frankston
would benefit from this program. This area is to receive
two workers. That was fantastic news for the local
community. However, I ask the minister to ensure that
young people benefit from this initiative immediately.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — I am pleased to rise tonight to
respond to the matter raised by the member for
Cranbourne. I would like to acknowledge the member
for Cranbourne’s support of young people in his
electorate. I have had the great pleasure of meeting on a
couple of occasions with young people from his
electorate. The member has organised opportunities for
me in my former role as youth affairs minister and my
ongoing role in education services to meet not just with
young people but also with the organisations that have
come together in the Cranbourne area to support young
people.
The member for Cranbourne is seeking action
regarding the Bracks government’s $10 million youth
transition support worker initiative that is seeing the
rollout from the start of 2007 of youth workers to help
young people who are not engaged with education,
training or employment, to help them to reconnect in
those critical areas so that they can go on to further
education, further employment and, as we know, to
further connect with their community.
I am very pleased to inform the member for
Cranbourne tonight that the support workers in the
Frankston Mornington Peninsula Local Learning and
Employment Network, which includes his part of the
world in Cranbourne, have commenced. They have just
started in his area, and they have started accepting
referrals since January to see that those young people
are connected with a range of services across education,
training and employment.
I look forward over the course of 2007 and beyond to
seeing the results of this initiative. I thank the member
for Cranbourne for his support of this new program and
his support of young people and the youth organisations
in his part of the world.
The member for Nepean raised a matter for the
Minister Water, Environment and Climate Change.
The member for Mitcham raised a matter for the
Minister for Racing.
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The members for Morwell and Gippsland East raised
matters for the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development in his capacity as chair of the bushfire
task force. As the house heard in question time today,
that task force is ensuring important initiatives are
being delivered to those parts of the state that have
suffered badly, including the area of Gippsland East
which we had the opportunity to see firsthand as part of
our community cabinet visit only last month.
The member for Essendon raised a matter for the
Minister for Health regarding cancer services and the
pharmaceutical benefits scheme.
The members for Bulleen and Bass raised matters for
the Minister for Public Transport.
The members for Geelong and Yan Yean raised matters
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
Those nine matters will be referred to those ministers
for their action and attention.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.31 p.m.
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Thursday, 15 February 2007
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.31 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Hansard: incorporation of photographs
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that yesterday a precedent was set in the other
place whereby a photograph was incorporated in
Hansard. This should not be seen by members as a
practice that I will allow in this place.
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Gas: Phillip Island supply
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that natural gas be made available to
residents of Phillip Island.
Phillip Island is one of Victoria’s and Australia’s major
tourist destinations and it is a community which is
consistently growing. There is ample support for this service
to be established in this thriving community.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks state
government supports the establishment of natural gas on
Phillip Island, Victoria, as a matter of utmost urgency.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will every pray.

Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
aware that photographs have been incorporated in
Hansard as a result of activity in the Assembly
chamber in the past. I invite you to look again at that
opportunity.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am certainly not aware
of photos having been incorporated in Hansard. On this
occasion it was in relation to a members statement. I am
quite happy to clarify it. There could obviously be
occasions when my ruling could be reviewed, but not as
a general rule for members statements.
Mr Baillieu — Further on the point of order,
Speaker, to the best of my knowledge in the past those
photographs have been incorporated with the
agreement of the parties in the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will take it on board,
but it is not my intention to allow as a general rule the
incorporation of photographs in Hansard, particularly
not for members statements.

SHADOW MINISTRY
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
advise changes to frontbench responsibilities. In the
other place David Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region, will be responsible for
manufacturing and export, and in the Assembly the
member for Sandringham will be responsible for
scrutiny of government.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (650 signatures)

Bittern: drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, draw to the attention
of the house plans for a drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre
in Bittern, Victoria. This project has been established without
notifying or consulting the community of Bittern. We
strongly object to any developments within our community,
such as this centre, that are established without community
consultation and urgently request that the community
participates in this planning decision.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to:
provide a fair and open process of community
consultation in the establishment of this drug and
alcohol rehabilitation centre in Bittern, Victoria; and
revise existing legislation that allows drug and
rehabilitation centres to be built in residential areas
without community consultation and planning permits;
this will ensure that the community continues to have a
say in local planning decisions.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (1745 signatures)

Planning: Mornington Peninsula development
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria calls on
the house to reject the plan by the Bracks government for the
Mornington Peninsula to become another suburb of
Melbourne, and requests that the area have a separate and
district planning scheme that allows for the rejection of
inappropriate development and high-rise buildings, and
enables the special character of the Mornington Peninsula to
be retained and enhanced.

By Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (620 signatures)
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Nepean Highway–Uralla Road, Mount Martha:
safety
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the intersection of Uralla Road and
Nepean Highway, in the suburb of Mount Martha, is
extremely dangerous and unable to safely cope with the
current and ever-growing traffic volume.
Traffic at this dangerous intersection is likely to increase by
approximately 20 per cent with the establishment of the new
Balcombe Grammar School.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks state
government urgently fund the upgrade of the Uralla Road and
Nepean Highway intersection, Mount Martha, as a matter of
utmost urgency.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (73 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K. SMITH (Bass).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr MORRIS (Mornington).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria — Report year ended
30 September 2006
Ombudsman — Own motion investigation into the policies
and procedures of the planning department at the City of
Greater Geelong — Ordered to be printed
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Cardinia — C93
Casey — C3
Darebin — C69
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Rural Finance Act 1988 — Direction to administer
exceptional circumstances assistance under the Rural
Adjustment Scheme.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
27 February 2007.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Ministers: conduct
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — The government claims
that it was elected for being open, transparent and
accountable, but that lie flew out the window last week,
when two of the most senior government people did not
have the guts to meet with a handful of farmers who
wanted to discuss the worst water crisis to face
Victoria. These two gutless wonders, the Premier and
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change, conspired with an
adviser to get the farmers into a building on the promise
of a discussion. Then, after a thumbs-up from the
adviser that the farmers were inside, the two gutless
wonders jumped into their chauffer-driven limousine
and drove off. I cannot believe they could do something
like that and not even be prepared to meet with these
farmers, who have suffered so much.
They were up there for a media event regarding the
promised pipeline, but it turned into a media
embarrassment for them. There were two other
ministers and a former minister who also did not have
the guts to meet with those local people, and they were
local members. It is amazing the difference before and
after the election. Before the election those five Bracks
socialist government ministers would have been
crawling over people just to get their votes. Two and a
half months later, what a difference there is: now they
do not even want to talk to them! These are the actions
of an arrogant bunch of gutless pinkos.

Marjory Walkowski

Colac Otway — C22
Moira — C20 Part 2
Mount Alexander — C25

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
rise to acknowledge the wonderful life and work of a
well-known Geelong identity, Marjory Walkowski,
who died on 31 December last year. Marjory devoted
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her life to service, both overseas in the air force and to
the local community in Geelong.
Marjory began work at the Geelong Hospital in 1950,
serving as a supervisor of the maternity wing and then
as director of nursing from 1956 to 1981. She played an
active role on the board of Karingal for 17 years,
working with people with intellectual disabilities. She
was also one of the founders as a board member of the
Geelong Hospice Care Association. She made
significant contributions to other local organisations,
including the Geelong Polish Senior Citizens Club and
the Association of Independent Retirees, and was a
member of her local University of the Third Age and
the Geelong YWCA board. Marjory made other
contributions as well at a state level to the National
Florence Nightingale Committee of Australia and to the
board of management of the Fairfield hospital.
Mrs Walkowski was also an inaugural member of the
Ministerial Advisory Council of Senior Victorians,
serving from early 2001 until 2003, when she resigned
due to ill health. In my new role as Minister for Aged
Care I am conscious of the valuable role this council
plays, and I am aware of her great contribution to the
council. She was also awarded the Order of Australia in
1980.
Marjory Walkowski was a great contributor throughout
her life as a health professional and a volunteer, and I
pay tribute to her and the life she lived.
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allocation of money to each local government area to
enable them to reduce rates to, say, 5 per cent for
ratepayers.
The Nationals represent most of country Victoria, and
we have a good appreciation of the issues. We are keen
to work with the government to help our communities
through tough times. What about it, Premier Bracks? Is
the Premier prepared to use the extensive experience of
Nationals members to help him live up to his claim that
he governs for all Victorians?

Champions for Werribee project
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to speak about an excellent community-based
initiative that is taking shape in my electorate of
Tarneit; it is the Champions for Werribee project. This
visionary project will see notable personalities from
sporting, cultural and community fields working
closely as mentors to the students of Werribee
Secondary College as a pilot program, with the
potential for broader application.
I would like to acknowledge particularly former Prime
Minister Bob Hawke for his support in officially
launching this initiative. Werribee Secondary College
has a proud history of offering academic excellence to
students in its community. Ably led by principal Steve
Butyn, the school has the distinction of possessing
international school accreditation and will soon offer
the International Baccalaureate to its students.

Drought: government assistance
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — The drought is hurting
many people in country Victoria, and the hurt is going
to get worse and continue for a long time yet. I call on
the Bracks government to substantially increase the
level of support to affected families, businesses and
communities. The government should make it easier for
those affected to receive assistance so that proud,
independent but emotionally stressed people can get
help whilst retaining their dignity and self-esteem.
Specific measures which would provide significant
benefit include: increased funding for stock
containment areas; cash grants to affected farmers
whose costs of getting through the drought often run
into hundreds of thousands of dollars; more support for
small businesses, such as building on the Regional
Development Victoria business continuity program;
extending the $1000 tank rebate to all Victorians and
not just to those on reticulated water supplies; providing
rebates to people who are forced to cart water for stock
and domestic purposes; and providing rate relief to
drought-affected local government areas by an

The Bracks government is not only supporting the
Champions for Werribee project through the
Department for Victorian Communities but is also
upgrading school facilities across Tarneit. Local
students will benefit from an improved learning
environment thanks to the government’s commitment
to fund stage 2 of the Werribee Secondary College’s
building program.
Other schools in my electorate, such as Cambridge
Primary School, Manorvale Primary School, Mossfiel
Primary School and Warringa Park Special School, are
all enjoying improved facilities funded by this
government. These programs are indicative of the
Bracks government’s commitment to providing all
young people with the best possible start in life.
I would also like to express my appreciation to the
Western Bulldogs Football Club for being the provider
of the inaugural group of mentors and role models
through the Champions for Werribee project. I am sure
this concept will expand to include many more
community leaders.
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Government: performance
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to
lament the failures of the Bracks government. They
include the failure to properly manage public transport
needs on the Sandringham and Frankston train lines,
leading to commuters having to board overcrowded
trains at stations or having to squeeze into trains that are
already overcrowded so as to avoid their being late for
appointments. According to the latest available Connex
statistics, the Sandringham line had the most train
cancellations of any line in Victoria. That is a disgrace.
I also wish to lament the dismantling of the police in
schools program by the Bracks government. That
program had a profound effect on relationships between
young people and members of the police force over a
considerable period.
I also wish to lament the failure of the Bracks
government to properly introduce water recycling
measures at Southern Cross station. It is now
retrofitting an arrangement at massive costs to the
taxpayer.
I wish to lament the failure of the Bracks government to
properly address the issue of housing stock to enable
the provision of accommodation within a reasonable
time frame for a large number of Victorians who are on
the priority and standard housing waiting lists.
I wish to lament the outright hypocrisy of the Bracks
government in that it has failed to fulfil undertakings
given a number of years ago to repeal over 200 acts of
Parliament which prohibited access to the jurisdiction
of the Supreme Court. Not only has it failed to remove
those acts from the statute book but during its time in
office it has introduced around 100 more acts that
contain section 85 provisions.

Fr Peter Norden
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
rise to acknowledge Fr Peter Norden, SJ, who on
Australia Day was appointed an Officer of the Order of
Australia. There are few people I can think of who
would be more deserving recipients of this high honour.
Fr Peter Norden recently celebrated 25 years as a priest
of the Jesuit order, and in that time he has been a
tireless advocate and servant of the forgotten members
of our society.
He is most widely known by Melburnians for his
service as chaplain at Pentridge Prison in Melbourne
after the retirement of the iconic Fr Brosnan. Since then
he has served as policy director of Catholic Social
Services and separately for Jesuit Social Services as
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executive director, policy director and associate
director. In these roles he has made a seminal
contribution to his Jesuit calling of standing up on
social justice issues for the poor and marginalised in our
society.
Peter has also been parish priest of St Ignatius Church
in Richmond for some years and has worked tirelessly
for the refugee communities in our public housing
estates. Of particular note has been his work with the
East Timorese community. It was Peter who helped
lead the successful campaign to keep these long-time
residents in their homes in Melbourne. But there is
much more to Peter’s outstanding contribution to our
community, whether in academia, in social justice or in
service to offenders and young people and to the mental
health sector. He is as fierce a competitor as he is an
advocate of social justice. I can attest to his sporting
prowess through the broken nose he gave me in a social
game of football.
I applaud this timely acknowledgement of Peter Norden
as an Officer of the Order of Australia, and I look
forward to a continued collaboration with him in
support of the disadvantaged in our community.

Telstra: Kew tower
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I start by acknowledging
Trinity Grammar School, one of the great schools in my
electorate.
Telstra plans to build a mobile phone tower above the
Willsmere shops in the Kew electorate. Telstra’s
proposal has caused great concern in the community
around Willsmere shops. Many parents, residents and
traders have spoken to me, arguing that the Telstra
tower is in the wrong place — only metres away from a
local kindergarten on one side and a playground nearby.
Telstra has lodged plans with Boroondara council and
invited comment, and that is probably appropriate, but
it is not subject to normal planning laws as we know
them. However as was reported in the latest edition of
the Progress Leader, Telstra spokesman Mr Pat
O’Beirne said the tower is a:
… part of Telstra’s next G-network rollout and necessary
with the Kew cottages development expected to increase
demand for coverage.

The Bracks government has already started the
disgraceful overdevelopment of Kew Cottages without
regard for the impact it will have on local traffic,
schools or the local amenity. On top of all this the
Bracks government’s overdevelopment will see
Telstra’s tower dumped where it is not needed and not
wanted. And on top of that, the Bracks government
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could solve this problem by inviting Telstra to build it
where it is needed, at the Kew Cottages.

Malcolm McKay
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Gentle and
strong was Mal McKay. And for Marj, with whom he
shared a loving 54 years of marriage, he was not, as has
often been suggested, a man in a million — he was a
man in 10 million. That made Mal one of Australia’s
most treasured people. This accolade was echoed
repeatedly during his life by all whose paths he
touched. Too often kind words are spoken about a
person after they pass on; but with Mal, those who
knew him commented repeatedly on his goodness. He
touched one’s life rather than crossed one’s path.
Mal, unlike so many others, was always genuinely
interested in each and every person he met. He made
time for a quick or long chat, depending on what was
appropriate, and he remembered details about people,
and children in particular, that showed that his ‘Hello,
how are you’? was a true question, which in turn meant
that people gave him an honest answer. From there the
conversation could go where it was required.
Mal became a mentor to hundreds of children and often
their parents. His pride in our children could only have
been a reflection of his immense and intense pride in
his own children, Colin, Sheryl, Allan, David, Malcolm
and Gaylene, and in their spouses and 17 grandchildren.
We thank them for sharing him with us.
Thanks to Mal and Marj the Strathmore Unicorns
Basketball Club is a vibrant club. Mal was a co-founder
of the Broadmeadows Basketball Association. He
always encouraged children to do their best. He
encouraged people who normally would not play
basketball to do so; he helped them in every way to
participate.

Preschools: funding
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Our youth are our
investment in the future, and I again express my
extreme disappointment that country preschools are
starting another year not under the control of the
Department of Education. I congratulate the new
Minister for Children on her appointment and ask her to
review the funding and operations of our country
preschools.
Children from birth through to adolescence require a
supportive and nurturing environment in the home and
in educational settings for the optimal development.
There is plenty of evidence in Australia and
internationally showing that early childhood
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development sets a trajectory for outcomes in adult life.
Research has shown that investment in preschool
education has a very positive effect on later life. My
travels around my electorate, like those of the new
member for Mildura, reveal that most of our preschools
are finding it very difficult or nearly impossible to raise
funds to continue on top of the difficulties of attracting
qualified teachers. It is a worrying trend that local
government is being forced to take control of our
preschools.
I bring to the attention of the minister that there is
strong support in western Victoria for preschools to
come under the control of the Department of Education,
as they are in South Australia. I call on this government
to follow The Nationals policy and move preschools
into the education department or at least increase
funding to alleviate the strain on committees of
management which are being forced to raise about
$20 000 each just to open their doors. We in western
Victoria want our fair share from this Labor
government in Melbourne. It must increase investment
in our country preschools to allow more of our children
to enrol and increase the country participation rate,
which is nearly 3 per cent lower than in the city.

John Dixon
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — Today I pay tribute to
the life of John William Dixon, known as Jack. Jack
Dixon passed away on 5 January 2007 after a brief
illness. Jack was born on 23 April 1915, two days
before the landing of the Anzac forces at Gallipoli. Jack
served in World War II when he joined the Royal
Australian Air Force in August 1941 and ceased his
military service in 1948. Jack met, in his words, his
‘wonderful wife’, Margaret, after Sunday night
benediction. I believe he also followed her home — but
never mind, we will not go into that — —
An honourable member — I think that’s stalking.
Mr LANGDON — That is stalking! He married
her, after a short courtship, in St Mary’s Church,
Thornbury, on Australia Day 1952. Jack and Margaret
had four children, Christopher, Martin, Anne and
Maureen. Jack was extremely proud of his children and
is known to have said, ‘Four lovely children, all of
whom are doing their best for the betterment of the
community’. We have Martin, the Liberal member for
Nepean, in the house today, Chris is a member of the
ALP in Ivanhoe, Anne is with the Catholic Church and
Maureen is in the teaching profession. Clearly Jack
encouraged a range of ideas at home. Jack was a pillar
of St Pius X Catholic Church in West Heidelberg and
was involved with a large range of community groups
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over the years. It was a privilege to have known him.
Jack will be sadly missed by all who knew him. My
sincere condolences to a family I know very well — his
wife, Margaret, his children, their partners and his
grandchildren.

Gaming: regional caps
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The Bracks
government’s gaming policies mean that 543 poker
machines are required to be shifted from some suburbs
to others by December this year. Under Labor any
non-capped local government area with fewer than
10 machines per 1000 adults can be targeted to receive
an increase up to that amount. The city of Stonnington,
which includes the electorates of Malvern and Prahran,
has 3.8 machines per 1000 adults. This means that
under Labor’s policies Stonnington faces a potential
increase of up to 480 new machines. My constituents
do not want an additional 480 poker machines. They do
not need an additional 480 poker machines in their
backyards, but under this government’s policies that is
what they could get.
I am sure that even the member for Prahran would
concede that his constituents do not want 480 new
pokies. What is worse, under Labor’s planning laws,
local communities are completely powerless to stop an
influx of new pokies, as the recent Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal decisions affecting the
Romsey and Ringwood communities demonstrate. This
government’s flawed regional pokies caps policy
means that many communities in Victoria are now
under threat. The Bracks government’s gaming policies
have been a monumental failure, and the threat to
communities such as Stonnington is just one more
example of that failure.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Narre Warren North I remind him that as
he enters and leaves the chamber he needs to
acknowledge the Chair.

Human rights: Vietnam
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) —
Speaker, I apologise, for that oversight.
I want to raise concerns about recent activities of the
Vietnamese government and the arrest of human rights
lawyer Nguyen Van Dai, who is also a member of the
Bloc 8406 pro-democracy movement in Vietnam.
Recently he and five other cyber-activists were arrested
between 3 and 4 February on the ground of trying to
overthrow the government. This contrasts starkly with
the recent activities of the Prime Minister of Vietnam
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who, on 10 February, had an online chat with more than
20 000 Vietnamese people, during which he suggested
that the country has free speech, free media and so
forth.
He went on for about 21⁄2 hours, answering what I
suspect were set-up questions. At the end a question
was posed to him as to why all 600 media outlets in
Vietnam were still controlled by the state. At the end of
the day Vietnam needs to deal with this issue quite
properly. I think there was pressure on them at the time
by the World Trade Organisation to deal with freedom
of the press. The Americans applied enormous
pressure. For some reason Australia decided not to put
pressure on them along those lines. The result of not
putting pressure on Vietnam is that they continue to
behave in this way and harass human rights and
pro-democracy activists.

Warrandyte Road, Warrandyte: pedestrian
crossing
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to speak on
one of the many promises that this government made in
the lead-up to the election. The promise made to the
residents of the Warrandyte township was in relation to
the upgrade of the pedestrian crossing on the
township’s main street. This upgrade was to include
pedestrian-operated traffic lights and kerb ramps to
allow easier access for the disabled and for the elderly.
The local police and community consultative
committee has been campaigning for this crossing since
2002. They are concerned that the safety of pedestrians
and motorists has been at risk for the four years the
community has been waiting for government action and
will continue to be at risk while this upgrade is delayed.
The current ‘flashing legs’ style of crossing has been of
concern to local residents and shop owners for some
time.
Correspondence with the previous Minister for
Transport and with VicRoads over the past four years
has resulted in standard delaying responses. However,
one month before the election the Labor candidate
announced the upgrade would commence. He described
the government’s response after this four-year wait as
‘an example of the government continuing to provide
the highest commitment to benefit the local
community’.
The Minister for Roads and Ports has so far declined to
confirm when the upgrade will occur or even whether
the government will uphold its election promise. I call
on the minister to make good on the government’s
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promise to the people of Warrandyte and to deliver this
project without further delay.

Australia Day: Macedon Ranges awards
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me pleasure to
talk about the Australia Day celebrations that were held
at the Top of the Range Tearooms in Mount Macedon
on 26 January. I was accompanied to the event by the
mayor and councillors. Individuals and groups that
have made outstanding contributions to our
communities were recognised.
The Australia Day ambassador was former champion
golfer Peter Thomson. The 2007 Australia Day citizen
of the year for Macedon Ranges was awarded to Larina
Strauch. Larina has a long commitment to many
community groups. She is a local historian who has
published a number of histories about local groups. She
is a friend of the botanic gardens. There is hardly an
event where Larina has not had some part to play.
The young citizen of the year was Jessica John. A
student from Romsey, Jessica has made an outstanding
contribution to her school and local community through
her involvement with the Youth Dimensions program at
Gisborne Secondary College and the Romsey youth
group. She has also played a key role in organising the
first skate competition by the Romsey youth group.
The community achievement award went to Loy
Jackson. Loy has been involved in the Woodend
community since 1969 through local sporting groups,
including netball, athletics, tennis and swimming. Loy
has been involved with the Woodend Lions Club since
it started in 1972 and has been a key organiser in the
annual Woodend art show, Carols by Candlelight and
the monthly Woodend market.
Dianne Dale is a State Emergency Service and Country
Fire Authority volunteer, a local businesswoman, and a
prolific fundraiser for both of those groups.
Lachlan Milne works for the council on environmental
affairs and goes well above and beyond his duties.

Wodonga Senior Secondary College: school
nurse
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I stand to condemn the
Labor government for the reduction by two-thirds of
the three Wodonga Secondary School campuses’
nursing allocation. This bombshell was dropped in the
second week of January, a mere two weeks before
students were due to return to school; or, in the case of
year 7 students, before they began their secondary
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school careers. The Department of Human Services
announced:
The amalgamation of the three schools … has resulted in the
three former schools now being classified as one school and
therefore being eligible for only one 0.5 FTE secondary
school nurse position rather than the three 0.5 FTE positions
previously allocated.

During the 2006 school year Mitchell College,
Wodonga High School and Wodonga West Secondary
College rearranged their year groups to become
Wodonga Middle Years College, Huon; Wodonga
Middle Years College, Felltimber; and Wodonga
Senior Secondary College. The schools have changed
in name only and not demographics. The same number
of students attend these three secondary schools and the
campuses have not moved. They have simply created a
senior college and two middle-years colleges.
It is vitally important for adolescents to have
school-hours access to a nurse. All students should be
able to turn to someone other than a teacher for any
physical, psychological or personal medical issues; that
is equally important for year 7 students who will come
from small rural schools and who may be overwhelmed
by the sheer size of their new environment. Time and
again the Bracks government has emphasised the need
for health education assistance to do with the
burgeoning problem of childhood obesity.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Australia Day: Casey awards
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — On
Australia Day I attended the City of Casey Citizen of
the Year awards, which included an award for the
community event of the year. It was a terrific occasion
and illustrated that community spirit is well and truly
alive in the electorate of Narre Warren South.
There were six nominees for the Senior Citizen of the
Year award, and all of them would have been worthy
winners. Nominees included people like Edith Krause,
who has provided foster care to more than 200 children;
Ted Clay, who has been an outstanding member of the
Country Fire Authority for 50 years; and Margaret
Trickey, who has volunteered at the Hampton Park
opportunity shop for 15 years. The award was won by
Tom Hartley, who has made an outstanding
contribution to our local community through his
involvement in scouting over 50 years. He has been an
inspiration to hundreds of young people who have
benefited from his wisdom, patience and compassion.
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The young citizen of the year award went to Nicholas
Bell, a student at Beaconhills College, who is truly
committed to working and caring for others; and in a
cause close to my own heart, he is the convenor of the
East Timor Friendship Committee as well as a
participant in the Christmas tree fundraiser. I look
forward to Nicholas and the other young citizens who
were nominated taking up leadership roles in our local
community in future years.
The Casey Citizen of the Year award was won by
Margaret Fairhurst, who has devoted endless hours to
the local community through her involvement with
scouting, local schools and community events. I caught
up with Margaret at a recent citizenship ceremony, and
she is really enjoying her ambassadorial role. I am sure
that all who meet her will be inspired by her drive and
energy and, most of all, by her encouraging smile. All
in all, it was a great event with some great community
leaders being deservedly recognised.

Drought: northern Victoria
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I rise to speak about the
current drought conditions in northern Victoria which
are continuing to exert enormous pressure on our
farming sector. Reduced water allocations — in the
Goulburn system it is 24 per cent, and in the Campaspe
system it is zero — a lack of feed for stock, difficulty in
sourcing grain and fodder, increased costs and
escalating debt are contributing to rising stress levels
amongst farmers. The year 2006 will be remembered
for being the 10th consecutive year of below-normal
rainfall. It was the third-driest year on record for
Victoria.
The forecast economic growth in Victoria for 2006 has
been revised down since the presentation of the 2006–07
budget, reflecting the impact of drought conditions on
agricultural output. Milk production in Rodney is close
to 20 per cent down for the month of January, even
though farmers have invested heavily in extra grain and
hay or whatever they can get to feed their cows. When it
comes to prime lamb and beef, producers have simply
destocked. National sheep numbers are expected to drop
to their lowest levels for 60 years during 2007.
The drought is not over. We call on the Bracks
government to bring in rebates for farmers who have to
cart water for stock and domestic purposes, as well as
$20 000 cash grants. That would give farmers real
support rather than pretend support.
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Australia Day: Eltham electorate awards
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I would like to
congratulate the following people from my electorate of
Eltham who were recipients of Australia Day awards,
which were organised by Jenny Macklin, the federal
member for Jagajaga. Alison Buist has put in a
tremendous amount of time and effort as the
membership secretary of the Eltham Toy Library and
has helped provide a fantastic time for many parents
and young children in Eltham. Lindsay and Peggy
Enderby have enriched their community as lay
preachers in the Uniting Church for a number of
decades and have organised the Richmond Ecumenical
Foodshare for the past 20 years. Andrew Evans, the
president of the Eltham East Primary School council, is
a valuable volunteer and has shown terrific leadership
in improving educational outcomes at that great local
school.
Fay Gravenall, the secretary of the Nillumbik Landcare
Network and Friends of Wattle Ward, is a passionate
volunteer for many environmental causes. Sharon
Naughton has been a hardworking volunteer with the
Diamond Valley Foodshare for 11 years and has helped
literally hundreds of people. Glynn Pritchard has
volunteered in the community at St Margaret’s
Anglican Church for over 40 years and has helped
strengthen enormously that church community. Penny
Puckey, the founding principal of the Plenty Valley
Montessori School, personally provides food hampers
and household items for those in need. Finally, David
Snowdon, the secretary of the Diamond Valley Prostate
Support Group, has raised awareness of this important
health issue, particularly through the 2006 Men’s
Health Awareness Concert.

Port of Hastings: expansion
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I support some
expansion of the port of Hastings, because I want
members of my community to have the small business
and job opportunities which will come from a thriving
port. However, my support is entirely conditional upon
two things: firstly, that there is an upfront and full
environment effects statement, not the staged EES that
has been proposed by the Port of Hastings Corporation;
and secondly, that the development is planned and
implemented in a way that is sensitive to the needs and
desires of the local community.
I would like to place on the record just some of the
actions and plans of the Port of Hastings Corporation
that I oppose and will fight to either improve or stop.
Firstly, there has been no effective consultation with the
community. Many of those who will be the most
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dramatically affected by this plan still do not know of
its existence. The incompetent manner in which this
process has been conducted has only served to alienate
the community and reduce support for the port
expansion.
Secondly, for more than 40 years successive
governments have planned to service an expanded port
of Hastings by establishing a rail connection through
the Western Port Highway corridor. The corporation
has used cost as an excuse to dump that plan in favour
of a new route that would cut a swathe through many
rural communities, including Pearcedale, Devon
Meadows and Clyde. I totally oppose this freight train
route.
Thirdly, against the recommendations of its own
consultants the Port of Hastings Corporation decided to
also include Crib Point in its port development plans.
What wonderful development is earmarked for this
beautiful little community? It is a bitumen plant.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired. The member for Cranbourne has 40 seconds.

Aged care: Frankston North centre
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Only 50 of 180 beds
will be made available as concession beds in the
proposed aged-care centre to be constructed right in the
heart of Frankston North in my electorate of
Cranbourne. Of the 50 beds that are being made
available as concession beds, 25 will be taken up by
residents from the proposed closure of the Milpara Park
aged-care facility in Frankston.
Over 1000 residents are over the age of 65. Many of
them live in one bed Office of Housing accommodation
with no family support. They are reliant on home and
community care funding and Meals on Wheels services
to see them through, day by day. I certainly hope that
the mayor and the councillors of the City of Frankston
will join me and take the opportunity to start
campaigning on the ratepayers behalf — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Last night I
was highlighting the significant gap between the spin in
the Governor’s speech, which was prepared by
government spin doctors, and the government’s failure
on the ground to deliver its promises. I talked about its
failure to deliver rail standardisation to western
Victoria. I also talked about its failure to deliver on
alternate energy, closing down the geothermal bore.
This morning I wish to highlight another example of
the Bracks Labor government’s failure to deliver on its
rhetoric, because it is completely letting down its
heartland supporters in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. I will examine the transport of goods to and
from the port of Melbourne. In Growing Victoria
Together, a 2001 statement, the Labor government
promised the following:
The proportion of freight transported to ports by rail will
increase from 10 per cent to 30 per cent.

In November 2004 it reiterated this commitment in the
Victorian Ports Strategic Framework, in which it also
said:
More than 80 per cent of container movements to and from
the port of Melbourne are by road, and 89 per cent of
containers handled in the port involve multiple moves before
reaching their destination. Rail’s share of Melbourne’s port
traffic is growing — assisted by a new rail link servicing
West Swanston Dock, the use of long trains into the port and
the start of port shuttle services.

This is what the government said in 2004. In April
2006 there was a report produced by Booz Allen
Hamilton, which did a consultancy for the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission. The report
says:
Increased rail market share, particularly for containerised
cargoes (most notably import containers where rail’s share is
very low). This is most likely to come from the successful
development of a commercially viable metro rail freight
shuttle network linking the port of Melbourne to a number of
intermodal terminals …

What this report says is that to achieve the 30 per cent
target and to get trucks off the road, you need port
shuttle services to move the containers in and out of the
port rather than putting them on trucks. The port
development plan produced by the Port of Melbourne
Corporation in August 2006 states:

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 14 February; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.

341

An important part of achieving the government’s 30 per cent
rail mode share target is the development of viable shuttle
train services between the outer urban intermodal terminals
and the on-port rail terminals.

When looking at how that can best be achieved we
need look no further than what the Victorian Freight
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and Logistics Council said in its consultation paper of
October 2006 — only late last year. It said:
The Victorian government announced a rail target for port
cargoes of 30 per cent in 2010. This target cannot be achieved
through increasing interstate long-haul cargoes or intrastate
regional cargo volumes. The only solution to achieve this
target is to focus on attracting the more than 1 million
containers in the metropolitan Melbourne conurbation. By
focusing on this market, the government is more likely to
achieve the greatest impact and value for the limited funding
available for investment. This target relies on a network of
consolidation hubs to assemble a rail offering for port shuttle.

Everybody is saying that the only way to achieve this
laudable target of 30 per cent of goods going in and out
of the port on rail is to have an effective port shuttle
service that takes those containers to areas where they
can be further distributed, that takes the trucks out of
the inner suburban area and out of the port area, and
that improves the environment and the quality of life in
that area.
In contrast to the government’s rhetoric and its myriad
reports — we have seen report after report from the
government — stating that the rail target is part of its
climate change strategy, its environmental
improvement strategy and its transport strategy, and in
contrast to the port of Melbourne saying that it is
committed to this 30 per cent target, what do we find?
We find a press release of 19 January from the CRT
Group headed ‘Port shuttle service closure’, which
states:
CRT Group wishes to advise that the port shuttle service
operating between its Altona North terminal and the port of
Melbourne will cease effective 18 February 2007.

Guess what? That is the only port shuttle service
operating. It started in 2003, and it is closing in 2007.
That is condemning the inner suburbs of Melbourne to
an extra 3500 to 5000 truck movements, because it will
take goods off the port shuttle and put them back on
trucks. There will be more trucks on the West Gate
Bridge, more trucks on Footscray Road and more
trucks on Francis Street, and more pollution damaging
the quality of life and health of residents and damaging
the environment. But does this government care? No, it
does not. The Bracks Labor government treats the
environment with contempt, treats transport
management with contempt and, worst of all, thumbs
its nose at its heartland supporters in the inner suburbs
of Melbourne. What are the consequences of this
decision? I refer to an article published by the online
Transport.Industry-News.net service, which states:
Victorian government policy calls for 30 per cent of shipping
containers through the port of Melbourne to be carried by rail
by 2015.
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The actual promise was for 2010. The article states
further:
But they’ve got Buckley’s of achieving that if the imminent
demise of CRT’s pioneering port rail shuttle is anything to go
by.
…
The company has had difficulty getting rail ‘paths’ to the port,
and it took an hour’s travel time for the 22-kilometre trip plus
another 2 hours if the train was to go to Patrick or P & O.

What it is saying is that it is the incompetence of the
Bracks Labor government that has scuttled the port
shuttle. Indeed the Lloyd’s List Daily Commercial News
of 1 February states:
The exit of the port shuttle would create, Mr Dunn estimated,
between 3000 and 3500 additional truck movements between
Altona and Port Melbourne.
That’s a conservative figure. It may increase.

It certainly will increase, because the trade in the port of
Melbourne is increasing by an average of 8 to 10 per
cent a year. There will be more trade and more trucks.
The government strategy was to get these containers
onto a rail shuttle service to reduce the number of
trucks, but it failed to deliver. The only port shuttle
service that was operating on rail is now closing, and
the government is doing nothing about it. Those in
government simply do not care about their constituents
in the inner suburbs of Melbourne. They mouth the
rhetoric and the spin about environment, climate
change and quality of life, but they simply do not
deliver. They are happy to sip their lattes on the
foreshore of Williamstown, but they are not prepared to
look after the quality of life of the people who live in
Francis Street, Yarraville. Indeed the Altona-Laverton
Mail of 24 January states:
Traffic on the West Gate Bridge is set to increase after
logistics giant CRT Group’s shock announcement that it will
close the rail service …
Residents can expect 3500 more truck trips along roads such
as Francis Street in Footscray and the West Gate Bridge
because of the rail service closure.

It is not as though the government could not do
something about it. I refer to the Melbourne Port@L
Strategy — Consultation Draft of August 2006, which
says this about the port shuttle service:
Promoting an increase in rail activity will also require a
systematic rail growth plan that recognizes the current lack of
cost competitiveness of short-haul urban freight rail. Such a
plan will need to address issues such as terminal governance,
track access, operating protocols and other policy initiatives
considered appropriate to encourage the use of the rail
shuttles from the port to outer urban intermodal terminals.
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Further on it says it will be facilitated by:
… promoting the progressive introduction of highly efficient
metropolitan port shuttle trains running between outer urban
intermodal terminals and the Swanson–Dynon precinct.

The government has identified the need for the shuttle
services and identified the things it needs to do to make
them happen, but it has simply failed to deliver because
it does not care about its Labor heartland. It does not
care about the inner suburbs of Melbourne; it does not
care about the extra 3500 truck movements on the West
Gate Bridge, Footscray Road and Francis Street; and it
does not care about the people in Yarraville, Seddon
and Footscray. The government simply does not care.
The Governor’s speech is full of rhetoric on climate
change, on the environment and on health and
quality-of-life issues, but when it was put to the test in
its own heartland on its own promise to have 30 per
cent of freight movements by rail, it simply let the rail
shuttle service close down because it does not care —
and it does not deliver.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms DUNCAN
(Macedon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CONTROL OF WEAPONS AMENDMENT
(PENALTIES) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 February; motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am pleased to
rise in support of the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. The purpose of this bill is to discourage
the possession of controlled and prohibited weapons. In
particular the bill increases the penalty for the
possession of controlled weapons to 12 months
imprisonment and the penalty for the possession of
prohibited weapons to 2 years imprisonment. Reducing
the likelihood of serious injury or death is a key
objective of the bill — in other words, the bill seeks to
enhance community safety.
The bill implements an important commitment given by
the Bracks Labor government prior to the last state
election. It is part of the Bracks government’s broader
strategy to improve community safety and tackle crime.
The community has long held the view — I know it is
shared by all members in this house, as demonstrated in
this debate and in previous debates — that these
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weapons, when used unlawfully, are a menace to
individuals and to society. It is important that we act
swiftly to contain the distribution and possession of
these weapons.
The kinds of weapons we are talking about on the
prohibited list — and there are 37 of them in total —
range from flick-knives, swords, maces and daggers to
extendable batons and crossbows. To obtain lawful
possession of these weapons a person is required to
demonstrate that they have a specific need for them.
Weapons on the controlled weapons list include knives
and machetes, which are potentially very dangerous but
are also commonly used. These weapons are available
only if a person can demonstrate that their use is lawful.
I think the often-cited example is the machete in the
backyard to clear away some undergrowth.
Unlawful possession and use of such weapons pose a
very serious risk to the community. Of particular
concern to me is the number of young people who feel
it necessary to carry a weapon. Some claim that they
somehow feel safer if they slip a weapon inside their
clothing when they go about their daily lives, including
attending school or university. Members may recall that
a report was prepared last year following the security
measures that were introduced in the Parliament and
Treasury buildings. The report states that 30 knives
were confiscated from schoolchildren visiting
Parliament. So children who were off to learn about our
democracy and how we do business in our state
Parliament woke up in the morning thinking about their
school excursion and slipped a knife into their pockets.
It is very alarming and must be one of the greatest
concerns for parents. It is something about which we
need to learn a great deal more.
Recently the Department of Justice, through the
Victorian Law Enforcement Drug Fund, sought to do
just that. Funding was provided for a study conducted
by RMIT University, in collaboration with the Youth
Affairs Council of Victoria, Victoria Police and the
Royal Australasian College of Surgeons. The aim of the
study was to provide a better understanding of the
motivation of a young person’s desire to pocket a
weapon or otherwise conceal a weapon in their
clothing. The report, entitled Living on Edge —
Understanding the Social Context of Knife Carriage
Among Young People, makes the very important point
that it is very difficult to determine the exact number of
people choosing to carry weapons. Further study will
have to be undertaken to try to learn how many people
are carrying weapons and to understand why they are. I
commend the authors of the report and the Bracks
Labor government on its decision to fund that research.
That study, along with this bill, is another example of
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the government’s broad strategy to improve community
safety in Victoria.

off the streets is a key objective of this bill and therefore
I commend the bill to the house.

Victoria is the safest mainland state in Australia. That
has not happened just by accident. It is the safest
because since its election the Bracks Labor government
has implemented measure after measure such as this
bill to tackle crime. What a proud record of
achievement the Labor government has maintained.
The Labor government’s commitment to improving
community safety has had a direct impact on the lives
of the people living in Northcote. In the past five years
we have had a crime rate reduction of 23 per cent. As I
said, these things do not happen by accident. We have a
new Northcote police station and a 15 per cent increase
in the number of uniformed police. Clearly the
measures introduced by the Bracks Labor government
across the state, and particularly in Northcote, are
having a direct impact on the crime rates in our
community.

Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am pleased to
speak in support of the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill. I am always really happy
to support measures intended to protect my fellow
Victorians. In speaking about Victorians, I want to
speak very dearly about the people in the seat of
Bayswater, which includes suburbs such as Boronia,
Knoxfield and Ringwood. Every now and then suburbs
in my electorate are featured adversely in the media.
We do not want to hear or read a lot of that, but it is
easy to understand why when we look at the crime
figures.

However, in spite of a fall in crime rates overall, there
has been an alarming increase in the number of
incidents involving weapon offences in the city of
Darebin, in which Northcote is entirely contained. The
increase of some 42 per cent is of great concern to the
residents. Recently Northcote residents read in their
local newspaper of a band of three individuals who
confronted commuters leaving the Dennis railway
station. The three of them came with a knife and batons
and they took away property and cash. It was obviously
a very intimidating experience for the local residents. A
few weeks earlier those same three individuals had
similarly approached commuters who had left the
Regent railway station. Members of the community are
obviously very concerned about those people targeting
their neck of the woods. Incidents such as these have
rightly increased community concern, and the Bracks
Labor government has responded entirely
appropriately.
I am very pleased that later in the legislative program
the government will introduce further amendments to
tackle crime and improve community safety. These
amendments will ensure that the possession of a
weapon on or around licensed premises will attract
greater penalties. Members will have heard of many,
many incidents arising from the mix of the possession
of a prohibited or controlled weapon and alcohol, and
the disastrous consequences that arise following a bump
on the shoulder or a ridiculous tiff. The amendments
that will be introduced later will also ensure that
self-defence will no longer be a lawful excuse for
carrying a controlled weapon. I look forward to the
introduction of these measures. Getting these weapons

Two-thirds of my electorate is in the city of Knox. The
2005–06 provisional crime statistics show an
astounding increase in serious crime in Knox.
Homicides went up by 133 per cent. The fact is that
people are four to five times more likely to be stabbed
with the types of weapons that the bill addresses than
they are to be shot. It is hoped that the sorts of statistics
that have been provided will decrease following the
implementation of the amendments proposed by the
bill. Weapon offences in the city of Knox went up by
24 per cent, which I find astounding. Hopefully the bill
will address that.
Obviously it is for each local member to have constant
communication with local members of the police force.
I am blessed by having my electorate serviced by three
24-hour police stations. The officers in charge of the
three police stations have all said that they actually need
more police numbers on the ground. That is no surprise
as that is what we hear all the time. However, one of the
officers in charge of a station in my electorate claims he
needs an additional 20 per cent — not just an extra two
or three members but an extra 20 per cent — in
manpower, to reduce officer fatigue and adequately
police his area. Evidence shows — and again it is no
surprise — that more police numbers equal fewer
crimes.
However, there will always be members of society who
wish to harm others. Much police time is taken up in
dealing with situations exacerbated by the behaviour of
people with a mental illness and the like. All the police
officers with whom I spoke prior to my election in
November last year were 100 per cent in favour of the
Liberal Party policy to provide a single phone number
for officers to call to refer Department of Human
Services cases 24 hours a day, seven days a week. That
would expedite officers returning to the streets.
Obviously police know what they want to do; they
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know why they joined the police force. As I said, more
police presence equals less crime.

about how the Control of Weapons Act might be
updated.

Why then has this policy not been adopted by the
Bracks Labor government, in an attempt to streamline
procedure and get police doing what they joined the
force to do? In lieu of this logical and very inexpensive
policy, and in lieu of more operational personnel in my
area, I hope the amendments made by the bill may act
as a deterrent for some and that better punishment is
dealt to those who do not respect our safety. Colleagues
who have listened to talkback radio in the past few days
and even over the past few years will surely be aware
that the public’s perception is that sentences for
criminals are far too light. The amendments increasing
penalties are a small start in winning back the
confidence of those who saw fit to elect each of us to
this place. Members of the public have the right to feel
safe and protected. I urge the government to fulfil its
promises of further reform and more operational police
personnel. For me, that is vital. After all, prevention is
far better than cure.

There are things identified as weapons that I do not
think we would often regard as weapons. The act
covers three areas: prohibited weapons, controlled
weapons and dangerous articles. Dangerous articles
relate to the sorts of things that we see frequently in our
lives and would not particularly see as dangerous.
Kitchen knives are some of those.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I must say it is
always a pleasure for a member of Parliament to be
able to speak on a bill that their party had as part of its
election platform, so I am very pleased to be able to
contribute to the debate on the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill today.
The legislation was first introduced in 1990 to regulate
weapons other than firearms and body armour. It was
updated again by the then Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in 2000, when the current
regulations were put in place, containing — as I think
other members have outlined — the list of prohibited
weapons. These include a large range of knives and
daggers, a range of martial arts items, and maces —
which is something the Parliament of Victoria might
like to have a look at. The act specifically refers to the
banning of maces, which perhaps has not been
considered!
I think the act, and the updating of it, is interesting,
particularly because we are now living in a very
different environment in relation to the sorts of
weapons that are used in attacks on people. Some of the
weapons that were identified in 2000 are not ones that
would be readily known to many members of
Parliament — I hope they are not readily known by
them. They include such things as climbing claws,
nunchaku and baton-chucks, all weapons that we are
not perhaps familiar with. Of course one of the reasons
for forming this legislation is the result of a case
involving a samurai sword heard by Justice Charles,
who made a number of recommendations to Parliament

The act also has a very significant section which
removes the legitimacy of holding these weapons for
reasons of self-defence. I have been surprised, since the
introduction of the security screening system in
Parliament House, by the amazing number of weapons
that are carried by people on a daily basis, a situation
which seems to me to be extremely dangerous. Things
that have come through the security system here
include lethal-looking kitchen knives and weapons that
people have fashioned themselves. Even in a place such
as the Parliament, which you would think of as
non-violent, flick-knives, knuckledusters and other
weapons have been brought in by visitors.
One of the alarming things in terms of community
safety is that many of these weapons are held by young
women, which I would have thought is quite a
dangerous thing. The reason they give for having them
is, of course, for self-defence; but if you think about it,
most young women are much smaller than their likely
attackers, who, with all due respect to the men here, are
more likely to be males, who in most cases are
substantially bigger than they are and therefore — —
Mr Holding interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I would like to apologise to
the Minister for Finance. It was not a personal
reflection on him. He is looking very worried. But
realistically — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member will address her remarks to the Chair.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I was just referring to the
Minister for Finance in passing. Speaking through you,
Acting Chair, I would point out that he knows the crime
statistics far better than I do, being a former Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and he would be
well aware, of course, that young women are frequently
attacked by men.
If in most of those situations a young woman did have a
weapon on her, it is more likely that it would be used
on her than on the person who was attacking her. So it
seems to me to be a very dangerous practice that people
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are walking around on a daily basis with things like
sharpened kitchen knives and flick-knives in their
handbags — and I do not think people realise how
prevalent it actually is.

policies were designed to improve community safety. I
know it is an important issue, as does my party. Now
the government has finally been dragged, kicking and
screaming, to do something about it.

One of the reasons given for the 2000 act was the
increasing use of dangerous articles. Unfortunately, in
some of the information provided at the end of last year
we also saw an increase in attacks involving prohibited
weapons. If you look in the papers on a daily basis, you
know it is very rare that a day or two goes by without
someone being attacked with a knife or some other
weapon. I think part of this bill needs to be about a
greater publicity program so that the community is
aware of which weapons are prohibited and which are
unlawful. I have a strong feeling that many people in
the community do not know that the weapons they
carry on a regular basis are in fact prohibited or
controlled or are considered dangerous articles.

Opposition members, including the members for
Benambra and Kilsyth, have made it clear that this
piece of legislation will have three tiers of penalties —
that is, for ‘prohibited’, ‘controlled’ and ‘dangerous’
articles. Whilst the opposition supports the legislation
we believe it does not go far enough.

This is an excellent bill. As I said, I enjoy seeing
legislation come into Parliament to fulfil a party policy.
This bill increases the penalties prescribed in the act,
and I will quickly go through them. Penalties include
the doubling of the current maximum imprisonment
penalty for the possession of controlled weapons, from
six months to 12 months; and a quadrupling of the
imprisonment penalty for the possession of prohibited
weapons, from six months to two years. The
amendments also include a doubling of the maximum
penalty for the unlawful carriage, possession, use,
import, manufacture, sale or purchase of a prohibited
weapon, and a doubling of the maximum penalty for
the unlawful carriage, possession or use of a controlled
weapon without a lawful excuse.

One should always remember that all weapons can
inflict the same level of pain on an individual. Why
should the government be taking the soft option by not
developing a uniform penalty response? In my
electorate of Ferntree Gully, in Melbourne’s east,
community safety is a major issue. In the 18 months
prior to the election, when I was a candidate for the
seat, people regularly raised community safety as a
major concern. Many people told me they believed
community safety was not being dealt with
appropriately by the government. That is a reason why
the opposition benches now have newly elected
members from the eastern suburbs.

Those penalties send a very strong message to the
community that the government is serious about
ensuring community safety remains a high priority in
its continuing policies, including its ongoing law and
order policy, on which more legislation will be
introduced here in the future. I am very pleased to
support this bill.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It certainly
gives me pleasure to support the position put by the
member for Kew on this legislation. I must say I have
been listening with interest to the comments of
members on the other side of the house as they have
detailed story after story of knives being out of control
in this state. It is interesting that the government, which
has been in power for eight years, is now doing
something about fixing community safety issues.
The Liberal Party went to the last election with policies
on a whole range of community safety issues; those

For the purpose of applying penalties, we think the
government should have dealt with all weapons in one
category. The situation may arise where a barrister may
argue before a magistrate that because a person was
using what is classified as a dangerous article their
offence should be treated as less serious than if the
person had been using a prohibited weapon.

Mr Robinson — What about the Scoresby? Come
on, you have changed your tune already.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member for Ferntree Gully, without interjection.
Mr WAKELING — I am pleased the member for
Mitcham wants to talk about the freeway.
People I had regularly spoken to raised concerns about
young people carrying concealed weapons. People have
every right to feel concerned because in Knox, the
municipality in which I reside, over the last 12 months
the rate of crime against the person, including assault
and homicide, has increased. One only has to look at
the statistics relevant to the suburbs I represent.
In the last 12 months the Rowville community has
suffered a 16.5 per cent increase in crime. In Ferntree
Gully and Lysterfield the rate has increased by 13.1 per
cent; and in Boronia, by 5.5 per cent. By any measure,
that is highly inappropriate. That is a deplorable record
for a government that has been in power for eight years.
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The communities in my electorate expect much more
from this government to improve community safety.
In 1999 the government promised that it would deliver
to the Rowville community a 24-hour police station. As
a former councillor with the City of Knox, I had the
pleasure of attending the opening. Former police
minister, Minister Haermeyer, launched it with much
fanfare, but I should explain to the house that at about
10 o’clock every night of the week that police station
closes its doors. If people in Rowville want to speak to
a policeman after that time, they have to drive to the
Knox police station at Wantirna South.
Ms Duncan — Or they could use the phone.
Mr WAKELING — Whilst the police may go
home at 10 o’clock every night, the criminals in
Rowville do not. It is a shame that roving gangs of
young people are common in the area. Residents are
raising concerns with me about young people being out
at night and the fact that their police station is not open
at night.
Whilst this bill does not go far enough, at least it is an
indication that the government is at least prepared to
try, perhaps belatedly, to do something about fixing the
problem. The government needs to bite the bullet. More
needs to be done to deal with problems associated with
the control of weapons. The government needs to get
more police out on the beat. We need to make sure that
stations such as those at Rowville and Belgrave are
operational 24 hours a day, so that police can
adequately deal with the proliferation of weapons.
Members must remember that simply increasing the
penalties, as this bill does, will not necessarily reduce
the number of weapons on the streets. The only real
deterrent that will stop the proliferation of weapons out
there is an increase in police numbers — that is, having
police on the beat. That is the only effective measure
that will lead to a reduction in the number of weapons
on the streets.
The government talks a lot, but it has had eight years to
fix this mess. When I was at the Rowville police station
members stationed there said, ‘We need 10 extra
members at our station’. The Liberal Party promised
that, but what has the government done to fix the
situation? Nothing. Whilst The Liberal Party supports
the bill because it is an indication that the government
is prepared to do something, perhaps belatedly, on this
issue, much more needs to be done, particularly in
getting more police out on the beat.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to
join the debate on the Control of Weapons Amendment
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(Penalties) Bill. I strongly support the legislation, and I
am sure the residents in the Mitcham electorate, whom
I represent, will also fully support its increased
penalties for the possession, advertisement for sale,
purchase, importation and manufacture of prohibited
and controlled weapons.
As previous members have said, the bill proposes to
double penalties for those offences. The increases are
quite dramatic, but I suggest all members would agree
they are absolutely justified because the weapons
around which the offences are based are designed
solely to inflict harm.
It might be worthwhile at this stage for me to describe
to the house the sorts of weapons we are talking about.
The relevant regulations contain a lengthy list of
‘prohibited’ weapons. The list includes flick-knives,
daggers, knuckle knives, swordsticks, butterfly knives,
double-end knives, push knives, trench knives,
throwing blades, ballistic knives, non-metal ceramic
knives, crossbows, pistol crossbows, general category
crossbows, blowguns, darts designed to be projected
from a blowgun or similar device, hunting slings or
slingshots designed or adapted in a certain manner,
catapults, shanghais, hunting slings, dart projectors,
slingshots manufactured and intended for commercial
distribution, articles designed to discharge capsicum
spray, articles designed or adapted to emit or discharge
offensive, noxious or irritant liquids, powders or gases,
shark darts, extendable batons, knuckledusters,
weighted gloves and studded gloves.
At this point I make comment on the following item in
that list. The regulations also include:
… a mace or any other similar article capable of causing
injury that consists of a club or a staff fitted with a flanged or
spiked head.

A ‘mace’ will be of particular interest to members of
the house because there is one right here, in the house. I
am very pleased to note that the regulations have the
qualification:
… other than a ceremonial mace made for and used solely as
a symbol of authority on ceremonial occasions.

I am sure that as long as the parliamentary officers
contain themselves, notwithstanding the aggravation we
in this house might generate at times, we will have no
problems with the mace remaining exempt from the
regulations which relate to the legislation we are
debating today.
The list also includes a flail; a whip with metal lashes; a
cat-o’-nine-tails; a hand-held, battery-operated article
commonly known as a ‘laser pointer’; an article
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consisting of a baton or stick, so constructed that it can
be broken to form two or more parts, and joined by a
chain and known as a baton-chuck or bo-chuck; a
scythe or sickle-shaped article known as a kama; an
article known as a kubotan; a sai or jitte; a throwing
star; an article known as a Chinese whip, a whip spear,
a seven-piece iron chain or a nine-piece iron chain; a
butterfly sword; a tonfa; and a sword. Those
instruments fall within the definition of ‘prohibited
weapon’.
Included in the definition of ‘controlled weapon’ is a
more modest list of things such as spear guns, batons or
cudgels, bayonets, imitation firearms and cattle prods.
The significance of that list is that people who are of a
particular bent will see a commercial opportunity to
devise new products which are derivations or
modifications of those I described and because of a
technicality might fall beyond the regulations. That is
why the legislation is amended in this place from time
to time and regulations are extended to ensure that the
law catches up with people who are that way inclined.
I strongly support the bill. I am pleased that previous
speakers have elaborated on this issue by referring to
things as extant police numbers because that allows me
to digress a little in my contribution. At this stage I wish
to raise a concern I have. As much as we in Victoria are
looking to properly and reasonably extend penalties for
the control of weapons, it has to be put in the context of
what is contemporary — that is, these efforts are
somewhat undermined by a slackness at the
commonwealth level. Anyone wanting to look at the
evidence of that claim need only look at an article on
page 5 of today’s Australian and headed ‘ADF at fault
in theft probe: Keelty’. I will quote excerpts of this
article to the house because it raises some very grave
concerns about the security protocols within the
defence department that have led to a number of
weapons disappearing and falling into criminal hands.
The article states:
Australian Federal Police Commissioner Mick Keelty has
blamed the defence department’s poor procedures for its
failure to track down stolen military weapons and prosecute
thieves.
Mr Keelty told a Senate committee that inadequate military
policing and record keeping had frustrated police inquiries.
He said defence had referred 139 cases to the AFP for
investigation since 2001. Of those, 19 involved theft of guns,
ammunition, helmets, radios and other defence security
equipment.
The details of some of the cases were revealed and widened
concerns that weapons, including rocket-launchers, had fallen
into the hands of warring criminal gangs and a terror cell
plotting an attack in Sydney.
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But Mr Keelty said just one investigation into the recent theft
of army rocket-launchers had resulted in a prosecution.

That relates to a Sydney gun dealer who was charged
last month with 17 offences relating to black market
sales of seven rocket-launchers to an underworld figure,
who then allegedly sold five of them to a terror suspect.
Mr Keelty told the Senate’s legal and constitutional
affairs committee that:
Part of the problem has been the difficulty in being able to
trace weapons or trace persons who are accountable for
matters …
Mr Keelty made the comments as New South Wales
counter-terrorism police moved to follow up claims revealed
in the Australian this week that authorities had failed for eight
years to properly explore claims that a group of men with
links to a bikie gang had been receiving stolen military
weapons, including a powerful rocket-launcher capable of
bringing down an aircraft.

The article goes on, but I will not continue. Suffice to
say that if we are genuinely concerned and serious in
this place about — and I take up the comments made
by the previous speaker — making the efforts that
should properly be made to curb weapons, the federal
government also needs to do its part. As much as the
people in my electorate, including me, have concerns
about the sorts of weapons that I have described and the
uses to which they can be put, it is almost like that
comical scene out of the Crocodile Dundee movie
when Paul Hogan pulls out the big knife and says, ‘No,
that’s a knife’.
In the context of what is happening in the Australian
Defence Force, a stolen rocket-launcher — something
capable of bringing down a plane — is a far more
serious weapon to have out on the streets. Yet the
federal police commissioner, Mick Keelty, has said that
for eight years — my recollection is that we have had a
federal Liberal government in office for the last eight
years — there has been a total lack of process, scrutiny
and adequate security in place to keep track of these
weapons and the uses to which they might ultimately be
put.
This is a sensible bill. It continues the government’s
strong record over the past few years of tightening
penalties and responding to community concerns about
safety. Looking back to last November I suspect one of
the reasons the government was returned to office so
handsomely was that Victorians are very confident that
as a government we are getting on with the job of
affording them the levels of support in the pursuit of
community safety that they deserve and desire.
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Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. As the member for Benalla said in his
contribution, The Nationals will not be opposing this
legislation.
The main purpose of the legislation is to increase
penalties for possessing, carrying, using, displaying or
advertising for sale, selling, purchasing, causing to be
imported, or manufacturing a prohibited weapon
without an exemption under section 8B or an approval
under section 8C of the principal act. There is a list of
prohibited weapons in the principal act, and I will not
go through all of them. Some of them include things
that are sold frequently, such as daggers, double-ended
knives, flick-knives, slingshots and knuckle knives. The
bill also includes a number of other articles defined as
prohibited weapons.
It is sad to know that people are increasingly carrying
weapons, particularly knives. We see in the media on a
daily basis that people are using knives, whether they
be in gangs or just think it is normal to carry knives.
This is responsible legislation in that it doubles the
penalty for a person possessing a knife when they do
not need to. In that situation there should be an
increased jail sentence or increased penalty. That is
what this bill does, and it is a very sensible outcome of
the bill.
Sadly in Shepparton last year a person was stabbed
outside a nightclub, and the person died on the street.
That happened in a country town, and it is happening in
other towns right across the state, not just in
Melbourne. What we have to do is make sure that it is
not normal practice for a person to go out to a nightclub
or a school while possessing some sort of knife,
whether it is on their person or whether it is in a bag or
something else they are carrying.
The minister said in the second-reading speech that the
intention of the bill is to enhance community safety.
We need to keep knives off the streets, but we also need
to keep our criminals off the streets. One of the issues
that I would like to raise is that a number of people out
there are increasingly unhappy with the way the justice
system is working. I was pleased to see this bill coming
forward. The government, in dealing with some issues,
tinkers around the edges without doing what the
community is asking for, which is to put in place a set
of minimum sentences for certain crimes. Last year I
presented a petition containing about 12 500 signatures.
That was picked up in a very small time. People are
concerned, and we have seen polls in newspapers
showing that people are calling for minimum sentences
and other changes to the justice system.
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I tabled the petition after the death of two Toolamba
girls who had gone to Melbourne to work. The concern
we have is that many country children come down to
Melbourne to seek employment, and many country
parents set them up in houses, which is what happened
to Colleen and Laura. Their parents, Allan and Shirley,
set them up in a house, and unfortunately it was next
door to the person who allegedly perpetrated the crime.
Now the family has to live with that for the rest of their
lives.
Their daughters went to Melbourne, where they bought
them a house because they thought they would be safe,
but in fact it was found afterwards that their house was
next door to a person who had a 20-year criminal
history of violence and had just come out of jail for
other serious offences. Those included raping and
bashing a vulnerable, elderly, blind woman in her bed.
The person was a known offender, and the family is
wondering why it did not know that he was allowed to
live there.
My community in particular is continuing the fight,
saying that we need minimum sentences for certain
crimes, as they have in New South Wales. Also in the
area that I represent, the Shepparton district, we have a
number of police stations that are closed at various
times because of a lack of police numbers. We are told
that police numbers are appropriate in Shepparton, but
it cannot be when the Murchison police station closes
for two weeks at a time when the police officer in
charge goes on leave for whatever reason. We have the
Mooroopna police station and the Tatura police station
closed from time to time as well. So I would like it put
on the record that to enhance community safety we also
need to look at other things such as making sure we
have enough police.
The government is bringing in other initiatives which
are good and which the community would support,
such as the abolition in time of suspended sentences
and the retraining of judges. People are saying that
some judges are out of touch with community
expectations, and I think it is a good outcome that
judges are going back to be retrained about what the
community expects, whether in the sentences or the
penalties that judges give.
I would like to touch on something interesting that the
police once told me about knives, because sometimes
we need to enhance our safety in our homes. The police
told me that in many instances when they go to crimes
where there have been stabbings the knives used have
been in little receptacles on benches. The police said to
make sure that if you have any knives, whether they are
dangerous knives or just kitchen and carving knives,
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they are put in drawers or out of sight, because they
present an opportunity if somebody comes in to rob the
house. If that person is caught unawares and there are
knives close by, they could use one as a weapon — or
indeed another person who lives there could use one as
a weapon. The police said we need to make sure we
keep ourselves safe.

prohibited weapons offences from 6 months to 2 years.
It doubles the maximum penalty for the unlawful
carriage, possession, use, import, manufacture, sale, or
purchase of a prohibited weapon from 120 penalty units
to 240 penalty units. The amendment also doubles the
maximum penalty for the unlawful carriage, possession,
or use of a controlled weapon without lawful excuse.

I am pleased to say that we are not opposing this bill.
The Nationals are pleased with anything that decreases
crimes, deters people from carrying knives on the street
and sends a very strong message to anyone else who
carries knives. Some people respond that the reason
they are carrying knives is for self-defence because they
know other people are carrying knives. We have to
make sure that this legislation is a deterrent. It is not
appropriate to carry knives, and the government is
bringing this legislation in to say it is not going to be
accepted — and as a deterrent, hopefully, the penalties
and jail terms will increase. I am happy to say The
Nationals will not be opposing this legislation.

Further amendments will be made in due course in this
session of Parliament. That is not because it is all so
time-consuming; it is just that it is necessary,
particularly when looking at changing things like the
definition of ‘lawful excuse’. These are quite detailed
changes to the law that need consultation and careful
preparation. We do not want these laws to be
introduced in a hasty manner and then be overturned or
appealed in our courts.

Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am pleased this
morning to speak in support of the Control of Weapons
Amendment (Penalties) Bill. It puts into place an
election commitment made by this government and
builds on previous amendments that this government
has introduced. A previous speaker suggested that this
is a hastily-put-together piece of legislation and that we
had been brought kicking and screaming to introduce it
into this Parliament. I will forgive that previous
speaker, because they have been in this house for just a
short time, but I would invite them to look at the laws
that have been passed by this government in previous
years and to check out the sort of legislation that has
been dealt with in this house, particularly the Control of
Weapons Regulations 2000, which were amended in
2004.
In 2000 new restrictions were placed on the sale,
display, marketing, possession and use of knives and
other dangerous weapons. This was in response to the
dramatic increase in knife offences that had occurred in
the previous five years, from 1995 until 2000. In 2004
amongst other things we extended the list of prohibited
weapons to include swords, which were previously
classified as controlled weapons.
The bill before us today is part of the government’s
community safety policy, in which we indicated we
would double the penalties for the possession of
controlled weapons and the possession of prohibited
weapons. This amendment represents a doubling of the
maximum imprisonment for controlled weapons
offences from 6 months to 12 months and a
quadrupling of the maximum imprisonment for

This is a response to a particular case some years ago
that highlighted the difficulties with the current
provisions. It is important that we make sure there are
limited reasons why anyone can carry a controlled or a
prohibited weapon, and increasing penalties is one way
of doing that. As has been previously mentioned, it is
important that we have police on the ground who are
able to detect and prosecute these sorts of offences,
when and where they occur. That is why the Bracks
government has funded the provision of over
1100 additional police in this state.
That stands in stark contrast to the opposition, which, I
say again, did one thing when in government but says
another when in opposition. When in government it cut
police numbers by 800, and it is almost amusing to
watch them sitting across the chamber and arguing with
straight faces — and for the most part they are able to
maintain straight faces — while they criticise this
government for what it has done with police numbers.
Our action stands in stark contrast with what occurred
in the opposition’s seven and a half years in
government. But that cry is not uncommon in this
chamber — that is, ‘Do not do as we did, just do as we
say while we are in opposition’.
As I said, the Bracks government has already banned
the sale of swords and crossbows. It has funded the
purchase of 480 new hand-held metal detectors to
enable Victoria Police to better detect those sorts of
weapons. The government has also increased the
powers of police to search persons suspected of
carrying weapons. This amending bill builds on the
previous track record of this government. It continues
to be tough on those offences, and it will continue to
ensure that Victoria is a safe place to live. I commend
the bill to the house.

CONTROL OF WEAPONS AMENDMENT (PENALTIES) BILL
Thursday, 15 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is with pleasure
that I speak on the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. I support it because I, like many
members of the community and members of this house,
strongly believe that for a very long time the penalties
for carrying dangerous and unlawful weapons have not
gone far enough.
After speaking to my constituents and having listened
to various media commentators, I find a common
feeling in the community is that this government is soft
on crime. As an example members only need look at
the Crime Victims Support Association’s website,
which will give the house a clear idea of that
association’s feelings towards the government’s stance
on crime:
… the community … are sick and tired of the soft penalty
doled out to savage criminals and the failure of the Bracks
government to make our streets safe … victims of crime …
have lost all confidence in community punishment.

Further to that, police officers I have spoken with are
frequently frustrated that once the people they arrest get
to court, often they are given penalties which equate to
little more than a slap on the wrist. As much as this
government might address the issue of maximum
penalties, the public perception is that those found
guilty are rarely prosecuted to the full extent of the law.
There is currently little disincentive to those who wish
to carry and use a dangerous or unlawful weapon,
because they believe that, if caught, they will probably
be treated fairly lightly.
It is important, therefore, that the increased penalties
described in this amending legislation send a message
to the judiciary that it needs to act on the public’s
wishes and use the sentencing powers it is being given
to a much fuller extent. That would go a long way to
restoring public confidence in the sentencing process
and some way towards showing that the government is
as tough on crime as it purports to be.
Yesterday I was surprised to hear the member for Yan
Yean point out that this bill addresses a section of the
act not changed since 2000, and I was further surprised
that she said that with some measure of pride. The
reality is that it is disappointing that this government
has not listened to public opinion for nearly seven
years. We only have to listen to our local communities
to be fully aware of their opinions over that time, and it
is disappointing that, if it has taken seven years for the
government to act on this message to the limited degree
that action has been taken, it does not bode well for
further amendments having a speedy passage through
Parliament.
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Members opposite yesterday pointed to the
government’s increasing police numbers as some
measure of its being tough on crime. Let me respond to
the member for Macedon. It is not just the opposition or
the people of Warrandyte electorate who are saying
this; the police force and the broader community are
saying the same thing — that is, ensure that police are
put on the front line and are not bogged down on
special projects or on non-core police duties such as
acting as de facto wardens when convicted criminals
spend extended periods in police lockups. Let us get the
police back on the streets where they are wanted and
where they are needed.
I say again that I am pleased that these penalties will be
increased. I am pleased that honourable members on
the other side of the house have pointed out that this
amendment is not the be-all and end-all when it comes
to the government’s attention to the control of
dangerous and unlawful weapons. That is a clear
acknowledgement by government backbenchers that
these laws do not go far enough. They need to be much
stronger, and they need to be much more wide
reaching. When the government next addresses the
issue of criminal penalties it would do well to consider
the lack of confidence the public currently has in the
sentencing process. I trust the government has the
courage and fortitude to introduce the kind of tough
penalties that will act as a real deterrent.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is with great
pleasure that I contribute to debate on the Control of
Weapons Amendment (Penalties) Bill. It gives me a
great deal of pride to be part of the Bracks Labor
government that has brought so much attention to
community safety, police numbers and police
resourcing. My electorate of Ivanhoe would join with
me in congratulating the government on, for example,
the brand new police station and improved courthouse
at the Heidelberg complex. These are continuing steps
in the right direction by the Bracks government to
improve community safety.
This amending bill seeks to do quite a few things.
Under the Control of Weapons Act, non-firearm
weapons are divided into three classifications —
prohibited weapons, controlled weapons and dangerous
articles. Prohibited weapons are particularly dangerous
and should not be available in the community, except to
persons able to display a specific need for such
weapons. These weapons, which include swords,
imitation firearms, daggers, batons and crossbows, are
clearly not required in the general community.
Controlled weapons such as knives are more common
and could be considered potentially far more dangerous
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than a crossbow. This legislation will increase the
penalties for possession of those weapons.
The community should always be protected from
dangerous articles. This bill forms part of the
government’s community safety election policy
commitment to increase existing penalties under the
Control of Weapons Act 1990. It is true that action on
this legislation was last taken in 2000, but the
government is working with the community and with
various sectors, such as the police force, the police
union, the commissioner and victims of crimes groups.
No one bill can come into the house at any one time
and be a panacea for every problem the community
might have. The government is listening, and it has
acted over the years. It has also foreshadowed that later
this year it will bring in legislation which, among other
matters, will be another step in the right direction
towards controlling weapons.
No doubt ministers will keep their fingers on the pulse
and see what the community needs. The minister at the
table, the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the
Transport Accident Commission, is the former minister
for corrections and police, and I know he did an
outstanding job in those portfolios as well. It was the
same with his predecessor. The government has been
blessed with very good, talented members in that area.
Clause 3 of the bill will amend section 5(1) of the act to
increase the penalties in relation to prohibited weapons
from 120 penalty units or six months imprisonment to
240 penalty units or two years imprisonment. Clause 4
will amend section 6(1) to increase the penalties in
relation to controlled weapons from 60 penalty units or
six months imprisonment to 120 penalty units or
12 months imprisonment. As stated, the penalty under
section 5(1) has not changed since 2000, and the
penalty under section 6(1) has not changed since the act
commenced in 1990. Both penalties are now out of step
with community expectations. That has been
acknowledged by the government, and it is why it is
bringing in this bill. I know that the opposition and The
Nationals are somewhat harping on that aspect, but the
government is listening. No bill on any subject that has
ever been brought into this house is a panacea for all
situations. This is why we have amendments to
legislation.
The bill also provides for the automatic repeal of the
amending act on 1 July 2008. This is in accordance
with the recommendation of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee that all amending acts contain
an automatic repeal provision. We are listening not only
to the community but also to the committees of this
Parliament.
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As I stated earlier, the government intends later this
year to bring in further legislation to assist with
community safety. I know it is a concern out there. One
has only to listen to the news at night. Unfortunately
news these days concentrates on the negative, more
than anything positive in the community. Those
constant horror stories often concern our elderly
residents. The government and members of this house
should do everything they can to assist them or anyone
else — for example, over the next four years I will be
conducting community safety forums not only to keep
the community involved with what the government is
doing but also to try to assist people to make sure they
can live in a greater deal of safety. I commend the bill
to the house. It is a step in the right direction for the
government. I look forward to the next round of
legislation.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased
to support the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. Much of the detail has been thoroughly
covered by members from both sides of the house so I
will not regurgitate any of that. Quite simply, in terms
of support, there is a community expectation that not
only will the government create amendments to bills
based on changing expectations, of which this is
partially a consideration in the proposal, but also the
government’s job is in part to try to predict and change
the behaviour of members of our society when they are
being quite destructive and creating an increased sense
of fear in our community.
This bill is terrific in the fact that it addresses those
issues. It builds on the Bracks government’s continued
desire to provide a safe, harmonious and happy
community in which we all can live and work. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — It gives
me a great deal of pleasure to sum up the debate in
relation to the Control of Weapons Amendment
(Penalties) Bill. Firstly, I thank all honourable members
who have made contributions to this important piece of
legislation: the members for Kew, Benalla, Prahran,
Bulleen, Yan Yean, Benambra, Yuroke, Kilsyth,
Mordialloc, Scoresby, Northcote, Bayswater, Essendon,
Ferntree Gully, Mitcham, Shepparton, Macedon,
Warrandyte, Ivanhoe and Forest Hill. It has been a very
interesting debate. It is an important piece of legislation
which, whilst it has quite a precise set of things it
wishes to achieve, nevertheless will improve greatly the
penalty regime that exists in relation to these weapons.
The purpose of the bill, as honourable members have
outlined in their various contributions, is:
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to increase the penalty for importing, causing to be imported,
manufacturing, selling, purchasing, displaying for sale or
advertising for sale, possessing, carrying or using a prohibited
weapon without an exemption under section 8B or an
approval under section 8C.

The penalties in relation to those activities will be
increased and also the penalty for possessing, carrying
or using a controlled weapon without a lawful excuse
will be increased.
Having listened to some of the contributions from
honourable members it is worth noting that some
opposition members have taken the view that the
current set of arrangements, in so far as they create a
hierarchy of weapons, is undesirable and that in fact
there ought to be just one set of controls in relation to
weapons in Victoria. That is not the government’s
view. We think different weapons create different
levels of risk. It is important that the penalty regime
reflects the risk level of different weapons and that
undue impediments are not put in place in relation to
potential weapons that are in fact household items used
every day by families across Victoria. That sort of
cumbersome set of arrangements would be very
complex and quite problematic. The government does
not support that.
This legislation enacts an election commitment made
by the Bracks government. Further amendments to this
legislation will be required over the term of the
government to make sure that other commitments that
the government has made are able to be enacted. I want
to acknowledge and thank members of the justice
policy team within the Department of Justice who have
worked on this and other important pieces of
legislation, particularly the director, Marisa De Cicco,
and Claire Hussin, who has worked particularly hard on
this legislation. They do a great job, and we thank them
for their professionalism. I thank honourable members
for contributing to the debate on this important bill and
I wish it a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Having been elected
to this place three times, it is a privilege to stand in this
place to again represent the people of the Macedon
electorate. I remember very clearly the night of
18 September 1999, when we won the election. I also
remember the huge amount of gratitude I felt for the
confidence that the people of my then electorate of
Gisborne had shown in me and the support they had
given me. I now represent the people of Macedon, and I
would like to thank everyone in my electorate for their
ongoing support and for the confidence they have
shown in me by allowing me to again represent them in
this place. I will do all that I can to honour that trust as
we continue to deal with the many challenges that face
Victoria and indeed Australia and the rest of the world.
I have been privileged to serve on the parliamentary
Environment and Natural Resources Committee for all
the time I have been in Parliament. I see environmental
issues as the greatest challenges we will face as
individuals and as a country. The work we have done,
are doing and will continue to do has been and is
necessary to ensure that we are in the best position
possible to manage those environmental challenges.
I would like to thank the people who have supported
me for all these years. In particular I thank Christine
Roussiyan and Kate McRae. Chris has worked in my
office since the day I was elected, and I have told her
that I hope she will continue to work for me for my
entire political career, as long as that may be. I also
thank Kate, who is just great. She is young, enthusiastic
and smart. Together they form a formidable team and
give great service to everyone who ever has dealings
with my office. Chris and Kate are always on the front
line of responding to the many inquiries that come from
constituents on a daily basis.
I would also like to acknowledge and thank all the
branch members in my own electorate and beyond.
They are tireless workers for the Labor Party and come
out in rain, hail or shine to support us at every election.
Staffing the booths is not an easy task. Increasingly
early voting is playing a role in our elections, so booths
are staffed for two weeks prior to an election. A lot of
work and effort goes into supporting us as members of
this great party, and I pay tribute to everybody who
makes a contribution.
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I also thank the fellow travellers who may not be
members of the party but who support the work that
this government does and the work that the Labor Party
does in general. Many of these people are friends, but
often some are unknown to me. For example, the booth
rosters on polling days contain the names of hundreds
of people who are involved. I thank all of them, even
though on many occasions I have not been able to see
them at the booths on the day. We always put on a nice
barbecue at my house after the election to thank all our
supporters. We have a lovely spit roast from a great
local business. So I thank those fellow travellers as
well.
Probably none of us would be here without the support
of our parents. In my case I am pleased that both my
parents are still with us, although they are getting a little
slower on their feet. Mum would have to be one of the
best campaigners ever. People in Bacchus Marsh still
stop me in the streets and say, ‘I remember when your
mother came in to our business seven years ago’. She
leaves quite an impression! Unfortunately Mum is not
so steady on her feet these days, so she can no longer
do all that. The support of my parents is absolutely
unconditional, as I am sure is the support of other
members’ parents. It is just as well, because my parents
have traditionally been conservative voters. But they
like the work the Bracks government is doing, and we
have been able to persuade them to vote for this
government. After many years of debating over the
Christmas dinner table, I am very pleased that Dad has
finally seen my point of view.
I would also like to thank the Bracks government. As a
government I think we have done fantastic work, and I
am proud to be part of it. We have done great things for
this state. We have invested in infrastructure in
hospitals, schools, emergency services and ambulance
stations, and we have invested in police and roads. The
gas rollout in Macedon continues as we speak. It is the
biggest rollout of articulated gas in Victoria for many
years.
In the area of roads, the duplication of the Macedon
Street bridge in Sunbury has made such a change to
traffic flows through the town. The former Minister for
Transport is in the chamber, and I thank him for
sticking with that difficult project. We had to negotiate
with private companies, because unfortunately, due to
the amount of privatisation that has occurred in this
state, this government — and all future governments —
does not and will not have the control over vital
infrastructure that governments once had, which makes
and will make all these projects that much more
difficult.
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I also pay tribute to the government for the regional rail
upgrade. It is the biggest upgrade of our rail services in
over 100 years, and its benefits will be seen for many
years to come. It is not a sexy project. At its end we will
see some nice new trains, but most of the work and the
money that has been invested has been for projects that
are for the most part unseen. New tracks and new
signals are not things that most people see, but that
work has been done and will hold us in good stead for
many years to come. Locally and across the state the
government has put in new bus services and extended
existing ones, and those services will continue to grow
with this government’s commitment to continuing to
invest in public transport.
As a member of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee I have kept a close eye on this
government’s environmental initiatives. Speaking from
a purely personal point of view, I am very proud that
we have been able to save the Wombat Forest. We have
brought logging back to sustainable levels in all of our
state forests, but my particular interest is in the Wombat
Forest. The policy document that underpinned those
changes is Our Forests Our Future. It is a fabulous
document that shows this government’s commitment to
our environment.
In the area of planning, the Melbourne 2030 action plan
is designed to stop urban sprawl. The government is
committed to changing the way our city has developed
over many years. We want to make sure that
Melbourne and all of our towns remain great places to
live, and Melbourne 2030 is part of that plan.
We could not forget water at this particular time. Our
Water Our Future is a fabulous document. It outlines a
long-term plan for the sustainable use of this very
limited resource — a resource that all indications
suggest will become even more limited in the future.
We know that we cannot continue to do the things we
have done in the past. We cannot keep building dams.
We already have loads of dams: anyone who flies over
Victoria would see a proliferation of dams across the
state. Unfortunately there is only one way to fill a dam,
and we know that predictions are that there will be less
rainfall in the future.
The opposition criticised the government over this
document, but I have no doubt that it will form the basis
of future water policy in this state for many years to
come. I am very proud of the fact that this government
does not decide to do things in an ad hoc way, making
an announcement here and an announcement there,
which is what we saw the opposition do at the last state
election. Rather, we have a long-term plan. It is
interesting to see Malcolm Turnbull, the federal
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Minister for Environment and Water Resources, on the
television from time to time. He is desperately trying to
distinguish between what the federal government is
saying it wants to do and what we have planned in
Victoria. He knows that ours is an excellent plan, that
there are no other short cuts and that we need to plan
what we do with water very carefully.
The government has also invested in social capital. I
think the opposition planned to abolish the Department
for Victorian Communities, but the government is
bringing government departments together to focus on
what matters — that is, people. The DVC is an attempt
to break down the silos of government and gives great
support to our communities. We have invested not
locally but across the state. We have invested in towns
and in sporting clubs and the people who support them
through volunteer grants and our support for volunteers
generally. Cutting the cost of train fares has been a
fantastic initiative for people in regional Victoria. A
20 per cent cut in fares is an investment in our social
capital and an investment in and support for our
communities increasing their mobility. Increased
investment in public transport makes it not only more
accessible but also more affordable.
As a government, we have done a lot but we recognise
that there is so much more to be done. We are faced
with increasing challenges on a daily basis. The
previous bill was an amendment to existing legislation.
We want to make sure that this chamber continues to
meet the expectations of our community and to respond
to issues as they arise.
I am proud to be a part of a government which is
working and investing in Victoria, not just in the short
term and not just for the next four years, but for the
long term. This can be seen in our water policies, our
environment policies and our transport policies. We
have set an agenda for the next 10 years in this state. It
is challenging, but this government is putting its money
where its mouth is. I continue to look forward to being
part of a government that does that, so that this state,
including the electorate of Macedon, is a great place to
live and raise a family. We often get criticised for
saying that, but that is exactly what this government,
and I believe any good government, should be about.
I look forward to continuing to work for the people in
the Macedon electorate. I look forward to continuing
the rollout of gas in towns like Riddells Creek, Romsey
and Lancefield. We are about to turn the gas on in
Gisborne. These are towns that would never have
received it had it not been for this government’s
$70 million investment in the rollout of gas. I also look
forward to seeing improvements and further investment
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in our roads and further extensions of bus services in
many areas in rural and regional Victoria and in the
outer suburbs of Melbourne. Over many years transport
has not kept up with the pace of growth. We, as a
government, recognise this and are investing to ensure
we address those issues.
This government is a great government. It has a good
record, which has been proved by our re-election for a
third term by the people of Victoria. To be re-elected
for a third term is a difficult task for any government to
achieve. We have done this very well. I appreciate the
confidence the people of Victoria have in us, and
specifically the confidence the people of Macedon have
in me and in this government. It is my commitment to
continue to work hard to address their concerns and to
make sure that their interests are served in this place
and that the government and I, as their member of
Parliament, are fully aware of the needs of the people of
Macedon and continue to support them.
I would also like to pay tribute to the great members of
Parliament who unfortunately were not re-elected at the
last election. I have some great friends amongst those
people. Every single one of them was a hardworking
member of Parliament.
Politicians are often much maligned. Their job is seen
as a difficult job and politics is seen as a dirty business.
Being a politician is certainly a difficult job. It is very
challenging, but it is also one of the most rewarding
things I have ever done. I know I express the views of
many members of this house. It is a great privilege and
honour to serve in this place. I look forward to
continuing to do that and working hand in glove with
the Bracks government.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to the address-in-reply debate in
the Legislative Assembly. I note that the Minister for
Tourism has unfortunately left the chamber. I have
responsibilities for tourism as a part of my role with
The Nationals. I will talk about that in the latter part of
my address to the house.
I also welcome the fact that the member for Richmond
has been appointed as the Minister for Local
Government. I congratulate him and assure him that I
have a close working relationship with the local
governments operating in my electorate of Murray
Valley. They are the Rural City of Wangaratta, the
Shire of Moira and the Shire of Indigo. I will be making
representations directly to the minister to seek
assistance for those municipalities. I am sure that he
will respond in a positive way to the representations I
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make on behalf of the constituents of Murray Valley
and the municipalities in my electorate.

that we experience in country Victoria and indeed in the
northern part of the state.

The election in the latter part of last year produced a
great result for The Nationals. It was interesting
because of all of the dire predictions that were made
prior to the election. They included: The Nationals were
on the decline; The Nationals would end up with only
two seats; and the member for Murray Valley and one
other member would be the last of The Nationals
members in this Parliament. When I entered the
Parliament in the late 1970s those sorts of dire
predictions were around. Some people believed then
that the members for Rodney and Murray Valley would
be the last two standing members of the National Party
in the Parliament.

The northern boundary of my electorate is the Murray
River. One of the issues I regularly talk about concerns
border anomalies. It is pleasing that the Premier
responded positively to my continuing and direct
representations after the suggestion had been made in
late 2004 that the Border Anomalies Committee should
be abandoned. I had meetings with representatives of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet, which resulted
in a meeting at Echuca in June 2006 involving the
secretaries of the premiers’ departments in New South
Wales and Victoria, about 30 high-ranking bureaucrats;
I was able to attend that meeting for part of the time.
Now we have an ongoing organisation that seeks to
address the massive number of border anomalies that
arise, particularly for people living on the state border,
but which should also concern all Victorians.

The results from this election were great. I need to put
on record that support for The Nationals in the seven
seats in Legislative Assembly we held prior to this
election increased from 35 to 46 per cent. We also
picked up the seats of Mildura and Morwell. When we
came back into this house we had nine seats. I think that
is a great result for The Nationals. I congratulate the
Leader of The Nationals for his leadership. He is one of
the greatest leaders we have had for a long period of
time. He rates very highly in being able to lead us and
the party to represent country people. If you have a look
at the map of Victoria showing the electorates of the
lower house, you will see that a huge part of Victoria is
now represented by The Nationals. We will continue to
work hard to make sure we represent country
Victorians to the best of our ability and to assist in the
greater development of Victoria generally.
The result for The Nationals for the seat of Murray
Valley was enormous. I was returned by an absolute
majority, and there were four candidates against me.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr JASPER — It was a great absolute majority, a
majority in my own right. I pay tribute to the people
who supported me. It was a great majority in a
two-party preferred vote — I received approximately
75 per cent of the vote. That is a great tribute to the
representation The Nationals give and seek to give to
the people in country Victoria.
I will continue to represent the people of Murray Valley
to the best of my ability. I make no bones about saying
this to members of the house: I am parochial about my
electorate. Most members are of course, but I am very
parochial about Murray Valley. I seek to ensure that
members of Parliament understand the great difficulties

I thank the people of the Murray Valley electorate who
have supported me. The electorate has a highly
professional organisation supporting The Nationals.
When it came to election time that team got into gear
and worked extremely hard so that my party was able to
present a strong case on local issues and was able to
increase its vote in the area.
Across the Murray Valley electorate constituents have
not missed out. I have worked hard with whoever has
been in government to get results right across the
electorate — for example, to get funding for schools,
hospitals and the police. The electorate has achieved
positive results. Somebody asked me recently whether I
had been able to increase my vote because of the
funding I got for the electorate. At the November
election the Labor Party vote dropped by about 6.5 per
cent, the Liberal Party dropped its vote by about 5 per
cent and Family First and the Greens polled less than a
combined 9 per cent, but The Nationals increased its
vote. Why was that?
People are saying that governments at both the state and
federal levels have got money, and they are spending it
in Melbourne and in country Victoria. My electorate
has been the recipient of funding on a large range of
issues, some of which I have mentioned. I could
mention other sorts of funding being provided, but my
constituents have certainly benefited to a great extent.
Why were The Nationals able to increase their vote in
Murray Valley and increase their penetration across
country Victoria?
The Minister for Local Government should
contemplate why that has happened. I have a list of the
reasons why I think my party was able to increase its
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vote. The key point to be made is that although funding
has been provided, the government does not understand
some of the key issues that affect country Victorians.
One important issue was the government’s removal of
stock from the high country in Victoria. The
government’s unilateral decision that cattle would be
removed from the alpine areas and other Victorian
national parks became a huge issue for people in the
country.
Another issue that affected the people of north-eastern
Victoria was the proposed decommissioning of Lake
Mokoan. People saw that as a decision taken without
appropriate consultation or a recognition of the
importance of Lake Mokoan, which could have been
used more efficiently without the need to
decommission it. I understand that the government is
reconsidering its decision on Lake Mokoan.
The other issue that caused concern was the declaration
by the government that water would be removed from
north-eastern Victoria and piped to Ballarat and
Bendigo. People in the northern part of the state
regarded that proposition as the government simply
removing water from the area so as to service the
residents of Ballarat and Bendigo when other things
should and could have been done to underpin the water
supply into those two major centres — —
Mr Nardella — Like what?
Mr JASPER — I would like to get into a discussion
about water, but time precludes me as there are many
other issues I would like to mention. However, I am
happy to privately discuss that with the member for
Melton so that he may get a better understanding of that
issue.
My community also did not support Parks Victoria as
the appropriate organisation to manage national parks
and state parks, and I have plenty of evidence to
support that statement.
Another issue of concern in my electorate was the need
for additional funding for the fencing program. That
might be a minor issue to some people but the program
has been oversubscribed. There is a waiting list for
people to access funding for replacement of fencing.
One issue which may be regarded as minor by
metropolitan members of Parliament is the removal of
the foxtail bounty. That was one of the great success
stories as it was important in minimising the numbers
of foxes in country Victoria, yet the government has
said it will remove the bounty. They are just a few of
the issues that the government could consider and why
my party’s vote increased in country Victoria. The
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lesson to be learned by the government is that those are
examples of the sorts of issues people do not talk about
too much; they may not speak out publicly on those
issues, but they have a psychological effect on people in
country Victoria.
The government has responded positively to the great
problems being experienced by people in north-eastern
Victoria because of the severe drought conditions — in
fact, things are absolutely desperate up there. Not only
is the drought now affecting the farming community
but it is also affecting rural cities and towns. I have
noticed a lack of confidence in the communities, a lack
of sales or a lack of economic activity generally. I will
not say that is common across the board but that is the
feeling I get.
Other issues of concern to people in my electorate
included smoke damage from bushfires and the demise
of the tobacco industry, not forgetting the frosts in
September 2006 that devastated the stone fruits,
particularly across the Goulburn Valley and into
north-eastern Victoria. The government has provided
funding, and I do not oppose the government as it looks
at where it can support north-eastern Victoria because
of the horrific problems there.
I applaud the fact that the Premier, the Deputy Premier,
and the Minister for Regional and Rural Development
visited north-eastern Victoria and said that the
government needs to provide assistance. But how do
we get that money to the people? What we really need
to consider is whether direct grants are made. That
becomes difficult, because how does one assess who
should get a direct grant? If the government said to
small business, ‘Here is $5000 in assistance’, the
business community would greatly respect the
government. However, there are so many rules and
regulations involved in somebody seeking access to
funding that often they cannot access the funding or
support and do not even bother applying for it.
People say, ‘It’s too hard. We won’t bother doing that’.
What I say — and I hope the Minister for Local
Government will take this on board — is that we should
be continuing to put money into local government.
When the government announced the allocation of
$300 000 to a large range of country municipalities for
the funding of projects I applauded that, because three
shire councils within my electorate of Murray
Valley — the Shire of Moira, the Rural City of
Wangaratta and the Shire of Indigo — were each
recipients of that $300 000.
There were no particular strings attached, but they had
to put forward projects that the funding would be spent

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
358

ASSEMBLY

on. I think the government has had a great result by
saying to the shires of Indigo and Moira and the Rural
City of Wangaratta in my electorate, ‘We will put that
money into your areas and you can spend it on
projects’, because those municipalities will ensure that
the money is efficiently spent, that the money is spent
in their communities on particular projects and that the
money goes around. That is an issue that should be
looked at — how we can efficiently get this money out
into the community.
Great play has been made of the money that has been
provided to tourism. Again, what is important is how
that funding is provided. The government’s actions in
relation to the Mount Buffalo Chalet are an indictment
of the government. What it should be doing is coming
out and saying, ‘We will fix it. We will make sure that
the people who have been operating that facility over a
period of time are given an extended lease and that we
support them in what they do’. That chalet is one of the
great icons of north-eastern Victoria. The government
says, ‘We are coming out and putting money into
country Victoria’, but it is those little things the
government does that people do not like. They ask,
‘Why isn’t the government coming out and just
negotiating and getting a result?’. I think that is what
the government should be doing. Tourism is a big area
of concern.
In closing I want to indicate my great concerns about
the problems of passenger rail services in north-eastern
Victoria, which I spoke about earlier this week, and the
important issue of water, which I have mentioned twice
in contributions this week in relation to building Big
Buffalo Dam and Lake William Hovell. The
government must do that! We need to underpin the
water supply down through the King and Ovens rivers
and be able to provide an adequate supply of water to
Wangaratta and, indeed, to be able to underpin the
supply down through the Murray system. If we have
the water there it can be used for irrigation, town
supplies and even environmental flows. I mention that
again as being tremendously important.
Another issue The Nationals have been following
recently is the road network in country Victoria. That is
another area where the government could say, ‘We will
put more money into country Victoria through
municipalities for the road system’. In many areas,
including the three municipalities I have mentioned, we
have huge and horrific problems with our roads, and we
need more money coming into those areas. Yes, the
state government has put money into roads with its
black spot program, and we have the federal Roads to
Recovery funding coming in, but we need to
concentrate on how that money is spent. If it is spent on
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contractors and others, then it will come into the
community. Whilst there are funding programs that
have been provided for country Victoria, they need to
be extended.
I will finish with an issue I raised in a debate last
year — that is, overregulation. We are overregulated.
We have to look at reducing regulation. Business and
industry are sick to death of overregulation within the
state of Victoria, and it needs it be addressed. Finally,
the government needs to look at this automatic increase
in charges on 1 July every year. The state government
must change this practice every year of increasing the
thousands of charges it has by the consumer price
index. It must change, and I believe it will in the future.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I would like to begin
my contribution by thanking my campaign workers, my
residents and especially my wife, Lyn, for their support
of me and the great Australian Labor Party at the last
state election in the electorate of Melton. A number of
very hardworking people were part of the team that
assisted us in that quest.
I want to put on record that we missed a long-term
party member in Ned Johnson, who passed away before
the election. He came from Footscray and was a meat
worker. He used to get there at the beginning of the poll
and stay there the whole day. He was just terrific, and
we miss him dearly. The people who helped out were
people like Nib De Santis, Shirley Rowan, Coralie
Cartwright, Arthur Coelho, Russell McGregor, Arthur
and Pat Clegg and Chris and Donny Mitchell. Donny
Mitchell is really amazing. He stays on the Myrniong
polling booth all day, and he has done that for a long
time — and Chris did the same out at Rowsley. They
are the stalwarts of the party, as are people like Marion
and Chris Ingram, Graham Proctor, Leo and Elaine
Johnson, Del Leggett and Bruce and Dev Rowan, who
opened up a polling booth for me. I thank all members
of the team in the Melton and Bacchus Marsh ALP
branches, Chris Papas, John and Verna Reed, Andrew
and Yen Nugara and Bob and Jean Rau.
On both sides of the house we rely on our supporters
and party supporters for our success and our party’s
success. I am sure I have missed out quite a number of
people, but they are all valuable to me and I really do
sincerely thank them.
I also want to thank the community volunteers who do
a lot of work in the community without griping, who
really take pride in the work they do and who take the
community forward — people like John and Jill
Bentley, and Ian Dempsey, who is a terrific community
worker who also works in the Lions. The disability
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work that he does in Lions with the disability walkers is
just amazing. When you see one of these kids walk for
the first time, you just start bawling because of the
impact that will have not only on that child’s life but
also on their family. Ian does a great job. I also thank
people like Graeme Mann, Ken Missen, who is also
another great community worker, and Lyn and Simone
Holdsworth. Lyn picked up the Citizen of the Year
award in Melton this year — she is a terrific
community worker. She set up the Friends of Toolern
Creek group and is now part of the face of Melton and
its environment.
I thank Barry Leslie, OAM, and Jill Leslie. Barry,
through his work in the Red Cross, and Jill, through her
work in other community groups and Probus, are really
the stalwarts of the community. I also thank Ron
Rintoul, Trevor King in the scouts, Glenda Hutchison
and June and the team at the Melton Historical Society,
of which I am a member. I thank business people like
Claire Sutherland, who manages the Melton and
Bacchus Marsh McDonald’s but who is always there
for us and for the community when we hold a function.
She is also the chair of Ronald McDonald House. I
honestly do not know how she does it. She is just an
amazing woman!
I also want to thank the team on the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee: Sean Coley, the executive officer, Keir
Delaney and Natalie-Mai Holmes. The work they did
during the last term of the government — we received
on Tuesday the government response to our last
report — was amazing. People outside this place do not
understand the work that the officers do to assist not
only us but also the community. Sean, Keir and Natalie
really put in and made sure that we were serviced as
members of Parliament, and I want to thank them for
the hard work they have done.
It goes without saying that the other officers within the
Parliament — the attendants, Hansard staff and the
protective services officers — make our life and our job
easier, along with the Clerk, Ray Purdey, and his team,
who really helped me when I was the chair of the
Privileges Committee and who continue to assist every
member of the Parliament in their role.
One of the major issues I want to raise in this address
today is the issue of looking after members of
Parliament who have been defeated. Since 2002 MPs
have been and will continue to be in a different
situation after election compared with MPs at every
previous election because of the changes to a number of
things we have put through this house. Whether that be
for good or bad, whether Mark Latham was doing the
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right thing or whether the reaction by John Howard at
the time was right, that is all irrelevant. What is relevant
is that the changes to the superannuation scheme and
the timing of the election have made the position of
former members of Parliament and their staff difficult.
It hit home to me last time round.
The election is held just before Christmas and is
followed by the holiday period in January. In my time
in this place I have seen probably 70 or 80 MPs come
and go. People must understand that there are some
long-term members but that MPs are usually in this
place for under eight years, or two terms. The turnover
is massive. But if you are a defeated member of
Parliament, it is extremely hard to get a job. I am not
being partisan when I say this.
There is also the situation where MPs are uncertain
about their status because they might be counted in or
counted out. They do not get paid, but they cannot go
back to work or look for a job. For two and a half
weeks after the last election the former member for
Ferntree Gully, Ms Anne Eckstein, did not know if she
had been elected or not, and she did not get any money.
That is the reality of the situation. I am saying this in a
non-partisan way because it does not matter who the
person is. We need to look at the situation and to
implement a system to deal with members of
Parliament who find themselves in similar situations. It
is not only the former MPs who are affected, it is also
their families and, to a large degree, their friends. We
need to have a look at a system that deals with them.
In other walks of life when someone loses their job or
livelihood they get counselling and there is job search
assistance and advice. This should happen to both
Parliamentary electorate officers and former members
of Parliament. We demand it of big companies and
other corporations within our society, yet we do not
look after the people we love most dearly, with whom
we become friends and colleagues, and we miss them
sincerely. People feel lost when they lose their seats.
Members from both sides get depressed, which is one
of the real difficulties. Unless you go through this it is
hard to imagine, even for somebody like me.
I have spoken to staff from the Department of
Parliamentary Services, including staff from the
committees, who went out and did office audits. They
closed their offices and ended up being counsellors to
the electorate officers and the former MPs. We have to
do it better. We have to make sure that we look after
our friends, because we demand it in other walks of life.
I put out that challenge because the Howard
government has tried to deal with this issue, whether it
is appropriate or inappropriate. Because of the time of
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the election and other factors it is critical that we do it,
because the security and safeguards that we used to
have in the past are not there.
I now turn to the state election and to the benefits to my
community and to the west generally. Today I have
heard other members talk about how the Bracks Labor
government does not look after the west or after
anybody. Other members have been critical of our
policies and the government yet are happy to say they
have achieved the school, hospital and transport
upgrades as well as a reduction in the public transport
fares which are to be implemented on 4 March. They
are willing to take all the achievements but are not
willing to recognise the work that is done to look after
all Victorians, regardless of where they are in the state.
Sometimes that can be frustrating for somebody who
has lived, worked and grown up in the western suburbs,
because there is always pressure on us as local
members of Parliament to say, ‘When are we going to
be looked after and why does the Labor Party not do
more for us?’. The record is a fine record and one that
covers all of Victoria.
We do not go out of our way, like the previous Kennett
government, to disadvantage areas that did not and
continue not to vote for the Australian Labor Party. Out
my way we are getting 12 new dental chairs and an
upgrade of the Bacchus Marsh railway station car park,
which is fantastic. There is the $180 million upgrade for
the Sunshine Hospital, including an X-ray bunker, so
people in the district do not need to travel to the city or
go to Ballarat. Henry, who is one of my constituents,
has made representations to me on that particular issue.
That is part of a continuing and necessary development
of that campus.
Over the last seven years I have spoken in this chamber
about school upgrades. Those upgrades will continue
with Coimadai Primary School being upgraded, which
was announced just before the last state election, and
there are others to come. It is a real commitment to
working-class families and working-class kids. That is
one of the things I can be proud of as I stand here today
and say to members and the community that, without
the Labor Party and the Labor government,
working-class families, be they from Rockbank,
Melton, Bacchus Marsh or any of the townships in my
electorate, would be more disadvantaged today than
they would have been under any other government.
Also, their life chances, as Weber said, will be
markedly improved by the work that we have put in,
such as by providing more teachers, better school
facilities and assistance to communities and
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organisations. That sets us apart from the work that the
opposition does and certainly sets us apart from the
federal government, which is missing in action, is not
around in the Western suburbs and has, as I said before,
disadvantaged the west compared with its marginal
seats or Liberal Party-held seats. I thank everybody for
a terrific result, with special thanks to the Premier and
his team.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
respond to the Governor’s speech, and in doing so I
wish to highlight this government’s neglect of the
residents of Manningham, especially the residents of
Bulleen. The government, once again, has ignored them
as it has ignored them over the last seven dark years
that the Labor Party has been in government.
I also wish to highlight this government’s arrogance,
hypocrisy and cheap political point scoring in the area
of multicultural affairs. It has been a disgrace. Rather
than using our cultural diversity as an advantage, this
government is using it to score cheap political points
and in trying to pit one group against another.
It is very sad that the government does not put policies
in place — instead of the hollow rhetoric, which it does
not follow up — that would make a difference and look
after the wellbeing of all Victorians. I will get to that
later.
I turn to my electorate of Bulleen. As I said at the
commencement of my speech, the government has
ignored my electorate. The Labor Party candidate
standing for Bulleen grew up in the area but on
numerous occasions unfortunately refused to say
whether he lived in the area! Secondly, the Labor
candidate was not able to set out any policy, any
initiative or any view on what should be improved in
education, roads and the environment in the area. In a
letter that he wrote to constituents he said:
In this area Labor will give priority to modernising and
upgrading the Doncaster Secondary College and East
Doncaster Secondary College.

Unfortunately both these schools are in the Doncaster
electorate, and not the Bulleen electorate. As I said, he
did not even understand which schools fell in his own
electorate, but he was asking voters to vote for him.
Fortunately, they saw him for what he was and refused
to vote for him.
There are a number of other issues in Bulleen that are
urgent. One is roads, and I refer to Templestowe Road
and King Street. I had hoped the Labor Party candidate
would give a commitment to upgrade Templestowe
Road and King Street. I thought he was keen and
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wanted to win the election and therefore would get the
government to wake up and provide funding for the
upgrading of Templestowe Road and King Street.
However he was silent on these two important roads.
Other issues included two dangerous intersections. The
residents who live near those dangerous intersections
have been crying out for the installation of traffic lights.
Every single resident in Manningham and Bulleen
understands that the intersections are very dangerous
not only for the elderly and for students but for all
residents. The Liberal Party made the commitment to
install traffic lights at these two intersections, but the
Labor Party candidate refused to do the same, and he
was reported as saying so in a local newspaper:
Neil Campbell said he did not believe the Liberals’ proposal
was the solution that people wanted.

If he had spoken to people they would have told him
that the installation of traffic lights was exactly what
they wanted. The local newspaper report also states:
Mr Campbell made no promise that the Labor Party would
devote funds to Templestowe Road or the intersections.

Once again, he had no vision or plans for the electorate
of Bulleen and for Manningham in general. When the
Liberal Party announced the tramway extension to
Doncaster shopping centre, he was silent. For seven
long years this government has continued to ignore the
people who live in Manningham, which is a pity. I
thought that perhaps this time the government felt it had
the chance to win the seat and so it might have spent
some money and made some commitments, but that
was not meant to be. The government ignored the
residents and ignored the area, hoping that people
would vote for the Labor Party without it promising
anything or showing that it cared.
I briefly turn to the issue of multicultural affairs. I know
there are some members on the other side who are
sincere in this area. I have seen them at functions and
spoken to them and heard what they have had to say.
Some of them actually believe that cultural diversity is
one of our greatest assets. To those people I say that I
hope they speak in their party room and make sure that
all Victorians are catered for, because every one is a
Victorian and should not be ignored.
I say to this government that for four years it has failed
to ensure that all Victorians are catered for. The
Governor’s speech refers to cultural diversity, but
unfortunately it lacks detail and vision and does not tell
me what the government plans to do over the next four
years.
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The Labor Party has had seven years in government.
When Labor came to office in 1999 there was the
Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs (VOMA) and
the Victorian Multicultural Commission (VMC), so
there were two different groups within the Department
of Premier and Cabinet. I will ignore the fact that the
government moved VOMA to the Department for
Victorian Communities. VOMA was meant to provide
information and advice to ministers; the Victorian
Multicultural Commission was meant to be the bridge
between the government and the community. As a
non-political organisation it was there to advise the
government on what communities wanted.
Unfortunately the director of VOMA and the chairman
of the VMC refused to speak to each other. Policy was
now on the run. No-one knew what the other unit was
doing, and there was a complete breakdown in
communication.
As a result, because the minister has been unable to
manage his own area the government has now decided
to merge the two groups into one unit. That is
politicising the Victorian Multicultural Commission. It
will be a rubber stamp for this government. It will not
introduce any new initiatives that cater for the needs of
all Victorians but will be simply a mouthpiece of the
government, nothing more.
Over the last seven years it had an office with more
than 18 staff. As well, outside consultants were
employed at a cost of about $160 000. Each year
$1.2 million was spent just on the Victorian Office of
Multicultural Affairs. At one stage a speechwriter was
paid $2000 to write a speech for the minister. All up the
speech cost $2062, and when you count the number of
words in the minister’s speech it worked out at $1 per
word. With 18 staff members and five or six advisers
there was not one person in the minister’s office who
was able to write a speech for the minister. I am not
blaming the minister, but I am saying that it had an
office with 18 staff and yet it had to employ an outside
consultant to write a speech for the minister costing
$1 per word.
After six years in government the department decided
to have a planning program so all the staff could get
together and decide on the roles of the people in the
Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs. There was a
two-day planning seminar which cost close to $15 000,
just so the secretary of the department could tell the
18 staff what the role of VOMA was and what the role
of the VMC was. At the end of the two-day planning
seminar the participants were given a survey, and even
after those two days — and after six years — 38 per
cent said they had little knowledge of the objectives of
what they had to deliver. So even after six years, and
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even after the two-day program, they were not able to
say why they were employed.
How can any government ensure that it has policies and
programs in place to cater for all Victorians when a unit
within a department is unable to advise it or give it
options for what it should do. The government’s
solution is to combine the two groups into one. What it
is doing is going back to the Cain-Kirner years, when
multicultural affairs was politicised and funding went to
groups mainly on the basis of where the Labor Party
could get the most votes and not on the basis of who
actually needed the money and could provide services.
That is very unfortunate.
There is a new minister, and I hope he takes on board
the fact that he is there to serve all Victorians and not
particular groups simply because they belong to a
particular party or are part of his branch structure or
because he wishes to secure more votes.
I refer to the Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria
(ECCV). Although it is independent from government,
this organisation has never criticised the Labor
government in Victoria. It will always put out press
releases criticising the federal government, but over the
past six years it has never put out a statement criticising
the Labor government.
Mr Nardella — Who has not?
Mr KOTSIRAS — The ECCV. However, when we
released our multicultural affairs policy it put out a
media release saying that it welcomed the policy
because it was a policy of substance and it knew
exactly where we stood on multicultural affairs. The
media release states:
Ethnic Communities’ Council of Victoria has welcomed the
Liberal Party’s Multicultural Affairs policy and several of its
commitments.
‘ECCV appreciates the increase in funding of $3 million for
language services for new and emerging communities which
we have called for …
‘We also welcome the commitment to provide more funds to
after hours ethnic schools which are struggling to make ends
meet …

We offered $20 extra per student for them to learn a
second language. Three weeks later the government
also offered $20. It is a matter of it following the leader
rather than coming up with its own policies and own
ideas. The media release goes on to say:
The decision to establish an ethno-specific aged-care unit
within the Department of Human Services is welcomed so
that the department can focus more on the needs of our
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growing numbers of ethnic seniors. However, more funding
for ethnic aged-care services would also be appreciated.

Here we have a group which normally does not support
the Liberal Party putting out a press release saying that
it supports the policy we took to the last election. We
had a vision, we had programs and we had a policy —
unlike the Labor government. It came out with a policy
to combine the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs
and the Victorian Multicultural Commission and to
upgrade Lonsdale and Lygon streets. I have to say they
are good ideas, but I doubt whether the upgrades will
happen.
I know that at every function he went to the Honourable
Theo Theophanous, the Minister for Industry and State
Development in the other place, would stand up and
say, ‘This is our policy on multicultural affairs. We are
going to upgrade Lonsdale Street and Lygon Street’.
That is great, it is fantastic, but what about the needs of
refugees for health services and language services.
There are not any policies that will cater for current
refugees who are coming out. That is unfortunate. That
has been taken away from the Department of Premier
and Cabinet, where the Premier had the influence and
control.
We have a Premier who is the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs but who is now hands-off in
respect of his portfolio. We have a minister assisting the
Premier, we have a parliamentary secretary to assist the
Premier and we have a Parliamentary Secretary for
Victorian Communities. There are so many people
overlooking this, yet there is no vision and no policies
and no initiatives to cater for all Victorians.
Over the next four years the government will try to
continue to score cheap political points, which is a
shame. As I said from the start, there are a few on that
side who believe in cultural diversity. I just hope they
voice that in the party room. I hope they do not use our
cultural diversity for political gain but to ensure that
policies and programs are put in place to meet the needs
of particularly recent arrivals, and especially refugees,
so that they feel happy and proud that they are also
Victorians and that they live in Victoria. I just hope that
this government supports the Liberal Party’s policy on
multicultural affairs.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
speak in the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech. I was pleased to hear the speech
made by the Governor — his first speech in Parliament.
I want to congratulate him not only on that speech but
also on his first year in office. Over the last year he has
been in my electorate on at least two occasions, when
he has met with constituents in the Moorabool and
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Hepburn municipalities. He has been very well received
on those occasions, and I congratulate him and Mrs de
Kretser on the way they have related in such a natural
way with the community.
I also congratulate the Speaker on her elevation to her
office, as I do the Deputy Speaker.
I am certainly very pleased to be back here in this
Parliament, having been re-elected to be part of the
Bracks government and to deliver for my electorate for
a third term. As was outlined in the Governor’s speech,
this government has an extensive plan for this term in
government and ongoing beyond that. It has already
delivered so much in the last seven years, and I have
been very pleased to be a part of that. One of the things
that I noted the Governor mentioned in his speech was
the immediate concern across parts of my electorate
and across the broader community with regard to the
recent bushfires and the ongoing drought.
From my perspective as somebody who lives in a rural
community and is a grazier on a property, I can relate to
both of these. In the week before the election we
experienced a fire through our property. It was a pretty
challenging experience, especially for my wife, who
was home with our two preschool-age children when
the fire suddenly came upon our property. She had to
act very quickly. With the support of neighbours and, as
time went by, of Country Fire Authority crews, she was
able to save our house from being burnt, although
approximately half of our property was burnt out.
Eventually that fire was put out by the Elvis sky crane
supporting the CFA crews.
Through that experience I was able to learn of the
challenges that individuals who face this experience
have to deal with: both the anxiety and the many
semi-sleepless nights, even following the fire, worrying
about whether they did the right thing and what they
would do on another occasion; and reliving some of
those experiences. There are huge challenges, and I
think of the other people in the east of Victoria who
have faced those challenges. Day after day they saw
smoke in their area without knowing exactly when the
fire would be upon them. It was a significant challenge
for them, but it was very well dealt with by the
government services — the CFA and Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) crews — who
tried to keep local communities informed as to the best
way to deal with the issues. I certainly commend the
CFA and DSE crews for the work they have done in
recent times. Clearly there is follow-up work this
government recognises it needs to do to support
individuals and whole communities who have been
affected by the fires.
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We also know that with the ongoing drought there are
significant challenges for people in rural communities,
including those farmers who are dealing with
challenging decisions, who lost crops last year and who
were not able to harvest fodder in areas like my own.
Clearly they are worrying about the autumn ahead of us
because it could make a significant difference in how
serious the drought becomes. If we get good autumn
rains at least the graziers should be able to see their way
through, but if we do not, the drought will become even
more serious.
I am pleased that the government has worked in a very
proactive way with people across my region who have
been drought affected, as well as with people across
other regions of Victoria, to try to address the broad
range of those people’s needs. It has worked in
conjunction with the federal and local governments to
provide funding directly to land-holders and for
communities to address issues. It recognises not only
that physical assets need to be built up again but also
the mental challenges that are faced by individual
farmers, who in some cases are suffering from
depression.
The government has been able to pick up on that and
ensure that counselling is available to deal with that and
to work with whole communities. For example, next
week I will be pleased to be in Newlyn, where the
Hepburn shire is having a family fun evening
associated with the drought. It is trying to bring
together families to provide useful information to them,
but it is also running positive events so those in the
community can feel good and support each other
through these challenging times. There are some terrific
things happening, and I am pleased our government is
at the forefront in offering support in that broad range
of ways.
We see that urban communities are also affected by the
drought. The population of urban Ballarat and the
surrounding region is significantly affected. The area
has gone on to stage 4 water restrictions. For some time
we have recognised that these unprecedented low
spring rainfalls have seen very limited flows into our
reservoirs and that action needs to be taken to look at
the short-term issues associated with that. Those issues
are being addressed in a number of ways by our
government through a plan — and that has not been just
a recent plan.
Ever since the 2002 election we have said that water
would be a prime responsibility of this government and
that we want to plan for the future. In 2004 we brought
out the Our Water Our Future document, in which we
looked at planning ahead. We looked at the range of
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things that need to be done in urban communities,
where residents could consider various ways of saving
and recycling water where possible. It involves industry
in assessing its water needs and determining how they
can be met more efficiently. It recognises that irrigation
is a substantial use of surface water and groundwater
across the state. The document looks at ways that
irrigation water could be saved and used more
efficiently.
Our state government has been pleased to support
programs such as the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
project, which of course will save a huge amount of
water when open channels are no longer used as they
have been. The member for Rodney is nodding because
he has seen projects in his own region where now water
is piped instead of open channels being used as in the
past. Many other measures are being introduced that
will result in more efficient use of irrigation water. It is
appropriate that making savings and recycling water
wherever possible be looked at.
With regard to planning for the future, people in
industry in and residents of Ballarat are saying, ‘We
need to see that we have a plan for the future that will
see us through not just the next two years but many
years beyond’. When looking at water availability in
the future, we recognise that Ballarat is essentially
reliant on the Moorabool catchment area to the east of
Ballarat. We realise that it is not appropriate to keep all
our eggs in the one basket, as it were.
The Liberals jumped up with a plan that they pushed
for many months ahead of the election, saying that
because Geelong gets a significant proportion of the
water from Lal Lal Reservoir we need to claim that
back for Ballarat and the government should find other
ways of providing water to Geelong. That was a plan
the government considered early on, but we recognised
that the Moorabool catchment plan was not going to be
Ballarat’s solution. As the events of the past six months
have shown, that is certainly the case. There has not
been an entitlement to Geelong out of Lal Lal
Reservoir, and the reservoir has very limited water
resources that cannot be relied on in the future.
The alternative was to look at areas where surface water
was available. The Goulburn-Eildon system was looked
at as solution to providing water for Bendigo and, once
that pipeline was laid, bringing the water from the
Waranga channel. That will provide a good, secure way
for Ballarat to move forward. I am very pleased to see
that works are commencing. The government has made
a substantial financial commitment of more than
$100 million. I trust that very soon the federal
government will acknowledge that it has good reason to
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support that project and that it will have full support at
both state and federal government levels to ensure the
security of Ballarat’s water supply into the future.
In his address the Governor outlined many other plans
which will affect not just the electorate of Ballarat East
but the whole state. We have ongoing economic
prosperity and we have clear targets for creating
additional jobs in regional Victoria as well as in
Melbourne. We are building on our exports. Obviously
we want to get our agricultural industries rebuilt after
the drought so that we can continue to rely on good
exports for our milk products and other areas of
agriculture as well as a range of other high-tech exports.
The government continues to recognise education as a
key area for commitment. We have committed to a
10-year plan of rebuilding and modernising all state
schools. The students in my electorate at Ballarat
Secondary College — East Campus, Daylesford
Secondary College, Trentham District Primary School
and Langley Primary School have been advised that
they are first in line in the staging of that process. They
are looking to have their new schools provided very
soon, and I will be working with the schools to see that
that happens.
I am also pleased to support other improvements that
will see young people getting into trades and meeting
the skills shortages that we are facing in our region. I
am pleased that a new technical education centre will
be established in Ballarat later this year. A lot of work
is being undertaken at the moment to ensure that that
happens. I am pleased also that the government
continues to invest in the technical and further
education area, which is very important. The skills
shortages we are facing are being addressed, and there
are good, smooth pathways for young people to go into
trade and other areas associated with the TAFE sector
as well as going into university courses.
I am also very pleased about the transport links. The
government is supporting the transport links between
Ballarat and Melbourne. We have seen the fast rail
projects undertaken. My electorate goes across to
Kyneton. With both the Ballarat and Bendigo lines
completed there is a much more modern service that
will keep public transport from those centres to and
from Melbourne in a good state for many years to
come. We are backing that up not only by providing
good, sound, modern services but with the fares coming
down in March. The 20 per cent reduction in fares will
be not just on the trains but also on V/Line buses. I am
very excited about that and so many other things that
the government will deliver.
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In the last minutes of my speech I want to thank the
people who have supported me to get back in this
Parliament for another term. I need to thank my wife,
Dianne, who has been a terrific support to me over
many years and who at times when I am not there
continues to have to battle through at home with our
young family — and against fires, as I indicated earlier.
She has to take on all those challenges when I am often
absent. I also thank my electorate office staff, Jason and
Julianne, and others who worked towards my
re-election. I thank Jeff Roots and all the other people
who supported my campaign. It is clearly not a job that
one individual does; it is one where you rely on much
support, and I appreciate that support.
In being re-elected, I consider it important to focus on
why I first wanted to become a community leader. I
believe there is a significant role of leadership in our
community, not by acting in politically expedient ways
but by looking at the things we want to achieve and see
in our community. I certainly have a strong view about
creating a society that is compassionate and supporting
people in our community who are in need, whether they
are in minority groups or are facing hard times. I want
to work to ensure that we have an ethic across our
community so that we are prepared to recognise that
people in our community have difficulties, whether
they are in minority groups, have disabilities or
whatever. We should work to support them, whether
they live around the corner or are in other parts of our
community. That is a significant issue that I want to
work on.
I want to keep my feet on the ground in my electorate
to ensure that I get a feeling of the issues that are out
there. That is certainly a significant challenge for me, as
it is for all of us, in plotting a path ahead into the future
and showing real leadership for our communities and
working with them to ensure that we make our
communities a better place to live. I am confident that
as part of this government I can do that.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — As a new Parliament
begins and the Bracks government enters its third term,
it is timely to ask ourselves how history will look back
on and characterise this first decade of the 21st century.
In particular, how will history characterise what we
have done — what we have done globally, what we
have done nationally and what we have done in this
state — and what we have failed to do with the
circumstances and opportunities we have?
In many respects we are living in a golden time. We are
enjoying the fruits of more than two decades of reform,
with the ideas that were laid down in the mid-1970s and
the ideas that were implemented under the Hawke
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government and the Keating government, under the
Kennett government and under Prime Minister John
Howard and Treasurer Peter Costello. We have seen
economic deregulation, microeconomic reform,
reforms of government administration, tax reform and
labour market reform. We are in a period of general
prosperity and opportunity and a period of rising living
standards, albeit at the expense of long and demanding
work hours. At the same time there are pockets of
suffering and misery, largely as a result of broken
families, unsustainable lifestyles and drug addiction.
It also needs to be recognised that we are living under
the cloud of two huge international problems — the
threat of terrorism and other forms of violent extremism
and intolerance, and the threat of climate change, with
its potentially devastating effects on the environment
around us. How will history judge us? I very much
hope it will not be forced to pass judgement that at a
global level the world put its internal and self-centred
preoccupations ahead of recognising and tackling the
serious external threats it faced and embraced policies
of isolation and appeasement that brought the terrible
long-term consequences of spreading violence,
totalitarianism, repression, killing and suffering, made
even worse if accompanied by appalling environmental
degradation and consequent economic disruption.
If we are fortunate enough to escape that global
judgement, history is almost as certain to say of us in
Victoria that we squandered our opportunities — that
we could have achieved so much more than we did
with the enormous resources we were given. We will
be seen as the grasshoppers that frittered away the
opportunities we had to implement lasting
achievements for future generations. We live in strong
national economic times, we have revenue flooding into
the coffers, and the government has control over more
of the institutions of power than any other government
in the state’s history. All of this could have allowed the
Bracks government to achieve so much in terms of
improved services, better infrastructure, lower taxes, a
more efficient economy and a more open, engaged and
responsive government. We need to ask ourselves: why
have we failed to achieve these results? Has Victoria
had the misfortune to be landed with a particularly inept
government or is there a wider and more systematic
explanation?
I believe there is a wider explanation, and it is called
New Labor. Labor in Victoria and around Australia has
consciously modelled itself on Britain’s New Labour.
Labor used to proudly boast about how it was following
in the footsteps of British Prime Minister Tony Blair,
and now the vices we are suffering in Victoria are
exactly the same vices that Britons have to suffer. We,
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and Britain, have governments that spin, manipulate,
conceal and give priority to appearances over results.
Here and in Britain this movement has created a bloated
bureaucracy and inundated the public with slick and
glossy publications but it delivers results in a manner
that is slow, tortuous, convoluted and expensive.
I expect that over time there will be the same sort of
intensive assessment, analysis and critique of the
inherent flaws and failings of New Labor as there has
been of the flaws and failings of communism and
socialism. However, the corrosive effects of New Labor
on standards can be summed up by comparing two
British comedy series — Yes, Prime Minister and
Absolute Power. Yes, Prime Minister was a gentle,
witty and charitable expose of the foibles and
inefficiency of old Labour and old Tories of the 1980s.
A generation later, Absolute Power is a brutal and
cutting satire of the degradation and abuse of standards
of New Labour in Britain. Over the 20-plus years
between these programs, Britain and Victoria have lost
terribly in the erosion of standards of debate,
democracy and decency.
Let us look at some specific aspects of the
consequences the New Labor approach is having for
Victoria and compare what is happening or not
happening with what could and should be happening.
Energy is an area in which Victoria faces profound and
far-reaching issues and decisions, because it is at the
forefront of our response to global climate change. Here
we see New Labor at its worst. Global climate change
is an issue about greenhouse gas emissions. Pollution
control, including control of emissions levels, is
primarily a state responsibility, yet the state government
is long on talk and long on calling on the federal
government to do something, but chronically short on
taking efficient and effective action itself.
The recent announcement of Victoria and other states
that they will introduce a state-based carbon trading
scheme in 2010 if the commonwealth failed to act is a
disgrace. Given the gravity of the possible
consequences of climate change, for the states to sit on
their hands until 2010 is appalling. Once again state
Labor is willing to put political games ahead of actually
solving problems — trying to get rid of the Prime
Minister takes precedence over trying to reduce global
warming.
Carbon trading schemes have the potential to be a
useful tool in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, but
they are a means to an end. It may have escaped New
Labor, but the fundamental requirement to reduce
human contributions to greenhouse gases is to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. You cannot implement a

Thursday, 15 February 2007

carbon trading scheme unless and until you decide by
how much greenhouse gas emissions are to be reduced
and on whom the primary obligations to reduce
emissions are to fall. It is only once these decisions
have been implemented that a carbon trading scheme
can actually take effect to allow emission reduction
obligations to be transferred from the party primarily
responsible to the party able to make the required
reduction for the least economic cost.
By all means let us develop a carbon trading model in
parallel with reaching decisions on emissions
reductions, but the emissions reductions have to be
decided on and mandated before anything can actually
be put into practice. We thus need the Bracks
government to live up to its responsibility for emissions
control and spell out to the public what the options are
regarding this profound community decision. What
level of emissions reductions does the Bracks
government propose that Victoria achieve? How can
the primary obligations to make these reductions be
allocated? What are the consequences of the various
options for families, business and commerce generally,
for electricity generation and for our export industries?
In my view the community has little idea of the
possible extent of the changes needed for Victoria to
pull its weight internationally in reducing greenhouse
gas emissions, and the Bracks government also has
little interest in putting the full facts before Victorians.
In true New Labor mode, which our Deputy Premier,
the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change, has fully mastered, the aim is not to actually
solve the problem but to create a perception that there is
a problem which New Labor has a deep and sincere
commitment to act on. Thus we have the visual
imagery of the black balloons wafting into the sky, but
the public is given little or no idea or concrete
information about what reduction in greenhouse
emissions they are required to achieve or what steps
they need to take in order to achieve the required
reductions.
There are other important issues in the energy sector
where New Labor has failed to pull its weight. We look
at the recent supply interruption that this state suffered.
We need some explanation about what VENCorp’s role
was in that interruption. It certainly has a role in risk
assessment. What role did it play on that day? What
decisions did it take? What did it recommend? What
information did it give to the government? I think there
are two clear take-outs from that interruption. Firstly,
there needs to be better ongoing risk assessment during
the course of the day when there are unfolding events,
such as raging fires; and secondly, we need a much
better scheme to get an instant switch-off of lower
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priority uses in order to minimise the extent and impact
of widespread blackouts.
The second area which needs attention is the
management of demand peaks, as peaks are the greatest
factor responsible for the need for additional generating
capacity. So to the extent to which we can smooth
demand peaks, we can avoid the cost and potential
environmental consequences of increased generation
capacity. We had the minister the other day talking
about the deployment of interval meters, or smart
meters. That was something which was on the cards
and the implementation of which was being planned
when the Bracks government came to office. Seven
years later we are still talking about a pilot scheme.
We need to look at potential arrangements like those
that South Australia is examining, such as the
coordinated switching off of air-conditioners for short
periods of time. We need to look at other options for
commercial demand response and demand signals. If
we can do that, we can dramatically reduce the future
generation capacity needed. When we come to the point
where we do need additional baseload capacity there
needs to be regulatory certainty, and that is one of the
other consequences of the failure of the Bracks
government to live up to its responsibilities for
emission control.
Finally, of course, we have the laudable endeavours,
where money has been committed, to find better and
cleaner technology for burning coal. We need to get a
far better idea of what has been achieved, and we need
to see what avenues we have for renewing our efforts.
I will talk briefly about industrial relations, where the
Bracks government is again making mischief, which
threatens to bring us back to the bad old days of
cumbersome and inflexible work practices. We have
benefited enormously in Australia from far more
flexible work practices, through both black-letter law
and changed attitudes to flexibility, yet that has been
put under threat both federally and at a state level. We
have seen remarkable improvements in the building
industry in Victoria as a result of federal government
reform which are also being put at risk.
If we look at the area of information and
communication technology, New Labor’s proudest
boasts are that it has achieved a consistent internal
directory of public service staff and that it has
renegotiated the supply of communications services to
the government on better terms than the previous
contract. The first of these is a basic measure that
should have been put in place as a matter of course, and
not as a matter for boasting. The second is a
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no-brainer — if you cannot achieve better terms for
your communication services supply in an era where
telecoms prices are falling around the world, there is
something seriously wrong.
We have also had bungles such as the mobile data
network, a project which rolled out Windows 98-style
technology in 2006. Most recently we have had the
sudden and unexplained disappearance of the Office of
the Chief Information Officer. The former minister
boasted that that office was fundamental to the
government’s strategy for proper whole-of-government
management of information. After the election the
office disappeared. The chief information officer
herself has been shunted to a corner of the bureaucracy.
There has not been a single news release or a single
word of explanation. This vital aspect of the
government’s strategy has just disappeared.
Let me briefly say a few words about the
Attorney-General’s portfolio. The Department of
Justice has had the worst increase in bureaucracy of all
the departments under the Bracks government. The
Attorney-General has been eager to portray himself as a
great law reformer, but the beneficial results have been
few and far between. It took him until 2004 to produce
a justice statement of the sort that should have been
issued in the first few months of government. Even then
it was a combination of turgid jargon, sweeping appeals
to worthy principles and a long list of things that the
government was going to do. However, the reality of
New Labor justice is far different from the rhetoric.
How long, may I ask, would one consider it reasonable
to wait for the prosecution of an alleged wrongful death
to go ahead when a worker has tragically fallen to his
death and co-workers are being accused of having
alleged roles in that death? Is one year a reasonable
time to wait? Two years, perhaps? In fact in the County
Court last week there was a case that had been waiting
for almost three and a half years to come to trial, yet it
was adjourned for a further year because there was no
judge available to hear it. That is the reality of New
Labor’s commitment to justice, where those accused
workers have this threat hanging over their heads and
have enormous legal bills, and where the family of the
deceased worker is unable to get certainty and a
resolution of the tragic death of their loved one. That is
the reality of justice under New Labor.
It is only by breaking away from the vices of New
Labor that we can bring better government to Victoria.
The notion of being frank and open with the electorate
is alien to New Labor, but it is fundamental, the sine
qua non, to further improvement in public
administration and decision making. The public needs
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the facts to weigh and judge options on policy issues
that need decision; they need the facts about what the
government will actually do, and when, in order to
make their own plans accordingly; and they need facts
about government performance so as to make decisions
about whether to return or change a government.

previous electorate before the boundary change in the
lead-up to the 2002 election. The electorate of
Cranbourne had 10 years of Liberal representation prior
to 2002 — —

One of the few organisational advantages that a
government has over other bodies is that the vast bulk
of its activities do not take place in a competitive
environment. A corporation may need to be limited in
what it tells shareholders lest it reveal vital information
to its competitors. Yet a government ought to be able to
be frank and open with the citizens it represents in
relation to almost every aspect of its activities.

Mr PERERA — Yes, we are going to see that!
Investments made in the electorate during that period
were far less than what we have delivered in the past
four years. Schools were starving for funding. Some
main roads were like goat tracks. Public transport was
appalling. It is very ironic that opposition MPs should
suddenly become champions in shedding crocodile
tears on service delivery when they sacked 800 police,
teachers and nurses during their time in government.

The absence of systematic and factual accountability to
the public is the biggest single impediment Victorians
face to having a state government that takes full
advantage on their behalf of the opportunities we have
in order to achieve so much more than we are.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the address-in-reply
debate today.
Firstly, I would like to express my thanks to the people
in the electorate of Cranbourne who supported and had
confidence in me by electing me for a second term,
resulting in a swing towards the ALP against the
electoral tide in the south-east.
Secondly, I would like to thank the equally important
people, if not more so, who primarily made possible my
presence here for a second term. I refer to the members
of the ALP in the electorate of Cranbourne — the
members of the Carrum Downs, Frankston North and
Cranbourne ALP branches — who overwhelmingly
delivered a 92 per cent vote for me at the Labor Party
preselections.
Thirdly, I could not have got here without the hard
work and overall commitment of my staff, campaign
team, volunteers, donors, supporters and family, who
have immensely contributed in so many different ways
to delivering a very effective campaign that achieved a
fantastic result. It is a privilege to be elected to this
dignified office in the first place. It is one of the best
feelings in my life to observe that my constituents fully
endorsed me by re-electing me with an increased
margin after I had been their member for four years.
The third term agenda of the Bracks government is very
exciting, with new challenges. New building blocks
will be erected on the firm foundation laid during the
government’s previous two terms. Eighty per cent of
the current electorate of Cranbourne was in the

Mr Clark — And a good member too.

The bus network in the Cranbourne electorate and the
through services — Frankston–Dandenong and
Cranbourne–Frankston — have been improved. I am
only too pleased to inform the house that from next
year there will be a SmartBus operating on regular short
intervals from Frankston to Ringwood, through
Dandenong, and passing my electorate.
My office has been a public office in the true sense of
the word ‘public’. Local community groups, business
groups, sporting clubs and other organised and
non-organised groups work in tandem with my office to
initiate, drive and deliver activities such as community
kitchens, local business networks and other projects
which have been well received by the electorate. We
held a number of successful community kitchens. The
food for the first couple of community kitchens was
provided and cooked by Mr Satvir Singhe, his wife,
Kamaljit Kaur, and their friends the Charnjit family,
who were assisted in cooking by volunteers and later
with support from the trainee hospitality students from
the William Angliss Institute of TAFE under the
stewardship of Phil Sealey.
We have managed to make strong partnerships with the
staff of the local National Australia Bank, the William
Angliss Casey cafe, the Cranbourne Uniting Church,
St John’s Anglican Church, Mahogany Neighbourhood
Centre, Roma Foods of Carrum Downs and many other
great community champions who are committed to
delivering for our challenged constituents. Our
Christmas community kitchen in December last year
served 550 meals with a visit from Santa and his
helpers. We have formed some very worthy
partnerships. Recently we successfully lobbied the
AFL, which was so kind as to send us over 300 AFL
packs, which we duly handed out to the young people
of Cranbourne in a Christmas-in-July event. This event
was well received.
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The business forum organised by my office in
conjunction with the Carrum Downs community sport
group has been a tremendous success. The concept
behind the forum is for businesses, sporting
organisations and schools in the Carrum Downs–Skye
area to communicate with each other for mutual benefit.
The idea is to help local businesses which could
potentially provide jobs and traineeships to local youths
and probably contribute to local community and school
projects in the future.
During its previous term the Bracks Labor government
constructed a new, state-of-the-art secondary college at
a cost of $15 million in Carrum Downs. This was long
overdue in the growing area of Carrum Downs and its
surrounds. The Kennett Liberal government had turned
a blind eye for far too long and had ignored the
educational needs of my community.
The Bracks government had to rescue the former
Monterey secondary college site which had been sold to
a developer by the Kennett government after it had
ignored the local community’s request for an open
recreation area. Fortunately the Bracks government was
able to buy that site and hand it over to Frankston
council. Now it is a beautiful place that the local
community can visit and enjoy. We are just waiting for
the toilets to be constructed.
Community safety is high on the agenda in the
electorate. Since the election of the Bracks Labor
government, an extra 41.2 uniformed police service my
electorate. That represents a 41 per cent increase in the
number of uniformed police.
A $6.7 million state-of-the-art 24-hour police station
has been built in Cranbourne. During this term of
government a state-of-the-art police station will also be
built to service the Carrum Downs and Langwarrin
areas. It is my understanding that the station will cost
over $14 million.
Since 2001 the crime rate in the city of Casey has fallen
by 13.1 per cent. Since 2000–01 the crime rate in the
city of Frankston also has fallen, by 9 per cent. Only the
Bracks Labor government is delivering a sound
community safety agenda for the constituents of the
Cranbourne district. The Bracks government is also
getting on with the job of investing in schools.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Helper) — Order!
This would be a good time to break for lunch. The
member will have the call when the debate resumes.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Gaming: parliamentary inquiry
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Gaming. I refer to the
fact that the member for Dandenong has advised that he
will appear before the parliamentary probity inquiry
into gaming, and I ask: will the minister also cooperate
with the parliamentary probity inquiry?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for his question. This
question and the witch-hunt established by the
Legislative Council yesterday have absolutely nothing
to do with probity and everything to do with politics.
Under longstanding conventions I will not be appearing
before the inquiry. In relation to these matters, whether
it be the public lotteries licence review or a range of
other matters, I will not be appearing before the inquiry.
A number of questions have been asked about the
public lotteries licence review, and I simply reiterate
what I have said on a number of occasions. In relation
to the public lotteries licensing process and the work of
the steering committee, the probity auditor in these
matters, Pitcher Partners, has signed off on the work of
the interdepartmental steering committee on three
separate occasions — not once, not twice, but on three
separate occasions!
Those opposite, including the member for Malvern, the
Leader of the Opposition and others, are intent on
trampling all over the commercial and legal
frameworks that have been established under this
process. I am not, and therefore I will not be
participating in this inquiry.

Employment: rural and regional Victoria
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
government’s commitment to make regional Victoria a
great place to work, live and raise a family, and I ask
him to detail for the house the most recent independent
data that demonstrates the government is delivering on
that commitment.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
South Barwon for his question. As the member for
South Barwon knows, as do most members of this
house, the last six months has been a difficult period for
regional Victoria. In fact it has been a difficult period
for the whole of country and regional Australia. We
have seen one of the worst droughts in the history of
this country, which has affected large parts of the
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farming community right across Victoria. We have
seen as a consequence dry climatic conditions leading
to bushfires, including, as I reported to the house
yesterday, some 18 starts yesterday and others
overnight from lightning strikes that extended from
Ballarat right across to Mildura — and they started
some other fires which are still being worked on by the
Country Fire Authority and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment.
Despite the difficult seasonal conditions and other
difficulties that communities right around Victoria face
from drought and bushfires, I underline today the
results from the Australian Bureau of Statistics, which
show the robustness of country and regional Victoria in
relation to job growth. Today’s ABS figures show that
Victoria’s employment growth for the year from
January 2006 to January 2007 was 4.4 per cent. That is
above the national average for regional Australia and
bettered by only one state — that is, regional
Queensland, which had 4.6 per cent growth because of
the resource-rich Queensland regional economy. We in
Victoria had the second highest employment growth of
any region in any place in Australia over the last
12 months.
Two regions stand out in relation to employment
growth: Loddon Mallee, which had 15.6 per cent
employment growth over the last 12 months, and — as
the member for South Barwon, who asked me the
question, would know — Geelong and the south-west,
which had growth of some 6.4 per cent over the last
12 months. You can see it in Geelong, you can see in
Portland and you can see it in Warrnambool: you can
see the buoyancy of the economy and the job and
economic growth of the state.
Unemployment in regional Victoria over the year has
also fallen by 0.9 per cent to 5.5 per cent. Currently we
have regional unemployment — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRACKS — I reiterate that our employment
growth is higher than the national regional employment
growth. On any comparison with the rest of the nation
we are shown to be doing better. We are the second
highest in the country. What we are saying is that,
comparatively, Victorian country areas are doing better
than the country areas around the rest of Australia.
Unemployment has fallen to 5.5 per cent, down 0.9 per
cent from the figure for the previous 12 months.
Compare that to the double-digit unemployment figure
which occurred in the years preceding 1999 when our
government came to office. Remarkably the
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unemployment level in regional and country Victoria
during the previous government’s period of office was
13.8 per cent — one of the highest for Victoria’s
regions ever recorded. It is not surprising to see why
this strong growth has occurred. You need only look at
the last three weeks; you need only look at what
happened in February.
On 1 February, as the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development has pointed out publicly, Unilever
Australia invested $58 million in the expansion at
Tatura, which is leading to 134 new full-time jobs. It is
being hailed as a saviour in that region. On 8 February I
was with the members and ministers from Bendigo to
announce that we had a replacement for AAPT.
Excelior, a division of the Skilled group of companies,
is running call centres in Shepparton, which was
planned, and it is now running one in Bendigo. More
than 300 jobs have been saved and will continue in the
future. On 9 February SalesForce started a call centre in
Geelong near the member’s electorate, creating
402 new jobs. That has happened just in the last three
weeks.
In the past seven years we have seen 109 000 new jobs
created in Victoria. In the seven years before we came
to government it was less than half of that for job
growth around the state. We will continue to govern for
all of Victoria. We want to continue to ensure that
regional Victoria performs well against the nation, and
we want to continue to ensure that we have high job
growth in regional and country Victoria.

Boating: life jackets
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer
to the minister’s media release of 20 December 2006,
and I quote:
Boaters are required to wear a life jacket … on
human-powered vessels such as canoes, kayaks and rowing
vessels.

Does the minister really intend police to use this
nanny-state regulation to fine the many people who,
right now, old and young, are rowing on the Yarra
while not wearing life jackets?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question. Can
I indicate that the government is of the view that this is
critically important and that the wearing of life jackets
is a necessary safety step for the purpose of avoiding
unnecessary deaths on our waterways.
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It is certainly our view that the coroner has
demonstrated and indicated to the government that we
need to take proactive steps in order to ensure that the
users of our waterways are adequately and safely
protected. Certainly in Victoria the number of deaths on
our waterways has appreciably reduced. Indeed since
the introduction of these mechanisms — the
requirements to wear life jackets — we have seen a
substantial community uptake and a recognition
amongst boat users that these are safety initiatives that
are well worthwhile. There has been a take-up of over
75 per cent amongst water users in terms of the use and
appropriateness of these measures. We make no
apology for putting safety first in this government. We
are proud of our record on water safety, and we are
proud of the initiatives we have put in place.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
question is to the Minister for Industrial Relations. I ask
the minister to detail for the house the latest efforts by
the Victorian government’s workplace rights advocate
seeking to assist Victorian workers struggling with the
federal government’s extreme industrial relations
regime.
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations) — I
thank the honourable member for her excellent
question. I am very pleased today to welcome an
inquiry by the Victorian workplace rights advocate
looking at the impact of WorkChoices on workers and
employers in the hospitality and retail industries. I am
sure that everybody in this house would agree that they
are very important industries. This will be the very first
time since the introduction of WorkChoices that an
inquiry has targeted specific industries. The workplace
rights advocate will conduct an inquiry by way of
seeking written and verbal submissions from across the
state and consulting with a whole range of industry
groups, unions and employers. A final report is
expected later this year. So there will be consultation
with a whole range of groups, including unions,
employers and other stakeholders.
Members on this side certainly are aware that
WorkChoices is producing a raft of Australian
workplace agreements (AWAs) which strip away
historic entitlements. Last year — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HULLS — It is not just me saying that, because
last year the federal government’s own employment
watchdog released data showing that significant
numbers of AWAs actually deprived workers of
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protected conditions such as overtime and penalty rates,
dramatically reducing the take-home pay that Victorian
families rely on. It is no surprise that, after the release
of these disastrous figures, the office has not provided
any further data. The federal industrial relations
minister, Joe Hockey, confirmed today that information
on AWAs would now be kept secret. This, we believe,
is a disgrace. It does not pass the hairdryer test, and
indeed it is a sign of just how bad things really must be.
Workers in the retail and hospitality industries are
particularly vulnerable under WorkChoices. In fact
33 per cent of AWAs signed in the last 10 months
affect workers in either of these two very important
industries. An academic study by the Griffith Business
School released this week shows that every single
month 20 000 workers are being stripped of their award
entitlements under AWAs.
One of those 20 000 workers is retail worker Ms Bernie
Gloury. She contacted the workplace rights advocate
shortly after commencing work at a service station. She
rang for advice about the AWA that she was being
asked to sign. The advocate investigated that AWA and
found that, when compared with the applicable award,
the AWA offered to Ms Gloury removed entitlements
including Saturday and Sunday penalties, a loss of
$7.10 an hour. It also precluded overtime pay, paid rest
breaks, annual leave loading and penalty rates for
public holidays. This is a system supported by those
opposite. They say, ‘No doubt she got some sort of
remuneration in return’. She did indeed! In return she
was offered a measly 7 cents an hour increase in her
ordinary hourly rate, which then went from $14.33 to
$14.40 — and as a result, she lost all those entitlements.
Like Ms Gloury, thousands of workers, and in
particular retail and hospitality workers, stand to lose
important rights and entitlements and important
protections under the federal government’s industrial
relations changes. I certainly welcome this inquiry by
the workplace rights advocate, and I hope that those
members opposite, whilst on their boot camp, sitting
around the camp fire toasting marshmallows and
singing Kumbaya, give some real thought to workers
like Ms Gloury.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
Christmas present to Tattersall’s of a 12-month
extension of its public lotteries licence, and I ask: why
was no premium payment sought from Tattersall’s for
this extension, as provided for under the act, and how
much did Victorian taxpayers lose as a consequence?
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Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The taxpayers of
Victoria have not lost anything from that arrangement.
That is a facility under the act to continue the
arrangements until a new tender is called. It was taken
up appropriately by the government under the existing
arrangement; and in that case good value for money
will be gained by Victorians, as it was under the
original contract.

12th FINA World Championships: planning
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — My question is to
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs.
Will the minister update the house on planning for the
12th FINA World Championships?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for her question.
The 12th FINA World Championships will be the
biggest aquatic event Australia has ever hosted. It will
be bigger than the aquatic program at the Sydney
Olympics and five times bigger than the aquatic
program at the Commonwealth Games. The event will
further enhance Victoria’s reputation as Australia’s
events state and will be the largest worldwide event in
the lead-up to the Beijing Olympics.
The championships will be held from 17 March to
1 April and will involve 2000 elite competitors from up
to 175 nations, with competition in five disciplines —
swimming, open-water swimming, synchronised
swimming, water polo and diving. More than
1000 international media will take the host city to
1 billion spectators worldwide. The championships will
provide a significant boost to the Victorian economy,
with 12 000 interstate and international tourists.
The event will be so large that it will require five pools.
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre will be fully
utilised for the duration of the event with the water polo
and diving competitions, hence the need for temporary
pools, as was the case for previous world
championships. A temporary pool is being installed as
we speak at Rod Laver Arena for the swimming and
synchronised swimming competitions. This will allow
more than 11 000 spectators to enjoy those events.
Importantly the water used for the competition pool and
the warm-up pool will be recycled for the benefit of the
Royal Botanic Gardens and Melbourne’s heritage trees.
St Kilda Beach will host the open water event.
To date over 65 000 tickets have been sold for the
whole event. FINA has advised that this is the fastest
selling world swimming championships in history —
that is, in the period to date we have sold more tickets
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than were sold for any previous world championships.
There was a spike during the Australian swimming
trials in December, and as we see developments such as
the installation of the temporary pool at Rod Laver
Arena and other milestones, we can expect that demand
for tickets will greatly increase. Eight thousand tickets
have been made available to Victorian school students
as part of the school education package. I can inform
the house that schools are already taking up this special
ticket offer as part of that education package at a fast
rate, with 47 per cent of the special school tickets
having been snapped up.
Spectators will be able to see the best aquatic athletes in
the world at the 12th FINA World Championships for
as little as $20 and no more than $198 for the best seats
in the house. The opening ceremony promises to be a
spectacular show, reflecting our affinity with water, and
it will set a high standard for the remainder of the
championships. A tribute to Ian Thorpe will play a
special role in the opening ceremony. Tickets to the
opening ceremony have been priced so that they are
affordable for the general public, in particular families.
Single ticket prices range from $28 to $68, and a family
ticket for two adults and two children can be purchased
for $100.
A key legacy of the event will be providing additional
local aquatic facilities to encourage the next generation
of Australian stars. The pools’ modular design allows
them to be relocated as permanent facilities throughout
the Victorian community. As part of the legacy of
hosting the event, four pools between 25 and 50 metres
will be provided to the communities of Frankston,
Geelong, Bentleigh and Sunshine.
The FINA world championships represent an
absolutely fantastic opportunity to see the world’s
greatest aquatic athletes at the world’s best venues at
affordable prices. The successful delivery of the event
will continue to reinforce why Melbourne is considered
to be the events capital of the world and enhance our
growing reputation as the world’s most livable city.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question without
notice is to the Minister for Gaming, and I ask: did the
Solicitor-General advise the government that the
Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation’s
probity assessment of Intralot was inadequate and
denied the company natural justice?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I thank
the member for Malvern for his question. As I have
consistently said, I am not going to run a public
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commentary on a process that is ongoing. Let us be
very clear about this: a request was made by the
interdepartmental steering committee in September last
year to extend the time provided to complete the
important public lotteries licensing process. More time
was sought, and more time was granted. The person
who is appropriately charged with determining the
probity of the work of the steering committee is the
probity auditor. The probity auditor has, on three
separate occasions, signed off on the work and
decision-making of the interdepartmental steering
committee — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. The Premier very
clearly said that scrutiny was available in the lower
house. The minister has refused to answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has been
answering this question for under 1 minute. I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, the person
who is appropriately charged under a probity plan with
determining and signing off on the probity of the work
of the steering committee is the probity auditor. He has
done that not once, not twice, but three times! I made it
clear yesterday, and I have made it abundantly clear
over a number of weeks now, that it would be wholly
inappropriate for me to run a public commentary on an
as yet incomplete process. Those opposite and the
witch-hunt in the other place are all about trampling all
over the legal and commercial frameworks that have
been established under this process. As I have said, I
will not do that. I will not jeopardise the integrity of this
process by doing that. It is not a complete process yet.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is required to be relevant to the question. The
question went to legal advice. We do not need to hear
this diatribe. Just answer the question, Minister, and be
relevant.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to answer the question.
Mr ANDREWS — I will simply conclude by
saying that this government is absolutely committed to
getting an outcome in relation to this process that has
probity, integrity and is in the best interests of all
Victorians.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to reducing elective surgery
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waiting lists. I ask the minister to detail for the house
the most recent government initiatives delivering on
that commitment.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Ivanhoe for his question. Since 1999, when
our health system was in fact on the critical list, the
government has rebuilt almost half of our major health
facilities. This year we will admit over 300 000 more
patients than we admitted in 1999. Labor, in
government now for the third term, will continue the
very positive reform of our health system that it has
been undertaking over the last seven years, modernising
our services and being a lot smarter about how we use
our health dollars, which of course are continuing to
grow, and wanting to make sure that our patients get the
best possible treatment when and where they need it.
A number of national reports affirm that the directions
we have been taking have been bearing fruit, and we
certainly rank as the best in the country in many areas.
Labor will ensure that more patients are treated sooner.
We will continue to reduce cancellations for elective
surgery, and we will invest in our hospitals to recruit
and train the kind of workforce that we need to deliver
quality health care into the future.
That is why I can announce today that an additional
2500 patients will undergo elective surgery over the
next six months as we extend our blitz on the waiting
lists for surgery in public hospitals. Today’s
$12 million funding boost also enables a further
1800 people to get outpatient appointments for
orthopaedic procedures. We have invested an additional
$40 million particularly in the elective surgery blitz to
treat an estimated 10 000 additional elective surgery
patients.
This blitz is not a one-off. In addition we went to the
election last year with the commitment to allocate
$115 million over the next four years to open two new
elective surgery centres and increase the capacity at our
existing hospitals to treat an additional 16 000 elective
surgery patients. Victorians liked our plan; they
affirmed our plan and our commitment to invest in
health. It is a very significant priority, and that is why
they asked the Bracks government to continue
governing the state for this term.
Victoria’s waiting list is the lowest it has been since
1998. There are almost 4000 fewer people on our
waiting list. That is in spite of the fact that there has
been an astronomical increase in the number of people
who were admitted. Three hundred thousand more
people have been admitted, yet the waiting list has been
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steadily going down. That shows that we have a
productive and efficient health system.

probity, integrity and represents best value for all
Victorians.

We recognise, however, that there is always more work
to be done. That is why we built the Alfred Centre for
elective surgery; and as I said, we are committed to
opening two more dedicated elective surgery centres —
one at St Vincent’s Hospital, where I visited today, and
the other at the repatriation hospital site in Heidelberg.
The elective surgery list is always something of great
public interest, but it is important to know that people
are being taken off that list all the time. Some 65 832
patients were admitted off the waiting list during the
first six months of last year. This additional $12 million
will continue that work of getting more people off,
particularly people in category 2 and category 3. The
money will be allocated right across the system to our
major hospitals and also to regional Victoria. In
addition each of these hospitals has submitted plans that
will take as many people off the list by providing
physiotherapy and other services.

Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, this
question required a simple yes or no about a matter
outside even the matters that the minister — —

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said she is
yawning while listening to my response to this
question. I believe the public of Victoria are concerned
about health care. That is why we consider it a very
important priority. That is why we have been turning
around our health system, a system that was on its
knees in 1999. We are investing in treating more
patients.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to the
Minister for Gaming. Is it a fact that lotteries bidder
Intralot has advised the government that it will be
seeking compensation for the costs associated with the
government’s bungling of the lotteries tender?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I thank
the honourable member for Malvern for his question.
Let me again make it perfectly clear: it would be
wholly inappropriate for me to provide a running
commentary on a process that is not yet complete. The
probity auditor has signed off on the work of the
steering committee on three separate occasions, and, as
I have said, I will not comment on an ongoing process.
I will leave the trampling all over of the commercial
and legal frameworks under this process to those
opposite. It would be totally inappropriate for me to do
that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I will not, but rest assured that
this government will deliver an outcome that has

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister has concluded his answer.

Economy: performance
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria a great
place to work, live and raise a family and ask him to
update the house on the recent evidence of the strong
performance of the Victorian economy?
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bass!
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Narre Warren North, the Parliamentary Secretary
for Treasury and Finance, for his question. I can advise
the house that the Victorian economy is performing
strongly. As I indicated yesterday, and as the Premier
indicated today in answer to a question asked of him
about employment in country Victoria, jobs growth in
the Victorian economy has seen 70 500 new jobs over
the last 12 months — an extraordinarily strong
performance and second only to the resource-rich state
of Queensland in terms of the overall number of new
jobs being generated. I can also say that in relation to
the unemployment rate — 4.9 per cent — as the
Premier indicated today we have seen jobs growth of
4.4 per cent over the last year in regional Victoria.
On population growth, last year Melbourne added more
people than any other capital city in Australia. The
population growth rate was 1.36 per cent for Victoria as
a whole, compared with the national average of
1.31 per cent.
As I mentioned earlier in the week in Parliament, the
state with more building approvals in the last year than
any other state is Victoria, with $17 billion in building
approvals. Queensland has $15.5 billion and New
South Wales, $15.5 billion. There has been a lot of
debate about housing affordability. It is a big issue right
across Australia, particularly with the interest rate rises
over the last two years. I am pleased to say that
Melbourne is the most affordable capital city on the
eastern seaboard, and that Victoria has the highest
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proportion of first-home buyers of any state in
Australia.
Retail trade has also been strong for us. The retail
confidence figures were out yesterday, and Victoria is
above the national average. Retail trade has been good.
Marshmallow sales are up. The word around is, ‘Get in
now and get your marshmallows before there is a rush
on them next week’.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I don’t know — how are you
going to go?
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BRUMBY — Through you, Speaker, how is the
member for Brighton going to go? Will she be in a tent
or a bunkhouse?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will return
to answering the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Tourism has been solid in a
difficult environment, but again we expect to see a big
jump in those statistics in the next week or two with
camping trips really boosting the tourism statistics.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Obviously there are people on the
Liberal side who are competing to get stories in the
newspapers about the camping trips they have coming
up, but that is a matter for you and not me.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
answer the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Just a few days ago the Herald
Sun published an article headed ‘State builds on
boomtown stats’. It refers to the chief executive officer
of the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, Neil Coulson, saying that the Victorian
economy was well placed and in a stronger position
than most states. Just last month Moody’s reaffirmed
Victoria’s AAA credit rating and noted:
Victoria’s sizeable and diversified economic base amply
supports its financial obligations … Population gains spurred
by international migration contribute to growth.

Finally, Access Economics, which reports on the
economic performance of the Australian economy in
each of the states, last week released its December
quarter assessment of the performance of each of the
states, and I think it is worth noting in this house.
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Access Economics describes Victoria’s economic
performance as ‘magnificent’ in the context:
… of the onslaught of the Australian dollar, interest rates and
drought.

All of that has not happened by accident. We have had
the right policy mix. We have had the right support and
a business-friendly environment. We have been
reducing the levels of business taxation. We have
reduced land tax from a top rate of 5 per cent. When the
Leader of the Opposition was the state president of the
Liberal Party the top rate of land tax was 5 per cent. We
have reduced it to 3 per cent, and we have reduced
payroll tax as well. If you put all of that together, plus
our huge capital investment program and the
investment we have made in skills and education, the
result of that is an economy which is pulling above its
weight and performing well. As Access Economics
said, it is a magnificent performance.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker,
during the course of the Minister for Gaming’s answer
in response to a question from the member for Malvern
a matter was raised that goes to the very heart of what
we do here as members of Parliament.
The Minister for Public Transport yelled across the
house to the member for Malvern the words, ‘You be
careful! You’ll be sued. I hope you get sued’. Indeed
that amounts to intimidation, and I ask you to caution
the Minister for Public Transport about intimidatory
behaviour in this house.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker,
this is a nonsense claim by the member, because as all
of us would know, comments that are made in the
house are subject to privilege and are not the subject of
judicial review.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I am not in a position to hear such comments
across the table. I am happy to — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.
I am happy to discuss this further after question time,
but I will not take up the time of the house at this
moment.
The time set aside for questions without notice has
expired.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 I suspend the member for Bass for 11⁄2 hours.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Since 1999 there
have been 138 more teachers employed in Cranbourne
schools.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster cannot walk between the person speaking
and the Chair.
Mr PERERA — Since 1999 the average
prep-to-year 2 class size in the Cranbourne electorate
has been reduced from 25.5 to 20.8 students. This is an
average decrease of 4.7 students in every class.
We are investing in school infrastructure. This includes
a brand new special school, Marnebek School
Cranbourne, the modernisation of Mahogany Rise
Primary School and the modernisation of Cranbourne
Secondary College, as well as a strong investment in all
of our schools in the electorate. This term will see the
construction of a new primary school for north-east
Cranbourne, the planning of a P–12 college in
Cranbourne east, the further modernisation of
Cranbourne Secondary College and a modernisation of
Cranbourne West Primary School. This is a result of
millions of dollars of investment in schools.
We are also investing in arterial roads. Since 1999 the
Bracks Labor government has invested over
$46 million in roads in the electorate, including the part
duplication of Cranbourne-Frankston Road. Stage 3 has
now been announced for the duplication of Centre
Road right up to the Western Port Highway. The
$21 million part duplication in Sladen Street is also
well under way, and completion is due this year. The
duplication of the Clyde Five Ways Road is also well
under way. During this term of Parliament we will also
see the duplication of Thompsons Road from the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway through to the
Dandenong-Frankston Road and the duplication of
Thompsons Road from the South Gippsland Highway
through to the Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road. This
project is a $52 million investment.
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The Bracks government is also a strong contributor to
the health system in Cranbourne. Locally we have seen
the building of the $100 million Casey Hospital. There
has also been an increase of 38.6 per cent in the number
of nurses in the local area. During this term will also
see a $45 million redevelopment of the Frankston
Hospital.
The Bracks government has also delivered on our local
environment. A total of 202 hectares have been
gazetted around The Pines. Flora and fauna will
flourish in the area, which is proudly situated in
Frankston North. I am also looking forward to the
delivery of a $700 000 management plan that will
clearly go a long way in supporting this great land.
Frankston North is an integral part of my electorate,
with over 3000 households. It is unfortunate that the
federal government is simply walking away from the
elderly, the most marginalised of the residents who
proudly live in Frankston North. It has come to my
attention that a $25 million, 180-bed aged-care facility
is to be constructed in Frankston North. The local
council has advised me that only 25 of the 180 beds
will be concessional beds. This is a grave concern in the
local area, especially because the region has a shortage
of 264 beds. I have been advised that this proposal is
going ahead without the developer having the 180 bed
licences approved by the federal government. This
proposal has a lot of holes in it, and I hope the local
council and the Bracks government lobby the federal
government for many more concessional beds for this
proposed facility, because it should be an industry
leader.
I also hope that the councillors of the Frankston City
Council request an independent audit of all the ins and
outs of this proposal. It is unsure if the senior council
officers have been true, clear and transparent from day
one. It simply does not sit well with the ratepayers and
constituents from the local area.
I am very proud to be part of a government that is not
only delivering on the needs of my constituents but
delivering for every region, every suburb and every
town in Victoria. I look forward to being part of the
Bracks government for the next four years and to
making sure that we continue to deliver for the
constituents of the electorate of Cranbourne as well as
for the whole of Victoria.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the address-in-reply motion. I am particularly
pleased to have been re-elected to my seat of Caulfield,
my fourth election to this place. At the 2002 election
there was a decline in my margin, so I was very pleased
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that my majority of the vote at the recent election
increased quite substantially. There was a swing of over
5 per cent to the Liberal Party in the seat of Caulfield,
and the Labor Party’s support dipped dramatically
below 30 per cent. I am sure that the Labor Party will
bear that in mind when it next tries to win the seat of
Caulfield. I would like to thank my campaign team, and
particularly my campaign manager, my staff, the
branch members and the other supporters who
contributed to the campaign in Caulfield.
However, there are a number of issues in the Caulfield
electorate on which, despite the rhetoric and the claims
about how much has been done for our hospitals, our
schools and the elderly, the Bracks government has
failed to deliver. I will continue to bring up those issues
in this place in order to have them addressed.
The first issue concerns the Caulfield General Medical
Centre. The centre, as everybody knows, is attached to
the Alfred hospital. It is a very important hospital in the
Caulfield electorate, and it has a lot of local support. In
fact the local community has contributed greatly to the
development of this hospital.
A former Minister for Health, the member for Albert
Park, launched a master plan for this centre in 2001.
However, between 2001 and 2006 absolutely nothing
was announced in relation to funding that plan for the
Caulfield centre. Finally, on the eve of the election
there was an announcement, albeit of just $22 million
for only one building for the Caulfield General Medical
Centre. The estimated cost of this redevelopment is
$160 million to $180 million, so at that rate if this
government were to deliver only one building each
term in order to tell the people of Caulfield it is doing
something, it would take eight terms of a Labor
government — that is some 32 years — before
Caulfield General Medical Centre could be
redeveloped.
Another issue that needs the attention of this
government is the schools in our area. I am really
hoping that the new Minister for Education, given that
he is now the upper house member for this area, might
visit some of those schools, particularly those in
Caulfield, to see just what is needed. It is estimated that
in maintenance alone over $2 million is required to
bring these schools up to just a basic standard. Caulfield
Junior College — one of the finest schools in the
electorate in terms of the children, the staff and their
dedication — probably has the worst buildings of all
the schools in my electorate. To see that school literally
rotting in its place is very sad, and the school has
almost given up, in a sense. At the height of its
popularity just a few years ago there were over

377

500 students attending that school; now the numbers
are down to about 350 students. I think parents are
genuinely concerned that this school has been long
forgotten by the Bracks government. We had to make a
big fuss just to get the toilets up to a standard so that the
children would actually use them. Some small children
were refusing to go all day, and I think that is appalling.
The train services for Caulfield residents on the
Sandringham and Frankston lines continue to be
appalling. This government is very good at the rhetoric
and talking about extra lines and so forth, but the fact is
that people trying to go to work from Caulfield are very
hard done by if they try to use the train service. Those
lines have the worst record of cancellations and late
trains of any line in Victoria.
The next issue I want to raise, because it has been a
very thorny issue and I believe one that this government
has totally failed to deliver upon despite making a lot of
promises, is U3A — the University of the Third Age.
Before the 2002 election a huge amount of money was
promised to allow U3A to purchase back from the
government what is in a sense government land. The
government promised $850 000 so that U3A Glen Eira
could purchase from VicTrack the land that the
university building sits upon. U3A is still waiting. The
money was promised before the 2002 election, but the
issue is still ongoing and U3A still has not had the land
delivered to it. The money is presumably still sitting
there in government coffers.
The Liberal Party in the run-up to this election
promised U3A an extra $500 000 so that, if it finally
got the land, it would be able to redevelop the building.
The member for Bentleigh failed to comprehend the
significance of our promise, and embarrassingly told
the local paper he thought it meant less money would
be going to U3A if our promise was delivered on.
Fortunately the members of U3A knew exactly what I
was talking about. They knew they were going to get
extra money if we won the election and that they would
benefit greatly from that. I do notice, however, that the
new Minister for Aged Care has announced extra
money for the expansion of U3As around the state. I
looked down the list but, sadly, did not see the Glen
Eira U3A, so I suppose the government is firm in the
belief that it will never deliver to the U3A in Caulfield.
Opposition members, shadow ministers and
spokespeople on this side of the house are invariably
accused of whingeing, whining and carping if we raise
issues of importance in relation to the poor performance
of this government in the delivery of services to needy
Victorians — an accusation we hear every day, in fact.
So in preparing for today’s response I sought the views
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of other commentators, shall I say, who write in our
daily papers and who are not seen as being particularly
partisan. In the more general and perhaps most telling
article one commentator claimed that cabinet ministers
of the current government complain that they are most
unfairly viewed with excessive cynicism by the public.
I am sure those opposite me do not offer that complaint.
In any event this commentator concluded that:
By its words and actions since its election triumph last
November, this government has forfeited the right to be taken
seriously if ever it voices such complaints again.

In other words, the public has every right to view the
Premier and his ministers with cynicism, because the
reality is that actions or deeds speak louder than words.
All the rhetoric and all the spin delivers nothing in
terms of actual deeds when one really looks at them.
I turn to some examples of those government actions
after the election. Just the Friday night before Christmas
there were two dumped news items — two significant
news items. One of those was the extraordinary
decision to extend the Tattersall’s licence for
12 months. Now we find the government is very
embarrassed over this entire issue, and it looks like
there will be an upper house inquiry. I suppose my
comment to the government would be, ‘What goes
around comes around’. I think that will be a very
interesting inquiry.
The second piece of news that was scurrilously dumped
on that Friday night was the report into the crisis within
Rural Ambulance Victoria (RAV). This report, which
disgracefully was timed to be completed after the
election, should have been completed before the
election. The first report was called for in April of last
year, and this report was stretched out until after the
election because what we had seen in the operation of
Rural Ambulance Victoria was evidence of bullying,
sexual harassment, mismanagement, poor performance
and poor resourcing — in other words, a very scurrilous
situation. The report on RAV made it clear that under
this government’s watch the organisation had become
totally dysfunctional. Under huge pressure, as I said, the
government agreed to an inquiry in April of 2006 but
failed to deliver.
Then in January, with no hint of embarrassment, the
Bracks government adopted two Liberal policies that it
had vigorously campaigned against during the election
campaign. One was the desalination plant, and of
course we are hearing a lot about that in this place. The
government said it was too expensive and would use
too much power, but suddenly — remarkably — after
the election it is said to be just the answer that is
needed. Of course the second occasion was the
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breathtaking about-face on the plans for a toxic dump.
During the campaign the government said Victoria
needed a toxic dump.
Ms Kosky interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — You wait and see. I will give
you a hint. After the election, once the seat of Mildura
had been lost, all of a sudden the government believes
Victoria does not need a toxic dump — and cabinet
ministers and premiers wonder why the community is
cynical about Labor’s spin and rhetoric! We are hearing
a little more of it across the table just now.
Let us look briefly — it will have to be very brief — at
the Governor’s speech to see if the claims and the
promises made are reflected in the deeds of this
government. The government says it believes in a
health system where every Victorian has access to
first-class health services. Of course plenty of
Victorians cannot afford private health insurance so
they rely upon the government to provide a first-class
health service in our public system. I will give some
examples of people who are affected by that service.
The Minister for Health has claimed today that she
offers a first-class health system, so what does she say
to the mother whose baby was born in the toilet at
Monash Medical Centre? That was an absolutely
disgraceful situation.
What does she say to the family of a man who was sent
home from an emergency department because there
were not enough beds in the hospital and who died six
hours later? What does she say to the family of the
mental health patient who spent two days in
Maroondah Hospital because there were no beds? What
does she say to the family of two little children who
spent 11½ hours in two of Melbourne’s hospital
emergency departments and whose father was forced to
transport these desperately ill children between
hospitals in his own car once the staff had taken the drip
out of their arms? And what does she say to the
thousands of patients who continue to wait on
outpatient waiting lists, despite the government’s
promises and claims?
We have heard more of those promises and claims
today. The government promised 200 000 extra
outpatient appointments, and today we have had this
huge announcement by the government that it will
provide an extra 1800 appointments. That is a little less
than 200 000! Is the Bracks government really able to
tell those people they have access to a first-class health
system? I think not.
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In fact, I strongly believe that since the election, the
quality of care in our health system has declined. Now
that the pressure seems to be off and the election is
over, hospitals are now openly saying that they cannot
admit patients from their emergency departments
because they simply do not have the beds. People who
are ill and should be in hospital are nevertheless being
discharged and sent home. This is a very worrying
situation and is one I will not leave alone.
Victoria’s elective surgery waiting list was about
40 000 for the two years after the 2002 election. Just
prior to last November’s election it fell, as it did just
prior to the 2002 election. Tragically the major way this
has been achieved, although some operations were
done in the private sector, was by keeping people on the
outpatient waiting list. The Auditor-General was
scathing about the way the government had performed
in this area. One example was a Geelong hospital
where, although the waiting list for elective surgery
went down, the waiting list for outpatient appointments
went up by more than a commensurate amount. That is
fiddling with the figures — fiddling with the books, as
they say — to make things look better. The reality of
this government’s management of hospital funding is
now becoming very clear.
Under weighted inlier equivalent separations
(WEIS) 13, the casemix system, we see a cut in funding
particularly for patients suffering stroke, heart failure or
dementia. The Australian Medical Association has
issued a scathing press release attacking the
government over this. Today an announcement was
made of extra money to get people off the elective
surgery waiting lists. I think that has been achieved by
cutting funding to patients who suffer stroke, dementia,
heart failure and other disease — that is, those who are
our oldest patients, those patients who need the most
assistance.
The government claims it will also focus on mental
health. I could list six or seven huge areas where it has
been demonstrated that the government has failed in
this area. Having a mental health minister is a good
idea, but the government has to deliver a whole lot
more. I could talk a lot more about these problems,
including the promise by the government of 1000 extra
doctors, nurses and medical staff, but I do not think it
can deliver any of it.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I congratulate you,
Acting Speaker, on your appointment to that position
and on your appointment as Parliamentary Secretary for
Industry and Innovation. Through you, I ask you to
pass on my congratulations to the Speaker on her
appointment. We have already seen the quality of the
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Speaker in question time and on parliamentary
procedure. She is already enjoying the trust and
confidence of the house.
In commenting on the address-in-reply today I want to
focus in particular on innovation. His Excellency
referred on a number of occasions in his speech to the
importance of innovation, to the significance of
medicine and scientific research, and to the agenda of
the government in ensuring that we have a strong and
flourishing innovation agenda and innovation economy
in our state.
During the last few years we have been putting in place
an innovation policy which really has three main
objectives. The first is to build an information-driven
economy where Victorian ideas can be turned into new
products and services which translate into more
sustainable, highly skilled and highly paid jobs. The
second objective is to back Victoria’s life, science and
healthcare sector through major investments in new
medical research infrastructure; and the third policy
vision was really to create a broader environment in
which innovative businesses could flourish, could
commercialise Victorian-led research and translate it
into products and services, as well as develop markets
around the world.
It is fair to say that since the election of the Bracks
Labor government in 1999 and the creation of the
innovation portfolio some years ago we have made
great strides in positioning our state as a genuine
innovation economy. We identified a number of the key
driver industries in terms of the innovation agenda:
innovation technology, biotechnology, advanced
manufacturing, design and, of course, environmental
technologies. Each of these areas is significant in our
quest to be Australia’s innovation leader.
Victoria has invested more in the innovation agenda
than any other state. Since our election in 1999 we have
invested something like $1.8 billion on our innovation
agenda. Some of the projects that we funded with that
investment were obviously the $157 million Australian
Synchrotron project which you, Acting Speaker, are
very familiar with. This is the largest piece of new
scientific infrastructure being built in Australia not just
in the last generation but in the last two generations.
What I am most pleased about is that the building is
now complete and the beam lines are being installed.
We now have 10 partners including the states of New
South Wales and Queensland; in fact, all the Australian
states plus New Zealand are now contributors. I thank
the New Zealand government for its decision to
contribute $5 million towards the beam lines, plus the
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Australian Nuclear Science and Technology
Organisation, the CSIRO and the Association of
Medical Research Institutes. This is an extraordinary
partnership. We look forward to the Commonwealth
government’s contribution in due course.
This is a great Australian investment in science. I have
no doubt that as we look back to the decision to build
the synchrotron, the completion of the building and the
commissioning of the beam lines over the course of the
next year, people will say that this was genuinely the
most significant scientific decision that Australia has
taken and one which has supported the extraordinary
talents and abilities of our scientists who presently are
suitcase scientists and have to jump on a plane and go
overseas to use a synchrotron.
There is also the science technology and innovation
program where the government has invested
$310 million over the last five years; the $209 million
for medical research institutes and further funding for
research and development projects — projects such as
the Australian Stem Cell Centre, a partnership with the
federal government; the Bio21 Molecular Sciences and
Biotechnology Institute at Melbourne University; and
in the energy sector, where there is an increasing focus
by governments at all levels, the $103.5 million Energy
Technology Innovation Strategy.
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We have also emerged as a genuine global
biotechnology hub, and now Victoria is home to
130 biotech companies. That is more, of course, than in
any state in Australia — more than 40 per cent of
Australia’s biotech companies are located in Victoria.
One in every two people who work in the biotech
industry in Australia are employed in Victoria. The
market capitalisation of our biotech industry — led, of
course, by companies such as the CSL Group — now
exceeds $21 billion, an increase of 45 per cent from
2005. The sales last year of our life sciences companies
were almost $6 billion. We have the highest amount in
research and development of any state in Australia and,
as I said, we remain on track to meet our $500 million
annual R and D by 2007.
Most pleasing is a 50 per cent increase over the past
year in clinical trials sponsored by Victorian biotech
companies. Now 38 trials are either under way or
planned. That is not the sum total, of course, of clinical
trials in Victoria. They are just the life sciences clinical
trials and are in addition to the huge number of clinical
trials sponsored and undertaken by international
pharmaceutical companies. Clinical trials are important.
They give us access to the — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The growth in clinical trials?

I want to mention in particular Victoria’s biotechnology
achievements because this is one area where we have a
goal of being in the top five in the world by 2010.
When we first launched our strategic plan in 2000, the
Premier and I did this in San Diego at the World
Biotech Conference. I think it is fair to say there were a
lot of sceptics about whether we were being too
ambitious and that it was out of the question for us to be
in the top five in the world by 2010. As I will point out
in a moment, we have made extraordinary progress. We
have shown that with the right people, the right
infrastructure, the right policies and the right financial
support from government we can compete with the
very best in the world, and we do hold genuine hopes of
being within the top five by 2010.
We set out a five-year plan in 2000. So successful was
that that by 2002 the government had already achieved
many of its targets and then put in place a new plan in
2004. That plan involves a target of corporate biotech
research and development expenditure of more than
$500 million per annum by 2007. I am pleased to say
we are very much on track to achieve that. We also set
a target of deals in partnerships totalling over $1 billion
by 2007. I am pleased to say that to date we are up to
nearly $700 million and I believe we will achieve that
target as we move through this year.

Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, it was our plan.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, look it up on the internet.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The discussion across the table is disorderly.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The member for Bulleen!
Mr BRUMBY — I do not know which seat the
opposition member who is interjecting from the table
represents, but he is embarrassing the Liberal Party.
Last year the government also launched its
$230 million life sciences statement, Healthy Futures.
As you, Acting Speaker, know, that statement has been
extraordinarily well received by the science and
medical research community. If the aggregate of the
third party contributions from the institutions
themselves, the commonwealth government and
philanthropic organisations are added up, that
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$230 million translates to $713 million of aggregate
investment in the life sciences sector.
It will mean, for example, that the Walter and Eliza
Hall Institute of Medical Research will virtually double
in size and research capacity, making it clearly the
largest — and, I might add, the best — scientific and
medical research institute in Australia. It will also see
the foundation in Parkville of the Australian
neuroscience institute, replacing the Howard Florey
Institute. That will be not only the largest neuroscience
institute in Australia but the largest single research
institute of its type in the Southern Hemisphere. We
also put $35 million towards the Australian
Regenerative Medicine Institute at Monash University
and, of course, the Burnet Institute, which will become
Australia’s largest infectious diseases research
institute — and it is a wonderful research institute.
Victoria can claim a place in the top five leadership
group in a number of cutting edge areas. Firstly, we can
claim it in the fight against influenza, where
Melbourne’s World Health Organisation Influenza
Collaboration Centre is one of only four. CSL is
developing the pandemic flu product, one of the few
available for scale up in the event of a pandemic.
GlaxoSmithKline is recommencing production of
Relenza in Boronia. Secondly, we can claim it in
relation to stem cells. Forbes magazine describes
Australia as a ‘surprising’ leader in the stem cell field.
When people refer to Australia, they are really referring
to Victoria, because that is where stem cell activity is
undertaken. We announced the Victoria-California
stem cell initiative at BIO2006. That brings together
two of the world’s leading stem cell research hubs into
a huge partnership to advance the field.
CSL developed the technology for Gardasil, a cervical
cancer vaccine that is being acclaimed as one of the
biggest vaccination breakthroughs in recent years.
Gardasil is a great Australian innovation and medical
research story. The original research was undertaken by
Professor Ian Frazer in Queensland, was
commercialised by CSL and now is distributed
worldwide. It will save the lives of literally tens of
thousands — probably hundreds of thousands — of
women around the world, by giving large-scale
protection against cervical cancer. It is a great
Australian story.
In bionanotechnology, Starpharma has been awarded
US$20 million by the US National Institutes of Health
for phase 2 clinical trials of a leading anti-HIV product,
VivaGel, which is at the front of a whole range of
product lines internationally and has been named as one
of the top five nanotechnology breakthroughs in 2004.
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Finally, I think we are in the top five in the world in
diabetes research. Melbourne is home to the Diabetes
Vaccine Development Centre, as selected by the
Juvenile Diabetes Research Foundation, a powerful US
advocacy group. Most recently you, Acting Speaker,
were able to announce on the government’s behalf a
further $5 million contribution to the International
Diabetes Institute for a relocation to better facilities and
to continue the great work of Professor Paul Zimmet
and his team in fighting diabetes. As I said, Victoria is
now recognised as a leading biotechnology location
around the world.
In conclusion, in this state we have created the best
environment for innovation businesses. In 2003
Victoria became the first state to make significant
reforms to limited partnership laws, beating New South
Wales and Queensland to the post. We removed
barriers to investment, and that facilitated growth in the
venture capital sector. Those changes, coupled with our
natural R and D strengths, have resulted in Victoria
now leading all Australian states in venture capital
investment per capita, which currently represents
around one-third of the total national pie. Those
changes have also seen Melbourne become home to
two of Australia’s early-stage venture capital firms, the
Starfish Technology Fund 1 and GBS Venture Partners.
Most recently, the leading international biotechnology
investment group, Intersuisse Bioscience Managers, is
currently raising the IB Australia Bioscience Fund 1,
which we hope will be a $100 million expansion-stage
venture capital fund, also based in Melbourne.
As you are also aware, Acting Speaker, earlier this
month at the Australian venture capital conference I
announced a new medical research commercialisation
fund, supported by the Victorian government, that will
provide $30 million for leading Victorian biomedical
research institutes. That fund, which will be located at
the Alfred Medical Research and Education Precinct,
will address a market gap between R and D funding
and commercial investment and will improve
commercialisation skills within the research
institutions.
As I said, there is a great story to tell about the
transformation which has taken place in this state over
the past seven years. We have always had great people
and great minds in this state. We have been able to back
them with government policy and significant
resources — and the results are plain to see.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Acting Speaker,
congratulations on your elevation. Please pass on my
congratulations to the Speaker as well. I wish to
congratulate the Governor on his speech and also on the
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work that he and his wife are doing in their very
important roles in Victoria.
I welcome the members newly elected to this place. It is
a great honour to be elected to this place, but as well as
that it is also a very exciting job and one where, if you
go along for the ride, you get a lot out of it. I
congratulate also all the members returning to this
place. It is good to see some of the faces here but not so
good to see some of the others — but I will not name
them!
Before I move on to some thankyous, I want to refer to
a major event which has happened since the Governor’s
speech, and that is the bushfires in Victoria. The
worrying aspect of the bushfires is the conditions
leading to mega-fires such as the one we had in 2003
and obviously the one this year, which hopefully is
under control. We need long-term solutions; we cannot
tackle the problems overnight.
I pay tribute to all those who have been fighting the
fires throughout the summer period, including at
Christmas time, when families are usually together. Not
only the families of volunteers but also those affected
by the fires have had an awfully disrupted and
harrowing experience during that time when they
should have been relaxing with their families. I pay
tribute to all the volunteer and paid firefighters who
have worked so hard.
Next week, along with my colleagues, I will be heading
up into the bushfire areas to have some briefings from
the locals, those who fought the fires and others who
experienced the fires, to see and hear what it was like
and also to get some sort of understanding of them and
to discover what lessons are to be learnt, including what
went wrong and what can be done to change what went
wrong. I did that of my own accord in East Gippsland
after the 2003 fires. Some of those lessons have been
learnt, but some of them have been neglected.
Hopefully the cumulative knowledge from the last two
large bushfires will help us in the future.
One interesting aspect that has not been much
mentioned — one of the newsreaders brought this issue
up very early in the piece — is that on three occasions
that I can remember Victorians were warned that the
coming weekend or the next day — whatever it might
have been — was going to be the worst in Victoria’s
history. On all three occasions that did not happen. The
rains came, or there was heat but no wind, or there was
wind but no heat. Some people are saying there is a bit
of the boy who cried wolf about this. One day we might
be going to experience the worst conditions ever and
people might just take the warning for granted and say,
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‘Yes, we’ve heard that before’. That is something we
need to be very careful about. I know we have to warn
people, but I think we have to be very careful and very
sure of our facts before these sorts of pronouncements
are made.
In my electorate of Nepean my margin went from
0.1 per cent to 9.4 per cent, and I was very happy with
that result. I would like to thank a number of people,
because it was a team effort. I would like to thank the
Leader of the Opposition and also the team at Liberal
Party headquarters at 104 Exhibition Street for their
wonderful help and support. Nothing was too much
trouble. The Leader of the Opposition visited my
electorate on a number of occasions, and those visits
ran very smoothly. I appreciate their support, and I also
appreciate the wonderful policies that the Liberal Party
put forward, which made us a real choice in the
electorate of Nepean.
I wish to thank my branch members and all the
campaign team for their ongoing support, not just
during the campaign but in the months and years
leading up to it, through their fundraising, their
letterboxing and all their work on polling day. As I said,
it was a team effort. I could not have done it on my
own. I am just one member of the team, and I thank
them sincerely for what they did.
I would like to especially thank Ken Bickley, my
electorate chairman and also campaign manager, who is
stepping down after seven years; Jackie Hamill and
John Whitlock, my core team; and my electorate
officers Barbara Walker and Meredith Cassidy. They
put in an unbelievable amount of work over those four
years, and the result, I think, reflected that.
Finally I would like to thank my family for their
wonderful support, especially my wife, Chris, my
daughter, Julia, and my son, Martin, who also had a
harrowing year, doing his Victorian certificate of
education. The Dixon household was an interesting
place to be late last year.
Most of all I thank the voters of Nepean for the trust
they have put in me for the fourth time. I promise not to
let them down. I promise to continue to fight for the
issues that are very important to them, which I am
going to talk about, because they are issues that not
only are very relevant to my electorate but have wider
implications for the state.
I would like to mention one other person before I move
on, and that is my late father, who died suddenly in
January. Dad was a great supporter of mine in
everything I did in politics, although I think he voted
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for the Democratic Labor Party in the upper house,
which was a bit of a worry.
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Mr DIXON — I do not think he contributed the full
9 per cent, but I am sure he contributed something to
that.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr DIXON — I’m sure the preferences went to the
Liberal Party.
Dad was the right-winger in the family; I am the
moderate. My brother, Christopher, who was in the
gallery this morning listening to the member for
Ivanhoe talk about dad, was a member of the socialist
left of the Labor Party, so we had a very interesting
Christmas at the Dixon household. We did not know it
was our last one together, but it was very peaceful and
dad, at 91, was out there playing cricket, as he usually
did on Christmas Day.
Dad received an Order of Australia medal. He was a
large contributor to the commonwealth superannuation
scheme. He worked for Australia Post and was a great
contributor to that organisation. So at 91, and with over
400 people turning up for your funeral, you have led a
good life.
I would like to congratulate my local Liberal
colleagues. It is great to see a blue peninsula, with
Neale Burgess taking the seat of Hastings and David
Morris taking the seat of Mornington, and Ed
O’Donohue getting a seat as a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place. I have known them
all for a long while and worked with them. It is great to
see them here, and I look forward to working with them
again.
I also wish to recognise the former member for
Mornington, Robin Cooper, not only for the great
contribution he made to the Liberal Party but for the
things he did for the community of Mornington and
indeed the Parliament. He was one of the elder
statesmen of this Parliament and contributed a lot to it.
He is no doubt enjoying his retirement, although I think
his wife might have other thoughts on that issue.
I would also like to welcome Mr Ian Pugh to the
Liberal Party fold. Mr Pugh was a Labor candidate who
ran against me in 1996, and since then he has seen the
light and joined the Liberal Party. He was a great
support to me during the campaign, and there was a
lovely front-page article about Ian joining the team in
the last week of the election campaign, which I think
was a great help.
Ms Kosky interjected.

I pay some tribute to my Labor opponent, who actually
spent some money and did some work during the
campaign, to no fruition. It was a pretty fair fight,
although she did insist on calling herself the member
for Nepean, which the Victorian Electoral Commission
took a slight issue with. It is interesting that after the
election she told me that she would be waiting for me to
deliver on my promise to provide a pensioner rebate on
car vehicle registrations. She has a lot to learn. It is not
for me to do that. I will fight for it, but it is the
government of her party that needs to deliver on those
sorts of things. I think she will be waiting in vain on
that, because I do not think that will happen. But it was
a huge issue in my electorate. I think, too, the people of
Nepean and many electorates want local candidates. I
was the only local candidate, and I think that certainly
played a part.
The major reason for my victory in the seat of Nepean
is the fact that there were four big issues. One was the
channel dredging issue; another was the water issue,
especially the upgrade of the eastern treatment plant
and the Gunnamatta outfall; public transport was a big
issue; and also, as I have mentioned, the pensioner
rebate on car registration. My electorate has the oldest
age profile of any electorate in Victoria, so obviously it
was a huge issue, and it bit more deeply every year the
car registrations came through.
The dredging is a massive issue, because most of it is
physically happening off the coast of my electorate. It
will affect the tourism industry in my electorate and
obviously will affect the general amenity of the area.
We had a taste of that during the $32 million trial
dredging, and we did not like what we saw — and that
was only over three to four weeks, whereas we will
have 18 months to 2 years of dredging if this project
goes ahead. I am sure the project will go ahead because
between the two environmental studies and the trial
dredging that has already occurred, close to $60 million
has been spent, and I do not think the government will
turn its back on it.
The dredging will cost a lot of money; that has come
out of newspapers today. One of the indicators shows
that the $500 million or $550 million cost that has been
put on this project is way out of whack because that is
based largely on the cost of the actual dredge. Recently
a dredge was done in the Adelaide harbour, and the cost
of that per cubic metre is double what it is estimated the
dredging in the Port Phillip Bay will cost. The dredging
in the Adelaide harbour was minor compared to the

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
384

ASSEMBLY

complication of the Port Phillip Bay, so that
$550 million figure will blow out from there.
I have often mentioned in this place the eastern
treatment plant and the need to upgrade it to A class so
the water can be recycled and re-used not only
throughout the Mornington Peninsula but also in the
Latrobe Valley or any other area for which the pipeline
will work. That has to happen. We on the Mornington
Peninsula have on one side the muck and sediment
from the channel dredging, and on the other side we
have 42 per cent of Melbourne’s sewage being dumped
on one of our back beaches as well. In this day and age
in relation to all the issues with water that just cannot
continue. The government has promised for a third time
now to upgrade the eastern treatment plant to A class. It
has to do that and it has to start immediately. The
technology is there and I hope the political will is there.
It was a huge issue for the people of the Mornington
Peninsula.
In the future we will have challenges. The sorts of
issues I am flagging now that I will tackle are the
dredging and the effect it will have on the tourism
industry and the amenity of my electorate. As I said,
most of the dredging is happening off the coast of my
electorate, and if all goes well and the whole project has
absolutely no problems I think that will be good for
Melbourne and Victoria in general, but there is no
direct benefit to the Mornington Peninsula and my
electorate. If anything goes wrong all the problems will
be on the doorstep of my electorate. It will affect the
environment and the bay’s amenity and it is a huge risk
that my community and I will have to wear.
As I said, I will be holding the government to account
on its promise to upgrade the eastern treatment plant. It
has to happen immediately. I hope it is third time lucky
and the government fulfils its promise, and we can then
aim for the closure of the outfall at Gunnamatta. Once
the treatment plant is upgraded to A class, people will
come and industries will come and there will be more
and more uses for that water.
Planning is a developing issue. It was a major issue in
the seat of Mornington, with the government and the
Minister for Planning at the time insisting that
Mornington and the Mornington Peninsula was part of
Melbourne and therefore part of Melbourne 2030.
There was a 10 per cent swing against the government
in that seat, and the community very roundly said it was
a major issue, that the Mornington Peninsula is not part
of Melbourne, should not be subject to Melbourne 2030
and needs a separate planning scheme.
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With all the issues that were faced by people in
Mornington, Rosebud as the next designated activity
node is now on the drawing board, and the people of
Rosebud and the Mornington Peninsula do not want to
see any sort of high-rise and intensive development of
Rosebud. It just does not have the infrastructure for
that; it does not have the transport infrastructure. For
goodness sake, it is not even sewered yet. We just
cannot go down that line. As I have said, the
Mornington Peninsula needs its own separate planning
scheme.
Public transport was a big issue. The government said it
would not include the Mornington Peninsula within the
Met as such. It said it will halve the fares, and that goes
some way to alleviating the cost of transport. It remains
to be seen, when we actually see the fares and the fare
structures, where that will go. I have a suggestion. I
think now that we have a critical mass perhaps we
should be looking at some sort of express bus service
from the southern peninsula to Frankston, rather than a
service stopping all stations, which takes an hour. There
is enough critical mass and enough population to do
that. It is no good having Rosebud as an activity node if
you are not going to have the public transport to support
it.
Roads were a huge issue. The roads were totally
blocked again this summer, and emergency vehicles
had to go down the wrong side of the road. We
certainly need the government to consider an extension
to the Mornington Peninsula Freeway. There are many
other issues, like the Nepean wastewater project and
delivering on schools and education in my electorate.
Unfortunately I do not have the time to deal with them.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also very pleased
and, as all other members would be, very proud to be
making a contribution to the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech. First and foremost I record that I
see it as a great privilege to be once again representing
my electorate of Geelong in this house. I have worked
hard for the electorate since being elected to this house
in 1999. I feel very humbled that the people of my
electorate saw fit to provide me with this third term as
their member of Parliament. I can assure this house and
the electorate of Geelong that I will continue to work
hard as a local member of Parliament to make sure my
electorate is represented well, effectively and efficiently
within this Parliament and that we as a government
continue to deliver on our promises to the greater
Geelong region and of course to Victoria as a whole.
As you are well aware, Acting Speaker, during its
second term the Bracks government delivered across
Victoria on all its promises made from 2002, including
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the greater region of Geelong, hence the return of all the
government members from Geelong at the recent 2006
state election. Following the 2002 state election, the
Geelong Advertiser in its wisdom printed a list of all of
the Bracks government promises to the region and
challenged its readers to keep a check on those
promises and, in its words, ‘to be the judge in four
years time’ — which was the state election held in
November 2006.
Acting Speaker, I can assure you and other members of
this house that every one of those promises reported in
the Geelong Advertiser was delivered very effectively.
For example, in the important areas of health and
education not only were our promises delivered but in
many instances they were exceeded.
In education the government promised and delivered by
upgrading schools right around the region, not only in
my electorate of Geelong but right around the Greater
Geelong region. This has to be compared to the
previous government, which, as you are well aware,
Acting Speaker, closed schools and sacked teachers. In
my electorate there used to be a number of schools such
as Swanston Street primary school. This government
has built new schools and completely refurbished
hundreds across the state. To be exact, we have
refurbished nine primary schools and three secondary
colleges in my electorate alone.
During the last term of this government we rebuilt the
Barwon Valley Special School in Geelong. From the
outset a number of members of Parliament, including
the member for South Barwon, in which suburb the
school is now located, and I have been heavily involved
in the relocation of the Barwon Valley Special School. I
was very proud when that school was completed early
in 2006. It was a magnificent project which moved the
school out of my electorate and into the Belmont area,
as I said, in South Barwon. It was welcomed not only
by the school community but also by the wider
community of South Barwon, the people who live in
and around the school. Barwon Valley Special School
is special. I know it will serve Geelong for many
decades to come.
Another example of the Bracks government’s
commitment to education in Geelong is my former
school, the great Geelong High School. It reaped the
benefits of numerous government announcements over
the last term of government. Geelong High School is
now a magnificent education facility, serving the
eastern suburbs of my area including East Geelong,
down into St Albans Park and even some areas of
Newcomb and Whittington. Geelong High School is a
magnificent facility, and I know it will be a great
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institution that will service the eastern suburbs of
Geelong for many decades into the future.
Around the Greater Geelong region the people of
Geelong also saw the Lara Secondary College being
built. I must commend the previous member for Lara,
Peter Loney, for his work over 10 or 11 years to ensure
that that school finally came to fruition for the benefit
of the people of Lara. The Newcomb Secondary
College in Bellarine is also being rebuilt. Much of the
credit for that should go to the member for Bellarine.
She has also put a lot of work into the Newcomb
Secondary College. The college not only serves the
Bellarine electorate but also in many instances serves
the constituents of my electorate. And there are
numerous primary schools across Geelong that have
been upgraded during the last term of the Bracks
government. One can see that the Bracks government
has been committed to education across Victoria. It has
been busy and has worked hard to deliver on education
in Geelong and across the Greater Geelong region.
Health is obviously another priority of the Bracks
government. Barwon Health has reaped the rewards of
working closely with the Bracks government. The
Bracks government, and particularly its local members,
have worked closely with the management of Barwon
Health to ensure that its institutions, such as the
Geelong Hospital and the Grace McKellar Centre —
and the list could go on — continue to provide a
first-class health service to the people of Geelong.
The Grace McKellar Centre is now a magnificent
21st century rehabilitation and aged-care facility,
which, I can assure you, Acting Speaker, the people of
Geelong are very proud of. Compare that with what
happened in 1999 when the Kennett government ran
the place down. That government had it earmarked for
sale; it was going to flog it off to the highest bidder. In
2007 the Grace McKellar Centre continues to grow and
expand to ensure that the people of Geelong are
serviced by this wonderful health facility, which the
people of Geelong have a great attachment to.
The Andrew Love Cancer Centre has also been fully
refurbished to the tune of $26 million. I understand the
new facility will be opened in the coming weeks. It has
new modern technology, new cancer treatment
equipment and two new bunkers. I was very pleased to
be working with various organisations and community
groups in Geelong, such as the Geelong Cancer
Aftercare Group, which has raised literally millions of
dollars for the Andrew Love Cancer Centre over many
years. I know that group warmly welcomes the Bracks
government’s commitment to the Andrew Love Cancer
Centre at the Geelong Hospital. Funding has also been
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allocated for a new accident and emergency centre, and
the construction of that centre is beginning as I speak.
And we have not sacked nurses in the wards; we have
employed more than 160 extra nurses over the seven
years we have been in government, ensuring nurses are
on the floor in the wards.
In relation to transport, the Western Ring Road at
Geelong is now under construction. After 40 years of
government procrastination — in fairness, when I say
‘government procrastination’ I mean governments from
both sides — the Bracks government has finally
delivered this vital piece of traffic infrastructure. The
fast rail service is also now up and running, as is the
upgraded and extended public bus system in the region.
Important transport infrastructure, such as the Western
Ring Road and numerous other projects in Geelong,
continue to grow and service the people of Geelong.
The list of promises reported in the Geelong Advertiser
and delivered by the Bracks government goes on.
Numerous infrastructure projects in law and order; the
arts; sport and recreation, including the upgrade to
Skilled Stadium to the tune of $13 million for the new
Reg Hickey stand; and the environment have all been
delivered during the second term of the Bracks
government. Now as we move into the government’s
third term the major infrastructure projects are
continuing to be delivered, including the relocation of
the Transport Accident Transmission to the former
Bow Truss building site in Geelong. The TAC’s move
to Geelong will ensure that we provide more than 400
to 500 jobs for the local economy, and that was very
warmly welcomed by the people of Geelong.
It is easy for me to stand up here today and say that the
Bracks government has delivered to Geelong in its
second term, but for a third-party endorsement of this
statement I turn to an editorial that appeared in the
Geelong Advertiser on election day, 25 November
2006. Bear in mind that it was the Geelong Advertiser
which asked its readers in 2002 to keep the government
honest by ticking off promises that we made at that
time. It has also been the Geelong Advertiser which has
pretty much filled the void created by the lack of an
opposition over the last four years — or I should say it
has served as the opposition, given that we have had no
opposition members in Geelong since 1999. It has been
relatively critical of the Bracks government. However,
the editorial under the heading ‘A future you want
awaits your vote’ stated:
As voters in Geelong and surrounds go to the polls today they
enter knowing that, in the main, the Steve Bracks-led Labor
government has delivered to this area over two terms.
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As I said, the Geelong Advertiser has filled the void left
by the lack of opposition, but that is a glowing
endorsement of the Bracks Labor government’s
commitment to Geelong. The endorsements came not
only from the Geelong Advertiser. An editorial that
appeared in the other newspaper in Geelong, the free
weekly Geelong News, on Wednesday, 22 November,
in the week before the election also stated in its
summary:
It is this newspaper’s opinion that the Bracks government
deserves to be acknowledged for having delivered on its 2002
commitments.

Many people are critical — sometimes rightly so — of
governments promising but not delivering during their
terms of government, but I know it to be a fact that
since 2005 the Bracks government has well and truly
delivered on its promises to the people of Geelong and
the rest of Victoria. Following the 2006 election the
Geelong Advertiser again challenged readers to keep
tabs on the government’s delivery of promises to the
Geelong region. I cut this out and put it on the fridge in
my electoral office. Once again, as I said, all the boxes
in 2002 were ticked. I am now looking forward to the
2006 list. We have a raft of promises, and I can assure
this house that by the time we get to the 2010 election
once again every box will be ticked off.
I will not go through the whole of the article that the
Geelong Advertiser has asked people to put on their
fridges, but it includes education; the consolidation of
the Western Heights Secondary College, which is an
important project; capital funding for numerous schools
throughout the region, including the Geelong South and
Tate Street schools in my electorate; and health
services, including a $2 million master plan for a
further expansion of the Geelong Hospital. As I said
before, it also includes accident and emergency services
and police and emergency services, such as building
new fire stations at Geelong and Geelong West, both of
which are in my electorate, and an upgrade of the
Geelong State Emergency Service unit. It includes
numerous community infrastructure projects, jobs and
tourism developments, a commitment of $62.5 million
to begin the first part of stage 4 of the Geelong bypass,
relocating the TAC, which I have alluded to, and of
course water.
As you are aware, Acting Speaker, water was the no. 1
issue for the people of Victoria, and I can assure you it
was also the no. 1 issue in Geelong. We have a 50-year
strategy plan that will deliver first-quality water to
Geelong over the next 50 years and beyond. I look
forward to the next four years: I look forward to
working with the community of Geelong, and I look
forward to working as part of the Bracks government
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on delivering for Geelong from 2006 to 2010. I also
look forward to working within this house over the next
four years.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GREEN (Yan
Yean).
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Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Kotsiras, Mr
Langdon, Mr

Trezise, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 9

Debate adjourned until later this day.

WATER AMENDMENT (CRITICAL
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 February; motion of
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change).

Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Northe, Mr
Powell, Mrs

Ryan, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clause 1

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — To sum up on behalf of the
government, I thank honourable members for their
contributions. This is a fantastic bill that is essential as
we go about delivering critical water infrastructure for
Victoria. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 77
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Blackwood, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Holding, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Munt, Ms
Napthine, Dr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Stensholt, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Tilley, Mr

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I advise the
house that because the member for Brighton is
proposing to delete the clause, she does not have to
formally move amendment 1 in her name. However, it
is the Chair’s opinion that if this clause is agreed to, the
member for Brighton cannot move her remaining
amendments, because they are all dependent on the
clause being omitted. Accordingly the Chair’s view is
that the member should address the principles of her
amendments when talking to clause 1.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The principles of the
amendments moved in my name are about allowing a
greater public opportunity for comment on land that is
to be compulsorily acquired under the changes put
forward in the Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill. Five of the amendments
are consequential. The key one is my amendment 4,
which calls for the omission of clause 5. In my
contribution to the debate on the second reading I made
it very clear that the opposition wishes to remove the
amendments to the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act. There are already compulsory
acquisition provisions under this act, but what this bill
seeks to do is remove the opportunity for people whose
land is to be acquired beyond the existing provisions to
have some say in the acquisition.
The section the government is seeking to delete allows
a land-holder at this stage to have a say when the land is
first reserved by or under a planning instrument for a
public purpose. The essence of these amendments is not
to allow the government to have unfettered access to
private land under the compulsory acquisition powers
but to allow some public discussion and some public
opportunity for people to have a say. I have to say that
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these amendments in particular were prompted by the
events of last week when, under the existing
compulsory acquisition powers, a number of farmers
had land acquired for the pipeline from Colbinabbin to
Bendigo. That land was compulsorily acquired under
the existing act and the regulations for public roads and
easements. It is the opinion of the Liberal Party that the
government, in the form of both the Premier and the
Deputy Premier, did not even allow those farmers to
convey a view to the government.
These amendments before the house seek to stop the
government doing what this bill would make possible
by at least allowing a formal public process for farmers
in this instance to have a say before having their private
land compulsorily acquired by government for
so-called critical water infrastructure projects. The
powers given to the Premier under this legislation are
very broad. Whatever the Premier deems to be a critical
water infrastructure project will be so deemed, provided
the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change, the Minister for Planning and the Treasurer
agree and the declaration is gazetted. Basically anything
the Premier wants to call a critical water infrastructure
project will be so called; there will be no checks by
Parliament and no balance. This bill goes even further
in expanding compulsory acquisition powers over
private land. We think it is going too far, and that is the
reason why we have circulated these amendments.
Can I indicate my thanks to the government for
allowing the opposition to put its case on this. We hope
there are more of these opportunities over the course of
this Parliament.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — Let me make it clear that the
government does not support the amendment. The
legislation is critical: we are facing the most dire
circumstances as a result of the drought right across the
state. Just to put it in context, the stream flows that we
experienced in Melbourne through spring, for example,
were 40 per cent below the lowest ever before
recorded — not 40 per cent below the average but
40 per cent below the lowest we have ever had. In the
winter-spring period in Ballarat the percentage stream
flow into the Lal Lal Reservoir was about 2 or 3 per
cent of the average flow, and the stream flow into the
Murray–Darling Basin is way below the lowest ever
experienced. That means that we need to have in place
a measure to fast-track projects and ensure that we can
get water projects up without delay.
Can I emphasise, though, that this legislation does not
remove people’s rights under the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act. All it does is enable notices to be
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served under that act without there first being a
planning scheme amendment over the land. That
planning scheme process can take some time, and there
is no reason for a land acquisition process to be delayed
while the process is going on. People can still have a
say through the planning process, if there is going to be
a planning process. They will not lose that say. People
will still be able to mount their points on land
acquisition. They will still be able to argue and debate
and still have all the normal rights they have on land
acquisition — not after the land is acquired, but during
the process. The process for land acquisition will not
change at all. This legislation allows for some
fast-tracking, but it does it in a way that preserves
people’s rights. It does it in a way that ensures that
people will still have all the rights they would have had
under the land acquisition act.
The member for Swan Hill referred to the grand prix in
his contribution on the second reading. There are huge
distinctions between this legislation and the grand prix
legislation that was introduced, not the least of which
was that people’s personal rights to claim damages
were removed. There was a whole raft of other matters.
This is a very limited change, but it is an important
change to get these projects up and running.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has arrived. I am required to put the
following questions. The question is:
That clause 1 stand part of the bill.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 52
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
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Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 33
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Kotsiras, Mr
Langdon, Mr

Noes, 9
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Northe, Mr
Powell, Mrs

Ryan, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr

Question agreed to.
Clauses 2 to 6 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Remaining stages

Amendment defeated.

Passed remaining stages.

Clause agreed to.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:

PRAHRAN MECHANICS’ INSTITUTE
AMENDMENT BILL

That clauses 2 to 6 be agreed to, the bill be agreed to without
amendment and the bill be now read a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 76
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Blackwood, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr

Stensholt, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Munt, Ms
Napthine, Dr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.

Statement of compatibility
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute
Amendment Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Amendment
Bill 2007, as introduced in the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill will amend the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Act
1899 to expressly recognise the institute’s purchase of
property on High Street, Prahran in 1913 and clarify the
power of the institute to grant leases, licences and permits in
relation to land held by or vested in it.
Human rights issues
1.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
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in relation to land held by or vested in it and buildings
on such land.
Clause 2 provides that the bill is to come into operation
a day after the day on which — —

Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
RICHARD WYNNE
Minister for Local Government

Second reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Prahran Mechanics Institute is the only mechanics
institute in Victoria governed by its own act of
Parliament. The Prahran Mechanics Institute is one of
the oldest in the state.
The Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Act was passed in
1899 to incorporate the Prahran Mechanics Institute and
Circulating Library and transfer ownership of the assets
and liabilities of the original trustees of the institution to
the corporate body. The 1899 act lists in its schedule
two parcels of land which were vested in the PMI by
operation of that act. That land is located in Chapel
Street, Prahran.
The powers of the corporate body created by the 1899
act are set out in section 2 of that act. Those powers do
not include a general power to buy or sell real property.
In 1912 the Victorian Parliament passed the Prahran
Mechanics’ Institute Act 1912. This act ‘shall be read
and construed as one’ with the 1899 act. The preamble
of the 1912 act states its purpose as follows:
Whereas the Prahran Mechanics’ Institution and Circulating
Library Incorporated (hereinafter called the Incorporated
Body) is desirous of extending its usefulness and with this
object of purchasing land and erecting thereon a building so
as to extend the Mechanics’ Institution and Circulating
Library now carried on and for such time as may be
deemed —

the PMI’s power to grant leases, licences and permits in
relation to the land vested in a held by it on such land. I
will now turn to the bill and its contents. The bill
includes a preamble which sets out the factual
background to the bill. Clause 1 of the bill sets out its
purpose. This is to clarify the legality of the purchase of
land in High Street, Prahran, in 1913 and to clarify the
power of the PMI to grant leases, licences and permits

Mr K. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister in his excitement has jumped from page 1 to
page 3.
Mr WYNNE — I am sorry. At what point?
An honourable member — You have omitted
page 2.
Mr WYNNE — I will start again from the
beginning of the paragraph.
Whereas the Prahran Mechanics Institution and Circulating
Library Incorporated (hereinafter called the Incorporated
Body) is desirous of extending its usefulness and with this
object of purchasing land and erecting thereon a building so
as to extend the Mechanics’ Institution and Circulating
Library now carried on and for such time as may be deemed
necessary to hold technical classes and for such purpose and
for the purpose of paying off existing liabilities desires to
borrow money upon the security of the land hereditaments
and premises vested in it by the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute
Act 1899 or that may hereafter become vested in it …

By virtue of the 1912 act, money was borrowed, land
was purchased in High Street, Prahran, and a mechanics
institute was built. A building behind the mechanics
institute was also built; such building is currently leased
to Swinburne University.
A further act, the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Act
1914, further amended the borrowing powers of the
PMI in relation to land purchased for the purposes
outlined in the 1912 act.
At the request of the PMI, the Prahran Mechanics’
Institute Amendment Bill 2007 has been introduced to
recognise the validity of the purchase of the land in
High Street, Prahran, in 1913 and to clarify its power to
lease land vested in or held by it. These amendments
will ensure that the 1899 act correctly reflects the status
of the assets held by the PMI.
The bill also clarifies the power of the PMI to enter into
leases, licences and permits in relation to such land. The
PMI has expressed concern that while the 1899 act
allowed for the demanding of ‘rents, fees, tolls and
charges’, this may not extend to the entering into leases.
The 1912 and 1914 acts expressly refer to the payment
of loans out of the income from rents (suggesting a
steady income stream arising out of long-term leasing
arrangements). However, to ensure clarity for the PMI,
the bill expressly refers to the PMI’s power to grant
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leases, licences and permits in relation to the land
vested in and held by it and buildings on such land.
I will now turn to the bill and its contents.
The bill includes a preamble which sets out the factual
background to the bill.
Clause 1 of the bill sets out its purpose, that is, to clarify
the legality of the purchase of land in High Street,
Prahran, in 1913 and to clarify the power of the PMI to
grant leases licences and permits in relation to land held
by or vested in it and buildings on such land.
Clause 2 provides that the bill is to come into operation
on the day after the day on which it receives royal
assent.
Clause 3 amends section 2 of the 1899 act to clarify the
power of the PMI to grant leases licences and permits
in relation to land held by or vested in it and buildings
on such land.
Clause 4 clarifies the power of the PMI to ‘demand
recover and receive all such rents fees tolls and charges’
to expressly provide the PMI with the power to grant
leases licences and permits in relation to any lands held
by or vested in them or any part of the lands or
buildings standing upon those lands.
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PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT
(BUSHFIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Payroll Tax Amendment
(Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Payroll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill 2007, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the Payroll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill 2007 is to amend the Payroll Tax
Act 1971 in order to provide an exemption from payroll tax
for wages paid or payable to employees who are absent from
work on volunteer firefighter or emergency services duty.
The payroll tax exemption is being introduced to compensate
those employers who normally pay payroll tax for loss of paid
work time, if employees are forced away from their
workplaces to respond to emergencies.

Clause 5 inserts a new section 17 in the 1899 act. This
section declares the validity of the purchase in 1913 by
the PMI of the land in High Street, Prahran.

Human rights issues

Clause 6 provides that the bill will be repealed on the
first anniversary of its commencement.

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.

1.

2.

The Prahran Mechanics Institute is an important part of
the Prahran community and the surrounding areas. This
bill consolidates the past actions of the Victorian
Parliament and provides a clear road for contributions
by the PMI to the wellbeing of Victorians in the future.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debated adjourned on motion of Mr K. SMITH
(Bass).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 1 March.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise a
human rights issue.
JOHN BRUMBY, MP
Treasurer

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

The severe fire conditions Victoria has faced for many
months now are likely to continue for some time. The
Bracks government will continue to work with the
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community to ensure we are as well prepared to face
these and other emergency situations as can be.
One of the most extraordinary and selfless examples of
how our community responds to these emergencies is the
number and commitment of our volunteer firefighters.
Beyond the bravery and work of these volunteers there
are further acts of support and selflessness from the
families, friends and employers of these volunteers.
The Bracks government is introducing an exemption
from payroll tax for employers who support employees
away from work as volunteer firefighters or responding
to other emergencies. New South Wales and Victoria
are the only states to provide such as exemption. The
exemption is designed to compensate employers who
would otherwise pay payroll tax for paid work time
where those employees are away responding to
emergencies. The government appreciates the actions
of those employers who demonstrate their community
mindedness in this way, especially in the context of the
long and difficult bushfire season still upon us.
The exemption will cover Country Fire Authority and
VicSES volunteers responding to fire and other
emergencies, such as storm damage, flooding, and
search and rescue.
It will also apply to other voluntary emergency workers
as defined in the Emergency Management Act 1986
which include St John Ambulance, Red Cross, Volunteer
Coast Guards and Life Saving Victoria who provide
emergency services under the auspices of a coordinated
response under the state emergency response plan.
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VICTIMS OF CRIME ASSISTANCE
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Victims of Crime Assistance
Amendment Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Victims of Crime Assistance Amendment
Bill 2007, as introduced in the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill seeks to amend the Victims of Crime Assistance Act
1996 (the act) by increasing the amount of special financial
assistance that may be awarded to victims of crime under the
act. The underlying purpose of the bill is to improve
responses to victims of crime.
The act authorises the Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal
(VOCAT) to pay certain victims of crime financial assistance,
including special financial assistance if VOCAT is satisfied
that an act of violence was committed against a person and
the person has experienced or suffered a significant adverse
effect as a direct result of that act of violence.
Section 8A(5) provides a table which sets out the minimum
and maximum amounts of special financial assistance that
VOCAT may award for each of four categories of act of
violence (A to D). The bill increases the minimum and
maximum amounts prescribed in the table for each category.
Human rights issues

The exemption applies to employees not on official
leave such as recreation or long service.
Whilst applicable to all Country Fire Authority and
VicSES volunteers the exemption will especially
benefit rural and regional employers who are located in
bushfire prone areas.
This measure is a small part of the support and
commitment of the government to our emergency
services and those behind them. Nonetheless it
demonstrates the determination of the Bracks
government to play its part in applauding and assisting
our bushfire and emergency service volunteers and
those behind them.
I commend the bill to the house.

1.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

The provisions of the bill do not affect any human rights
protected by the charter.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

The provisions of the bill do not impose any limitations on
human rights protected by the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit,
restrict or interfere with any human rights protected by the
charter.
ROB HULLS, MP

Second reading

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Scoresby).

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 1 March.

That this bill be now read a second time.
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The Victims of Crime Assistance Amendment Bill
2007 reflects this government’s commitment to
supporting victims of crime by increasing the amount
of pain-and-suffering compensation that may be
awarded to them.
Supporting and acknowledging the needs of victims
and assisting them to recover from crime are key
priorities for this government. Since first being elected
in 1999 the government has introduced a wide range of
reforms for victims, culminating in the introduction of
the Victims’ Charter Act 2006. One of the first things
we did was to reintroduce pain-and-suffering
compensation in 2000, which had previously been
abolished by the Kennett government. With this bill,
the government aims to build on its record and increase
such payments to victims by 30 per cent.
Victims of crime can obtain state-funded compensation
under the scheme established by the Victims of Crime
Assistance Act 1996. The legislation establishes the
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal, which is the
primary source of compensation for victims of crime in
Victoria. The tribunal operates throughout Victoria,
offering recognition and assistance to victims of crimes
involving an act of violence.
The tribunal provides financial assistance for certain
expenses that have resulted from the crime, special
financial assistance in some circumstances and awards
for distress in cases where the act of violence resulted
in death. There is no requirement that a person be
charged or convicted in relation to an act of violence.
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The bill implements the proposed 30 per cent increase
in payments to victims by amending the current
minimum and maximum amounts for special financial
assistance awards in the table. This figure is increased
slightly to 33 per cent in relation to the most serious of
the four categories of violent act for which such
payments can be made. The maximum payment for
pain-and-suffering compensation will increase from
$7500 to $10 000.
Entitlements to other assistance under the current
legislation will be maintained, including payment for
medical, counselling and other expenses, as well as loss
of earnings that the victim suffers or is likely to suffer
in future.
The increased special financial assistance awards will
apply to acts of violence occurring on or after 1 July
2007, and the amending act will commence operation
on that day.
In making these amendments to the award amounts the
government recognises that no amount of money can
make up for the harm that victims suffer from an act of
violence. Special financial assistance awards are
intended to constitute a tangible expression of the
community’s sympathy and concern for victims who
have suffered from violent crime. The increases to these
awards made by this bill reflect the government’s
ongoing commitment to improving responses to victims
of crime and providing them with the recognition they
deserve.
I commend this bill to the house.

Special financial assistance awards were introduced by
this government in 2000 and are similar in nature to
pain-and-suffering payments under past legislation.
These awards are made in addition to financial
assistance awards for items such as medical expenses
and loss of earnings. They are made in circumstances
where the tribunal is satisfied that an act of violence
was committed against a person who has experienced
or suffered a significant adverse effect as a direct result
of that act of violence.
These awards apply to four categories of violent act, A
to D, which are specified in the Victims of Crime
Assistance (Special Financial Assistance) Regulations
2000. Category A includes serious sexual offences and
attempted murder, category B includes indecent assault
and armed robbery, category C includes offences
involving threats of death and conduct endangering life,
and category D includes offences involving a threat of
injury, assault and attempted assault. The act prescribes
minimum and maximum awards for each of these
categories in a table in section 8A.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 1 March.

PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BRACKS (Premier) tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Parliamentary Legislation
Amendment Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment
Bill 2007, as introduced in the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview of bill
The bill will amend the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003
to:
rename two joint investigatory parliamentary
committees. It is important to introduce this legislation
to ensure that the Parliament has an effective committee
structure; and
increase the maximum number of members of
Parliament who may serve on joint investigatory
parliamentary committees to 10 members.
The bill will amend the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to:

It is important that Parliament has an effective
committee structure. Parliament works better with
all-party parliamentary committees considering a range
of issues of interest to Victorians.
The bill will:
amend the title of the Economic Development Committee to
the Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee;
and

increase the additional salary payable to members of
Parliament serving as chairpersons of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee, and entitle the
members of Parliament serving as deputy chairpersons
of those committees to an additional salary.

amend the title of the Rural and Regional Services and
Development Committee to the Rural and Regional
Committee.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

This bill does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

joint investigatory parliamentary committees to allow
the committee system to focus on the government’s
commitments to the state’s economic and infrastructure
development and rural and regional Victoria. There will
be at least one committee broadly responsible for each
government department.

entitle the leader of the third party in the Legislative
Council to an additional salary prescribed by this act;
and

Human rights issues
1.
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The renamed Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee will have the added function
of inquiring into infrastructure matters. It is considered
timely to enable this committee (which currently
inquires into matters related to economic development
and industrial affairs) to examine infrastructure matters
as such matters are closely aligned with economic
development.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights and, therefore, it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
HON. STEVE BRACKS, MP
Premier

Second reading
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The proposed bill amends the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 to refine the structure and
constitution of joint investigatory parliamentary
committees. The proposed bill also amends the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to
increase the remuneration of certain members of
Parliament serving in senior positions on joint
investigatory parliamentary committees.
The proposed bill will amend the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 to address the current structure of

The renamed Rural and Regional Committee will
continue to undertake reviews that will enhance
economic and infrastructure development, investment
attraction, job creation and community development in
regional and rural Victoria.
The proposed bill will also increase the maximum
number of members who may serve on a joint
investigatory parliamentary committee from 9 members
to 10 members. This will allow for greater
representation of the parties represented in Parliament
on committees such as the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee.
The Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 formally recognises the third party of Parliament,
which is a party that has at least 11 members in the
Parliament. The leader of the third party in each of the
Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council is
entitled to an additional salary under this act. The bill
proposes to amend the requirements for the leader of
the third party in the Legislative Council to qualify for
the annual additional salary prescribed in the act. This
change will enable the Leader of the National Party in
the Council to continue to qualify for an additional
salary of 18 per cent of his or her basic salary. This is
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an appropriate recognition of the status of the National
Party as the ‘third party’ of this Parliament.
The proposed bill also recognises the valuable work
performed by members serving in senior positions on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
The bill proposes to increase the annual additional
salary payable to the member serving as the chairperson
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee from
10 per cent to 20 per cent of his or her basic salary. This
increase recognises the intensive workload of that
committee and the crucial role it plays in ensuring that
government is accountable to the Parliament. The bill
proposes to increase the additional salary of the
chairperson of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee from 10 per cent to 15 per cent of his or her
basic salary. The bill proposes to amend the act to
entitle the deputy chairpersons of those committees to
an annual additional salary of 4 per cent of his or her
basic salary. These changes recognise that these
committees have a greater workload than other joint
investigatory parliamentary committees.
These changes will refine the structure and operation of
parliamentary committees to ensure the continued
delivery of effective committee processes and
outcomes, focused on the government’s commitments
to the state of Victoria.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned until Wednesday, 28 February.

Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — On the question
of time, Speaker, I believe the adjournment period is
inappropriate and that the resumption of debate on the
bill should be delayed further. As a consequence, I
move:
That the words ‘until Wednesday, 28 February’ be omitted
with the view of inserting in place thereof the words and
expression ‘for two months’.

This amendment will allow real consideration of the
additional benefits that appear to be contained in the
legislation. Considering that there is more than one
minor party in the other place — —
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Mr INGRAM — I am only talking about the
Legislative Council. It is important that there is real
scrutiny of the reasons for the additional benefits for the
third party and whether they are in the best interests of
the people of Victoria. It is incumbent on the
Parliament to make sure we have some scrutiny, and
bringing the bill on in the next sitting week will not
allow that scrutiny. I am opposing such a short
adjournment period for this important legislation.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I support the original motion and
oppose the amendment. This is a simple and
straightforward piece of legislation. It is being
adjourned effectively one day short of two weeks to the
Wednesday of the next sitting week and that is
sufficient time for all members to get across the issues.
They are not complex issues and members have looked
at the second-reading speech and understand what they
are. The original intent to deal with them on the
Wednesday of the next sitting week is appropriate.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has moved
that the debate be adjourned until Wednesday,
28 February. The member for Gippsland East has
moved an amendment that the words ‘until Wednesday,
28 February’ be omitted with the view of inserting in
their place the words ‘for two months’. The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

Those who support the amendment should vote no.
All those of that opinion say aye.
Honourable members — Aye.
The SPEAKER — Order! To the contrary, no.
Mr Ingram — No.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the ayes have it.
A division is required. Ring the bells.
Bells rung.
The SPEAKER — Order! I request members to
take their allocated seats in the house, and I ask the
Clerk to record the votes. Those who support the
amendment should vote no.
The Clerk — The member for Gippsland East?
Mr Ingram — No.

Honourable members interjecting.
The Clerk — The Nationals Whip?
Mr Delahunty — Four ayes.
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The Clerk — The Opposition Whip?
Mr Kotsiras — Twenty-three ayes.
The Clerk — The Government Whip?
Mr Langdon — Fifty ayes.
The SPEAKER — Order! The resolution of the
house is that the amendment is lost. The member who
called for the division may ask that his dissent be
recorded in the Votes and Proceedings.
Amendment defeated.
Mr Ingram — I ask that my dissent be recorded.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until
Wednesday, 28 February.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities).

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

Nursing homes: accreditation standards
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — The matter I
raise on the adjournment relates to ensuring that
state-owned nursing homes provide a high quality of
care. I ask the government, as a significant provider of
aged-care services, to give improved leadership and
support to ensure the quality of care for residents in
state-run homes.
Let me state my total support for and admiration of
those who work in Victoria’s aged-care sector. Staff at
all aged-care facilities work hard in a demanding
environment to ensure that the best possible level of
care — —
Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask the
member to make it clear which minister she is
seeking — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The member has 3 minutes in which to ask a
minister for action.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Staff at all aged-care
facilities work hard in a demanding environment to
ensure that the best possible level of care is made
available to residents. But the logical conclusion of this
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sentiment is not that the state government should
therefore be immune from all criticism. In Victoria
40 per cent of all aged-care facilities in rural and
regional areas and 5 per cent of metropolitan facilities
are run by the state government. With state-owned
homes it is a legitimate — and indeed vital — role of
the opposition to hold the government and the relevant
minister to account.
The fact of the matter is that over the past 12 months
the national accreditation agency has uncovered areas
of non-compliance in 15 state-run homes, and 3 homes
failed nine of their expected outcomes. To put this in
context, 95 per cent of all nursing homes pass all
44 accreditation standards, so not meeting a standard is
not a trivial matter. It represents a failure in process,
environment or care of the residents. Examples of the
identified non-compliance include a home having no
process in place to safely manage those who
self-medicate, and in another the management of
residents in pain was not undertaken in a systematic and
timely manner. Residents who are experiencing pain
are unable to undertake their daily living activities due
to that pain. These examples are just a few of many.
People value their local nursing homes, and the
community rightly expects a high standard of care to be
provided in those facilities. In the vast majority of cases
that high standard is met. However, the minister was
dismissive of the agency’s findings and stated that none
of the areas of non-compliance posed a danger to
residents safety, health or wellbeing. The agency’s
findings clearly contradict that. In fact last year
sanctions were imposed on one state-owned home
where the federal Department of Health and Ageing, in
its report on the operation of the Aged Care Act 1997,
identified serious risks which presented:
… immediate and severe risk to the health, safety and
wellbeing of residents.

I ask that the Minister for Community Services in
another place provide the leadership, policy and support
that will ensure that state-run homes provide the high
standard of care that the community and elderly
residents justifiably expect.

Chinese community: new year celebrations
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I raise a
matter with the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs and ask him to provide support for
Melbourne’s Chinese community for the new year
celebrations being held this weekend. As I mentioned in
the house yesterday, and as I am sure members are
aware, 18 February marks the Chinese new year, which
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is a very important time for the Chinese community to
celebrate with their family and friends.
I am aware that many Chinese community
organisations in my local area and across the state are
organising community events to celebrate the year of
the golden pig. Some of those organisations are the
Federation of Chinese Associations, the Knox Chinese
Elderly Citizens Club, the Chinese Association of
Victoria and the ethnic school of the Chinese
Association of Victoria.
In my electorate many groups and individuals will be
celebrating the start of the Chinese new year. The
Chinese Professionals Club of Australia is planning to
mark it with celebrations at the Clayton community hall
on Saturday night. The CPCA is one of the biggest
Chinese organisations in Mount Waverley. It has been a
highly successful community club for 13 years and now
has more than 350 members. The club was founded by
a group of local Chinese professionals, and it plays a
really important role in the local Chinese community,
helping it to communicate, socialise and celebrate its
cultural diversity. Like many clubs, the CPCA is run by
volunteers, and they are involved in other projects
besides supporting their own community. For
12 consecutive years the CPCA has participated in
Clean Up Australia Day, and I congratulate those
members on supporting that important community
event.
I am also proud to say that I represent a very
multicultural electorate, with more than one-third of the
residents of the Monash local government area and
35 per cent of the residents of Mount Waverley having
been born overseas. Those figures are based on the
2001 census. I am looking forward to seeing the results
of the 2006 census, because I am sure that now that
proportion is even greater. Chinese residents are an
increasingly significant part of the growth in the
number of new residents in my electorate. I have the
opportunity to visit and meet with many different
cultural groups in my area. I always greatly enjoy
attending their events, and I am looking forward to
those associated with the Chinese new year coming up
shortly.
Again, all these organisations are run by volunteers.
They play a really important role in promoting cultural
diversity and providing companionship and support for
their members. You only have to attend a function to
know how fantastic the groups are and what great times
their members have together. Our cultural diversity is
what makes Waverley and Victoria great places to
work to live, work and raise a family.
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In conclusion, I seek from the minister an assurance
that he will take the necessary steps to provide funding
support for these important Chinese community groups
in organising their new year celebrations.

North Shepparton community and learning
centre: funding
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Housing, and I thank him for being in
the house. It concerns the need for funding for the
North Shepparton community and learning centre’s
new community centre hub. The action I seek is for the
minister to provide funding to construct the new
community centre hub in one stage, with increased
floor space.
I received a letter from Yvonne Elston, the president of
the committee of management, and Christine
Baschiera, who is the secretary, asking for my
assistance. They provided me with a copy of a letter
sent by them to the Premier and a response from the
Premier’s office advising that their letter has been
referred to the Minister for Housing for his
consideration. The letter to the government, dated
7 November 2006, seeks assistance with funding and
with the construction problems the centre has been
having with the new community centre hub, which was
to have been completed in 2004.
Over the past four years several plans have been drawn
up, approximate construction costs have dropped from
about $5 million to $3 million, and the floor space
allocated to it has been cut by 22 per cent. The
members of the committee of management are
concerned about that cut in floor space. They say that
that will mean the building will now not be big enough.
Over the past 18 months the number of people who
have come through the doors of the centre has increased
by 120 per cent, with an overall growth of 47 per cent
on last year’s number. The figure is expected to
increase dramatically due to the 850 houses that are to
be built in the immediate area. The centre is located in a
high unemployment, low socioeconomic area. The
letter states that it is the ninth most disadvantaged area
in Victoria.
The centre has been an active participant in the
neighbourhood renewal program since its inception in
1999. Currently the people running the centre’s
programs and services are working out of six locations,
and they have been assured that the new centre will
combine all their services under one roof. They are
concerned that if the proposed plan with its reduction in
floor space proceeds, they will have to cut their services
and programs. Another concern is that the occasional
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care children’s services centre is to be built in stage 2.
They say it is important that it is built as soon as
possible in stage 1. This year the size of the vacation
care program has increased from 45 to 60 children per
day. With an extra 850 families coming into the area,
there will be an increased demand.
I urge the minister to support the funding for the new
hub. It is a very well-respected centre that provides
much-needed programs and projects and has a
committed and hardworking manager in Sue
Hackworthy and a great committee of management,
staff and volunteers. The centre works with a number of
key organisations, including Verney Road Special
School, the Goulburn Valley Community Health
Service, the Office of Corrections, the Bridge Youth
Service, the Salvation Army, Worktrainers Shepparton,
the Shepparton police, the Rumbalara Aboriginal
Cooperative, the Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE,
the Department of Human Services, the TAFE Koori
unit and Adult Multicultural Education Services. I urge
the government to support the centre.
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I commend Nillumbik council for what it has done in
this area in difficult financial circumstances, and it is
time that the federal government also started putting in
some funds. It is sitting on a bulging wallet, having
collected record-high taxes of any federal government,
but it has not funded one sporting facility in my
electorate, or indeed in the area, in at least a decade and
probably longer. It really is time that it started to think
about putting some funding into Diamond Creek.
I also want to make comment to the house on the failed
councillor, Belinda Clarkson, who was an Independent
candidate at the last state election working hand in
glove with the Liberal Party — having members of the
Liberal Party, including the chair of the Yan Yean
branch of the Liberal Party, handing out how-to-vote
cards for her — to try to wrest the seat for her party, but
it did not work. Their plan did not work. But
Ms Clarkson used the issue of the proposed Diamond
Creek sports complex in an appalling way. She
manipulated youngsters at netball and tried to get them
to take material home to their parents and I think the
minister should come out and have a look — —

Nillumbik: sporting facilities
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My matter is for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. The action I seek is that the minister
meet with representatives of the Shire of Nillumbik so
that they can brief him on their future plans to improve
sporting facilities in Diamond Creek and other parts of
the shire. I wish to express my pleasure at the
appointment of the minister to his portfolio. I know of
his longstanding interest in sport and recreation, and his
background as a councillor in the Shire of Yarra Ranges
is ideal, as he well understands that the delivery of new
and improved sporting facilities can arise only through
cooperation across all levels of government.
We have a great record of funding and supporting
sporting facilities in my electorate and in the Shire of
Nillumbik. We have put support into the
Greensborough Hockey Club, the Diamond Creek
Bowling Club, Coventry Oval and the Panton Hill
Football Club, of which I am privileged to be the
patron. It is a great club. Go Hillers! — if we ever get a
season. Also we funded the recreational needs analysis
study for Diamond Creek, on which the council is now
basing its future plans. People who live in Nillumbik
are great sports — the participation rates are enormous,
our kids have lower rates of obesity than anywhere else
in the state — and I think the minister will notice this
when he comes out. But we have to keep the
participation rate up and keep the quality of our
sporting facilities up.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Rail: Holmesglen car park
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I wish to draw to the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport an issue
of importance for residents of East Malvern who use
and live near Holmesglen railway station and
Holmesglen Institute of TAFE. I ask the minister to
reassess the request of the residents of the Malvern
Meadows Estate to provide funding to ensure that
safety and maintenance concerns identified by the
residents in relation to the Holmesglen railway station
car park are addressed.
The car park at Holmesglen station is currently being
extended by 59 places. Unfortunately the existing car
park is substandard. Local residents of the Malvern
Meadows Estate are quite rightly concerned that the
problems with the existing car park will be exacerbated
by the car park extension. The residents are particularly
concerned by the lack of proper safety measures
evident in the car park, which is also used as a
thoroughfare by cars dropping off passengers to the
station and by students attending the TAFE College.
I have visited this car park, and while I may be accused
of using a cliché in saying it is an accident waiting to
happen, I will not be accused of exaggeration. The car
park has no speed control humps. It has no apparent
speed limit signs. It has no organised drop-off or

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 15 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

399

pick-up areas. It has inadequate road markings, it has
inadequate lighting, and the road and path surfaces are
often unsealed and eroding. The safety of users of the
car park must be paid proper attention, and while I
acknowledge that the car park is a limited space, much
more can and should be done to prevent accidents.

transition aide program is a federally funded program
that provides a staff position in those schools where
there are a number of children of defence personnel.
The transition aides assist the children of ADF families
to adjust and settle into their schools, given the highly
mobile nature of defence work.

Inadequate car park drainage has caused many
problems during periods of heavy rain, including
flooding of local homes. While we have had no heavy
rain recently, it is important that the car park’s drainage
infrastructure be updated. Moreover, the car park has
been built at such a level that users have a vista directly
into the backyards and living rooms of residents in
homes abutting it in Argyle Street. This produces two
problems — the first being a noise and privacy issue for
local residents; and the second being a safety issue, as
the lack of any barrier between the car park and
residential homes has already seen a car inadvertently
deposited into a backyard, fortunately without any
serious injury on that occasion, but that was due to
good luck rather than good management. In addition
the increased traffic flows to surrounding streets caused
by the car park extension have the potential to create a
traffic nightmare for local residents, particularly those
attempting to turn into Warrigal Road during peak hour.

A media release issued on 28 September 2005 by the
Honourable De-Anne Kelly, the federal Minister
Assisting the Minister for Defence, states in part:

The acting transport minister wrote to one local resident
on 25 January this year concerning some of these
matters. I urge the minister to review the acting
minister’s response, which was essentially dismissive
of the government’s capacity to address the concerns of
members of the Malvern Meadows Estate which I have
raised here today. There are many other issues of
concern to local residents, including general station and
track maintenance, that time does not permit me to raise
in this debate. However, from what I have already said,
it is clear that at Holmesglen station the government
can do much better, and I request that it seeks to do so
urgently.

Streeton Primary School, Yallambie: defence
school transition aide program
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education in the other
place. The action I seek is for the minister to make a
submission to the Australian Defence Force (ADF) for
the expansion of the defence school transition aide
program at Streeton Primary School, Yallambie, in my
electorate.
Streeton Primary School is a great local school that
attracts students from around the local area, including
from the many defence force families that are stationed
at the Simpson Barracks, Watsonia. The defence school

A recent Defence survey found about 90 per cent of military
personnel were posted more than 50 kilometres from their
family and 60 per cent were more than 1000 kilometres away.

The media release goes on to talk about the
commitment to those families and about supporting
them.
At Streeton Primary School the transition aide provides
an important service to around 100 children and their
families, not only integrating children into their new
school but helping families to settle into the new
community. She helps deal with the stress caused to the
family and the children when a parent is sent overseas
to places such as Iraq. That position at Streeton Primary
School was cut last year from 0.5 of a full-time position
to 0.25 of a full-time position. Given the stress placed
upon Defence families and the important work of the
transition aide, I sincerely hope the state government,
through the Minister for Education, can persuade the
ADF to increase the funding for that role at Streeton
Primary School.

EastLink: construction site
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports about
the concerns of local residents who have been adversely
affected by the ConnectEast project. I ask the minister
to investigate the inconvenience and damage inflicted
on them during the ConnectEast construction and call
on him to ensure that the residents are adequately
compensated.
The residents who live alongside the ConnectEast
construction site in Ringwood have had to put up with
enormous inconvenience over nearly two years.
Attempts to find some level of compromise with the
contractor or the government’s authority, the Southern
and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority (SEITA),
have been met with continuing delays and obstruction.
None of these residents are EastLink knockers, but their
lives have been made a misery by the constant range of
unreasonable disturbances caused by the tollway’s
construction.
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Mr John Worswick, for example, has had to fight for
over 18 months to have the main driveway into the
project relocated. He had lights shining into his living
room every night as cars and trucks moved in and out
of the site. John has also had to contend with numerous
trucks unloading all manner of cargo on his front lawn,
ranging from gas cylinders to portable offices. This
battle has placed incredible stress on John and his wife.
Then there is Derk Thomasson, an 88-year-old former
World War II prisoner of war. He has had a concrete
wall erected on his back fence. His expectation, drawn
from ConnectEast literature, was that the wall would be
constructed of a clear acrylic, allowing him to retain his
bushy views. The concrete wall is a constant reminder
to Derk of the horrors he encountered while he was
incarcerated as a prisoner of war, and this has adversely
affected his psychological and emotional wellbeing.
Tim Jones is another resident affected by the
ConnectEast project. The ConnectEast operations
centre is opposite his house, metres higher than the
original drawings suggested, blocking views and
causing his house value to plummet. Tim spoke with
the Premier on talkback radio just days before the
election, asking for his assistance with the many
problems that he and other residents were dealing with.
The Premier expressed his pre-election concern and
promised he would — surprise, surprise! — look into
it.
It has taken nearly two months for the minister’s office,
I assume on the Premier’s behalf, to contact these
residents. At this stage the result has been yet another
person saying that he will get back to them, more
delays and no action. These issues are having a
detrimental effect on the lives of these residents on a
daily basis. I ask again that the minister personally meet
with these residents, listen to their concerns and deal
with their compensation issues as a matter of some
urgency.

Aged care: Frankston North centre
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Community Services in the
other place in relation to a proposed aged-care centre to
be constructed in my electorate of Cranbourne, right in
the heart of Frankston North. The action I request from
the minister is to ensure through direct negotiations
with the commonwealth Department of Health and
Ageing that a fair share of concession beds is provided
for this proposed facility.
Frankston North is a proud place. I take the opportunity
to open a mobile office at the local neighbourhood
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centre once a month. I also take the opportunity to
attend local community group meetings, and I am
proud to be part of the community consortium that runs
a community kitchen for residents of Frankston North.
My concern, and that of many residents of Frankston
North, particularly the elderly, relates to recent
information I have received from the City of Frankston.
An aged-care centre is welcome in Frankston North,
but it should be one that will service our fixed-income
earners. After writing to the mayor and councillors of
the City of Frankston I have been advised by a senior
officer of the council that out of the 180 beds in the
facility, only 50 will be made available as concession
beds. Out of these 50 beds, 25 will be reserved for
residents from the Milpara Park residential aged-care
facility in Frankston, which it is proposed to close. The
news that only 25 out of 180 beds will be concession
beds is a kick in the guts to the residents of Frankston
North and surrounding areas, especially since the
region has a shortage of 264 beds. This is simply unjust.
It is a kick in the guts not only for the elderly of
Frankston North but also for the region as a whole.
I add that after much investigation I have now been
advised that the federal government has not even issued
any licences for this 180-bed facility. This is quite
surprising, in that senior council officers and the local
federal member have publicly championed the facility.
More than 1000 local residents are over the age of 65,
many of them living in one-bedroom Office of Housing
accommodation with no family support and relying on
home and community care funding and Meals on
Wheels to see them through, day by day.
I hope the mayor and councillors of the City of
Frankston will join me and take the opportunity to start
campaigning on the ratepayers’ behalf, sending the
local federal member and the Howard government a
strong message — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Brushy Creek, Croydon: flooding
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change.
The action I seek is for the minister to bring forward
and complete the works promised to fix the problem of
flooding from Brushy Creek into the homes of the
residents of Lee Ann Crescent, Croydon.
Many residents of Lee Ann Crescent have suffered
severe flooding for many years, and if it were not for
the current weather patterns they would no doubt have

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 15 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

had to endure further flooding of their homes. I am
informed that some residents of Lee Ann Crescent are
no longer covered by their insurance companies. This is
a disgraceful situation. Elderly residents live in fear that
they will again be flooded when the weather patterns
change. Others pray for rain and will rejoice when the
wet weather comes, but not the residents of Lee Ann
Crescent — they are petrified of heavy rain.
I remind the minister that he made a commitment to my
constituency in the lead-up to last November’s election
to fix the problem. On 18 May 2006 the minister
promised $70 000 towards levee bank works at Brushy
Creek. Residents were told that the works would be
completed prior to the election and that further works
would be undertaken over the next three years. A
representative from Melbourne Water’s flood plain
services told residents in July or August last year that
the levee bank works would not fix the creek’s flooding
problems because at 25 centimetres, as opposed to the
50 centimetres promised in the middle of May, the
banks were simply not high enough. The works were
supposed to reduce flooding, to quote from a press
release issued by the minister, from ‘once in five years
to once in 20 years’.
I call on the minister to now bring forward the
additional works that were promised and to undertake
the works necessary to fix the flooding problem. The
affected residents of Lee Ann Crescent deserve more
than complacency on the part of the minister on this
issue and should not be forced to live in fear of future
flooding only because of the inaction of the Bracks
government. The residents of Lee Ann Crescent are
decent, honest and hardworking people who deserve a
response from the minister and action by the
government.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — The
member for Shepparton has raised a matter concerning
the North Shepparton Community and Learning Centre,
and she has briefed me on some of the issues of
concern. A letter sent to the Premier on 9 November
from the community and learning centre was
subsequently transferred to my office after the election
as the project very much falls within the purview of my
responsibilities.
The advice I have been given thus far is that the hub
project currently requires capital funding of
approximately $3.4 million. In 2003 the Office of
Housing allocated $250 000 in cash through the
neighbourhood renewal program, and in April 2006 the
previous Minister for Housing also allocated
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Commonwealth Games demountables, which is a very
good use of those buildings. They will form part of the
core of the new community facility.
Similarly the City of Shepparton has committed
$1 million to the project, which is fantastic. A further
$1 million is being sought from the Community
Support Fund. Neighbourhood renewal representatives
are meeting with the Department for Victorian
Communities in support of that bid being worked
through.
I have correspondence from the executive director of
the local government division of the Department for
Victorian Communities, Prue Digby, which I will
provide to the honourable member for Shepparton. It
was dated a couple of days ago, and hopefully the
community organisation will receive it tomorrow or
Monday. It contains a suggestion for a further way
forward. I will read the last paragraph of the executive
director’s letter to the organisation. It states:
As you may be aware, the North Shepparton Community and
Learning Centre is in a high-needs area and is eligible to
apply for capital funding for redevelopment or co-location
through the Modernising Neighbourhood House program
grants.

Obviously that is in my area of responsibility. The letter
goes on:
It is anticipated that the guidelines for the next round of the
Modernising Neighbourhood House program will be
available in mid-2007.

In other words, there are options. We are certainly alive
to all of the key major funding agencies, including the
council and the neighbourhood renewal representatives.
There are other options that we will explore as we go
forward with this project.
I want to reassure the local member that there is strong
support for this particular project. A significant
application is afoot through the Community Support
Fund. That process has to take its course, as the
member would be aware. There is the potential for
other options to open up through the neighbourhood
house funding as well. I look forward to progressing
this project over the next couple of months, and I thank
the member for bringing it to my attention.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs) — I am pleased to respond to an
important matter raised by the member for Mount
Waverley. I want to acknowledge her longstanding
support for multicultural communities in her local area,
which neighbours my local community. She is a strong
supporter of multicultural communities, including the
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Chinese community, in the city of Monash and her
electorate.
As the honourable member for Mount Waverley
mentioned, this Sunday many Victorians right across
the state — importantly, both metropolitan, and rural
and regional communities — will be celebrating the
lunar new year, the year of the pig. I will be
honoured on Sunday — and I am sure that the member
for Bulleen will join me — to attend celebrations
coordinated by the Federation of Chinese Associations
in the central business district. It is an important event
and another opportunity to celebrate the great cultural
diversity that makes our state such a great place to live,
work and raise a family.
By way of background, before we came to government
in 1999 the Victorian Multicultural Commission
(VMC) expended about $750 000 a year through its
grants programs. During the seven years of our
government we have boosted that to some $3.1 million.
We have gone from the situation where around
900 groups were being supported annually to the
situation where some 1600 groups are being supported
through that program. It is a great program and works
well. It gives proper recognition to those in our
community, often volunteers, who do such great work
not only to support individual members of ethnic
communities but also to celebrate and share the cultural
diversity that makes Victoria such an interesting and
diverse place to live within the broader community. So
it is a way of saying thanks and a way of supporting
them in their very important work.
As part of the election campaign last year we
announced that the funding would go to $4 million per
year over the next four years. It is an important step
forward in supporting multicultural organisations in
their work and the important role they play in
celebrating and sharing our cultural diversity.
In relation to the specific matter raised by the member
for Mount Waverley, I am pleased to inform her that
through the second round of the Victorian Multicultural
Commission’s festivals and events funding for 2007 we
will be funding 12 organisations to hold lunar new year
events. This will include an allocation of $30 000 to the
Federation of Chinese Associations for their event this
Sunday. I take the opportunity, on behalf of the Bracks
government and, I am sure, on behalf of the house, to
wish members of Victoria’s Chinese, Indochinese and
South-East Asian communities a very happy New Year
and to acknowledge the interest and hard work of the
member for Mount Waverley in consistently raising
these matters.
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I acknowledge the work of the VMC and the value of
these very important programs in supporting those in
our community who do so much not only to support
individual ethnic communities but also to share in and
celebrate the cultural diversity that is such a rich part of
our Victorian community.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Gaming, to respond to matters raised for the Minister
for Community Services by the member for Doncaster
concerning improvements to aged care; for the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs raised by the
member for Yan Yean asking him to meet with the
Shire of Nillumbik to discuss the needs of sport in that
shire; for the Minister for Public Transport raised by the
member for Malvern regarding residents’ concerns at
the expansion of the car park at Holmesglen station; for
the Minister for Education raised by the member for
Bundoora seeking a submission to the Australian
Defence Force school transition aide program as it
applies to Streeton Primary School; for the Minister for
Roads and Ports raised by the member for Warrandyte
concerning compensation for Ringwood residents
living near the ConnectEast construction site; for the
Minister for Community Services raised by the member
for Cranbourne seeking assistance with aged-care beds
for the Frankston North facility; and for the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change raised by the
member for Kilsyth regarding flood protection from
Bushy Creek for residents in Croydon.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — Those
matters having been raised, I will be pleased to forward
them to the relevant ministers for their action and
attention.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.18 p.m. until Tuesday,
27 February.
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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.

Wednesday, 14 February 2007
Energy and resources: Hazelwood power station
42.

Mr CLARK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to the Government’s election
promise to invest $30 million in International Power’s Hazelwood power station in the Latrobe
Valley —
(1)
(2)

By when will this investment be made.
Will the investment take the form of an equity interest, a loan, a grant or some other form.

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

Payment will be made subject to finalisation of contract negotiations and as such no date has yet been set. The
Government’s investment will take the form of milestone payments and will be paid when International
Power Technologies meets a number of project targets.

(2)

The investment will be in the form of a grant.

Energy and resources: solar power station
43.

Mr CLARK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to the Government’s election
promise to invest $30 million in Solar Systems’ 154-megawatt solar power station in north-west
Victoria —
(1)
(2)

By when will this investment be made.
Will the investment take the form of an equity interest, a loan, a grant or some other form.

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

The investment will be up to $50m. Payment will be made subject to finalisation of contract negotiations and
as such no date has yet been set. The Government’s investment will take the form of milestone payments and
will be paid when Solar Systems meets a number of project targets.

(2)

The investment will be in the form of a grant.
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