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Tuesday, 27 February 2007
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
pre-election answer to my question on 4 October 2006,
when he said that he had not advised representatives of
Tattersall’s or Tabcorp that the gaming licence duopoly
would continue or that in any tender for the renewal of
licences Tattersall’s or Tabcorp would be given
priority, and I ask: does the Premier stand by that
statement?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The retendering for
gaming licences, both for the gaming machine
industry — the poker machine industry — and for other
gaming industry sectors, has always been an open
process, and it will be an open process in the future.
Tenders will be sought, as they have been sought in the
past, on the basis of the best value for money.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRACKS — I will, and I will go on to say that.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, I asked
a simple question. Does the Premier stand by his
statement?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. Taking a point of order does not allow a member
to repeat the question.
Mr BRACKS — I restate that a duopoly may or
may not be in the interests of the taxpayers of Victoria.
It will be up to the independent process to determine
that. It has always been the view of this government
that a duopoly may or may not be in the best interests of
Victorians, and that will be tested by the tender process.
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commitment, alongside most members of this house, to
seeing a good outcome for the Murray–Darling Basin
system.
As most members would know, the Prime Minister has
sought through a plan to take over responsibility for the
Murray–Darling system — that is, to transfer the
powers which are vested in state governments around
the country to the commonwealth in a general transfer
of power, with specific referrals back to the states
depending on what is required by the commonwealth in
an open-book arrangement. I have been disturbed from
the very start about the lack of detail.
At the start of this process we were predisposed to do
what we could in the national interest to deliver a good
outcome for the Murray–Darling Basin and to assist
irrigators, assist the environment and assist
communities in that area. What has been surprising as
we have had more information along the way is the
paucity of information and the lack of answers on a
range of issues. There is no clarity yet on how irrigators
will be supported, how communities will be supported
and how we would make sure that the policy objective,
which is a shared policy objective of seeing more water
flow along the Murray River, will actually be achieved.
The Victorian government has stood outside the Prime
Minister’s proposals for several reasons. This house has
spent much time, as it should, debating and discussing a
legislated right for irrigators in this state. We have spent
a lot of time debating that. As a result of that debate
surplus water was taken away from irrigators in return
for a legislated right, which is like a land title, for
irrigators in the state. That surplus water was used and
is being used for the first stage of the Living Murray
commitment. I regret to inform the house that the Prime
Minister and the federal water minister have not given
any guarantees to our irrigators to protect those rights,
which this house two reaffirmed years ago in legislation
that was supported in this place.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is to
the Premier. I ask the Premier to update the house on
the position of the state government regarding the
future of the Murray–Darling Basin.

That would effectively mean that there would be no
guarantees for water allocations. It would effectively
mean that water could be taken off irrigators for use in
other states or for Adelaide or for any other purpose.
More than that, there are no guarantees for urban water
supplies anywhere north of the Great Dividing Range.
So all those cities and towns like Mildura, Echuca and
Swan Hill would have no guaranteed allocations for the
same water allocations they have now. In effect they
could be traded off for the water supply for other states
or other regions or other farming communities.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Footscray for her question. I also thank her for her

On the question of Ballarat and Bendigo, that also goes
to the town water supplies coming from the north —

Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan
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from the Murray — for the goldfields super-pipe. As
for transferring powers to the commonwealth
unfettered, the commonwealth could effectively cancel
those projects as soon as it got those powers. So there
are no guarantees for any community — or for its water
supply — or the irrigation districts north of the Great
Dividing Range.
Not only that, but the ambitions of the federal
government became clearer as the process went on.
Two days before the last Prime Minister’s summit it
was indicated that — whilst we were under the
impression that it was primarily the Murray and
Goulburn rivers — it involved every river and every
tributary north of the Divide. So it includes the
Campaspe River. Every other river north of the Divide
that flows into the Murray is involved, and the
Campaspe is part of that. Not only that, but any
floodplain which results in this area would
automatically become the responsibility of the federal
government if there was any development proposal on
that floodplain, whether, for example, it was for a forest
project or an industrial development proposal which a
community might have. So there are so many
unanswered questions on this project. There is also no
commitment in this project — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — It is not surprising that the Liberal
Party would just say yes to the federal Liberal Party. It
is also not surprising that The Nationals have urged me
to oppose this plan. It is not surprising that the
Victorian Farmers Federation has urged me to oppose
this plan. It is not surprising that councils in the area
have urged me to oppose the plan. I think it is important
in this place to stand up for Victoria, not just simply to
give in because the federal Liberal Party says you
should give in — and that is what the Liberal Party in
this state is doing.
We will continue to stand up for Victoria. We will act
in the national interest, but we will stand up for Victoria
and make sure in bilateral discussions that the interests
and legalised rights of irrigators are protected, that town
water supplies are protected and that the environment is
protected with new environmental flows, because to do
otherwise would be effectively selling out our state.

Water: goldfields super-pipe
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My question
is to the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change. Given that the government’s very welcome
$170 million investment in the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline will achieve annual water savings of 90 billion
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litres in perpetuity, how does the government justify
spending more than $200 million piping water to
Bendigo and Ballarat without a single litre of that water
being derived from savings?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — The Leader of The Nationals has
asked me about two things: one, the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline, and two, the goldfields super-pipe. In relation to
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, it is an outstanding
project that is delivering water savings, and I am very
pleased to advise that we are accelerating that project now
to provide water security for farmers and towns in
western Victoria.
In relation to the goldfields super-pipe, we are talking
about two very important regional towns, Bendigo and
Ballarat. I am surprised that the Leader of The
Nationals now seems to be questioning this project,
when his own local member, Mr Drum, a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place, was
supporting it. What we see here is a split even within
The Nationals, just as we see one between The
Nationals and the Liberal Party. We are proud to
support this project, because we support our key
regional towns. We understand that without water
security we are not going to have security for the future
of Ballarat and Bendigo.
Mr Ryan — Where are the savings?
Mr THWAITES — Of course we will continue to
seek savings in our irrigation system. We are already
undertaking millions of dollars of expenditure on total
channel control and on pipelines, including the
Tungamah, Normanville and Woorinen pipelines.
Members opposite know that these projects take a
considerable amount of time. Bendigo and Ballarat
need that water and they need it now — and we are
going to provide it.

Nuclear energy: plebiscite
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Premier. I ask the Premier to update the house on the
government initiative that will allow the people of
Victoria to have a say before any construction of a
nuclear power plant in Victoria.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Gembrook for her question. We on this side of the
house do not believe there is any safe way of having a
nuclear power plant in Victoria. We have legislation in
place in this state which was framed and passed by this
Parliament in 1983 and which has not been changed by
any subsequent government that prohibits a nuclear
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power plant in this state. Further to that we are
proceeding — and this house will receive advice on this
later, as I understand it — to look at a further safeguard
in this state and to have a plebiscite, a vote, of all the
Victorian people if such a proposal were to go ahead.
We do not believe there is any safe way of storing
nuclear waste, and of course that is the responsibility of
any nuclear power plant that might operate — the safe
storage of spent rods and nuclear waste which occurs
from that.
Secondly, as the report which was commissioned by the
federal government indicates, there is still no absolute
assurance on the safety and operation of the plants
themselves.
Thirdly — and this is a concern to the Victorian
government and should be a concern to most parties in
this house — the economics of a nuclear power plant
are just not there. It is twice the cost of a coal-fired
power station and would require, in Victoria’s case,
something like $1 billion in subsidies from the federal
government for that to occur. If the federal government
is to provide subsidies of $1 billion, why not invest in
clean coal technology, which is the policy of this
government? Why not invest in renewables as part of
the provision of electricity generation for the future?
The combination of clean coal technology, of peaking
with gas, which is a feature of what we have done since
we came to government, and of renewables is all part of
the future. What a blow it would be to the Latrobe
Valley if this proposal got off the ground and we saw
nuclear power subsidised by the federal government, in
effect undermining the coal-fired power station industry
in this state. Coal, with proper investment and with the
proper sinking of carbon, can be a clean source for
generation of energy in the future. We support that. We
support investment in the coal industry to make it
cleaner and also to have less emissions of carbon in the
future.
The proposals we have seen today are not supported by
our government. Generally on the matters that have
been raised with us, we have indicated that it is not the
policy of the government. The legislation and the policy
of this government are to oppose nuclear power.
Coming into this house will be a provision to reinforce
that with a plebiscite to be held of the Victorian people.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRACKS — We know you support the nuclear
power industry. In fact the member for South-West
Coast is from an area which the Australian Institute
says is conducive to a nuclear power plant. Portland is
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one of the sites for a nuclear power plant, alongside
Werribee and Western Port. That is the proposal from
the Australian Institute. I am not surprised that the
member for South-West Coast would voice his
approval for a nuclear power plant because his
electorate would obviously stand to gain from it.
We oppose nuclear power plants in this state and will
seek to oppose them in the future.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
on the record time and time again as being opposed to
nuclear power.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Dr Napthine — I think this is an absolute political
stunt that is a waste — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I warn the member for South-West Coast.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
pre-election statement on 15 November 2006 which
claimed he had never discussed gaming licences with
David White or anyone else outside of government. I
ask: does the Premier stand by this statement?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — The government, I as
Premier or any other minister do not discuss gaming
licences when there is a tender process on, nor have we
discussed those matters prior to that. If those questions
are raised with the government, we say there is a proper
probity process which either is in place, if it is a tender
process, or will be in place in the future. Clearly I am
reinforcing the statements I have made in the past.

Otway Basin: carbon storage trial
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources.
Could the minister update the house on the progress of
the internationally acclaimed carbon capture and
storage trial located in the Otway Basin?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for South Barwon
for his question. Carbon capture and storage is one of a
number of different technologies the Bracks
government is supporting. We are doing this to tackle
the important issue of climate change.
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I can inform the house that last Thursday I visited
Nirranda, which is down near Warrnambool, to witness
firsthand the drilling work being undertaken at the
moment to support a major trial for the capture and
storage of carbon dioxide in the Otway Basin. This
project is not only important to us here in Victoria, it
has attracted international interest. The Bracks
government has contributed $4 million to this trial,
which is currently being run by the Cooperative
Research Centre for Greenhouse Gas Technologies,
also known by the acronym CO2CRC.
This carbon capture and storage project could offer a
pathway to a significant cut in Victoria’s greenhouse
gas emissions from fossil fuels — brown coal —
through their permanent storage underground, deep
beneath the surface. The trial involves the extraction of
up to 100 000 tonnes of naturally occurring carbon
dioxide from a nearby existing gas well followed by its
injection in a compressed form into a well currently
under construction at Nirranda, where it will be stored
deep under the surface — some 2 kilometres — in an
already-depleted natural gas field. One of the most
important elements of this project is to scientifically
demonstrate to the community, to governments and to
industry that carbon capture and storage works and that
the carbon dioxide can be stored safely and monitored
in these rock structures deep below the surface.
The other significance of this trial is that the results at
Nirranda will work for Victoria, because they should be
able to be applied to the storage of carbon in other
depleted oil and gas fields in Bass Strait. In Victoria we
are in the enviable position of both having world-class
potential storage sites in Bass Strait and being very
close to the fantastic and long-lasting resources of
brown coal in the Latrobe Valley. This places us in an
ideal position to develop and demonstrate carbon
capture and storage not only to the Victorian
community but to the world scientific community.
Victoria is at the cutting edge of this technology, and
we are leading Australia if not the world in its
development through this important trial, to which this
government is making a financial contribution, in the
Otway Basin.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s media
conference yesterday. When the Premier was asked if
he had ever discussed gaming licences with Tattersall’s
trustees he replied, ‘No, I haven’t’. I ask: does the
Premier stand by that statement?
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Mr BRACKS (Premier) — As I said yesterday, one
of the things this government does not do is discuss
tender arrangements when a tender process is on. That
is what I said yesterday, and that is what I say today.

Water: management
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change.
I ask the minister to detail for the house examples of
Victoria leading the way on water allocation for
irrigation and the environment.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — In Victoria we have created a
balance between water for the environment and water
for irrigation. Our government is investing many
millions of dollars in upgrading irrigation systems and
farming systems around the state and in saving water
for the environment while providing a better service to
farmers.
We have talked about the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
which is under way — 240 kilometres of pipe has
already been laid. The first arm is due to be completed
this year. I am pleased to say that the building of the
second stage of the Wimmera–Mallee project — supply
system 5 — will begin in April. We have also
completed the Woorinen and Normanville pipelines,
which are saving water for environmental flows in the
Snowy. I am also pleased to advise the house that the
Tungamah pipeline is now complete. The member for
Murray Valley has sought that project for many years,
and it has been delivered under the Bracks government.
An honourable member — Is he going to be
opening it?
Mr THWAITES — The government that delivered
it will open it, but the member will be there.
I also emphasise that there will be significant water
savings from that project which will go to the Snowy.
However, I have to say that, if there is a federal
takeover of the water supply, there will be no
guarantees that the Snowy flows will continue. Victoria
also has total channel control being placed in the
Macalister and Goulburn systems, once again ensuring
that we have more efficient irrigation and more water
for the environment.
Our balanced approach is reflected in the sales water
agreement, under which 145 billion litres of water will
be released for environmental flows in the Murray in
return for more secure water rights for farmers. That
agreement is enshrined in legislation this house passed
less than two years ago, providing more water for the
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environment, water for the Murray, more secure water
rights for farmers and the ability to review and reset
water allocations. All those things are under threat as a
result of the proposed commonwealth takeover. I might
add that the balanced approach we have taken has been
widely supported. The member for Rodney, as the then
president of the Victorian Farmers Federation, said that
the sales water package is a win-win. We agree with
that.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THWAITES — We knew he was so good he
would get there!
The Weekly Times said:
Victoria has led the way in attempting to strike a balance
between water users and the environment …

We agree with the Leader of The Nationals, who has
said that Victoria has a pre-eminent position in water
administration within Australia and that we should not
be simply handing that over to the commonwealth. We
have again seen that The Nationals are prepared to
stand up for farmers, but unfortunately, once again
members of the Liberal Party are Liberals first and
Victorians second. I might say there is one odd thing
about the Liberal position, and that is that the Liberal
shadow minister does not appear to have issued any
statement or any press release on this issue.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. I ask you to bring him
back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is
beginning to stray from the question and should answer
the question.
Mr THWAITES — It is extraordinary that on the
biggest water issue in the country the opposition
spokesperson has not seen fit to issue a statement.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to answer
the question.
Mr THWAITES — I note the member for
South-West Coast’s point of order, and I respect that.
However, I also note that the member for South-West
Coast has said that all south-western rivers should come
under the control of the commonwealth.
While Victoria will have discussions and negotiations
with the commonwealth government in a spirit of
genuine cooperation, we do not wish to see our farmers
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lose their water security, we do not wish to see the sales
water deal undone, we do not wish to see the Snowy
River lose its environmental flows and we do not wish
to see the balance that we have achieved in this state
come to grief.

Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
pre-election statement that he would not take any phone
calls from personal friend and Labor powerbroker
David White, and I ask: why not?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I answered that question
at the time, and I stand by it.

Goods and services tax: distribution
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to
today’s regional population growth figures, and I ask
him to detail for the house the impact of the GST
distribution on the state’s capacity to make Victoria the
best place to work, live and raise a family.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Ballarat West for her question. Today the Australian
government’s Commonwealth Grants Commission
released its 2007 report on state revenue-sharing
relativities. I can report to the house that regrettably
Victoria has been dudded once again by the
Commonwealth Grants Commission. This is not a new
phenomenon. This has been continuing for year after
year after year, under Labor governments and Liberal
governments. The relativities today show that
Victorians will continue to pay more to the
commonwealth in GST than we get back in payments
from it. This year we will subsidise the other states of
Australia to the tune of $1.24 billion. In other words,
this year Victorians will pay $9.7 billion in GST and we
will get back just $8.5 billion.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — It is $8.5 billion; we pay
$9.7 billion. That equates to $242 for every man,
woman and child living in Victoria. When you think
about the growth in revenues, you find that over the
past five years the total GST pool across Australia has
grown by 48 per cent and the total company tax pool
received by Mr Costello, the federal Treasurer, has
grown by 109 per cent. This year, even under the
changed relativities in today’s Commonwealth Grants
Commission report and as we go through what is the
largest and most sustained resources boom in
Australia’s history, Victorians will continue to
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subsidise Queenslanders. That is how broken down this
system is.

approvals in Australia in the 2006 calendar year, and of
course it builds on very strong jobs growth.

As I said, today we continue to lose $1.24 billion. This
is, of course, in a period when the commonwealth is
cutting back on funding for health under the Australian
health care agreements. It used to be fifty-fifty; today
the state provides 60 per cent and the commonwealth,
just 40 per cent. If you think in terms of fuel funding,
we pay 25 per cent of fuel excise and we get back just
16 per cent.

I conclude my answer today with a quote from a very
authoritative journal, the Sea Lake and Wycheproof
Times Ensign.

Having said that, today I have some more good news
for the state of Victoria. Today the Australian Bureau of
Statistics released its regional population data. What it
shows is that the regional population in Victoria grew
over the last year by a staggering 1.41 per cent,
compared with 1.39 per cent for Australia as a whole.
This is the highest growth that we have seen in Victoria
in more than 15 years. The ABS notes in its report
today that the four fastest growing inland areas in
regional Australia are all in regional Victoria. How’s
that for an achievement! They were: Mildura, 2.2 per
cent; Bendigo — good members — 2 per
cent; Ballarat — good members — 1.9 per cent;
Shepparton — —
Mr Ryan — Good member!
Mr BRUMBY — It is up 1.9 per cent — —
Honourable members — There are no Liberals!
Mr BRUMBY — She is a very good member — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — That’s right — what has gone
wrong with the Liberal Party?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer, through
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — How long have we got? Actually
I got those quotes from Victor Perton the other day, so
he had some advice — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer, through
the Chair!
Mr BRUMBY — I am happy to say that it is not
just regional Victoria. In the last year Melbourne added
more people per week than any other capital city in
Australia. How’s that — more than Brisbane and more
than Sydney! That builds on the highest building

An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I do. I get all these at home, and I
go through them on a Saturday with a highlighter pen.
It is an authoritative journal; I have long been a fan of
the Sea Lake and Wycheproof Times Ensign. I will
finish with a quote from this article:
Victoria is already disadvantaged by the federal-state
arrangements regarding GST distributions, with only 87 cents
of every $1 raised actually returned to Victoria. The balance
of GST funds is used to subsidise other states — we do not
want the same thing to happen with our water.

As I said, that is the Sea Lake and Wycheproof Times
Ensign of 1 February 2007. The person who made
those comments was the Leader of The Nationals, and I
could not agree with him more.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Adjournment debate: guidelines
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to provide
the house with some information on the adjournment
debate, which I committed to doing last week.
During the last sitting week I was concerned about the
approach taken by some members in making
contributions to the adjournment debate. In the past
comprehensive rulings have been made by previous
Speakers about the correct procedure for raising
matters. I do not intend to repeat those rulings, but I
urge members to carefully read chapter 1 of the Rulings
from the Chair, copies of which can be requested from
the Clerk.
I remind members that the adjournment debate is not an
opportunity to ask questions or to make a statement. It
provides a formal process for raising matters for the
attention of a specific minister and seeking action.
Unless issues are framed correctly, they will be ruled
out of order by the Chair. I also draw members’
attention to a fact sheet produced by the Legislative
Assembly procedure office on the adjournment of the
house, which they may find of assistance.
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MAJOR EVENTS (AERIAL ADVERTISING)
BILL
Introduction and first reading

The SPEAKER — Order! While I have everyone’s
attention, I would like to remind members to have their
photos taken for the Victorian Parliamentary
Handbook this week. These photos are important as
they are used for various publications produced by the
Parliament for public and educational purposes.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) introduced a bill for an act to
provide for the regulation, management and control
of aerial advertising at major events in Victoria, to
consequentially amend other acts and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

Notices of motion given.
Mr MULDER having given notices of motion:

LEGAL PROFESSION AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading

Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
some clarification. In previous rulings by the Chair,
including rulings by Speaker Maddigan, a number of
motions that began in the same manner and were
repetitious were ruled out of order because they were
not different in content.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will have a look at
those.
Mr MULDER — On the point of order, Speaker,
each of the motions contains different information
about different locations around the state.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I have already ruled, I
will have a look at those in the fullness of time.
Mr Haermeyer — On a point of order, Speaker, I
request that whilst you are looking at the point of order
raised by the member for Yan Yean you also look at the
motions given notice of by the member for Polwarth to
see whether they constitute imputations against the
Minister for Public Transport.

NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES (PROHIBITIONS)
AMENDMENT (PLEBISCITE) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) introduced a bill for an act to amend the
Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions) Act 1983 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Legal Profession Act 2004 as
a result of amendments to the national model
provisions for the regulation of the legal profession
and generally to improve the regulation of the
profession and for other purposes.
Read first time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF
PART X) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) introduced a bill for
an act to repeal part X of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981, to amend that act
to close the Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund
established under part X of that act, to provide for
the transfer of all money standing to the credit of
that fund to the Consolidated Fund, to repeal a
spent transitional provision in the Confiscation Act
1997 relating to that fund and to make a statute law
revision amendment to the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Amendment) Act 2006 and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (REVIEW PANEL) BILL
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GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(REVIEW PANEL) BILL

PETITION
Following petition presented to house:

Introduction and first reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to establish a review panel to
report to the minister on certain processes and for other
purposes.

Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask
the minister for a brief explanation.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — The bill
will establish a review panel to independently assess the
integrity of processes followed by the Gambling
Licence Review Steering Committee.
Motion agreed to.

Hazardous waste: Lyndhurst
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents, individuals and others,
locally and/or in the state of Victoria, draws to the attention of
the house that the Lyndhurst hazardous waste landfill should
cease accepting hazardous waste. The petitioners therefore
request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria do whatever
is required to ensure this is achieved.

By Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) (2421 signatures)
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Read first time.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I move:
That I have leave to introduce a bill for an act to amend the
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 to improve the
administration and enforcement of that act and to make
changes to the cattle compensation scheme and for other
purposes.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I ask the
minister to provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — Firstly,
the bill seeks to ensure that Victoria has the power
required to adequately respond to a disease outbreak.
Secondly, the bill allows Victoria to implement a
nationally agreed approach to compensation for
tuberculosis in cattle. Thirdly, the bill clarifies what
types of milk and milk products can be fed to pigs.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Tuesday, 27 February 2007

Alert Digest No. 2
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 2 of 2007 on:
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill
Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Amendment Bill
Victims of Crime Assistance Amendment Bill
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Altona Memorial Park, Trustees of — Report 2005–06
together with an explanation for the delay
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — Report year
ended 31 October 2006
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change that he had
received the 2005–06 report of the Lake Mountain Alpine
Resort Management Board
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Primary Returns — February 2007 and
Summary of Variations Notified between 14 September 2006
and 26 February 2007 — Ordered to be printed
Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board —
Report year ended 31 October 2006
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National Environment Protection Council — Report 2005–06
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003:
Government response to the Road Safety Committee’s
Inquiry into Driver Distraction
Government response to the Rural and Regional
Services and Development Committee’s Inquiry into
Regional Telecommunications Infrastructure for
Business
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Bayside — C46
Casey — C46
Darebin — C71
Greater Bendigo — C51
Greater Dandenong — C88
Maroondah — C55
Mildura — C10
Moonee Valley — C74
Moreland — C69, C70
Mornington Peninsula — C85
Stonnington — C65
Wodonga — C50
Snowy Hydro Ltd — Financial statement 3 July 2005 to
1 July 2006
Statutory Rule — Legal Profession Act 2004 — SR 3
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 177/2006, 3
Water Act 1989 — Barwon Water Supply Protection Area
Declaration Order 2007.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 19 December 2006:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Act
2006 — Sections 1, 2, 3, 7, 9(1) and 11 — 19 February 2007
(Gazette G7, 15 February 2007).

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill
Victims of Crime Assistance Amendment Bill.
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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, 1 March
2007:
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill 2007
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill 2007
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill 2006.

In moving this motion today I identify the legislation
we will be dealing with this week. Each and every day
of this parliamentary sitting week we will take a piece
of government business from the program and deal
with it. The items I have just listed start with the Public
Prosecutions Amendment Bill, which we will debate
today; on Wednesday we will debate the Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill; and on Thursday the
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill.
Of course that is not all we will be doing this week. We
still have to provide a large number of members in this
house with the opportunity to make their contributions
to the address-in-reply debate. The address-in-reply
conventions are only available to members at the
beginning of each parliamentary term. The government
would be saying to members of the house that if they
have not made their contributions to the
address-in-reply debate, they should try to do that this
week. The government has decided to use the bulk of
this week to provide members with the opportunity to
make a contribution to the address-in-reply debate.
Accordingly the number of pieces of legislation will be
correspondingly reduced in order to provide for that.
In the last parliamentary sitting week we tried to
provide a large amount of time for members to make
their address-in-reply speeches, but that time was more
or less restricted because of the time spent on debating
some bills. We are making it clear that time is being
made available this week, so if members want to make
a contribution, they should try to make it this week. We
are not certain at this stage if the next government
business program will provide for large amounts of
time for the address-in-reply debate.
That leaves six bills on the notice paper to be dealt with
in coming weeks, and that is on top of the six bills of
which notice was given today. Members can see that
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there will be limited opportunities for the
address-in-reply debate in future parliamentary sitting
weeks.

another on Thursday. Six bills are going to be
second-read in this place tomorrow, I believe, and three
of them are reactive bills.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program, but I want to
make a couple of points. While I am very grateful that
the Leader of the House provided details of this
extensive government business program on Friday
morning — and the opposition was made aware of
what was going to be on the program — I point out, as I
have pointed out before, that we have a paucity of
business to be transacted in this third sitting week of the
third sitting month since the election. One could not
help but observe that there is no great reforming zeal
reflected in the legislative program. It is not as if you
could say that any of this is of great significance and
will propel us into the 21st century.

One of them, the energy bill, is unnecessary; the
gaming bill is only a reaction to the upper house
inquiry; and the sport and recreation bill should have
been covered in a bill a couple of years ago when we
debated the Commonwealth Games legislation, but we
have seen from the Australian Football League finals,
the soccer and the swimming that there are obvious
flaws in that legislation which need to be amended. We
covered many of those issues when the Commonwealth
Games legislation was being debated. We are pleased
to see that these bills will be second-read tomorrow
because we will be able to debate them earlier in the
next sitting week in a fortnight’s time.

I also point out that perhaps there should be some forms
of the house that follow a precedent set in the United
Kingdom Parliament where the business program is
debated some two weeks prior to the adoption of that
business program, which means that everybody —
opposition parties as well as the government — is well
and truly aware some two weeks ahead of what will be
on the government business program.
I conclude by saying that there is no doubt we are going
to have a riveting week, given the fact that the vast
majority of debating time will be taken up with the
address-in-reply debate. I note that the opposition —
notwithstanding new members and everything else —
has only four speakers; and I understand The Nationals
have only four speakers. We will be sitting here riveted
until 10 o’clock tonight, 10 o’clock tomorrow night and
4 o’clock, if not later, on Thursday listening to all the
government members droning on in the
address-in-reply debate. It is regrettable that we have to
do that, but perhaps it is just part of the deal. With those
comments, Speaker, can I just say that the opposition
does not oppose the business program.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The Nationals
debated last night whether or not they would support
this government business program — and we are going
to support it. We are a bit disappointed with it and we
thought we would oppose it because there is not enough
on it for a change.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I got the information on
Thursday night. The reality is that it is a very short
government business program. There are only three
bills to be debated: one today, one tomorrow and

In respect of the address-in-reply debate, The Nationals
have four speakers to go, and we are looking forward to
that debate because it gives us the opportunity to talk
about our vision for the electorates we represent in rural
and regional Victoria. That could include the issue of
water — and a lot of people in country Victoria are
concerned about water being taken to service the needs
of urban areas of Melbourne, where the population is
going to grow by 1 million people by 2030. It is
interesting to hear the Premier guaranteeing that the
rights of farmers will be protected in relation to the
Murray–Darling Basin when those rights have just
about been stood all over in relation to the Bendigo
pipeline.
The Nationals will not be opposing the government
business program for this week.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — Speaking on the
government business program, I would like to flag to
the house that I believe we can get through this heavy
agenda. One of the important bills I would like the
house to focus on this week is a bill I will be seeking to
move amendments to, and that is the Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill. I would like to seek
assistance from the house — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — Through you, Speaker, it is clear
that you should never stand between a member of The
Nationals and a perk, because you will get flattened
every time. I seek the assistance of the house to make
sure we are able to go into consideration in detail on
that bill. Since there are only three bills on the notice
paper, clearly there should be no problem with that, but
I would like the assistance of the house to achieve that
to make sure the Parliament has the ability — —
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — It is better than giving free grog to
under-18-year-olds. I will be supporting the
government’s business program with the proviso that
we go to the consideration-in-detail stage on the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Frankston Teddy Bears Picnic
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — On Sunday it was
an enormous pleasure to attend the annual Teddy Bears
Picnic with my family, together with thousands of other
Frankston residents. It is the major fundraiser each year
for the Frankston Toy Library. The library is a
not-for-profit organisation and is mainly operated by
volunteers. The key focus of the toy library is to
encourage play, which is essential for any child’s
development, and build positive relationships between
adults and children. Many of the toys and resources
available at the toy library have a high educational
value. The toy library is a much-valued service in the
Frankston community, and the high attendance each
year is a tribute to the high regard Frankston residents
have for the toy library.
Each year I have the pleasure of judging the fancy dress
and teddy bear competitions, and this year I was joined
in the judging ring by the mayor of Frankston. As usual
the contest was difficult to judge, with many children
going to a lot of effort to ensure that they and their
teddy looked their very best. I was also fortunate to
meet Honey Bear, the mascot of the Frankston Toy
Library, who entertained children and adults alike.
Parents and children in Frankston are very lucky to
have a range of service providers, many of which had
information and activity stalls at the Teddy Bears
Picnic, that cater for their needs. The providers included
the Australian Breastfeeding Association, various
playgroups and preschools in the Frankston area and
the Frankston City Council. Children, parents and
teddies enjoyed a range of fun activities and musical
performances.
The Teddy Bears Picnic also provides visitors with an
opportunity to see other services that assist the whole
community in action. Children were delighted to see
vehicles from our local emergency services such as the
Country Fire Authority, the State Emergency Service
and Victoria Police. I would like to take this
opportunity to commend the tireless work of the toy
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library’s coordinator, Bev La Bas, and her many
volunteers. Bev’s dedication to the toy library is
certainly admirable, and I know that the Frankston
community appreciates her hard work.

Bushfires: Licola flood
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — Two
weeks ago in this house I described the impact of the
recent bushfires on country communities, and I
commented particularly on the pain and cost of those
bushfires in the Macalister Valley, which I had had the
opportunity to visit in January. I said then that one of
the major concerns was a loss of topsoil caused by
intense heat and the destruction of root mass and that
subsequent rains had washed much of the topsoil away.
In turn this had choked rivers and streams and
contaminated water supplies.
Residents explained to me their fears that further heavy
rain could lead to more severe damage and flooding.
They called for urgent assistance with reseeding and
clearing, and they called for ongoing support for their
communities. Sadly that help did not arrive, and their
predictions have been realised, in the first instance
because of poor public land management and
firefighting culture and now because of a lack of
assistance.
Last weekend a severe thunderstorm and torrential rain
lashed the upper reaches of the Macalister Valley. The
town of Licola was swamped, but this time with flood,
not fire. Residents still recovering from the fires have
been flooded with mud, ash and debris washed down
the ravaged slopes and rivers. Homes and streets have
been trashed and community assets have been
devastated. The likes of Licola store owners Ray and
Mary Winter and local Ralph Barraclough have already
been through hell. Now they face a lack of water and a
lack of sewerage, damaged homes, fences, boats, cars
and caravans, an almost total loss of income and a
serious ongoing health risk. In the last few weeks I have
tried privately to urge ministers to visit. That has not
occurred, and I urge the Premier, the Deputy Premier
and other ministers to help now.

Climate change: federal policy
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I was thrilled
recently to receive a letter from a 12-year-old student
who stated that when he was old enough to vote he
would not vote for a politician or a party that ignores
the threat of global warming. This young student, who
is called James, has seen the movie An Inconvenient
Truth and is currently reading Tim Flannery’s book The
Weather Makers. He wrote to me asking if I could try
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to make the public, especially children, aware that we
must all do everything possible to slow down global
warming. James leads by example, turning off lights
and computers when they are not in use and opening
windows and using blinds instead of using the air
conditioning. He knows, however, that as well as
individuals setting an example it is up to government to
provide leadership and direction.
He wrote that, in his view, the excuse from the Howard
government for not signing up to the Kyoto agreement
is, I quote, ‘A baby’s excuse’. He correctly pointed out
that, if as is sometimes claimed we are already doing
more than Kyoto, there is no reason not to sign up and
prove that to the world.
Climate change is a global problem that will not be
adequately tackled by piecemeal solutions and a few
people here and there choosing to do the right thing. It
will be tackled appropriately only when the federal
government shows genuine leadership and implements
policies to assess and enforce measures that address
climate change. If we do not do the right thing now, we
will be disappointing our youth, like James, who are
relying on us as community leaders to make decisions
that show we care about global warming. As James
wrote to me, ‘We can’t take money with us’.

Roads: Lowan electorate
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Country roads are a
fundamental component of our state infrastructure
which country communities and industries depend upon
for transport, and they want them to be safe. Many
people in the Lowan electorate, which is the largest
electorate in the state, have raised their extreme
disappointment at the condition of our state’s roads.
During my travels throughout the electorate using those
roads I have become very aware of the concerns raised.
I have witnessed where the infrastructure has failed —
roads are crumbling, vegetation is obscuring visibility
or the surface is so uneven that the roads are unsafe,
particularly for trucks.
Millions of dollars are being spent installing wire rope
barriers to stop vehicles hitting roadside objects, but
people feel these barriers are in place to catch vehicles
that have bounced off uneven roads. Many roads in the
Lowan electorate need attention, and some that have
been brought to my attention are the Henty, Wimmera
and Glenelg highways and the Cavendish–Dunkeld and
Glenthompson–Maroona roads. It is no wonder that
over the past seven years the city road toll has dropped
but the country road toll has increased. Part of the
problem is the condition of our country roads. If you fix
country roads, you save country lives.
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Victoria is bigger than Melbourne, and as the Royal
Automobile Club of Victoria and a parliamentary
inquiry have stated, VicRoads should implement a
major program to upgrade category C roads to make
them safer. This year there must be funds in the state
budget to upgrade our country roads and bridges. I say
again: if you fix our country roads, you will save
country lives.

La Mirada: Jewels of Spanish Cinema
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I wish to
commend the Australian Centre for the Moving Image
and La Mirada: Jewels of Spanish Cinema for holding a
film festival in Melbourne starting on 1 March. This
unique festival aims to show Australian audiences the
best of Spanish cinema. Melbourne is fortunate to have
one of cinema’s most celebrated filmmakers, the
multi-award-winning director Pedro Almodovar, as
curator of this classic section. Pedro Almodovar has
chosen five masterpieces — some of his favourite
movies from the history of Spanish cinema. These are
all Australian premieres which will showcase the
excellence of Spanish cinematography. These films
have a common purpose — to denounce injustice. Each
exemplifies extraordinary quality and compelling
ethical commitment.
This Spanish film festival is about joy, tragedy,
suspense, adventure, humour and romance. I commend
its director, Rocio Garcia, and all the sponsors and
partners, including the Victorian Multicultural
Commission, and all those associated with the festival. I
also wish to quote the Spanish film director, who said
in relation to the Melbourne festival:
I want to express my total support for La Mirada: Jewels of
Spanish Cinema, [to] which I will endeavour to contribute my
grain of sand by annually selecting five jewels of my
country’s cinema to be seen in Australia.
…
I know that I am fortunate in that my films are seen in
Australia, but there are many extraordinary filmmakers both
from previous and current generations who remain to be
discovered. I strongly believe that through La Mirada we will
open a window for these artists — —

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

Portland ring-road: pedestrian overpass
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I call on the
government, through VicRoads, to build a pedestrian
overpass to replace the dangerous pedestrian-controlled
traffic lights on the ring-road in Portland. This ring-road
provides access for vehicles to the port of Portland and
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to South Portland. It is an extremely busy road with a
projected massive increase in truck traffic. It is
predicted that, with the growth in exports in woodchips
from both softwoods and blue gums, mineral sands and
grain, 250 000 truck movements a year will take place
on that road. That is the equivalent of one B-double
every 5 minutes.
Presently there are pedestrian-controlled traffic lights
allowing children access to Portland Secondary College
and three local primary schools, Bundarra, All Saints
Catholic and St John’s Lutheran, so that students can
get from central Portland to these schools, but given the
current and expected massive increase in truck
movements this crossing will become increasingly
dangerous. Also the crossing will be even more
disruptive to port traffic, with trucks having to stop
whenever the traffic lights are active. This is inefficient
and dangerous for the people who use this area.
The solution is simple: build a pedestrian overpass to
make sure that children using the crossing can use it
safely to access their schools — and at the same time
the 250 000 trucks which access the port per year will
not be halted by a pedestrian crossing. I urge the
government to build the overpass immediately.

Courtenay Gardens Primary School:
achievements
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Earlier this
month Courtenay Gardens Primary School, in the
fast-growing suburb of Cranbourne North, launched its
own TV station, which is now training up the next
generation of news reporters and camera operators.
They provide a live-to-air show that is beamed into
every classroom each morning of the school term.
During a recent visit to the school I was interviewed by
a budding 11-year-old journalist, Kaitlyn Frawley,
about my parliamentary role. Behind the camera was
Brodie Bishop and helping out with questions was
Ashleigh McGrath. Together we managed to put
together a terrific little production under the watchful
eye of teacher Mr Scott Balliet. I gather that various
other visitors to the school have also been put under the
spotlight. The students also cover weather reports,
details about the day’s timetable, notifications of school
award winners and any other information that the
children and the school community may benefit from
hearing about. Congratulations to principal Loretta
Hamilton and her hardworking team at Courtenay
Gardens for establishing such an innovative learning
program.

417

Whilst I was at the school I also presented school
captain badges to James Kaing and Amy Bruce; house
captain badges to Milica Skoric, Adrian Brehaut,
Ashleigh McGrath, Jason Twite, Tiarna Preer, Brad
Parker, Tayla Roth and Jon Grima; and vice-captain
badges to Taylor Briggs, Javier Amaya, Kaitlyn
Shepherd, Nathan Bonilla, Kaitlyn Frawley, Shaun
Smith, Samantha Andon and Bryan Shackley. Under
their leadership the school is sure to have a great year. It
is a great team at Courtenay Gardens.

Point Nepean: maintenance
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Fort Pearce barracks are
an important part of not only Victoria’s but also
Australia’s cultural and military history. They are
located on Point Nepean and are part of the
state-controlled national park there. The asbestos
cement sheeting used for the roofs and some of the
cladding are to be removed from seven buildings on the
barracks site. Parks Victoria has appointed a consultant
to advise on the future of the often-deteriorated
remaining structures. If all the buildings cannot be
saved, I hope to see at least one building made suitable
for visitor shelter and a display of the history of the fort
and barracks, including photographs of the site and the
soldiers who were stationed there. Toilet facilities
should also be provided. This idea is supported by the
fantastic Nepean Historical Society.
The other danger to the barracks and the surrounding
state-controlled park is the abysmal state of the seawall
that protects the tip of the park from the bay right
around Point Nepean and extending into the Bass Strait
section of the coastline. The wall has been breached,
and part of it has already fallen into the sea. This
government has been negligent about preserving Point
Nepean and its features but is always ready to criticise
the federal government, which has invested over
$30 million in the section it controls. It is about time
this government did its bit as well.

Marjory Walkowski
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I take this opportunity
to pay tribute to Marjory Walkowski, who passed away
in Geelong on 31 December 2006. Marjory Walkowski,
or, as she was known to thousands of nurses, Matron
Taylor, was truly a wonderful human being who
contributed enormously to the community of Geelong,
and in particular to the health sector.
Marjory served with the Royal Australian Air Force
during World War II and as a senior nurse with the girl
guide international service in Germany. It was during
her time overseas that she met her husband to be,
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Franciszek. On returning from overseas duty Marjory
was employed at the Geelong hospital from 1950 as the
supervisor of the maternity wing and then as the
director of nursing for 17 years. At the hospital she was
very much respected, and rightly so. In 1980, in
recognition of her work in nursing, Marjory Walkowski
received an Order of Australia medal, of which she was
very proud.
On retirement Marjory continued and extended her
work within the community sector. She was a member
of many community organisations and boards,
including Karingal, the Fairfield hospital and the
YWCA. Importantly to the community of Geelong, she
was a founding member and driving force behind the
establishment of the Geelong hospice, where she
contributed significantly for many years. Marjory
Walkowski was one of those special people who
worked tirelessly for the betterment of others, and this
world will be very much the poorer for her passing. My
condolences go to her family, including my friend
Anne Sorensen, Marjory’s beloved sister.

Bushfires: Licola flood
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I join today with
the Leader of the Opposition, who raised the severe
impact of this summer’s fires on communities within
my electorate, including Licola in the Macalister
Valley. The impact has been severe on businesses,
tourism operators, farmers, other land-holders and
communities right across my electorate. Places like
Licola, Seaton, Dargo, Bruthen, Waterholes and the
Tambo Valley have all suffered significant losses either
directly or indirectly due to the fires. I highlight what
happened over the weekend. Because of the stripping of
the vegetation due to the intense fires up near Licola, a
large thunderstorm dumped enormous amounts of silt
and other rubble onto a number of properties in and
around Licola. That was raised earlier by the Leader of
the Opposition. This meant that a number of houses
were severely damaged or near enough to destroyed.
Many people in this place would know Ralph
Barraclough, who is a very strong advocate for the
improvement of public land management; his place was
basically wiped out. He commented in an email to
honourable members that the first locals knew he was
in trouble was when they saw, 3 kilometres
downstream from his place, his worldly possessions
going down the street. Also a vehicle in the main street
was swept away by the floodwaters, and silt and rocks
and so on were rolling down the river. There are a
number of issues the government must deal with to
address the impact on these communities, and I ask it to
do so.
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State Emergency Service: Sunbury unit
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Last Saturday night I
had the pleasure of attending a celebration by the
Sunbury State Emergency Service of its 30th year of
service to the Sunbury area. The event was very well
attended and highlighted the dedication of members,
some of whom have over 20 years of service with the
SES.
The SES does a fantastic job across this state. It
responds to extreme weather events, such as floods and
storms, and of course we are seeing more of those —
even in the middle of the drought. The SES also
provides critical emergency response for road crashes.
With major roads nearby, it frequently responds to
crashes in the local area. It also provides operational
support for our fire services, search and rescue support
for Victoria Police and critical support to local
government with emergency prevention and
management planning.
The 5500 volunteers who make up the State Emergency
Service respond on our behalf in rain, hail or shine
24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 52 weeks of the year. As
a government, we have supported the SES with
additional funding — something like a threefold
increase in funding since coming to office — and also
by establishing a statutory authority to manage the SES,
which will assist the SES in its management and assist
it to provide a sustainable budget framework into the
future.
I congratulate the SES volunteers who support us, and I
congratulate their families who support them in their
work. I wish the Sunbury SES a happy 30th birthday. I
thank them on behalf of the people of the electorate of
Macedon.

Victorian Communities: senior appointments
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I stand to condemn
this lazy, inept and incompetent Labor government for
employing more cardigan-wearing, folder-carrying and
coffee-drinking public servants in their own
departments at the expense of classroom teachers,
nurses and front-line police.
It has been brought to my attention that the Department
for Victorian Communities (DVC) has appointed
another layer of senior bureaucrats who will be carrying
the secretary’s briefcase and coffee to meetings. In an
email Yehudi Blacher said:
… the senior executive group will be expanded to include a
number of executive directors to provide greater input into
important discussions on strategic issues for the department.
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This group will assume both horizontal leadership roles as
well as the traditional line management functions for the
department.

I hope his definition of ‘horizontal leadership’ does not
involve sleeping on the job after a meal and a
cappuccino at taxpayers’ expense.
Perhaps Mr Blacher should use some of the extra staff
to fix the mess in the Office of Multicultural Affairs.
Multicultural affairs in Victoria has come to a complete
stop. There are no new ideas, no new initiatives and no
new vision — just more public servants in DVC
enjoying skinny milk cappuccinos and carrying folders
up and down the corridor.
We need more classroom teachers, more nurses for
hospitals, more police on our streets and fewer public
servants who are simply there to provide advice to
incompetent ministers.

Summerhill Residential Park: tenant rights
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to acknowledge the
wonderful work of the residents of the Summerhill
Residential Park in advancing the rights of caravan park
tenants. The residents are mainly elderly pensioners,
many of whom are fragile and in poor health, yet they
have shouldered a heavy burden, particularly the
residents representatives, who have been willing to
stand up publicly for the rights of their fellow residents
during a long struggle between the residents and the
operator of Summerhill. Some of the key individuals in
this struggle for greater residents rights are Mr Lionel
and Mrs Marion Foster, Mr John Canard and Mrs June
Walkeden, among many others. Bullying and cowardly
threats against the residents, and especially their
representatives, have been met with bravery and
dignity.
Laws are changed not just by legislators but also by
ordinary people willing to stand up and fight injustice.
The fruits of these brave residents’ struggle will be
found in the improved rights for long-term residents of
caravan parks that I know this government is
committed to. I would also like to place on the record
the tireless work of my direct predecessor as the
member for Preston, who put Summerhill at the centre
of the last few years of his time in this place. He too can
take credit for highlighting the need to improve the
rights of long-term residents in caravan parks.

Warranwood Road, Warranwood: pedestrian
crossing
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I would like to
draw attention to a road in my electorate that requires
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urgent work. It is my understanding that VicRoads
considers the much-needed improvements to
Warranwood Road in Warranwood to be of low
importance, but local residents, including those who
live in the AshCare Retirement Village, would beg to
differ. As it stands there is no sealed footpath along
Warranwood Road, only a path laid with gravel.
AshCare residents who are reliant on motorised
wheelchairs are unable to get proper traction on the
gravel. Other residents with walking difficulties or
those using walking frames encounter similar problems.
Further to this, a pedestrian refuge also needs to be
installed to ensure the safety of pedestrians. The bend in
the road makes it difficult to see traffic approaching for
anyone attempting to access the two bus stops on the
road. Crossing the width of Warranwood Road all at
once can be dangerous, particularly for the young and
for the infirm. Both Maroondah City Council and the
Royal Automobile Club of Victoria have flagged this
project as a high priority. Despite repeated requests for
funding, VicRoads south-east regional manager
recently said there were no plans to improve the road or
to install a crossing.
Local residents say they need these improvements, but
apparently this government knows better. I endorse the
rights of the residents of AshCare and the wider
Warranwood community to be able to travel to the local
shops or use the bus stop safely, and I call on the
Bracks government to commit to a viable and safe
solution to those living in and around Warranwood
Road in the immediate future.

Trams: Plenty Road stops
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to draw the
attention of members to a very important upgrade of six
tram stops throughout the Bundoora electorate.
Members may be aware that in May last year the
Bracks government committed $250 million over a
10-year period to make public transport in Victoria
more accessible. The government is getting on with the
job of delivering this program, and work started on six
tram stops on Plenty Road through Bundoora and
Kingsbury several weeks ago. The work, which should
be completed by the end of March this year, includes
stops at Kingsbury Drive, Curtain Street, Bundoora
Park, Greenwood Drive, Bundoora Extended Care and
Grimshaw Street. The new stops will be compliant with
the federal Disability Discrimination Act and
essentially will involve the construction of elevated
platforms.
Many of us take for granted the ability to move around
within our towns and cities, but for many people the
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ability to do a simple thing like go to the shops or to a
medical appointment can be a real challenge, if not
impossible. These works being delivered by the Bracks
government will help the elderly, people with
disabilities and people with prams to board and alight
from trams. The Bracks government is getting on with
the job by rolling out these new tram stops.

Alexandra Secondary College: driver-training
program
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week the member for
Seymour and I attended a meeting to discuss the future
state government funding of the Alexandra Secondary
College driver-training program. The meeting was
organised by passionate driver training advocate John
Birtchnell, OAM, and chaired by Bob Flower, the
mayor of Murrindindi shire. Attendees included
driver-training experts and local police.
There was unanimous support for the program, with
comments from the local police saying that they are
150 per cent behind the program and that the local
accident rate has declined from being off the scale
before the program started 15 years ago to minimal
now. The problem of the lack of state government
funding appears to be due to the government using
irrelevant overseas data and a grossly inadequate
evaluation of the local program, but the facts speak for
themselves. Prior to the establishment of the program
by the local Rotary club, out of 60 year 10 students at
Alexandra Secondary College in 1969, 25 were killed
in road accidents in the following 10 years. Since the
program started in 1993 over 1300 students have
completed the pre-licence driver education and training
program, and there has not been one death of a student
who has done the program.
Similar programs operate in Charlton, Alpine shire and
the Mornington Peninsula. The member for Seymour
and I strongly support the program, and we will
continue to support local community efforts to obtain
state government funding to ensure that more students
can benefit from pre-licence driver education and
training.

Friends of Edgars Creek
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Congratulations
to the Friends of Edgars Creek group for its visionary
work to achieve recognition of the environmental and
recreational value of Edgars Creek and its surrounds.
Friends of Edgars Creek, ably led by Stephen Northey,
is a recently formed community group under the
auspices of the vibrant and dedicated Friends of Merri
Creek. One of the friends’ aims is to protect and restore
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habitat for the 48 fauna species recorded within
1.5 kilometres of Kodak bridge. At the group’s
inaugural meeting I had the pleasure of being involved
in helping map out a short, medium and long-term
vision for Edgars Creek surrounds with people from a
broad range of skills bases that included horticulture,
birdwatching, knowledge of local indigenous plant life,
corporate governance, landscaping and geology.
Work is under way to engage more stakeholders, such
as the Merri Creek management committee, Melbourne
Water and Moreland council, and of course Friends of
Merri Creek, to obtain funding to rehabilitate the lower
section of Edgars Creek between Henty Street and the
confluence of the Edgars and Merri creeks with
particular emphasis around the areas of
geomorphological significance.
Congratulations to Stephen Northey, Aliey Ball and
Anita Morgan, and Aliey Ball again for her job with
water watch officers Anita Morgan and Patrick Belford.
Thanks to Eamonn Fennessy, Ray Radford, Brian
Bainbridge and Dave Crawford, who are from
Moreland council, the Friends of Merri Creek and
MECCARG, the Merri and Edgars Creek Confluence
Area Restoration Group.

Gaming: poker machines
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In December
2006 a Victorian County Court judge, Roland
Williams, remarked:
How a so-called civilised society can allow and offer the
mindless operation of poker machines to witless members of
the public under the euphemism of gaming and entertainment
is no doubt a question for the sociologists of this world.

He was making those remarks in the context of
sentencing a woman who stole more than $3.5 million
from her employer to fund her addiction to $1 poker
machines. He further said:
I feel constrained to remark how sad a situation this is … sad
that the availability of gambling in this state is such that you
found it so easy to turn to it as your outlet, and once started
you readily became trapped by the gimmicky enticements and
rewards.

Liberal Party policy at the last state election was to
reduce the number of gaming machines in this state by
some 5000, a policy which the Labor Party rejected. At
one gaming venue in the electorate of Williamstown,
the Williamstown RSL, over a defined period some
$326 000 was extracted from working Victorians,
leading, no doubt, to increased numbers of problem
gamblers and an increase in family misery, hardship,
poverty, criminal charges, debt and family violence.
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Anita Samardzija
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I would like to
take this opportunity to mention a young student from
my electorate, Anita Samardzija, and to pay tribute to
the school where she was head school captain —
namely, Thornbury High School. Anita has won the
Darebin Young Citizen of the Year award for 2007.
Anita won the award for her student leadership at
Thornbury High School in 2006 and for her active role
in raising awareness about the plight of refugees. She
and her parents were themselves refugees from Croatia,
from where they were forced to flee in 1996. On arrival
in Australia they spoke no English.
Anita took part in Thornbury High School’s campaign
to prevent the deportation of Thai student, Nak
Assavatheptavee. The school made a documentary,
Saving Nak, which was shown at the State Theatre in
Sydney. Anita flew to Sydney to provide a voice-over
for the screening.
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The Healesville community turned out in numbers
again to support the RSL in Healesville, which is
dedicated to providing services to veterans and their
families. Again, I thank and congratulate the
Healesville RSL for the great work it does for the
community.

Kilmore skate park: opening
Mr HARDMAN — On Saturday, 17 February, I
attended the opening of the Kilmore skate park. I wish
to congratulate the members of the Kilmore skate park
committee — and those who supported them in their
efforts, such as the Kilmore Police Community
Consultative Committee and the Shire of Mitchell —
on the fantastic new skate park that has been created for
the young people of Kilmore and its district.

Anita is no stranger to this place. She spoke at the
Victorian Youth Constitutional Convention, where she
debated against John Cain, Jr, our former Premier,
arguing for a mandatory human rights charter. She has
been a guest speaker at many functions, including a
regional convention held at Lalor Secondary College.
Anita has commenced a course in international studies
at the city campus of RMIT University, and I wish her
all the best.

The opening was attended by a number of enthusiastic
skateboarders and BMX bike riders and even a couple
of unicycle riders. The park has been funded through
the local community, the Mitchell shire and the state
government. I would particularly like to mention Elaine
De Gabrielle, a key driver of this project, who
dedicated her time to ensure that the project, which was
originally a passion of her late husband, Cr Sam
De Gabrielle, was followed through. She did so by
finding a space, gaining support from the local
community and obtaining funding for the project. It is
already providing a safe, alternative leisure space for
the young people of the Kilmore district.

In the nomination statement for the award it was said
that:

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Clayton
has 30 seconds.

She is a great human being, a compassionate, selfless and
empathetic young lady.

TRUenergy: debt collection

This is the third year running that a student from
Thornbury High School has won the Darebin Young
Citizen of the Year award. It is a vibrant and successful
school. I look forward to the school’s ongoing success
and the contribution its students will undoubtedly make
to our community.

Returned Services League: Healesville
sub-branch
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to thank the
Healesville RSL sub-branch for its efforts to create a
memorial for all those who have served their country at
home and abroad. On Sunday the RSL held a
dedication ceremony for the new memorial. Its purpose
is to provide a place for reflection by RSL members
and members of the community on the days when we
remember those who have served our country. The
memorial was funded entirely by community funds.

Mr LIM (Clayton) — Recently I became aware that
TRUenergy wrongly set a debt collector onto a
customer for the sum of $28.86. The problem occurred
because TRUenergy twice ignored the customer’s
advice to send the bill for their holiday house to their
Melbourne residence. On the second occasion
TRUenergy made the situation worse by opening a
second account so that the holiday house had two
accounts for the one electricity supply.
The customer and her husband had paid what was
owing on the first account for the holiday house and
paid in full for the second account — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 December 2006; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This bill has two main
purposes. The first is to put beyond doubt the capacity
of the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and
Victorian Crown prosecutors to be appointed to
prosecute offences of other jurisdictions within
Australia, both in the commonwealth jurisdiction and in
other states and territories, and to specify the
circumstances of such appointments. The second
purpose is to allow the Director of Public Prosecutions
or DPP legal staff of another state or territory to be
appointed as Crown prosecutors to prosecute Victorian
offences.
To examine the bill in more detail I turn to clause 3,
which proposes to insert in the Public Prosecutions Act
1994 new section 22(1)(cc), which says that:
if the Director, with the consent of the Attorney-General,
holds an appointment, commission or authority to prosecute
offences against laws of the Commonwealth or another State
or a Territory, to institute, prepare and conduct proceedings in
accordance with that appointment, commission or
authority …

In other words, it will provide that, if the director holds
such an appointment, one of the director’s purposes will
be to institute, prepare and conduct proceedings in
accordance with the appointment that the DPP holds.
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anything done or purported to have been done under the
principal act before the commencement of these
amendments which would have been validly done had
the act been amended is deemed always to have had the
same force and effect as it would have had if the
amendments had been in operation at that time.
Overall the scheme of this bill is straightforward and
logical. It makes it clear that there is a power for the
Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and Crown
prosecutors to be appointed to prosecute
commonwealth offences and offences in other
Australian states and territories and, conversely, to
allow Victorian appointments of interstate legal staff.
However, I will raise a number of specific concerns
about the bill on behalf of the opposition, particularly
relating to retrospectivity. We are very keen to hear
further from the Attorney-General as to the reasons for
the retrospective provision and the justification for it.
The retrospective operation of legislation should not be
lightly enacted, and certainly the house should not be
asked to approve any retrospective legislation without
explanation or justification, in particular as to what
cases might be affected by that retrospective operation.
It should also be said in passing that there are some
issues separate to this bill in relation to the state’s
capacity to appoint the commonwealth Director of
Public Prosecutions to conduct prosecutions of state
offences. These complications arise out of some of the
High Court’s interpretations of commonwealth
legislation. However, those complications are not
directly affected by the bill before the house.

Clause 4 of the bill operates in the other direction by
allowing the appointment of a director of public
prosecutions from another state or territory, or a
member of the staff of the office of the director who is a
legal practitioner, to be appointed under the Victorian
legislation as a Crown prosecutor for the period that he
or she is the DPP or a member of staff of the DPP of
that other jurisdiction. That is to be achieved by
inserting a new subsection (3A) after section 32(3) of
the Public Prosecutions Act 1994.

Opposition members raised a number of issues about
the bill with departmental staff when we were briefed
on the bill, including its retrospective operation. One of
the Attorney-General’s advisers who was present at the
briefing refused to allow the departmental staff to
provide any information to the opposition about the
reasons for the retrospective provision. They also
refused to allow certain other information to be
provided to the opposition. We found that both
regrettable and frustrating in our attempts to understand
the logic behind the bill and to get what we would have
considered some fairly innocuous explanations as to
how various provisions arose and how they are
intended to operate. Nonetheless, the
Attorney-General’s staff took on notice the various
questions that they did not permit to be answered at the
briefing.

The only other provision of the bill which is of
substance is clause 6, which inserts a retrospective
validation provision — new section 55 — into the
Public Prosecutions Act 1994. This will provide that

After some time and some exchanges of phone calls
with the Attorney-General’s office, and following some
intervening changes of staff within his office, I was
provided with some information on those questions

A parallel provision is inserted by clause 5 of the bill in
relation to Crown prosecutors. It sets out a similar
power for a Crown prosecutor if the Crown prosecutor,
with the consent of the director, holds such an
appointment, commission or authority.
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yesterday. I want to acknowledge and thank Danny
McGlone, who I understand is a new member of the
Attorney-General’s staff, for his efforts to obtain and
convey to me information about and responses to the
issues raised by the opposition at the briefing. However,
it certainly would have been a lot easier if the
Attorney-General’s other adviser had allowed a more
direct interchange at the briefing.
I turn now to deal with the concerns which we raised
and which remain outstanding. The first relates to the
manner in which appointments of persons to hold these
various powers will operate — in particular, whether
the appointments are to be general or for particular
purposes, or whether they are to be case specific or
otherwise time limited, and if they are not and are
intended to be open-ended appointments, what capacity
there is to revoke them. It is worth stating at this point
that in his second-reading speech the Attorney-General
indicated that the purpose of making clear the power of
the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and
Crown prosecutors to be appointed in relation to
commonwealth offences is so they can conduct joint
prosecutions where both commonwealth law and state
law are applicable to a particular case.
However, in relation to appointing interstate or territory
DPPs or Crown prosecutors, the reason given by the
Attorney-General relates to situations where there may
be a conflict of interest or a perception of bias in the
other jurisdiction — for example, in the DPP’s office
prosecuting a member of its staff. I would be interested
if the Attorney-General has in mind any other
circumstances in which these reciprocal interstate or
territory powers will be exercised.
The information that was provided to me yesterday by
Mr McGlone is, as I understand it, that the general
practice is that appointments between jurisdictions are
on a case-specific basis. In other words, there is an
appointment for the purpose of prosecuting a particular
case, and therefore there is no need for there to be an
express power to revoke the appointment of somebody
under the legislation. However, looking at the bill itself,
that does not seem to be the case, at least not in all
instances.
Clause 4 inserts a provision for the appointment of the
Director of Public Prosecutions of another jurisdiction
or a member of the staff of that DPP’s office ‘for the
period that he or she is that director or such a member’.
This does not seem to be an appointment that is limited
to any specific case, and that therefore raises the
question of whether there ought to be a provision to
revoke that appointment. It may be that circumstances
change or a policy changes and some difficulty is seen
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with that appointment and therefore there is a need for
it to be revoked, but the power does not seem to be
there for that appointment to be revoked.
In relation to an appointment of a Victorian to conduct
prosecutions on behalf of the commonwealth or other
states or territories, that appointment is subject to the
consent of the Attorney-General, in the case of the
DPP, or the consent of the DPP in the case of a Crown
prosecutor. That consent can be general or specific.
Therefore presumably it is possible for the consent to
be limited in such a way that it would expire or perhaps
be able to be revoked, but it seems to be an awkward
way to impose limits on such appointments. That is a
relatively limited and mechanical matter. But it is one
that is worth putting on record, because these things are
better sorted out at the time of legislating rather than
giving rise to complications in practice down the track.
The main area that the opposition remains concerned
about is the retrospective validation of things that may
occur prior to these amendments being passed. The
response provided to the opposition by Mr McGlone,
again as I understand it, is that no specific cases have
prompted the inclusion of this validation provision in
the legislation and that the legislation as a whole arose
out of consultation by the Office of Public Prosecutions
with various other DPP offices. However, that does not
make the situation fully clear. I also think that as a
matter of appropriate procedure this house should not
have to rely simply on an oral response provided to me
by a member of the Attorney-General’s staff.
It is worth making the point that a similar concern was
raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee of this Parliament in its Alert Digest No. 1
of 2007, where it flagged the issue of the bill potentially
trespassing unduly on rights or freedoms. It said:
The committee notes the retrospective effect of the validating
provision proposed by new section 55.
The committee will write to the Attorney-General to seek
advice whether he is aware of any person who has a legal
proceedings on foot that may be adversely affected by the
validating provision.
Pending further advice the committee draws attention to the
provision.

There is no further reference to a response from the
Attorney-General in Alert Digest No. 2, which was
tabled in this house a short while ago. Accordingly this
house has no elucidation via the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee as to whether any person who
has legal proceedings on foot may be adversely affected
or, indeed, as to whether there is anybody whose trial
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has already been concluded who may be adversely
affected by the retrospective validation.
There may well be limited circumstances in which
retrospective legislation can be justified, and this house
does pass retrospective legislation from time to time.
But it is something that needs very careful scrutiny to
make sure that people who have relied in good faith on
a particular legal regime do not have their legal position
overturned retrospectively. Indeed it is a fundamental
principle that the retrospective alteration of a legal
regime on which somebody has acted in good faith is
bad law. In relation to that the head of the Criminal Bar
Association has made it clear to me that in his view the
association would be completely opposed to a provision
such as is contained in this bill.
As far as members of the opposition are concerned I
would not describe our position as being categorically
opposed to it, but we want to understand the reasons for
it. We believe that those reasons should be laid before
this house and thus available for the whole community
to see and understand. If there have been prosecutions
undertaken under appointments which may be invalid
and therefore there is a doubt about the validity of those
prosecutions, then we in this house and the wider
community are entitled to know that, to know the
circumstances and to know the rationale for seeking to
validate such a case.
It is unfortunately further evidence of the contempt in
which the current government increasingly holds this
Parliament that the Attorney-General can introduce
legislation such as this, which has potentially
far-reaching retrospective validation provisions, and yet
give no justification to this house or the community as
to what consequences the retrospective validation will
have or what the rationale for that validation is.
The opposition’s position on the bill is that we support
the objectives and are prepared to support the bill as a
whole, provided the Attorney-General gives to this
house and to the community a sufficient and reasonable
explanation of the need for retrospective validation.
Hopefully the Attorney-General will provide such an
explanation and the bill can therefore proceed through
the Parliament. However, if we do not receive such an
explanation from the Attorney-General, then this is an
issue that the opposition will pursue in another place.
Subject to these qualifications and concerns, the
objectives of the bill seem laudable, and they are
objectives which the opposition supports.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The Public
Prosecutions Amendment Bill is a relatively simple
piece of legislation. It specifically enables the Victorian
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Director of Public Prosecutions to prosecute offences in
another jurisdiction and enables reciprocal powers to be
given to directors of public prosecutions in other states
to prosecute Victorian laws in their jurisdictions.
Mr Delahunty — We have consulted very widely
on this one.
Mr WALSH — We have consulted very widely on
this bill. As I said, the bill is a relatively minor piece of
legislation, but it gives legislative certainty to a process
that effectively already applies. Currently the Victorian
Director of Public Prosecutions and the commonwealth
Director of Public Prosecutions are able to prosecute
offences against the laws of other jurisdictions.
Typically those arrangements prevail in the prosecution
of drug offences involving both commonwealth
offences — for example, the importation of drugs —
and Victorian offences — for example, the trafficking
of those drugs.
Currently there is a gap in Victorian legislation in that,
unlike the commonwealth act, the Victorian act does
not contain an exclusive basis on which the Victorian
Director of Public Prosecutions and Crown prosecutors
can receive and exercise commonwealth authority. The
bill fills that gap. The bill makes two other minor
amendments to provide the specific capacity for the
Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions to prosecute
offences under the laws of another state or territory.
The Nationals support this legislation. As I said, it is a
minor piece of legislation and effectively provides
powers for what is already happening within the
system. We wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the Public
Prosecutions Amendment Bill. The government
strongly supports the bill and hopes that it will gain the
support of the other parties. This is a bill that residents
in the Mitcham electorate would also support strongly,
because its basis is cooperation. As members
understand it, cooperation is very much an integral
element of a functioning federation, and this bill seeks
to further enhance the cooperative arrangements that
have been in place for some time between the
commonwealth and Victoria.
There is an interesting contrast between what we are
trying to do here and what the commonwealth is trying
to do about water. In the past few weeks we have in
effect been lectured from Canberra and told that the
problem with the Murray–Darling system is the
inability of the states, including Victoria, to cooperate
with each other and the commonwealth. That is
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notwithstanding the fact that, as members of the
government understand and as The Nationals have
pointed out recently, Victoria has the most efficient
irrigation system in that basin. It is refreshing that we
can return to a more constructive debate in which all
sides recognise the tremendous progress that has been
made in recent years between the commonwealth and
the states on a number of fronts, but most importantly
on matters of justice.
To that end it is worth pointing out that the progress
that has been made in recent years on corporate
regulation in this country, on policing and on the
community’s response to terrorism has all been on the
back of the states willingly supporting transfers of
power to the commonwealth. I just want to put that on
the record.
In his second-reading speech the Attorney-General
gave a very succinct rationale for the bill. He referred to
the way that the commonwealth and the state of
Victoria have been able to work effectively in relation
to justice issues and prosecutions. He made out the case
for the need to further enhance that cooperation,
through providing:
… an explicit basis on which the Victorian DPP and Crown
prosecutors can receive and exercise this commonwealth
authority.

That is a measure that people in my electorate and
Victorians universally would support. It is a
common-sense measure and one that is born of
continual dialogue between attorneys-general in this
country. By virtue of the changes the bill effectively
extends the interchangeability of prosecutors in the
country, and that is a good thing.
It is perhaps worthwhile at this stage to look at some
circumstances in which that interchangeability is of
benefit to the community. The Attorney-General in his
second-reading speech referred to drug offences as
being typical of those involving both commonwealth
and Victorian law. We have ongoing cases of
importation and trafficking, which provide a very good
example. I will refer to a couple of other examples.
The first of these was reported in the Australian of
26 January this year. It relates, conversely — or
perversely, perhaps — to a New South Wales senior
prosecutor who at that stage had pleaded guilty to a
charge of possessing child pornography on his personal
computer. I do not wish to go into the background of
that case, notwithstanding the fact that he had been
reported as pleading guilty.
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The key point of the article was that the individual was
not going to be prosecuted by one of his colleagues.
Because of his particular office there was a respect for
the fact that the prosecution ought to be done
independently, and in fact he would be prosecuted by
Victoria’s most senior public prosecutor, Jeremy
Rapke, who would be called in to represent the Crown
at a sentencing hearing. That is a very practical example
of the way the states can work together to ensure that
justice is observed and that prosecutions are conducted
in the most efficient and fair manner possible.
Another very topical example concerns the Cole
inquiry into the affairs of the Australian Wheat Board
(AWB). As all members would recall, Commissioner
Cole was charged in November 2005 with a task,
amongst other things, of establishing — I quote from
the Australian of 28 November last year:
‘… whether decisions, actions, conduct or payments by
Australian companies mentioned in the Volcker inquiry into
the UN oil-for-food program breached any federal, state or
territory law’. The inquiry was expanded to include BHP
Billiton and Tigris Petroleum.

That was an unusual role to give to a commissioner —
to actually investigate potential breaches of both
commonwealth and state law — but it is a very vital
role and Commissioner Cole did an excellent job. I
think all members of the house would acknowledge the
considerable work that was done last year on the fairly
fulsome report — some 2065 pages — that was
completed and tabled in the federal Parliament in late
November. I believe he deserves congratulations. He
was asked to investigate a very tawdry episode in
Australia’s corporate history, in which one of
Australia’s leading companies knowingly rorted the
United Nations oil-for-food program and passed over
hundreds of millions of dollars in kickbacks to a
despised regime.
Of course his investigations only related to that
company and the related companies in so far as
dealings with Iraq were concerned. Whether or not
AWB has been involved in questionable practices
elsewhere remains to be seen. But a number of findings
were presented in his report which was tabled in late
November. Referring again to the Australian of
28 November last year:
Mr Cole found the AWB executives may have been
accessories to offences committed by the company, including
possible breaches of the Crimes Act, Criminal Code, the
Banking (Foreign Exchange) Regulations and the
Corporations Act.

The article went on to report on findings against one
particular individual of the 11, Mr Norman Davidson
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Kelly, who was founder of the BHP Billiton-related
company, Tigris Petroleum.
Mr Clark — Is this related to the bill?
Mr ROBINSON — It is, because the finding
against Mr Kelly was that there had been a possible
breach of Victoria’s Crimes Act.
In the event that these findings make their way to actual
prosecutions — and that remains to be seen — we will
have a series of breaches of state law and
commonwealth law by a group of individuals. In that
circumstance a question would need to be asked as to
how efficiently those prosecutions could take place. I
think most members would agree with me that it would
be unwise and unproductive to have the commonwealth
conduct some prosecutions and the state then having to
repeat the whole exercise against some of those who
had already been charged. It would be a much better
thing for the interchangeability provisions of the
legislation we are looking at and related legislation to
be activated so that those prosecutions can proceed
most efficiently. That is a very good example of the
way the legislative measures we are looking at
today and those the bill builds on can be applied to the
benefit of all Victorians.
I note the comments made by the shadow
Attorney-General, and I understand the
Attorney-General will comment on them in his
summing up. My reading of the provision that the
shadow minister was talking about — clause 6, which
inserts new section 55 — is that it is one which is not
uncommon in these matters. In my time in this place we
have had a few. It is very important that we get those
referral powers absolutely right, notwithstanding what
happens later on.
I recall one example when a prominent Victorian,
Mr John Elliott, was charged and the prosecution,
which involved the expenditure of millions of dollars,
collapsed on the basis that a later examination showed
that the referral powers had not been exercised entirely
appropriately. The individual in that case got off on a
technicality. I do not think Victorians regarded that as a
good investment of money. In so far as it goes towards
streamlining and making sure that these referrals are
executed properly, the measure is a good thing. This is
good legislation, and it deserves support.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I am very pleased that
the member for Mitcham has identified that the
Attorney-General will be coming into the house to deal
with what is probably the principal grievance in relation
to this bill. The examples concerning the Australian
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Wheat Board and John Elliott have absolutely nothing
to do with the ability to prosecute.
In relation to the prosecution of Mr Elliott, that matter
went before His Honour Justice Vincent, one of the
most senior Supreme Court judges at the time, who
ruled that the evidence the Crown sought to bring
forward was inadmissible. That was later ruled upon
after the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP)
appealed to the Court of Appeal. I note that Justice
Vincent since that time has been appointed, quite
properly given his eminence in the profession, to the
Court of Appeal. Secondly, in relation to the Australian
Wheat Board, it had nothing to do with a prosecution.
That was a creature of the executive government. It is
still an inquiry at this stage, but it may be a prosecution.
Also I think the member for Mitcham has failed to
grasp the gravity of this issue in relation to
retrospectivity. No-one disagrees with the fact that, with
an abundance of caution, it is prudent to have the
ability, particularly in relation to matters such as drug
cases where there is a commonality of interest both in
commonwealth law as well as state law, for the
commonwealth DPP to be able to prosecute those
matters as well as state matters and vice versa. As the
member for Mitcham has identified, this measure
addresses perhaps an oversight in the state legislation
that does not have any counterpart in the
commonwealth legislation that provides for the state
DPP to have that ability to prosecute commonwealth
matters and vice versa.
The critical issue the opposition has raised here —
again it has only been tangentially addressed by the
member for Mitcham, and perhaps that is
understandable because he is used to providing a lot of
rhetoric without any degree of substance — is
retrospectivity. That is the most important thing and the
substance of the issue. There have been a number of
bills passed, certainly in my seven years in this place,
that have corrected some problems retrospectively.
A matter that immediately springs to mind is an
amendment that was made to the various laws
governing domestic violence. There had been some
20 000 decisions by magistrates granting intervention
orders under the law on the basis of consent without
having those matters heard and determined as was
required by the legislation. The parties sought the
intervention orders by consent, but because there was
no investigation by the presiding magistrate some
20 000 orders were brought into question as a result of
a decision of the Court of Appeal. We quite properly
rectified that matter because that which we thought was
the correct position had obviously been changed by the
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Court of Appeal, which had adopted a literal
interpretation of the legislation.
Importantly the bill that went through ensured that the
rights of the parties that had been vindicated by the
courts in that precise case, which had gone to the Court
of Appeal, were specifically preserved. That is very
common, and certainly in my time there have been two
or three bills where the rights of individual parties that
have been vindicated and declared by the court have
been specifically preserved.
Another bill that passed through this house related to
the action of a fisherman down in Gippsland who had
had the temerity to challenge the administrative
decisions of the then Minister for Agriculture, who had
abolished the fisherman’s licence supposedly in
accordance with the act. However, it was alleged that
the discretion by the minister had miscarried, and a
prerogative writ was issued in the Supreme Court.
Notwithstanding that particular case, it was a matter of
enormous controversy when that anomaly was
retrospectively corrected by legislation that
extinguished the rights of a litigant then currently
before the courts — something without any precedent
that any person in this place at that time was able to
provide to this house. A number of rhetorical
statements were made, but no example was ever
provided of a litigant currently before the courts whose
rights had been extinguished.
A valid question that the opposition and the people of
Victoria should ask the Attorney-General about this
retrospective change is: has anybody taken the point,
not just a case that might be on foot, that a prosecution
is invalid because the person prosecuting was not
authorised in accordance with the law? I note that the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
has explicitly drawn attention to this by saying in Alert
Digest No. 1:
The committee will write to the Attorney-General to seek
advice whether he is aware of any person who has a legal
proceedings on foot that may be adversely affected by the
validating provision.

Regrettably it should also ask the question: have there
been any past cases, although the proceeding may no
longer be on foot, that may now be declared invalid by
virtue of the retrospective nature of this change? It is an
important question.
The general thrust of the bill is supported by all parties,
but the issue is the retrospective nature of proposed
section 55. The Attorney-General must come into the
house and address two issues — something that has
been in part identified by SARC and very eloquently by
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the shadow Attorney-General. Those two issues are:
whether there are any proceedings on foot that may be
adversely affected, and whether there have been any
proceedings that may be adversely affected by this
retrospective change. The people of Victoria deserve to
be provided with answers to these questions. They
should not be dismissed by any flippant,
condescending, rhetorical comments. They are serious
questions that need serious responses.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am very pleased to
speak in support of the Public Prosecutions
Amendment Bill. In many senses this is a technical and
machinery piece of legislation, but it nonetheless does
important things to clarify the important issue of who
can conduct prosecutions in Victorian courts in relation
to different criminal actions.
The legislation makes two separate changes to the
arrangements relating to the Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP). In the first instance it will enable
directors of public prosecutions from other states and
territories to be appointed as Victorian Crown
prosecutors. This will enable them to prosecute
Victorian offences when necessary, such as where a
conflict-of-interest issue might otherwise arise. The
legislation currently enables commonwealth DPPs to be
appointed so that the commonwealth can prosecute
both Victorian and commonwealth offences.
This bill will enable DPPs from other states and
territories to share in the power that is currently the
preserve of the commonwealth DPP — for example,
the bill will allow the New South Wales DPP to
prosecute in the Victorian courts under Victorian law a
matter that involves a real or perceived conflict of
interest where someone who is associated with the
Victorian DPP’s office or who has a close relationship
with law enforcement in Victoria is the subject of
criminal charges. It is a very important principle that we
ensure not only that there is no conflict of interest but
also that there is no perception of a conflict of interest
in relation to matters such as prosecutions carried out in
this jurisdiction.
The second matter this bill deals with concerns creating
legal clarity and certainty around a set of arrangements
that have operated for a considerable number of years
on an informal basis — that is, it makes clear that the
Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and Crown
prosecutors in Victoria can receive the authority and
exercise powers to prosecute offences in other
Australian jurisdictions. This currently occurs on
occasion — the Victorian DPP and Crown prosecutors
can and do prosecute matters in other Australian states
or territories — but there is no explicit statutory
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foundation for the conferral and exercise of that power.
It is something that has existed as an understanding in
the law, but it has never been specifically legislated for
in Victoria.
The bill before the house addresses this gap in the law
and brings the legislation into line with the equivalent
statutes in other jurisdictions. It is being brought in
through an abundance of caution, in a sense, to make
sure that no prosecution could be threatened or brought
into doubt through the raising of this technical
argument.
The situation with regard to both the amendments the
bill makes has come to the attention of the government
through a consultative process that has been going on
between the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions
and the DPP’s equivalent officers at the commonwealth
level and in other states and territories. The DPPs from
around Australia have a regular series of consultative
meetings, and it was arising out of those discussions
that the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions
brought the idea to the government that it was a
sensible, practical and appropriate amendment to the
legislation to clarify the status of the DPP and Crown
prosecutors in relation to prosecuting offences in other
Australian jurisdictions and also to enable DPPs from
other Australian jurisdictions — in addition to the
commonwealth — to prosecute Victorian offences.
This is an example of the government listening,
conferring and consulting with the appropriate law
enforcement officers. We have taken what we believe
to be sensible and appropriate advice of the eminent
Director of Public Prosecutions, Paul Coghlan, QC,
who is in charge of a very proficient, efficient and
successful office in Victoria.
The opposition has raised a couple of issues regarding
this legislation. As was said by my good friend the
member for Mitcham, who preceded me on this side of
the house, the Attorney-General will no doubt be
making further comments in relation to these matters in
due course.
In relation to the issue of retrospectivity it is common,
where the purpose of a piece of legislation such as this
is to clarify existing practice, to make the legislation
technically retrospective in order that the practice that
everyone has been operating under in the legal system
in this state, and in their relations with other states, is
reinforced. We are not changing the law; we are
clarifying it so that everyone understands that the law
we have been operating under for many years is clearly
and certainly the law. In that situation the nature of this
sort of legislation does not offend against what is
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sometimes regarded as the legal principle that
retrospectivity not be the reason for which legislation is
brought into this house. Quite clearly, if we were
changing the nature of legal rights and obligations
retrospectively, that would be a different matter. What
we are seeking to do here is to give legal certainty and
clarity to an existing situation, not change that situation.
Nonetheless, we have advice that there are no cases in
relation to this matter that would be subject to any
change as a consequence of the passing of this
legislation and its retrospective nature. This matter is
rather about an abundance of caution. We are taking the
advice of the Director of Public Prosecutions to clarify
the legal basis upon which prosecutions are dealt with
between different jurisdictions. For many years the
system in relation to the Victorian DPP and Crown
prosecutors operating in other Australian jurisdictions
has operated on a case-by-case, informal basis. This
legislation seeks to give a legal basis and legal standing
to the current arrangements and allows the
arrangements where prosecutors are appointed for
particular cases to continue.
We do not wish to change the way those appointments
are made, nor do we anticipate that there will be any
change. The way in which individual, case-by-case
arrangements are made to engage Crown prosecutors
for these rather special cases is intended to remain the
same. The legislation deals with these cases in a
sensible way. It does not change the situation or in any
sense make the bureaucratic system that is used for the
conferral of these powers any less flexible or more
restrictive than it currently is. It maintains the current
situation but gives it a clear and certain legal basis.
This government is very proud of the fact that it has an
independent and constitutionally safeguarded Director
of Public Prosecutions in this state. The office of the
DPP is an institution that was established by an earlier
Labor government, and this Bracks Labor government
has given the DPP constitutional protection by
including the office in the constitution. This legislation
gives the DPP particular powers. We are very happy to
support it, and I wish it well.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill for virtually the
same reasons as my colleagues. Once again I must
point out to the house that this is what the Bracks
government does very well. It expects the highest
standards of the law, and the community has a great
expectation of the highest standards of the law being
maintained. We are committed to open and responsive
government and working with the major stakeholders in
the criminal justice system.
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The bill clarifies and gives teeth to what has been
custom and practice. The Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP) and the Crown prosecutors derive
authority from and exercise powers to prosecute
offences in other jurisdictions from time to time. The
member for Mitcham quoted a case where that had
happened. But it has not been a formal arrangement;
rather, it has been informal in its nature. This bill gives
clarity and certainty by saying that this will happen
where there is a perceived conflict of interest in the
home jurisdiction — not just a conflict of interest but a
perceived conflict of interest. That is why we have such
a highly regarded judicial system in this state. Not only
do we address what is a conflict of interest, but also we
address a perceived conflict of interest as well. Having
clarity surround the arrangement may ensure that
challenges do not happen in the future.
The bill clarifies the arrangements under which the
Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and Crown
prosecutors can prosecute commonwealth and other
state and territory offences. It also clarifies the
arrangements under which power can be conferred on
commonwealth, state and territory DPPs or their staff to
prosecute Victorian offences. We heard specific
examples from the members for Mitcham and Prahran.
But from time to time the DPPs and the Crown
prosecutors get together and confer with each other
about what should or should not be clarified. I am
pleased this recommendation has come forward so that
we can clarify what has been custom and practice. The
Office of Public Prosecutions sought these amendments
following some of those consultations and chats
between the Australian directors of public prosecutions.
The amendments to this bill are compatible with the
charter of human rights that, interestingly, those on the
other side of the house wanted to dispense with. We
have members in the other place who are threatening to
work against the charter. It disturbs me when I hear
public utterances in the house that people will work
against the charter of human rights.
Human rights cannot be taken for granted. We look at
other countries and we are sometimes appalled by what
we see as their lack of human rights. Our charter of
human rights is very precious to me, and I am sure it is
to other members of the house. I have spoken many
times with the member for Macedon about the charter.
It is something that members on this side of the house
hold near and dear to their hearts. If there are any
attacks on the charter, members on this side of the
house will defend it vigorously. However, these
amendments are compatible with the charter of human
rights. They do not directly affect any rights that are
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currently protected by the charter, and indirectly
support the right to a fair hearing.
In case of a potential conflict of interest, this amending
bill ensures that an impartial prosecutor from another
jurisdiction can be appointed to prosecute Victorian
offences, and that has happened before. It will probably
happen again in the future, and that is why we have the
legislation before us.
It is good legislation, and I have the highest regard for
the judiciary in this state. When I say I have the highest
regard for the judiciary in this state, I mean that we can
all go to the courts in the city and watch their
deliberations. We can go to the County Court or we can
go to the Melbourne Magistrates Court, but if you
really want to see justice at the coalface, you should go
to a local magistrates court where you will really see
justice with its sleeves rolled up. I have been to my
local magistrates court, the Broadmeadows Magistrates
Court, and I have to say to the house that I have the
highest respect for the magistrates there. They do a fine
job under very difficult conditions at times.
The Broadmeadows court is not unlike any other
court — I am sure they all do a fine job — but the
Broadmeadows court is the one I know about. It is a
very humbling experience to see those men and women
taking on cases and dispensing justice without fear or
favour but with compassion and care. Any judicial
officer that needs to face the courts needs somebody
from another jurisdiction to deal with them in a fair and
just manner. They are no different from anybody else.
In conclusion, as other members have said, the
Attorney-General will come into the house at the end of
the debate on this bill. Questions have been asked
regarding retrospectivity, and we are informed that
there are no cases on foot that could be affected by this.
However, I am sure the Attorney-General will come in
and confirm that. I wish this legislation a speedy
passage through both this house and the other house. I
commend the bill to the house. As I said earlier, it
clarifies what has previously been custom and practice,
and it adds clarity to that situation.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Acting Speaker, I
congratulate you on your appointment as an Acting
Speaker, and I understand that this is the first occasion
you have performed that role.
I am pleased to support the Public Prosecutions
Amendment Bill. As a number of previous speakers
have said, it is not one of these long, tedious and
technical bills. It is quite a simple bill that seeks to
clarify and formalise what has been an informal
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arrangement for some time. This bill amends the Public
Prosecutions Act 1994 to give effect to the current
practice. As we have heard, there are currently informal
arrangements which allow the directors of public
prosecutions (DPPs) and Crown prosecutors to
prosecute offences in other jurisdictions as required.
Those arrangements will be supported by this
legislation, which will provide a framework to enhance
those arrangements.
We have heard from a number of other speakers some
examples of the sorts of circumstances that may arise
that require these arrangements to be made. One very
simple example is where someone within the Office of
the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Crown
prosecutors office may be charged with an offence.
There is probably not a prosecutor in Victoria who
would not know them, and therefore question the
impartiality of the prosecutor of the department.
One of the cornerstones of our judicial system, and one
that I am sure is supported by all sides of the house, is
the independence of the Office of Public Prosecutions
and the need for it to be seen to be without conflict, and
also to be seen to be able to prosecute without fear of
favour regardless of who you are or whether you are
known to the prosecutors. It is important that that office
be seen to be independent, because it is the cornerstone
of our judicial system. Without a prosecution we cannot
have a defence; and without both we cannot have a
trial. So those are really important parts of our justice
system.
These arrangements are important to avoid any
potential conflict of interest, by allowing the
appointment of an impartial prosecutor from another
jurisdiction if required. These arrangements also avoid
the need for two prosecutions to be run, in some
circumstances, when a particular prosecution is run
under both commonwealth and state laws. So these
current arrangements avoid the need for two
prosecutions to be run by two separate prosecution
agencies in relation to the one case. And again, we have
heard examples of where that may arise, typically, in
something like a drug case where there may be
breaches of both commonwealth and state laws.
Currently the Victorian act does not contain an explicit
basis on which the Victorian Director of Public
Prosecutions and Crown prosecutor can receive and
exercise this commonwealth authority. This bill
addresses that by providing an explicit statutory
foundation for these arrangements. One of the purposes
of the bill — although we have heard that nothing is
pending — is to assist in future in avoiding any
technical legal challenges that may arise as a result of
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the appointment of the DPP. These arrangements have
been sought by the Office of Public Prosecutions, and
have come about as a result of consultations between
Australia’s directors of public prosecutions, and we
have heard that they get together from time to time to
discuss critical issues across the country.
These amendments are compatible with the human
rights protected by the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act which was introduced by this
government last year. The bill faced resistance from the
opposition, which is not unexpected. We introduce bills
with a sound base, but oppositions being what they are
seek to find some major point of difference in order to
give themselves relevance by opposing a particular
part. In this case the opposition did not support the not
hugely controversial Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Bill when it was introduced into the
house. It was difficult to see how anyone could argue
with what it was trying to achieve.
This legislation before the house ensures that there is no
conflict with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act and allows those comparisons to
be made as a further check to legislation introduced into
this chamber. This bill has been looked at in the light of
the charter and determined to be consistent. In fact, it
further enhances some of the human rights in the
charter. For example, it enshrines the right to a fair
hearing by avoiding any conflict that may arise with the
DPP or the Crown prosecutor by appointing an
impartial prosecutor. So we make sure there is no
chance of an accusation that someone has not had a fair
trial because of a conflict with the prosecutor.
Allowing us to enshrine in legislation what has been a
current practice enhances that aspect of the charter. It
also supports the charter by ensuring there is no
unreasonable delay in any trial; this will be further
enhanced by facilitating the arrangements that have
previously been in place. The amendment enhances the
current practice, thereby ensuring there are no
unreasonable delays to a trial, which is consistent with
the charter of human rights.
The amendment supports the independent role of the
DPP and our Crown prosecutors. As I said, it is a
cornerstone of our legal system to ensure we prosecute
without fear or favour. One of the great strengths of our
system is that we do not elect either our prosecutors or
our judiciary in this country. I can only thank God that
we do not, and hope that we never go down the track of
introducing any type of political influence over either
the DPP or our judiciary. It is what makes our system
far superior to systems in many other Western
countries. It is the strength of this country. There are

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS AMENDMENT BILL
Tuesday, 27 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

also strengths in many aspects of our legal system in the
way we conduct elections in this country. It is another
example of where we have got it right.
This amendment enhances the judicial system, and it
enhances the roles of the DPP and Crown prosecutors.
It strengthens our judicial system by ensuring an
impartial prosecutor is in place and that trials are held
without unreasonable delays. It puts in place what has
worked very well but which is now given clarity and
certainty to prosecutors, to allow them to continue to
play their important role in our legal system. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am very pleased to
rise in support of another great piece of government
legislation — namely, the Public Prosecutions
Amendment Bill 2006. I have been listening to other
contributions, but I cannot quite work out whether or
not the opposition supports the bill; I think it does.
Certainly I support the bill because it is a
common-sense bill designed to clarify the arrangements
between the state of Victoria and other states and the
commonwealth so that the Victorian Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP) and Crown prosecutors can
prosecute commonwealth, state and territory offences.
That power can also be conferred on the
commonwealth, state and territory DPPs or their staff to
prosecute Victorian offences.
A number of instances have been mentioned by the
members for Mitcham and Prahran where this approach
is a common-sense one which avoids any confusion or
conflict of interest or other matters in the fair
application of the law. The legislation arose after the
Office of Public Prosecutions sought these amendments
following consultation between Australia’s directors of
public prosecutions and is a result of those DPPs
requesting it cover all the facets that needed to be
covered.
The Bracks government supports cooperation between
jurisdictions, and this bill will further that cooperation.
The states and the commonwealth cooperate in a
number of areas, in particular in legal matters, and that
is paramount for all the reasons I have just spoken
about. It will avoid the need for two prosecutions to be
run by two separate prosecution agencies in relation to
one case, which is a costly and inefficient duplication
and can have all sorts of other ramifications in the
application of the law.
I have spoken on many pieces of legal legislation
introduced by the Bracks government, and I believe we
have put in place a raft of great legal legislation. As
well as that, of course, the government has provided
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access to the legal system for a whole range of
communities in a whole range of ways.
Just as the member for Yuroke mentioned the
Broadmeadows court, I would like to particularly
mention the new courthouse which is going to be built
close to my electorate in Highett and which will be
called the Moorabbin courthouse. This particular
courthouse is a $30 million investment in our local
community. As well as housing the Children’s Court
and the Magistrates Court, it will be a premises for
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal hearings as
well. This is a great way for local communities to have
access to all those courts for the speedy resolution of
many of the legal processes they have to deal with.
So as well as legislative reform, which we are talking
about in this debate, practical reform of the legal system
is also going on at the grassroots level out in the
community. The member for Yuroke referred to
roll-up-your-sleeves magistrates courts. They add to the
range of legal services we provide to the state of
Victoria. This is a good piece of Bracks government
legislation that encourages the smooth operation of the
law. As has been said, it was requested by our
enforcement agencies themselves. The independence of
the Director of Public Prosecutions, which this
government brought into operation, has also been
discussed in relation to this legislation.
The Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill will also aid
cooperation between state and commonwealth
governmental levels. It is a good, practical piece of
legislation that should be supported by all parties in the
house, and it will be put into operation very smoothly.
A few questions were raised about the retrospective
nature of the legislation, but the member for Prahran
explained it, and the minister will come into the house
and address those issues too. I support this bill, which is
another good piece of government legislation. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to support
the Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill and join with
other members of the house in saying that this is good
legislation. We are discussing this legislation because
the Office of Public Prosecutions has sought
amendments following consultation between
Australia’s directors of public prosecutions.
As outlined by other speakers, the bill clearly proposes
two amendments to the Public Prosecutions Act of
1994. Firstly, it enables the directors of public
prosecutions in other states and territories — and
obviously the staff from their offices — to be appointed
as Victorian Crown prosecutors. This will enable them
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to prosecute Victorian offences, where necessary,
where there are conflicts of interests or perceived
conflicts of interest. Before I spoke on this bill I asked
what kinds of examples might come up where this
legislation would be appropriate. Some of those have
been outlined by the members for Mitcham and
Prahran, so I do not intend to repeat them. However, I
reinforce the point that we have to not only ensure there
is no conflict of interest but also make the provisions
clear so there is no perceived conflict of interest.
The principal act currently enables the commonwealth
Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) and his or her
staff to be appointed so that the commonwealth can
prosecute both Victorian and commonwealth offences.
The second amendment to the legislation will make it
clear that the Victorian DPP and Crown prosecutors can
receive the authority and exercise the power to
prosecute offences in other Australian jurisdictions. As
we have been informed, this currently occurs, but
because there is no explicit statutory foundation for
receiving the conferral or exercising it, this bill
addresses the gap and brings the act into line with
equivalent statutes in other jurisdictions.
This is good legislation. As I said, we have been
operating in the absence of this express authority, and
that has occurred under governments of different
political persuasions. It is really important that this
Parliament make sure that good legislation is enacted to
avoid technical legal challenges, and the government
has responded to requests for such legislation.
Part 4 of the Public Prosecutions Act is headed
‘Functions and powers of director’ and lays out those
functions and powers quite explicitly. Section 22(1)
says that the functions are:
(a) to institute, prepare and conduct on behalf of the Crown,
proceedings in the High Court, Supreme Court or
County Court in respect of any indictable offence; …
(b) if he or she considers it desirable to do so —
(i)

to institute, prepare and conduct any committal
proceeding under the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 …

In summary the bill clarifies the arrangements allowing
the Victorian DPP and Crown prosecutors to prosecute
commonwealth and other state and territory offences
and makes explicit the power that can be conferred on
commonwealth, state and territory DPPs or their staff to
prosecute here in Victoria.
As other members have said in speaking on the bill —
and a number of us have been making exactly the same
points — this has given us the opportunity to reflect on
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the wonderful court system that operates here in
Victoria and particularly in our own regions. I want to
acknowledge, along with the communities of
Melbourne’s west and north, two great senior
magistrates. The senior magistrate who, along with his
staff, deals most readily with my constituents at
Broadmeadows is Bob Kumar; and the senior
magistrate at Sunshine is John Doherty, and his staff
does a great job also.
I am sure that many of the constituents in Melbourne’s
west or north might not relish the opportunity to go to
court, but they know that if they go to the
Broadmeadows or Sunshine court they will get a fair
hearing and will be treated with great courtesy and
respect. Whatever role a constituent plays in the
execution of our justice system, they know they will be
treated with profound respect. I want to pay tribute to
the fine reputation and actions of those two courts. On
behalf of my community I express our gratitude,
because so often those courts go well beyond what
people would consider necessary in administering the
justice system in this state. With those concluding
words acknowledging the fine magistrates out my way,
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Public Prosecutions
Amendment Bill. As other members have said, this is
not a particularly complex piece of legislation. Often
the legislation put forward by the Attorney-General is
incredibly complex and difficult for members like me,
who are not lawyers, to get a detailed handle on in
terms of the research we do.
This is a quite simple, open-and-shut piece of
legislation which gives effect to the government’s
decision to amend the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 to
ensure that the legislation matches the established
cooperative arrangements which exist currently and
which enable the commonwealth Director of Public
Prosecutions and DPPs from other states and territories
to prosecute offences against the laws of Victoria and
under which the Victorian DPP can prosecute
commonwealth and other state and territory offences.
Like other members, I welcome this. It is good to have
some clarification guiding this sort of thing and some
proper legislation that actually puts teeth into the law
rather than just having an in-principle arrangement. As
other members have mentioned, not only does this
legislation clarify those arrangements but it ensures that
we do not have costly duplication where matters have
to be prosecuted in more than one jurisdiction.
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The Bracks government is committed to the highest
standards of law, in keeping with the Victorian
community’s expectations. Our legal practice and our
courts in Victoria are widely respected, and I think it is
important that that continue. The member for Prahran
reminded the house that it was the Bracks government
that enshrined within the constitution the powers and
the authority of the Director of Public Prosecutions,
which I think is a very important change. In the 1990s
we saw threats to the independence of that office,
which was not healthy for our democracy and not
healthy for the conduct of the courts or for
prosecutions. It could have contributed to a lack of
confidence by the community in our courts and
tribunals. That was a really important move and
something that was done early in the term of the Bracks
government.
The Bracks government is supportive — and it is
embodied in this legislation — of the sort of
cooperation we are talking about between jurisdictions.
The bill clarifies arrangements under which the
Victorian DPP and Crown prosecutors can prosecute
commonwealth and other state and territory offences,
and the power that can be conferred on the
commonwealth, state and territory DPPs or their staff to
prosecute Victorian offences. The Office of Public
Prosecutions sought these amendments following
consultations between all of Australia’s directors of
public prosecutions, so everyone is pretty happy with
this.
Like the members for Pascoe Vale and Mordialloc, I
would also like to pay tribute to some of the other
changes that have been implemented by the Bracks
government, including things that have impacted on
communities in the northern suburbs. They have
included the implementation and establishment of the
domestic violence division of the Magistrates Court at
Heidelberg and also the establishment of the Koori
courts based at Broadmeadows and other parts of the
state. I think those courts have operated very well.
I would also like to commend a number of magistrates,
including the chief magistrate at Heidelberg. I had the
privilege during the last sitting week of having a few
hours off to attend the launch of the police Ropes
Program, which is a diversionary program for young
people who come before the Magistrates Court in
Heidelberg. That diversion will ensure they will not
have a police record if they have committed only minor
offences; they will be diverted into the Ropes Program
which has operated in Sunshine, Dandenong and other
places, resulting in very low rates of recidivism, similar
to what we have seen in the Koori courts.

433

This bill is a strong part of the legislative practice of
this government within the portfolio of the
Attorney-General. It is a hallmark that we have stood
by, making everything we have done as a government
an example of our commitment to openness and
accountability, and I think the bill is another example of
that. As I said at the outset, it is not a particularly
complex bill. There is probably not a lot more I can add
to my contribution, so I commend the bill to the house
and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I also am pleased
to speak on the Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill
which, as we have heard from previous speakers, is a
simple, straightforward bill that responds to issues that
have been brought to the government via the Office of
the Public Prosecutor. It does not make any specific
changes to the way the law is practised, but it clarifies
issues as to how the powers of the Director of Public
Prosecutions and the Crown prosecutors can be enacted
as they relate to other jurisdictions around the country.
It is a very important piece of legislation, because it
helps to ensure there will be no hitches in future cases
where public prosecutors might be operating outside
their jurisdiction. This bill, like so many other bills that
are brought before this house and that I have been
pleased to support, shows that the Bracks government
is working to ensure we have the best legal system in
this state and that the legal system as it operates
recognises a whole range of contemporary issues, is
flexible and responsive to the needs that are brought
forward.
I particularly want to commend the Attorney-General,
who is now in his third term in that office. He has acted
in such a way as to refresh the way the law is enacted
across this state, particularly making it more accessible
to people for whom the law is always a difficult matter,
either because of the cost involved to pursue matters of
law or because the law is a complicated system. People
can be very seriously disadvantaged if they are not
given the right support in pursuing matters of law.
This Attorney-General has undertaken a broad range of
activities over the term of this government to ensure
that legal advice is made more available. In the
electorate of Ballarat East, for example, community
legal centres have been fully supported, been able to
expand and most recently been able to offer outreach
services right up to the Wimmera area so that people
who need legal advice but who do not have funds to
immediately access lawyers can access support. There
are also broader opportunities to access legal aid when
required.
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This Attorney-General and this government have been
very keen to see that finance is not an issue which
would prevent people from taking legal action and
pursuing fair judgements where they believe they have
been wronged, or find themselves confronted by a legal
action against which they will have to defend their
position. The government and the Attorney-General
have supported this position. Under this government I
am very pleased to see a good range of judicial
appointments, including more women in the judiciary
and at senior levels. This responds to changes in the
way that legal processes are undertaken.
The Koori Court system has been introduced. That
system recognises that a higher proportion of members
of the Koori community come before the law than
should be the case and that the way in which law was
practised may have disenfranchised them. The new
Koori Court system recognises issues of Koori culture
and supports those people through the court process and
again recognises the need for the judicial system to be
responsive to changing times.
Although this is not a significant piece of legislation, it
has been brought forward to ensure that, when a law is
enacted, loopholes will not be found in regard to
particular matters, such as when the chief Crown
prosecutor or the Director of Public Prosecutions acts
outside their jurisdiction or, in the case of the federal
prosecutor, that they are able to act in the Victorian
jurisdiction. Greater simplicity will be achieved by their
not having to duplicate prosecuting matters across
jurisdictions. This legislation recognises the need for
Victoria to work with other states and the federal
government to ensure that legal matters can be pursued
in the most efficient and effective manner and will
provide a good statutory basis upon which this can take
place.
I am very pleased to support this bill. I notice that the
new statements of compatibility require us to affirm
that each bill we pass does not impinge upon human
rights matters. Everyone who has spoken on this bill
has noted that it does not bring about any significant
change; it simply recognises and clarifies the way the
legal system operates.
I am very pleased to support this piece of legislation,
and I again commend this government and the
Attorney-General for bringing forward legislation that
is responsive to identified needs and which will ensure
that the legal system in this state will be as good as, if
not better than, any legal system in other parts of the
country and indeed other parts of the world so that we
have the best legal system. That is what the people of
Victoria should expect: good accessibility within their
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ability to practise law. Therefore I commend this bill to
the house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the Public
Prosecutions Amendment Bill, and in particular to
congratulate the Attorney-General, to whom I refer
affectionately as the no. 1 law man, who has brought in
so many common-sense changes to the law that the
average citizen is able to understand and follow, as are
members of the judiciary and magistrates, because it
makes a lot of sense to clarify existing anomalies.
This Attorney-General has done a tremendous job of
debugging and demystifying the whole legal system. It
is important for our society and community to have
confidence in the legal system. This is another step
forward in clarifying the situation and removing any
doubt about the action of the Director of Public
Prosecutions and Crown prosecutors in those situations
where they act in other jurisdictions.
In my experience — and we have made some changes
in this house — in the past you could not have a lawyer
from another state, if he was not registered to do so in
that state, acting on behalf of a client in this state. There
have always been anomalies affecting the border towns.
The bill removes some of the anomalies that have
created a lot of problems for people. As people become
more mobile and travel around, the country seems to
become smaller. This change to the principal legislation
is another step in the right direction. I commend the
Attorney-General on the common-sense approach he
has taken right through his career as a minister in the
Bracks government, because it stands the government
in good stead.
The explanatory memorandum notes state:
Clause 1 sets out the purpose of the act, which is to amend
the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 … to enable —
the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions
(DPP) and Crown prosecutors to receive and
exercise powers to prosecute offences of another
Australian jurisdiction in accordance with the
authority conferred by the other jurisdiction; and
the DPPs of other Australian jurisdictions or their
legally qualified staff to be appointed as Crown
prosecutors so that they can prosecute Victorian
offences.
Clause 2 provides that the bill commences operation on the
day after it receives the royal assent.
Clause 3 amends section 22(1) of the act by inserting a new
paragraph (cc). That paragraph provides the DPP,
with the consent of the Attorney-General, with a
function of prosecuting the offences of other
Australian jurisdictions in accordance with any
authority to do so.
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It is also important to note the explanation of clause 4:
Clause 4 amends section 32 of the act by inserting a new
subsection (3A). That subsection allows the DPP of
another Australian jurisdiction or his or her legally
qualified staff to be appointed as a Victorian
Crown prosecutor. Such an appointment will
enable the appointed person to institute, prepare
and conduct proceedings in relation to a Victorian
offence.

That is a very important clause, because it shows again
that the Attorney-General has no fear of people from
other states acting on behalf of Victorians. It shows his
confidence in the judiciary of this country, right across
the commonwealth. Only an Attorney-General who has
no fears or hang-ups and has that confidence is able and
qualified to carry out these functions and bring in
legislation such as this. You often have ministers and
people in public high places protecting their little
empires, scared that someone else will step into their
territory. I commend the Attorney-General on this step.
The explanatory note on clause 5 states:
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want to challenge decisions made before this legislation
is enacted and before the law is clarified. It may have
been common practice for these things to have taken
place, but this legislation now makes it quite clear, and
it will have the imprimatur of this Parliament of
Victoria, the Attorney-General and the judiciary who
work in that field. It is a very important clause, and the
amendments are very important because they show the
maturity of this state towards the jurisdictions of its
fellow states and of the commonwealth.
Clause 7 provides for the automatic repeal of the
amending legislation on the first anniversary of its
commencement. As recommended by the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee, all amending
legislation now contains an automatic repeal provision
which will save the time and expense of having to
repeal amending legislation in statute law revision bills.
The repeal of this legislation will not affect in any way
the operation of the amendments made by the bill, in
accordance with section 15(1) of the Interpretation of
Legislation Act.

Clause 5 amends section 36(1) of the act by inserting a new
paragraph (ba). That paragraph provides a Crown
prosecutor, with the consent of the DPP, with a
function of prosecuting the offences of other
Australian jurisdictions in accordance with any
authority to do so. A Director of Public
Prosecutions of another jurisdiction, or a member
of the staff of the office of that director, who is
appointed a Crown prosecutor in Victoria under
section 32(3A) does not require the consent of the
Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions to
prosecute offences in their home jurisdiction.

It is an important piece of legislation. As I said, our
Attorney-General has introduced a lot of innovative
new procedures dealing with the delivery of the law in
this country. Members who spoke before me mentioned
the Koori courts that have been established. The Bracks
government and the Attorney-General were willing to
finance those courts and to take the courageous step of
establishing them in consultation with the Koori
community, and that consultation and discussion with
the stakeholders has been ongoing.

Again, these are forward-looking, embracing steps that
demonstrate that we are becoming a country, not just a
collection of individual states. It is not like what the
Prime Minister is trying to do at the moment with the
Murray–Darling situation, where he wants to have
centralised control rather than federalism. This
legislation shows that the Attorney-General believes in
federalism and in a situation where qualified people can
work together and carry out functions for each other
across state borders. It is important to note these factors,
because it is not too often, particularly these days, that
we hear the media commenting on the actions that have
been taken by the Bracks government and its ministers
to promote and foster federalism rather than being hung
up on centralism or states rights issues.

The domestic violence court is another great step
forward and also a welcome step forward. It has been in
operation for quite some time. I have received very
favourable reports on that court, which is an important
part of our legal system. Having said those few words, I
certainly commend the bill to the house and wish it a
speedy passage.

Clause 6 inserts proposed section 55 into the act. That
section validates actions taken before the
commencement of this amending bill which would
have been valid had the amending legislation been in
operation at the time. Again, that is another important
step. Some barristers or some clever legal firm may

What this bill really does is codify the current
arrangements and practices in this area. The issue of
retrospectivity has been raised, and the question has
been asked as to whether we know of any cases that are
affected by the retrospective provisions. The answer is
no. In relation to retrospectivity, this bill prospectively

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for Keilor for his very informative
contribution, and I thank all members of this house for
supporting this piece of legislation. I want to make a
couple of very brief comments about some of the issues
that have been raised, which will take only a couple of
minutes.
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legalises current, future and indeed past practices. The
fact is we believe that is absolutely appropriate, and the
legislation makes clear and codifies the existing
arrangements. Out of an abundance of caution we want
to ensure there is no risk of what some would describe
as legal opportunism as a result of this legislation. We
are not aware of any cases. There have not been any in
the past, but we believe this is appropriate practice in
relation to what has occurred in the past — that is, to
make the legislation retrospective.
We as a government are committed to the highest
standards of law. Indeed, this is in line with the
community’s expectations. I repeat: the bill simply
codifies the current arrangements and practices under
which the Victorian Director of Public Prosecutions and
Crown prosecutors can prosecute commonwealth and
other state and territory offences. It ensures that the
power to prosecute Victorian offences can be conferred
on commonwealth, state and territory DPPs and their
staff. I might say that the Office of Public Prosecutions
sought these amendments, and that was after extensive
consultations between Australia’s directors of public
prosecutions.
I thank all members for their support. I think this is
good and sensible legislation. I commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 15 February; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me enormous
pleasure to contribute to the debate on the
address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech. This takes
me back to when I made my inaugural speech in this
place four years ago and had the opportunity to thank
the wonderful electors of the Yan Yean electorate —
not only did they elect me four years ago but they have
now re-elected me in similar numbers. I am incredibly
grateful for their support. This really is the best job I
have had in my life. I want to thank the 40 000-plus
electors who live in my electorate. I have spoken many
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times in the house about what a fantastic electorate Yan
Yean is. It has the best of all worlds. It offers great,
well-planned suburbs, some beautiful country towns
and some of the best national and state parks to be
found in the state that are very close to Melbourne. It
has beautiful tourism businesses — great wine, great
food. I think everyone in the chamber should come and
visit the electorate of Yan Yean.
Although I am very humble on a personal level, I am
pleased to be part of the Bracks government. My
re-election is not just an endorsement of me and
whatever small contribution I may have made on the
ground, it is very much an endorsement of what has
been delivered by the Bracks government, which has
given my communities faith in me. I would like to talk
a little about what the Bracks government has delivered
for the communities of the northern suburbs and
particularly the outer north.
I will start with health. Three of the four newest
hospitals in Victoria are located in the north and serve
my electorate. One of them is the Northern Hospital.
This government has upgraded this hospital twice. The
second wing is almost finished and includes additional
beds. The first wing included additional operating
theatres. We have also completely redesigned the
emergency department. At the hospital there is also an
after-hours medical clinic which offers support because
of the shortage of GPs at the hours when people need
them. We are offering the services that the community
needs and wants, and that a growing community
deserves.
We also have the Austin Hospital and the Mercy
Hospital for Women. Until it is dwarfed by the Royal
Melbourne Hospital redevelopment I think the Austin
and Mercy hospital relocation will be the largest public
or private hospital project in the history of this country. It
is important for members of this house to understand —
and I know my community understands — that when the
Bracks government came to power in 1999, we were
only just able to stop the sale of the fantastic Austin
Hospital. This significant hospital in the northern
suburbs, which services the local community but also
does more specialty work for country Victorians than
any other hospital in this state, would have been sold off
to the private sector. That resource would have been lost.
It is also co-located with the fantastic Mercy hospital.
I had the privilege of being with the Minister for Health
during the government’s previous term of office on the
day that all of the 20 neonates were relocated from the
old site to the new site. We watched the parents who
were nervous — it was difficult for them to have
watched their babies being delivered after such a short
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The other hospitals which are important to my
community are the Royal Children’s Hospital, the
Royal Women’s Hospital and the Royal Victorian Eye
and Ear Hospital. These hospitals are either scheduled
to be upgraded or are being upgraded. That is great for
my community.

In relation to community safety, my electorate has some
of the safest communities in Victoria, certainly in the
Melbourne area. The officer in charge at the local
police station in Diamond Creek, which is where I live,
recently told me that Diamond Creek has the lowest
crime rate of any suburb in metropolitan Melbourne. I
think this fact correlates with the additional police on
the beat and the fact that we have built new police
stations. The Diamond Creek emergency complex,
which was opened by the Premier about a year ago, has
police, fire and ambulance services located in it. It is a
really good facility for the community.

In terms of education, the Epping campus of the
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE has more
agricultural and horticultural training than any other
institution in the state. The horticulture centre is going
to have a $10 million upgrade. Those at the agriculture
centre were pleased that the Premier visited during the
election campaign and announced an additional
expansion.

We have built new police stations at Hurstbridge,
Eltham and Kinglake and also one at Warrandyte,
which has only just become operational, so the
community can see that we are taking safety seriously.
As for fire safety, we have built new stations at
Yarrambat, Doreen, Hurstbridge and South Morang and
at Arthurs Creek and Kalkallo, which are due to open
soon.

We have also upgraded and built new schools. I have
spoken a number of times in this house about a fantastic
school — the Mill Parks Lakes P–9 school. The first
stage is open this year for P–7 students. The
construction will continue and next year we will have
P–4 on one campus and 5–9 on another campus, and
there will be a magnificent children’s centre across the
road, which has also been partially funded by the
Bracks government. This offers a fantastic education
and family precinct service for Mill Park Lakes.

We have been very committed to road infrastructure,
with the $17.2 million bridge over the Plenty Gorge,
$30 million for the duplication of Cooper Street in
Epping and $12 million for the extension of Edgars
Road, providing another access point onto the Northern
Ring Road. Importantly, those two roads form the
boundaries of the site for the relocation of the
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market,
which not only will be on a better site on the edge of
Melbourne and so reduce congestion in inner
Melbourne but also will provide 6000 to 8000 jobs for
young people in my local community.

gestation period and then for us to see their anxiety as
the babies were moved to another site. But their anxiety
was diminished when those parents walked into that
fantastic new site. That hospital will be there for the
community in the future.

We are also in the process of acquiring land for a new
school in the new residential centre of Laurimar, which
will service the beautiful, growing community there. In
Epping North we have purchased land and are going
through the process leading to the construction of a
facility there. I have been privileged to serve on all of
the planning committees of those schools. It has been
one of the best experiences I have had as a local
member.
I have also had the privilege of opening six new
classrooms at Epping Primary School. This school has
the distinction of being the only school in the state with
classroom wings that were constructed in the 19th,
20th and 21st centuries. It is a school with a proud
history, and it looks to the future with some great
quality classrooms, some great teachers and happy kids.
I have also had the privilege of opening new classrooms
and facilities at the Diamond Creek East Primary
School in the local neighbourhood. I look forward to
more of that in the future.

I know that the opposition did not commit to that
relocation but committed to leaving the market where it
was, which shows that its members did not care about
the north in the 1990s and still do not care about it now.
We are also halfway through the duplication of Plenty
Road, which is a $32 million project. We have also
taken our public transport needs seriously, with the
upgrading of a lot of bus routes and with more planned
for the future.
I want to thank very much the Premier and the
ministers of the previous Parliament and the current
Parliament. They have given me great support as a local
member. None of those projects would have been able
to be delivered without their support. They have always
been available and free to visit my electorate. I think the
Premier has been out there on four occasions. He, the
Treasurer, the education minister and the Minister for
Health — whichever portfolio has been involved —
have taken a strong interest in my community, and I am
very grateful for that.
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I pay tribute to all my colleagues. As a lot of
commentators have said, the election was the
second-best result ever for Labor, but sadly a handful of
the class of 2002, of which I am a proud member, were
not returned. I want to put on record my thanks for their
courage, support and friendship. I know I will have that
into the future, and I hope I see some of them return
here. I also welcome the new members, in particular
my great friend the member for Bundoora. He waited a
long time to get into this place. We share a boundary
and we have done a lot of work together over time, and
I know that we will continue doing good work for the
community now that we are both in this place.
While I am thanking the ministry, I will talk a little bit
about what we have committed to doing in this term.
As I said, since 1999 the Bracks government has
achieved a lot, but we are not resting on our laurels. We
have a strong agenda for the forthcoming term. Earlier I
touched a little on the fact that we have announced
another $10.5 million to expand the operation of the
Epping campus of the Northern Melbourne Institute of
TAFE. We are attacking the skills shortage head-on and
also caring for our young people and ensuring that they
have access to a good quality education.
Earlier I spoke about emergency services. There will be
a new emergency services complex in Whittlesea. I
have always had a passion for and commitment to
co-location of those services. The new complex will
house the Country Fire Authority brigade and a new
State Emergency Service unit for Whittlesea, which has
not had that before. It has had and now gets good
service from the Eltham, Kinglake and Craigieburn
units, but given the growth that is occurring in
Whittlesea it is important that it have its own unit. We
have also committed to establishing the necessary
peak-period ambulance station in Whittlesea. That will
address some of the longer-than-optimum response
times there, and it is appropriate to serve the growing
community. We will also be building a new Country
Fire Authority station at Christmas Hills North.
In the sports area, we have announced $750 000 for an
upgrade of the Greensborough hockey centre and
$50 000 for the Yarrambat Junior Football Club.
I want to thank very much my campaign team; they
made a sterling effort. Victory in an election campaign
is never achieved just on one’s own. At the risk of
leaving some people out — I really hope I do not — I
want to make a few mentions. I thank Mark Ward,
Andrew Lanigan, Jenny Willis, Sue and Sean Dunne,
Denise Power, Rod Currie and the Currie gang, Pam
McLeod, Peter Kneale, John and Joyce Parker, and
Santo and Sophie Spinello. I want to thank Santo very

Tuesday, 27 February 2007

much for the four years he spent on my staff in my first
term. He provided me with invaluable advice, and I
know even now, though he is not on my staff, that he
will continue to give me that advice.
I want to thank Rachel Joiner; the branches ably led by
Michelle Rollins, Barry Kyle and Peter Turner; all the
Country Fire Authority captains who have given me
great support, in particular Peter Perkins and David
McGahy, whom I have been on strike teams with and
who have taught me a lot, as well as Lex de Man, the
local area manager; party stalwarts and senior
gentlemen of the area Pete Steedman and Peter
Cleeland, who have given me a lot of advice over the
years; and the school communities, which have
provided me with a lot of support and advice and
enjoyment. The school visits are one of the most
wonderful parts of my job as a local member.
I want to note the passing of three of my valued
constituents during the last four years: Eleanor Vincent,
Laurie Bates and Sheila Ferguson. I offer my support to
their families. I also want to note that on the sick list are
Dawn di Vola and Mick Woiwod. I wish them all the
best and a good recovery.
Finally, to my wonderful family: I could not have done
this without you. I thank my partner, Steve, and my
beautiful sons, Blake and Carlo, particularly Carlo. I do
not know any other 17-year-old who for four years has
done his own washing, including school uniform and
football gear. He is going to be a great catch, I think!
He has also become a bit of a dream cook. He is
studying politics as well, so he is an all-round great
young man.
I want to thank my cousins, Jacinta, Francis, Elena and
Annika — you have really given me a lot of support
and advice when I have needed it — and I want to
thank the rest of the family. I also want to thank my
mum, who has been suffering from breast cancer over
the last year. Get well soon, mum, and thank you for
being there for me despite your trials and tribulations. I
am pleased to contribute to this debate.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I will start by
acknowledging the appointment of Professor David de
Kretser, AC, as Governor of Victoria during the course
of last year, and I also acknowledge his wife. I
acknowledge the work of David de Kretser in his
previous life as a medical researcher. I was interested to
hear him about three or four months ago on national
radio, on Macca’s program on a Sunday, talking about
his work, particularly in men’s health and those sorts of
issues. I wish His Excellency and his wife well.
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I also formally acknowledge the election of the new
Speaker of this place and wish her well. As the manager
of opposition business I have already developed a
working relationship with the Speaker. At tense times,
particularly around question times, I think the flow of
information between the opposition and the Speaker is
very important. I welcome the opportunity of
discussing with the Speaker those matters that will
improve the behaviour of members, the operation of
this place, the flow of information and the holding of
the government to account during question time. I relish
that opportunity.
While I am mentioning the Speaker, I again
acknowledge her first contribution in this place on
19 December 2006, when she thanked the Parliament
for electing her as Speaker. Interestingly enough, she
made a comment about the environmental precinct, if
you like, of Parliament itself and talked about trying to
do an audit of the Parliament and about driving an
agenda to make it a model which other organisations
can look to.
It is interesting to note that during the election
campaign — it may have been just before the election
campaign — an article appeared in the Age newspaper
about our energy use. We were all invited to determine
whether or not our electorate offices were provided
with green energy. It was a matter of profound
embarrassment that I was unable to respond. I merely
said that Parliament paid the bills; the power was
connected and the bills were paid out of my allowance.
I acknowledged that as private citizens in our own
homes we can purchase green energy and pay the extra
amount. It then generated in my own mind, and it was a
matter that I raised at a climate change forum, just how
embarrassed I was to be a member of this place,
particularly where I saw a complete waste of energy.
This morning I came into my own room at Parliament,
not having been in the room for a few days, and was
conscious of the fact that although I had turned off my
air conditioner, the temperature was right down to
about 16 degrees and the air conditioner was pumping
away in two empty rooms, both an anteroom and my
room. Someone had obviously been in there and turned
the machine on. I do not know whether or not it was to
welcome me so I could get into a cool environment this
morning after coming in from a hot walk, but it is a
matter of some concern.
I welcome the Speaker’s comments that she thinks we
need to do an audit of the environmental condition of
this building and perhaps look at ways in which we can
also provide some leadership in our community, which
is becoming increasingly aware of energy use and of
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ways in which we can save energy and other vital
resources such as water, in relation to toilets or
otherwise.
Moving on from that, I just want to touch upon those
issues that I think have been largely ignored in my
electorate. I think this government blithely holds the
view that Kew is a Liberal-held seat and it does not
really care. Indeed the principal of those concerns
which I have raised on a number of occasions has been
batted back by the government fairly dismissively. The
principal of my concerns is the development of Kew
Cottages. I have said it before and I say it again: I
cannot believe the hypocrisy of this government when
it talks about Kew Cottages and the sale of some
27 hectares of land to a Sydney developer to be flogged
off for a housing development.
The government took a stand in relation to
government-owned land adjacent to the Point Nepean
National Park and condemned the federal government,
which never really announced but certainly alleged that
it would flog that off for a housing development.
Eventually an arrangement was entered into so that that
land would be transferred and would be accommodated
as part of the Point Nepean National Park.
Likewise I have in my electorate what is not really a
national park, although it is called a national park, it has
been treated as one and it is managed by Parks Victoria.
I am talking about the Yarra Bend Park. Parts of that
park comprise virgin bush virtually unchanged since
white settlement. Having been preserved as the site of a
mental institution in the 1860s, large tracts of that land
remain almost virgin bush. Likewise there are large
areas that have been used for recreation, both golf and
other sporting pursuits. It is a huge parcel of land that is
only 4 kilometres from the central business district of
Melbourne. It is almost unimaginable. Can members
think of any other large city in the world that would
have a large tract of land like Yarra Bend Park so close
to a major city centre?
Let us compare what the government did at Point
Nepean with what it is doing at Yarra Bend Park. The
only difference I can see between the two is that
probably more people would use Yarra Bend Park on
one day than would use the whole of Point Nepean in a
full year. Firstly, it is free; you do not have to pay any
entrance fee. You do not have to go through the
cumbersome process of catching a bus. You can walk,
ride, run, play golf, play cricket or walk through the
bush in a number of different ways; it has so many
different access points.
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I was down there at about 11.00 a.m., a bit late for me
on a Sunday, and it was getting a bit warm at that stage.
I did not go to church this weekend, although I am a
regular attender of my local Anglican church. I was
taking my dog for a walk. There is an off-the-lead area,
which is a great boon and which allows my dog to have
a free run. There were hundreds of people taking part in
a cross-country running race using a course that had
been set out, and I would have seen nigh on 200 or
300 people of all shapes and sizes jog past on this
cross-country course. I can only admire their fortitude.
As I said, the only difference between Kew Cottages
and Point Nepean is the number of people who actually
have access. Two great icons of Melbourne are the
Fairfield and Studley Park boatsheds, and on any
Sunday afternoon they are completely jam-packed with
people.
Of course a housing development in there is a complete
grab for cash. For the first and only time I can think of,
the government is, firstly, the owner of the land, and
secondly, it is the local planning authority, because it
has called it in and the Minister for Planning has the
call, completely overriding the interests of the local
community and the City of Boroondara. While the
government is consulting with the City of Boroondara,
it is very unsatisfactory, particularly when you know
that the government, along with Walker Corporation, is
a joint developer of that land. The government is the
owner, the planning authority and the developer, and if
that is not a conflict of interest, I do not know what is!
The other thing is that the most valuable site will be up
along the top ridge, adjacent to the historic Willsmere
building, which dates back to the 1880s, and all of that
skyline will be severely damaged. But the worst thing
about this is the treatment of the residents. For years —
at least five years — many of the residents had no idea
what their fate would be; whether they would be
amongst the 100 lucky people who would stay or they
would not. I acknowledge that a number of the
residents were, in accordance with the wishes of their
families and with their own wishes, very satisfactorily
relocated into community residential units, but many
residents and their families contacted my office to
express their profound concern.
I will hold this government to account, because I do not
believe it is genuine when it says that all the money
generated from the sale of the land will be returned to
disability services. What will be worse will be if
Walker Corporation goes to the government and says
that the only way the government will be able to
maximise its return from the sale of the land will be to
move those people out of the new housing
development. When you are expecting people to pay
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around $1 million for housing blocks, then you can
expect there will be some driver in that regard.
I was present when Jeff Kennett talked about the
closure of Kew Cottages — a regrettable term — but he
was very clear that the decision as to what would
happen to the land should be divorced from the decision
about the redevelopment and about what would happen
to the residents, because if it was not, the Treasury
would get its hands on the money and that would be the
principal driver. And I think that is still the principal
driver here. There are many other concerns, but time
does not permit me to go through them in detail.
I would also like to mention a matter that is of profound
concern to the people of Victoria. It has been raised by
countless commentators and by countless media
sources, and it is the matter of the secret deal between
the government and the police union. To go back to the
days leading up to the 2006 state election, whatever else
is true, the Police Association was very critical of the
state government in relation to police resources. There
were countless occasions when Paul Mullett and other
members of the Police Association were critical of the
appalling lack of front-line police services. It also begs
the question about where all the new police officers
who have been put through the academy have gone to.
We still have critical problems right around the state —
Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and many other places. We
do not have a 24-hour station in Rowville,
notwithstanding a commitment in 1999. There are real
problems, and the Police Association led the charge.
On 6 November this government gave a substantial
commitment in written form to the Police Association,
and it was secret. If a particular journalist had not got
hold of it and put it on ABC TV, it would never have
come out and we would never have known about this
secret deal.
The fact is that this government deliberately
orchestrated the hiding of this arrangement,
notwithstanding that it provided that substantial
commitment. The worst part of this is that it made a
commitment not to indemnify police officers who
appear before a Office of Police Integrity inquiry but to
reimburse the Police Association for the cost of
providing a defence for officers who appear before the
OPI. While that may be an appropriate outcome, it is
certainly quite inappropriate for that money to flow
through the Police Association, let alone for such a deal
with the government to have been entered into.
Commentator after commentator, including people such
as Justice Stewart and, most recently, Frank Costigan,
QC, have come out and described this as an appalling
indictment of this government. It makes a complete
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travesty of the findings of the Fitzgerald inquiry, which
made it quite clear that there should be no contact
between government ministers and a police association
without the knowledge of the chief commissioner.
The fundamental flaw in this is that the Chief
Commissioner of Police was not part of this agreement,
or deal, and was not aware of the letter having gone out.
The fact that the OPI has now come out and described
the use of the legal defence fund as hampering
corruption inquiries should put a lot of people in fear of
the current circumstances. It begs the question: who is
running the police in the state of Victoria? Is it the
Chief Commissioner of Police? We are told that we
should leave it up to the Chief Commissioner for Police
when we mention police numbers and other matters.
This is a very dangerous precedent, but the worst part is
that the Premier and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services do not get it. They would have
blithely gone through the next four years without
disclosing this to anybody, notwithstanding the dangers
involved in this particular agreement, notwithstanding
the real concerns that have been raised by commentator
after commentator and notwithstanding the fact that it
transgresses the recommendations of the Fitzgerald
report. This demonstrates that we are getting very close
to having a Moonlight State here in Victoria. The
government is complicit in doing that as an outcome of
this deal.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — It is a great
privilege to have the opportunity to make some
comments and to respond to the address of the
Governor of Victoria on the opening of the 56th
Parliament. I am delighted that Professor David de
Kretser, AC, is the Governor of our state. It is very
significant that someone who comes from a medical
research background has been appointed to this high
office. It is a recognition of the strength we have in this
particular area of the Victorian community. It is
something that we are recognised for internationally.
One of the reasons we enjoy such a prominent
international profile in the medical research area is our
very strong public health system and the capacity to
connect both the research and the teaching in our
world-class universities and the clinical experience that
people can get in the big major public hospitals.
Professor de Kretser comes out of that system, and he
will be a wonderful ambassador for our community in
that role.
I note that in the introduction to his speech to
Parliament he acknowledged the traditional owners of
the land, and I want to follow up on that
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acknowledgement. Many of us in many situations have
give an acknowledgement to the traditional owners, the
Kulin nation. That of course needs to be followed with
substance. The government has been very committed
over the last seven years to working with the Aboriginal
community to try to improve the lives of Aborigines.
Whether it be in the health area, in children’s services
or in the justice arena, we have worked very hard and in
a collaborative way on what remains one of our biggest
community challenges — that is, to make sure that our
community is an inclusive one in which all citizens
enjoy the same rights, level of services and outcomes.
I also offer my congratulations to the Speaker on her
appointment. I am delighted to see the second
appointment of a woman Speaker in the Victorian
Parliament. This is coupled with what I think is an
increase in the number of women — from both sides of
the house — in Parliament. It is nice to see some
female members from other parties join us in this
56th Parliament.
As Minister for Health I obviously have a strong
interest in the work we will be doing over the next four
years to build on our work, to try to improve the health
system and the overall health status of the people of
Victoria. I am also very keen to make some comments
about my local electorate, the seat of Melbourne, which
I am delighted to be representing after a pretty tough
battle in the election period — one that did not reflect
some of the other contests that were occurring around
the state.
As I have been reappointed as Minister for Health I
hold the honour of being the longest serving health
minister in Australia. This gives me a unique
opportunity — and it is a wonderful privilege — to
have some knowledge and experience of the health
system, so that I am now able to look at ways we can
plan for the future of health services in Victoria. We
face some major challenges. As the population ages,
people are utilising health services more. We have had
an explosion in terms of the new technologies,
procedures and drugs now available. All of that
dramatically increases the demand on health services.
The community itself is much more educated about
health and has very high expectations of health
services.
The demand for health care is growing by 4 to 5 per
cent each year, with additional people coming into the
system. More and more of the state budget is being
taken up by the provision of appropriate health care.
We have to be a lot smarter about the way we support
the health needs of Victorians. Continuing our work to
ensure people get timely elective surgery, managing the
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demand in emergency departments, using every single
bed and every single dollar we have as wisely as we
can, and genuinely reforming the way we do business
in the health system are all part of the agenda.
Members should remember that hospitals were once big
charitable organisations — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Ms PIKE — Yes, many were started by churches
and many are still run by churches, but they have been
brought into a new contemporary management
environment, and that means a lot of cultural change
and adjustment needs to happen. We want to work very
closely with our hospitals and health services.
The best outcome would be that people do not go to
hospitals at all. We know that preventing illness and ill
health is a fundamental responsibility for all of us, and
the government in particular needs to show leadership
in that regard. Around 80 per cent of people who go to
hospital are there because of avoidable illnesses,
because of lifestyle-acquired illnesses — from things
like smoking, obesity, lack of exercise, poor diet, and
the use of substances like alcohol and drugs. All of
these things are big contributors to our health system,
and we need to continue to invest in those kinds of
programs that educate people about the need to take
care of themselves and assist people with managing
chronic illnesses so they do not keep bouncing back
into hospital in a way that can be avoided. These things
are a very high priority for the government.
We spearheaded the Go for Your Life program in the
last term. In this term we will see more funds going into
that area, particularly into programs that target type 2
diabetes, so that people who have been diagnosed as
having the propensity for type 2 diabetes and are
pre-diabetic will be given the opportunity of an
intensive program. It is not just about drugs and
medication and putting people into hospital; it is
about — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Ms PIKE — Yes, as the member for Lowan has
correctly said, it is about getting people up and active
and moving and learning to manage these things in a
way that is much more appropriate and beneficial to all
of us. All of these issues are part of the agenda. Getting
families to be fit together and all of those things will
really help to improve the health status of our
community.
The other big challenge for me is the negotiation for the
Australian health-care agreement. We are certainly
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wanting to make sure that Victoria is very substantially
represented in the Australian health-care agreement
negotiations. This house would recall that in the last
term — in fact I am the only health minister who was
around at the time when we were having those
negotiations — there was an adjustment to the
commonwealth’s forward estimates, to the tune of
$1 billion, which saw Victoria lose $350 million of
funding that was available. We do not want that to
happen again.
We want to get our fair share of funding for our
hospitals, but we also want to use the opportunity with
the health-care agreement to work collaboratively as a
nation on the kinds of reform initiatives that will see a
better patient experience. At the moment people are
shuffled between commonwealth-funded and
state-funded programs. There is not the kind of
continuity of care that people really would expect and
which really leads to the best possible clinical
outcomes. That is a big opportunity and a big challenge
for us all.
As I said at the outset, it has been a wonderful privilege
to be the member for Melbourne for the last seven
years, and I am very honoured and delighted to be able
to continue in that role for the next four years.
Melbourne is a very interesting electorate. Obviously
members are sitting here in my electorate, which
encompasses not only the central business district but
also very diverse suburbs that are close to the city of
Melbourne. Of course many members have homes in
my electorate, and I am very pleased to welcome them.
Twenty-five per cent of my electorate lives in high-rise
public housing. We have many immigrants from the
Somalian community, from the Eritrean community,
from Vietnam — in fact from places all over the world.
They are living amongst academics and students from
our universities, and of course they have some of the
best food at the Queen Victoria Market that money can
buy.
It is a real challenge to be able to work with that
community to continue to ensure that the diversity is
celebrated, not just the ethnic diversity but also the
socioeconomic diversity. I want homeless people to feel
that they are welcome in my community and that there
are services for them and that people will work hard to
change their difficult circumstances.
That leads me to the area of social justice. It is very
important that we continue to promote the kind of
society that is really in tune with the needs of the most
vulnerable of our citizens.
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Many of those causes are given voice in the inner city
parts of Melbourne, although not exclusively because
many people are committed to social justice and
community responsibility. I have worked very hard to
encourage and facilitate the kinds of projects that
remind us all that we need to continue to work hard to
make sure that people are included; that we are not a
divided society and that we share the abundance we
have with people who are new, poor and homeless.
I see that as a very important objective for me in my
role as local member. Our capacity to work towards
social transformation is part of what makes Melbourne
livable and what makes us a sophisticated community.
Whether it is providing good quality public education
services, whether it is making sure that everybody,
whether they are an asylum seeker, a refugee or the
richest person living in Parkville, can go to a public
hospital and get a universal health care service, or
whether it is making sure we have the boundaries in our
community right so that our communities are connected
to each other, all these are very important objectives
which I intend to continue to work on over the next four
years as I continue to represent the seat of Melbourne.
People will know that it was a pretty tough election
campaign. Even though on election night Antony Green
had a member of a different hue sitting on the benches
in his very graphic presentation, in the end I was able to
continue to represent the seat. I was able to do that
because of the support of a great number of people. I
thank those people who worked very hard on my
campaign, and I particularly thank my family, who had
to put up with a pretty tough time. It is going to be a
challenge over the next four years, but I am up for it,
and I am very pleased to be able to work with others on
these tasks.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I would like to commence
my presentation by congratulating the Bracks
government on its return to a third term. It is not quite
as good as the Brisbane Lions, which won three
premierships in a row, but it is not a bad effort on
behalf of the government. That said, I would also like to
put on the record that we Nationals did quite well in the
election, with an overall 10 per cent swing to us in
country Victoria; and of course we picked up two new
seats — Mildura and Morwell.
I would like to use my time to reflect on the past four
years and to look forward to the next four years. I
particularly focus on the claim by the government that
it governs for all Victorians. The key issues in my
electorate over the past four years have included the
current drought which comes on top of 10 tough years.
I would say to people in Melbourne that it is damn
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tough out there now, and it is probably going to get
tougher. We have also had the bushfires of 2003 and
2006, and I will cover those at a later date in debate in
this Parliament.
Early in my four years we were faced with the toxic
dump fiasco at Violet Town. It was a bad decision. The
dump was proposed for a floodplain upstream from the
Goulburn Valley food bowl. The government went
through a process of Clayton’s consultation and it
subjected local people to months of unnecessary stress.
Interestingly, the polling booth results at Violet Town
showed a decrease in the Labor vote of 60 per cent,
with an increase in The Nationals vote of 60 per cent.
The saga of decommissioning Lake Mokoan continues.
Briefly, it is my contention and that of many local
people that the original decision was based on
incomplete and flawed information. We have major
concerns about the government living up to its written
commitments to guarantee current security of supply of
water to irrigators at an acceptable cost. If we look at
the local poll results, in 2006 the Labor vote came
down 50 per cent compared with the 2002 election
result, and The Nationals vote went up 50 per cent. In
relation to Lake Mokoan, I ask that the Bracks
government look again, particularly at the
security-of-supply issue, and consider all options for
delivering on the written commitment it made to
irrigators, particularly the Barron Box-type model,
which has been shown to be extremely successful in the
Griffith area of New South Wales.
Turning to the frail, disabled and disadvantaged people
in country Victoria, we have the country taxi fiasco,
particularly the wheelchair-accessible cab fiasco. After
prolonged lobbying by The Nationals and the country
taxi operators eventually in May 2006 the Bracks
government came up with a package which included
$3 million, which was sufficient to fund
75 wheelchair-accessible taxis in country Victoria. That
is 100 per cent of them.
The government then, for reasons that defy logic,
proposed a means test as one of the eligibility criteria.
Whilst I wrote to the parliamentary secretary on 31 July
2006 asking that that approach be reviewed, I have not
yet received a reply, but now we have our taxi operators
being advised that they are going to be subjected to
means tests. We also have a situation where Euroa
Taxis went ahead — it could not wait, because it
wanted to continue to provide services to its clients —
and bought a second-hand wheelchair-accessible cab
that was just a fraction over five years old when it
bought it. It now finds out that the requirements for the
funding support include that the cab be less than five
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years old. I will be taking that issue up with the
parliamentary secretary responsible for this, because the
frail and disabled people of Euroa should not be
disadvantaged by the tardiness of the Bracks
government in putting in place policy decisions.

Murchison line in particular but also on the line to
north-eastern Victoria, and issues have been raised with
me by many people from Murchison as well as by Ross
Wilkinson of Nagambie and Ailsa Lamont of
Tamleugh.

Similarly I had a letter just this week from Ted Kilby of
the Kyabram Taxi Service raising concerns about the
need for the government to direct work towards country
taxis where appropriate. In particular he raised the issue
of the Transport Accident Commission country-related
work being directed to country taxis, not going to
Melbourne-based taxis as occurs at the moment.

There was a serious problem with the rail crossing at
Avenel, but on a positive note, through the personal
interest of the then Minister for Transport, the railway
level crossing boom gates, which had failed to function
in the preceding two years, were eventually repaired. I
wish to record my thanks to the former transport
minister for making that happen.

We can switch to other issues for people with disability.
We have the Mansfield Autistic Centre, which is a
fantastic centre set up for people with disability,
particularly autism, throughout Victoria. With the help
of the parliamentary secretary for human services we
were able to get a $40 000 one-off grant to keep its
services ticking along, but that was two years ago and
unfortunately the Mansfield Autistic Centre’s travelling
teacher service, which is known to be highly effective,
is chronically underfunded, and more money is
required. With both the Mansfield Autistic Centre and
the Mansfield Adult Autistic Services MACCRO day
program, which looks after young adults or adults with
autism, there is an urgent need for respite
accommodation.

If we look at the socially and economically
disadvantaged people in the electorate of Benalla, we
see that people who rely on neighbourhood houses are
being short-changed. The Mount Beauty
neighbourhood house, staffed by Yvonne Evans and
her crew of volunteers, continually fails to get funding
because the Victorian government works on statistics
which it acknowledges are flawed. Those flawed
statistics suggest that Benalla is not an area which is in
need of support. That is totally incorrect. I challenge the
Bracks government to look at the proper figures so that
funding can flow to the Mount Beauty house and other
neighbourhood houses. Other neighbourhood houses
are missing out on funding because the government
does not know how to produce an application that
meets the criteria necessary for funding. That is
appalling management.

If we move to trains, which are often the form of
transport for people with disability, our frail and our
economically disadvantaged, it would be fair to say that
country train services are appalling. The member for
Murray Valley is a strident campaigner. He has made
extensive representations to the relevant ministers, but
unfortunately at this stage those representations appear
to be falling on deaf ears. I too have had many
representations made to me about such problems as the
trains not running on time, faulty rail tracks,
breakdowns, the lack of cleanliness of carriages and
air-conditioning breakdowns. The issue of passenger
confusion at Spencer Street was raised with me by
Mr Richard Hawkins. The high travel costs of country
Victorians were most recently raised with me by Marie
Saunders of Benalla.
I should note that the government has introduced a
reduction in rail fares, and to some extent that picks up
on the fare reduction initiative suggested by The
Nationals back when the Commonwealth Games were
on. When The Nationals initiative was finally
implemented we saw an upsurge in the use of rail
travel, so we encourage the government to continue to
improve the services and reduce the costs. We also had
significant timetable changes and service cuts, on the

In much of northern Victoria we also have a need for
financial counsellors not just for drought-related issues,
which are here-and-now issues, but for ongoing issues,
particularly those in the Ovens Valley. The Ovens
Valley Awareness Group, led by Cheryl Sanderson, has
been fiercely advocating for support, particularly
financial counselling, for people who are
disadvantaged. I should mention that Cheryl
Sanderson’s efforts were recognised when she was
named this year’s citizen of the year in the Alpine shire.
Cheryl has also been stridently campaigning for
cheaper energy costs. In the Alpine Observer of
21 February it was interesting to see the Treasurer, who
is also the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, reported as coming out and giving an
explanation for the government’s failure to deliver
natural gas to the Ovens Valley, amongst other
locations, as promised in the 2002 election. The
Treasurer is quoted as saying:
Essentially what we said was that the $70 million was
available to subsidise getting gas to those areas where it is not
profitable to do so.
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He went on to say that the government did not own the
gas anymore because the previous government had sold
it off, which is a little bit of buck passing. In effect he
said the government had spent all the money and
unfortunately there was no money left for the people of
the Ovens Valley. The Treasurer then suggested that it
was up to local government to drive the issue. I say to
the Treasurer that if he is going to govern for all
Victorians he should take the initiative and put natural
gas in the Ovens Valley and those other locations, as
unequivocally promised back in 2002.
We also have issues with the Victorian patient transport
assistance scheme. Basically the assistance in that
scheme has been limited to 14 cents per kilometre, a
rate that was set a number of years ago and well before
the hike in petrol prices. I ask the government to look at
upping that to a more reasonable rate so that country
people who have to travel long distances can have some
of their expenses offset.
Looking at the education system, we are very pleased to
have funding for some of the capital works at Bright P–12
College. It was a bit of a battle to ensure that there was
adequate funding for air conditioning. There was also a
battle, with many local people fighting for it, to get air
conditioning in the schools in the valleys of north-east
Victoria — but there is still a fundamental problem with
the lack of maintenance funding for many schools in
north-east Victoria. Myrtleford Secondary College is a
stand-out example of a school that is in bad repair, and
the school is also seeking additional funding to put it on a
level footing with other schools. It is looking for funding
for what it calls a democratic learning area to enable its
students to have a reasonable chance of a good education.
Roads continue to be appalling. In case members have
not picked up on it, The Nationals are running a ‘Fix
country roads — save country lives’ program. There
are a number of roads in north-east Victoria that need
work, such as Creightons Creek Road in the
Strathbogie shire. About $5 million or $6 million has
been spent on the Wangaratta-Whitfield Road so far,
but more is needed, particularly with the extra logging
truck activity that will happen as a result of the damage
done to much of the timber in the forests of north-east
Victoria.
There are also problems with major intersections in
Benalla. I have a letter from 12-year-old Nicole Briggs,
who raised with me her concerns about the accidents
she has seen at the Kilfeera–Samaria roads intersection.
That includes one accident involving her father, who
was knocked off his bike as he went through the
intersection, the person who collided with him not
having seen him.
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At this stage it seems there are insufficient funds to fix
country roads and save country lives, and I call on the
government to look at implementing the
recommendation of a Royal Automobile Club of
Victoria report to allocate $200 million a year for
10 years to get country roads up to scratch.
I also have an issue in relation to the funding of
schools. The government made a pre-election
commitment to build new schools. In particular the
Labor candidate for Benalla said Tawonga Primary
School was one of 40 small rural schools of
predominantly relocatable buildings that would be
replaced with permanent buildings. That commitment
by the Labor candidate was backed up by the Treasurer,
who said that $70 million had been allocated for the
replacement of relocatable schools and that a re-elected
Labor government would replace 40 schools during the
next four years, the first 23 to be replaced to include
Tawonga Primary School.
I ask the government to confirm that that is going to
happen, because there are rumours circulating that the
government will renege on that promise. Equally there
are concerns at Euroa that the government will renege
on a pre-election commitment to provide $50 000 for
the construction of toilets at the football ground. I ask
for a reaffirmation of that commitment also.
My old football team had a commitment from the then
Labor candidate, Mr Anderson, who said that Garfield
Football Club would receive $40 000 to upgrade its
change rooms. The club has contacted me to say it is
concerned that the money is not going to be delivered,
so I am going to take it up with the very forthright local
member, the member for Bass, who I am sure will act
very strongly on behalf of the Garfield Football Club.
There is also a situation about water supplies. The
Tatong community misses out on water grants because
the grants are restricted to communities on stage 3 or
stage 4 restrictions. The problem is Tatong does not
have a reticulated supply and therefore has no water,
but is still ineligible for grants.
In conclusion, I ask that the government live up to its
claims that it governs for all Victorians, keeping in
mind that The Nationals represent approximately
two-thirds of the state of Victoria and have the
experience and commitment to help the government
deliver practical, relevant programs and that the party
will strive to ensure that country Victorians get their
fair share of the $100 million a day tax income which
comes into Victoria. In particular, The Nationals seek a
focus on fire and drought recovery, roads and bridges,
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water infrastructure, hospitals, schools and getting more
police on the beat.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — It is with great pleasure
that I rise in response to the Governor’s speech after the
historical third victory of the Bracks Labor government.
Firstly, I would like to thank the people of Brunswick,
Coburg and the little bit of North Fitzroy that makes up
my seat for my re-election. It turned out to be a very
tough and long election campaign; it was also the
second election when the Liberal Party finished third
and the Greens became the second party in my area. It
turned out to be a very tough fight against the Greens,
who did very well and were able to win an upper house
seat in the Northern Metropolitan Region. I would like
to thank the campaign workers and my family for
putting up with me during the election campaign.
In the seat of Brunswick we can see the results of seven
years of Labor government. There has been a major
reinvestment in that community. We see it in the new
police station and in improvements to the bypass. I am
very proud that what was once Brunswick High School
has become a health precinct, and I thank the Minister
for Health, who is at the table, for her great support.
The Victorian Foundation for the Survivors of Torture
has built premises in Brunswick, as has the Milparinka
Adult Training Centre. Now the Bouverie Centre is
being constructed on land that was to be sold by the
previous Liberal government. However, the Labor
government decided early in its term to keep that land
in public hands and use it for a public purpose. It has
become a very important place for community
activities. Added to that, the Brunswick Business
Incubator is leasing land there; also, the Brunswick
gymnasium has become a really vibrant part of our
community in a very short time.
We have seen reinvestment in local schools, both in
infrastructure and in terms of teachers. We have had a
really positive result from seven years of Labor
government. We have also been running some
interesting schemes in the area, including the Think
Tram program along Sydney Road which has been
about providing greater priority for trams along Sydney
Road. It has been a very successful program and has
meant that tram travel is quicker and safer along
Sydney Road. It is a relatively small program, but in
terms of our community it is a very important one.
Ours is a very strong community with a very strong
sense of itself. We have seen, for example, very strong
support in the local community for asylum seekers. We
have a number of people from Iraq in particular in our
community, and there is a lot of support for them. We
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have also seen strong support for David Hicks. We
have had a number of public meetings in an endeavour
to ensure that the issue is resolved and that David Hicks
is either put on trial or returned home.
This year we have seen the reopening of Coburg Senior
High School. It is a major senior college for the
northern suburbs, and a lot of resources have been put
into it. We are all looking at it with serious interest to
ensure we continue to improve our retention rates. We
have also had the great success of Brunswick
Secondary College, a school which has really thrived in
recent years and which goes from strength to strength.
One of the big issues that came out of the election
campaign in Brunswick was climate change. Our
commitment to a greenhouse gas reduction strategy is
very well appreciated in my community. There is a lot
of activity on the ground. The Moreland Energy
Foundation is involved in programs to reduce energy
use and to reduce our environmental footprint, if you
like. At the community level the Centre for Education
and Research in Environmental Strategies, known as
CERES, is undertaking a number of very interesting
and innovative programs looking at energy reduction,
water recycling and other programs to improve the
environmental sustainability of an urban community,
and the council is very committed to that as well. So we
are seeing a lot of very strong local activity. As a
government we are also committed to greenhouse gas
reduction and clean coal generation of energy in this
state.
One of the things that make Brunswick such a great
community is that it is very innovative. A lot of people
put a lot of effort into doing things to be innovative.
One of the areas where we have seen much innovation
has been in housing. A program which I think deserves
recognition is WestWyck. It is on the site of the old
Brunswick West Primary School, which has become an
eco-village. It practises energy reduction and water
recycling and has won a United Nations association
award. WestWyck saved a heritage-listed building and
developed a revolutionary environmental housing
estate. It has taken eight years to develop this
eco-village, and it has been a major commitment by the
partners of WestWyck.
It is very unfortunate that last week’s Sunday Herald
Sun contained an article entitled ‘Hypocrisy call over
old school’, a malicious article which makes a number
of scurrilous attacks on a former Moreland councillor,
Mike Hill. The comments in the article are a complete
fabrication. If anything, WestWyck is a major housing
development and community centre. It has also seen the
preservation of a major heritage site, and in that sense it
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has become very important to our local community. It
was very deceitful journalism by the Sunday Herald
Sun and those who made the accusations.
It is really important that we recognise the work of
Mike Hill, Lorna Pitt and others who have been
associated with WestWyck and recognise the effort that
Moreland City Council — and before that Brunswick
City Council — have made to protect the built
environment to ensure that heritage buildings are
preserved in the area and that we get a good mixture of
public and private building, and more importantly that
we do it in a way that improves the environmental
sustainability of our built environment. It is important
for a community like Brunswick’s that that happen. I
want to commend the work that has been done by
WestWyck and say categorically that the article in the
Sunday Herald Sun last Sunday was malicious and
scurrilous.
There is another aspect that is important in terms of
heritage and ensuring that the built form gets renewed
and functions effectively. At the moment a local
structure plan is being prepared for Brunswick,
including Sydney Road and Lygon Street. There is a
strong commitment from both political leaders and the
local community to work together to get a positive
renewal of the built environment.
One has to remember that Brunswick was a very
industrial area. A lot of that industry has moved out,
and a lot of that land is now available to reuse. It is
important that we generate not only good residential
buildings and some level of density but that we also get
some jobs out of it and that there are some mixed-use
developments. A very positive process is occurring in
the community at the moment to strengthen our ability
to plan for the future, and it is really important that we
plan for it, because change is occurring and will occur
regardless of what we do.
Brunswick is undergoing an enormous change; it is in a
period of transition. It used to be very much a
working-class community where most people worked
locally. Now it is becoming more and more an area
with some service and commercial industries but is
largely a community of white collar professionals and
paraprofessionals who work in the city and commute
into the city on public transport.
It is important that we do not simply become a
commuter suburb for the city. We need to maintain a
fair level of local employment, ensure there is a strong
service sector and maintain and strengthen the cultural
life of Lygon Street and Sydney Road by encouraging
the strong bar culture and music culture that have arisen
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in the area in recent years. We should also ensure that
there is renewal of the built environment and that more
residential buildings are built along those two important
arterial roads, which run essentially as a spine through
the community.
I want to emphasise the positive response we are getting
from the local community. Relatively Brunswick is
quite a dense community already — there are a lot of
people in the area — but clearly there are still
opportunities for renewal, particularly of old industrial
land, for both residential and commercial-sector-type
uses. That is the process we are undergoing. It is
important that we plan for that, that we are effective and
that we carry community support. The community
wants good redevelopment. It believes in a level of
urban consolidation, but it needs to be done in a planned
way that opens up to the needs of the local community.
The last seven years of Labor government have been
very positive for the Brunswick electorate — the
Brunswick-Coburg area. There has been a strong sense
of reinvestment in our public institutions. There have
been significant new public buildings. There has been
increased employment in terms of schools. We also
depend a lot on, for example, the central city hospitals
which have been heavily invested in. There have been
strong investments in that area, which is very good for
our community. I can truthfully say we have undergone
a strong period of investment in our community. It is a
community that is undergoing dramatic demographic
changes and certainly a community I am proud to
represent.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Acting Speaker, it is a
great pleasure to see you in the chair. I think this is the
first opportunity I have had to congratulate you as that
is a very fitting position for you.
What I would like to do in this address-in-reply is to
congratulate the Governor, David de Kretser, on his
excellent delivery of the government’s propaganda at
the opening of the Parliament. I have been in this
Parliament for only a short time, so far be it for me to
criticise the Governor; he is a very lovely man, and I
am looking forward — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
I ask members to allow the member for Bass to make
his presentation.
Mr K. SMITH — I am looking forward to working
with the Governor in trying to get some things
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happening in the Bass electorate. The government has
most certainly neglected the area very badly. I am sure
if we could put a bit of pressure on the Governor after
his wonderful speech, we will be able to get some
things happening.
I will talk about some of the concerns. The government
talked about — or it had the Governor talk about in the
speech that was obviously written by the government’s
propaganda unit — a lot of issues. He talked about
employment. I am sure each member opposite — as
well as you, Acting Speaker — would say
congratulations to Prime Minister John Howard for the
extra jobs he has put into Victoria. The WorkChoices
legislation has been probably one of the greatest things
that has happened under John Howard. It is all about
choice — choice on the job, choice on working
conditions, choice on the amount of money that is paid
as long as it fits into the basic salary criteria set out. We
thank John Howard for the great commitment he has
made to the state of Victoria in trying to fix up the mess
that has been made by the socialist government in
Victoria.
We look at water as one of the things that this
government thinks it can hang its hat on and say — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — What has it done? Today we had
the budgie, the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change, stand up and talk about all the
pipelines that have been started. But one has concern
about whether any of these things are actually
happening, because we know this government does
nothing but talk about things that it is going to do or
that it thinks will be a good idea. It says, ‘We are going
to put this pipeline here’, or, ‘We are going to put this
pipeline there’. We have to see water starting to flow.
We are on stage 4 water restrictions down in my area,
down there in part of the Bass Coast shire — —
Mr Ingram interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — I know where I live: I live in San
Remo, which is part of the Bass Coast shire. This the
effect of a lack of water on the people living in the Bass
Coast shire!
We are starved of water down in Bass Coast because of
what this government has not done for the people living
in the Bass Coast shire. It has not worked with
Westernport Water, which wanted to connect up to
Melbourne’s water supply. Our reservoirs are down to
about 16 per cent capacity.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr K. SMITH — They may laugh over there, but
the fact is we are very short of water. We have not been
able to water our gardens for months. Despite all the
effort and work that was put in by people from my area,
their beautiful gardens are now dying. It is a shame that
this government was not prepared to make a
commitment to Westernport Water, to make a
commitment to reuse water, to do something about
purifying sewage before it is pumped out into Bass
Strait or pumped into Western Port. It could have been
done by this government if it had made a commitment
to putting some finance into the area. That is just one of
the weaknesses of this government.
Let us look at the fires that have ravaged Victoria and at
the in excess of 1 million hectares of fire-ravaged
country in this state. Last week we spent a couple of
days at a seminar up in the Howqua Valley — —
Mr Crutchfield — In tents?
Mr K. SMITH — Yes, we were in tents. We are not
like members of the Labor Party who can slosh around
in the finest 5-star hotels and restaurants in the
countryside at taxpayers expense. No, we stayed in
tents and we stayed in a bunkhouse. We went back to
nature a bit, and it was good. I can say to the members
opposite who are city-based people that we were in a
position to see the devastation caused to the community
up in that area.
We met up with one of our former colleagues, Graeme
Stoney, and with Charlie Lovick and a couple of former
mountain cattlemen who have lived up in that area for
years and years. We saw the way they had to commit
themselves and their families to trying to fight these
fires to save not only their own homes but another
30 homes up the hill. They also saved the fires going up
to Mount Buller. Why did they have to do it? Why
were the lives of those families put in peril? It was
because the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the
Department of Sustainability and Environment said,
‘We are not going to stay here and work with you. It is
too dangerous for us. We are professional firefighters.
We will leave it to you amateurs to be there and to put
your lives at risk’.
The truth of the matter is that those people fought the
fire up there. I will never play down the fantastic work
that the CFA does, but the fact is that CFA personnel
withdrew from that area and it was the people of those
communities who were fighting for their lives and for
their communities — and at the end of the day they
won! They saved their valley, their homes and Mount
Buller. And what happened after that? Two days after
the fires were brought a bit under control, people from
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Parks Victoria came to see if any animals had been hurt
or were imperilled to the extent that they would have to
be put down. Parks Victoria staff came to look for
animals, but nobody came to see if any humans had
been wiped out or had survived.
The first questions Parks Victoria staff asked were,
‘Have any animals been injured?’, ‘Who are you
people?’ and ‘What are you doing here?’. It is an
absolute disgrace that local residents were left up there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr K. SMITH — Believe me! What I am saying is
the truth. It is just diabolical that those people were left
to their own devices to try and save their lives, their
homes and so forth. It is terrible that that happened. It
would have been nice if the Premier had made some
sort of secret deal with the people in that community
who had to fight for their lives and not with Paul
Mullett and his Police Association before the election.
It would have been nice if the Premier had said to those
people, ‘It’s a secret deal. We are going to try and save
you and your community’. But no! He was more than
happy to go to Paul Mullett, sign up a deal with him,
override the Chief Commissioner of Police, make all
the laws and ignore what is actually happening in this
state of Victoria. What he did is an absolute disgrace!
Ms Marshall — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker — —
Mr K. SMITH — Don’t waste my time on a stupid
point of order. I am telling you a few home truths about
the way that this government works, and it is a disgrace.
Ms Marshall — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I do not believe the issue the member is
currently speaking about is relevant.
Mr K. SMITH — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is stupidity for a member from the other side
to try to waste my time when I am trying to tell a few
home truths.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
The point of order is out of order. The debate is wide
ranging, and I will allow the member to carry on.
Mr K. SMITH — Thank you very much, Acting
Speaker. You have just made a great ruling.
Let us have a look at what is going to happen in the
upper house as far as gaming is concerned. Opposition
members are in a position to deliver a few home truths
about what is going on with gaming in the state of
Victoria. Members in this house will know that I was

449

the shadow Minister for Gaming in this house for a
couple of years and that I have an understanding of
what has gone on in this community and the deals that
have been made. All will be revealed when the upper
house committee has the opportunity to ask some
questions of the right people. I can assure members of
the government that they will have an opportunity to
hear what is going to be revealed. Some of us actually
know.
I will now talk about ports, which is another important
issue. It is wonderful to have the Minister for Roads
and Ports on the other side of the table. In fact he and I
are in agreement.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr K. SMITH — We are in agreement! I want to
see — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr K. SMITH — Just quieten down a little! I want
to put on the record that I want to see the port of
Hastings developed. It is the best deepwater port in
southern Australia. There is all the talk about dredging
Port Phillip Bay, but I think that will cause untold
damage to the bay. This will be borne out by the
environment effects statement. The biggest ships that
are planned anywhere in the world would be able to
come into the port of Hastings today. They could sail
up to the port that is already there for BHP or Esso. We
already have the biggest oil tankers in the world coming
to Hastings. They have been doing so for 30 years, and
not one drop of oil has ever been spilt in Western Port.
Esso is not planning to bring in more oil. It will
continue to bring in what it is already bringing in, but
there are no plans to bring in any more.
The big problem is that the Minister for Roads and
Ports and the Port of Hastings Corporation kept secret
the reports that were supposed to have been put before
the people in that area. The reports dealt with a
transport link between the port of Hastings, the railway
and the highway that will connect Melbourne,
Gippsland and western Victoria to the port of Hastings.
They made a big mistake: they wanted to wipe out
suburbs down there that should never have been
subjected to any such consideration.
They have done that on the basis that they are trying to
deflect some of the criticism from the development of
the port, because a lot of people down there believe the
port should not be developed and that Western Port is
sacrosanct as far as nature is concerned. I believe the
Hastings port can be developed properly.
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I have stood up, not only here in the Parliament where it
is recorded — and I am sure it will be thrown back at
me — but also as the local member at public meetings
in Hastings; I have also stood up at public meetings at
Hastings when I was a councillor there over 20 years
ago and said that the magnificent asset there should be
in use for the whole of Victoria, not just for the local
area. It is a great area down there, and it should be
developed. Minister, develop your port, I think it is
going to be very important, but do not run the railway
line through those little towns down there — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Mr K. SMITH — Through you, Acting Speaker, of
course, the minister will suffer because I will unleash
myself upon him and the government. I can see the
minister shaking in his boots, and that is fair enough.
Local government — —
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — How lovely to see the member
from the Geelong area opening his mouth! What about
some of the councils — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
I ask the member not to respond to interjections.
Mr K. SMITH — And I do not want him to
respond. I believe the council in Geelong is corrupt.
There should be a full investigation of the council and
some of the corrupt practices that have been undertaken
in the area. I will talk to the Minister for Roads and
Ports about this later, because it is important. There
have been more than enough inquiries into the City of
Greater Geelong and the antics of some of the stupid
Labor councillors down there — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr K. SMITH — Commos! They are putting local
government in a very sad light. It should not happen,
because local government is not like that. You, Acting
Speaker, and I have both been councillors, as has the
Minister for Local Government. We know how
important local government is. It is the government that
is closest to the people, and it should be represented by
better people. The minister and I will sort them out!
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I apologise to
the house in advance, as mine may not be quite as
entertaining as the speech members have just heard
from the member for Bass. I think that was the first
time I have heard him — and it was a great presentation
by him — go through a full presentation without
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making multiple pinko or commo comments about the
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr INGRAM — Protect me, Chair, please! With
great respect, it is a great pleasure to be here speaking
on behalf of the people of Gippsland East. My
electorate, as many members will know, is one of the
larger ones in the state. It covers about 14 per cent of
Victoria; 80 per cent is either national park or state
forest. It is one of the most spectacular natural areas.
We have some of the largest and best national parks in
the state. I am a little biased, but I would say mine is the
best electorate in the state. I always invite members of
Parliament to visit my electorate, and I would welcome
them to come and see what it has to offer.
A number of issues have been fairly consistent in my
electorate, and I have constantly raised many of them in
this Parliament over the last seven-odd years. One of
the constant issues is the failure of governments to deal
with public land management. It is a major concern
commonly reflected in my community that people are
not comfortable with the way governments have
maintained fire, pest and forest management of public
lands.
It is of great concern that we are sitting here with a
sense of deja vu, because immediately after the
previous election a large proportion of my electorate
was burnt out in the 2002–03 fires. This year again we
are here in Parliament and another 1 million-odd
hectares predominantly of my electorate has been burnt.
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr INGRAM — And some of the electorate of the
honourable member for Benalla has been burnt as well.
Much of the alpine area has again been destroyed by
fire. The real issue is the historic mismanagement of the
natural fire regimes. Over 50 to 100 years we have
removed the natural fire regimes from our state forests
and national parks, and this has left an increased fuel
load and also bushland that is more susceptible to fire.
So when it burns, it burns with more intensity and the
fire is harder to put out. There have been some real
failures in our public land management.
If you look back at the history of fire management in
Victoria over the last two decades, you will see that we
have failed to meet half of our fuel reduction burning
targets in the state forest areas. Since most of the public
land in Victoria is in my electorate and in the
electorates of the members for Benalla and Benambra,
it means that the small number of electorates that cover
the alpine area and the Gippsland region face the largest
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portion of the challenges from bushfires. This situation
needs to be addressed.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — I know it is rude to pick up
interjections, but I support the motion moved earlier to
have the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee investigate the fires, because I think it is
important that we investigate what caused them and
how we should go forward. It is very difficult to return
some of the natural fire regime to our public land areas
without increasing the risks. Basically we have become
less accepting of the risks associated with returning fire
to the environment, and at the same time we have
reduced our public land management resources by
about 50 per cent, particularly on the ground. That is a
major concern that we need to address.
As I indicated before, some of the best national parks in
the state are within my electorate, and we have very
limited access to them. They are also very large
national parks, and it is important that we have
acceptable tourism infrastructure within those parks. In
electorates like mine, where the national parks are very
large, it is not okay to have the infrastructure just on the
outside of the parks, because the best bits are locked up
within them. For example, the Snowy River National
Park covers about 100 000 hectares, and most of that is
a wilderness zone. It is not okay to have the
infrastructure just on the outside of national parks when
some of the greatest alpine ash forests in this country
are locked up within them and when they contain really
important tourism assets.
I would like to raise a number of issues which were
considered important during the election campaign, and
one of them is local government. Lack of access to
local government is probably one of the greatest
complaints I have received throughout my electorate
over the last seven years. Since the amalgamation of
councils there have been some real challenges to do
with how we gain access to local government services.
The amalgamations have caused a lack of access to and,
to a certain extent, a lack of accountability from local
government.
One of the things that is going on in my electorate has
come about partly as a result of a government direction
to change the planning schemes in many of our coastal
towns. In my area Wellington shire and East Gippsland
shire both undertook to do an urban design framework
(UDF). This has been a real concern because of the
haste and lack of process that has occurred. Whilst this
issue has affected a large number of areas, there are a
couple of points which are very important. One of them
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is that Paynesville and Lakes Entrance were included
very late in the process. Just a week or so before the
council approved the final design the consultants wrote
to the council expressing their concerns about the
process and the lack of detail. Their memorandum
states:
Evaluation of parking and traffic needs for the future of a
commercial centre of this scale over the time horizon of this
study is well beyond our brief and requires additional
specialist expertise.

A week later the council passed this UDF and said it
was okay. The memorandum goes on to say that:
… this brief enabled limited exploration of the development
issues in the town centre.

They suggested further research needed to be done and
should include a detailed analysis of existing land use,
built form and character, a detailed analysis of existing
traffic conditions and parking supply and an assessment
of land development opportunities. The memorandum
goes on to list a number of issues which the consultants
did not have the ability to deal with, and yet the urban
design framework was approved.
One of the issues was the land between towns. Under
the proposal all the land between towns will go to the
new farm zones. None of the rural land-holders in those
areas is even aware that this is an issue, and this is
about to come out as a planning amendment.
Another issue which is of concern involves the
Gippsland Lakes, one of the greatest boating areas in
the state — and Paynesville is arguably the boating
capital of Victoria. Land on the Gippsland Lakes at
Paynesville has been set aside for the development of a
marine services industry; this land has been set aside as
light industrial land. Under the UDF this area will go to
public open space. That will leave the Gippsland Lakes
without any land for marine services industries, and
without marine services industries you cannot have
boats being serviced on the Gippsland Lakes. It is pretty
basic. This issue must be addressed, and I will be taking
on these issues.
Another issue which was not addressed is climate
change and its impact on many of the low-lying areas
of the Gippsland Lakes. I am one of the few members
on this side of the house who was not a climate change
sceptic before the last election. Climate change is an
issue which came up at most of the public forums
during the election campaign. I noted with some
interest the change of view some of my opponents had
on climate change during the election.
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I sat in this place when the Liberals and Nationals
opposed the introduction of mechanisms to increase
renewable energy — I was one of the few
non-government members in this place who supported
the government on that. I argue very strongly that we
need to do much more on renewable energies. I support
the wind industry. I know it is a very contentious issue
in some areas of Victoria, particularly coastal areas.
I think what we have not done very well in Australia is
utilise solar power. Recently there has been a bit of a
push up in the north-west but it is the first. We have lost
most of the science and most of the development
opportunities for solar when Australia arguably has the
best opportunity for solar in the world. I know we have
a strong reliance on coal but there are a number of
opportunities in renewables that we really should be
pushing into, including tidal power. I think there are
some opportunities for that in some of our coastal areas.
I know it might be contentious, but I think it should be
considered.
Biofuels are another option. The timber industry is one
of the most important industries in East Gippsland.
There is a whole range of waste products in the timber
industry which should be utilised for the generation of
electricity. Basically we are burning it anyway: this
summer we have burnt about 1.2 million hectares of it.
A number of issues need to be addressed in relation to
the fires. I have raised some of them in this Parliament
in recent times and will continue to do so. I do not think
the government has addressed some of the concerns,
particularly the impact on tourism businesses. The
effect varied in different areas of my electorate. Some
areas and businesses suffered significant economic loss
while other areas probably came out even. The impact
of the fires differed. Some experienced benefits because
of the large number of firefighters who went out there.
I would like to place on the public record my thanks to
all the Country Fire Authority, State Emergency
Service and Red Cross volunteers, the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and Parks Victoria
firefighters, and the incident controllers who were
always very accessible and let people know what was
going on during the bushfires.
One of the major challenges for my electorate is the
drought and the lack of rainfall throughout most of my
electorate this summer — it has been very depressing
and difficult. Last year late in winter our situation was
not as bad as it was in many other areas — we actually
received some rain when other areas did not — but it
has been extremely depressing for the many businesses
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that suffered great financial loss this year because of the
drought.
The impact of the fires has also led to great hardship for
many rural businesses. It became apparent after the
fires that retail businesses that were not directly
impacted by the fires would suffer significant economic
loss. This was because in the lead-up to the fires many
people spent a large proportion of their disposable
income on — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr INGRAM — We will save those matters for
later in the week. There are a number of other issues
which are very important, and I will continue to work
on them over the next four years.
I would like to thank all the members of my campaign
team for the work they did over the period of the
election. It was the third election that I have contested
successfully. It was a great effort to man the polling
booths in my electorate. As I said, Gippsland East is a
very large regional electorate. We had about 150 people
staffing booths on election day — for an Independent,
that is a fairly large task.
On a sad note, I indicate that I am the last of the
Independents to sit in this place. I would like to thank
my Independent colleague, the former member for
Mildura, for his assistance over the last few years. As a
member who has sat in this place for a number of years,
I find it quite interesting to see the change of faces in
this place after elections. You see the change of
dynamics within the Parliament. It is also important to
note that there has been a change of dynamics in the
upper house since the last election. That augurs well for
democracy so long as The Nationals do not continue to
shaft democracy, sell out for a few pieces of silver and
a chauffeur-driven car and shaft the committee process
in this place. It is very important that we have a
functioning committee — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
The member’s time has expired
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the
address-in-reply debate to the Governor’s speech. I
congratulate the Governor on his appointment.
Professor David de Kretser, the Governor of Victoria, is
an outstanding person. His advancements in the
medical field are first class. He is also a member of a
very famous tennis club that is headed by Mrs Marg
Hammon, who is an outstanding president, and has
some strong, community-minded members. The club is
the Wesley Uniting Tennis Club.
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The election results for the Liberal Party in the
electorate of Scoresby were absolutely outstanding. We
achieved a swing of just under 8 per cent. I wonder why
the Liberal Party did so well in Scoresby. I suspect the
main reason for that huge swing against Labor in the
Scoresby electorate was because of the number of lies
told by the Bracks government over its seven years in
office. You can only mislead people and break
promises for so long before people get fed up.
Let us just have a look at some of the lies that were told
and broken promises that were given to the people of
the outer eastern suburbs, especially in Scoresby. The
first lie — and we will always remember it — was:
only Labor will save Waverley Park football ground for
the Australian Football League. The Labor Party was
out in the community running with this message during
the 1999 election campaign, and there were colourful
street marches. A lot of people in the outer eastern
suburbs believed the Labor Party, but as soon as that
election was over it broke its first promise.
On the second broken promise, an article in a local
paper headed ‘Light rail to city in four years’ states:
Knox commuters would be able to travel direct to the city by
light rail within four years under a state government proposal
to extend the light rail system to Knox City.

The date of this newspaper is 20 September 1988!
Members of a Labor government made that promise
almost 20 years ago! On the front page, beside the
article, is a photograph of the then member for
Wantirna, Carolyn Hirsh, the then transport minister,
Jim Kennan, and a then member for Boronia Province,
Judith Dixon.
As Labor had promised in 1988 that that would happen,
we were very surprised that on 21 October 1999 before
the election it again promised:
Labor will commit $19 million to extend the East Burwood
tram route to the Knox City shopping centre.

So in 1988 members of a Labor government promised
to extend the tramline, but they did not move it
1 centimetre. In 1999 Labor members had another
crack at it and promised to extend the tramline to Knox
City. What happened from 1999 to 2002? It was not
moved 1 centimetre. From 2002 to 2006 the
government moved the line out to the Vermont
shopping centre and then said, ‘We’re not going to
move it any more. The reason is that the figures don’t
stack up’. That was another broken promise or blatant
lie — whichever way members want to see it. It was
something that government members kept running.
Even in 2002 they were still telling the voters in the
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outer east that that tramline was going to go all the way
to Knox City.
Broken promise or blatant lie no. 3 was that Labor
would have a feasibility study done to determine
whether a train line could be put in from either Glen
Waverley or Huntingdale through to Rowville. Just a
feasibility study — that is all Labor promised. But it
could not deliver even a lousy feasibility study. It was
another broken promise. This is what Labor said:
Specifically, the plan would be required to address the fixed
infrastructure requirements for the region and in particular
identify a preferred train route to Rowville via Glen Waverley
or Huntingdale.

It would have cost a maximum of $500 000 or
$600 000 to do a feasibility study, but no, Labor did not
care one iota. That was broken promise no. 3.
Then there was broken promise no. 4 — that is, that
Labor would build a 24-hour police station in Rowville.
The Liberal candidate for Ferntree Gully campaigned
very strongly on this and I suspect that one of the
reasons that the people in Rowville voted for him was
that they were sick and tired of Labor’s broken
promises. The government actually built a 24-hour
police station, not in its first term, 1999–2002, when it
promised it, but in its second term, 2002–06.
The problem was that the government did not have any
police to put in it. It did not have enough police to put
some of them into a 24-hour police station. So then the
government changed the rules: it made it a 16-hour
station, with the operational ability of it being a 24-hour
station. It was spin and rhetoric. Labor members have
no conscience at all. They just tell blatant lies. They get
their media people to prepare something, saying ‘No,
no, we need to clarify’, or, ‘We need to put some extra
spin on that’. So today we still have a 16-hour police
station in Rowville.
You have to hand it to Labor. The biggest blatant lie of
all was in something I keep on my desk. It is from 2002
and is headed ‘Only Labor guarantees Scoresby
freeway’. How many times were members told that
only Labor would do it? I love this bit:
On 30 November don’t risk the Scoresby freeway.
Vote Labor, vote Pollyanne Williams for Scoresby.

Mr Kotsiras — Has she gone?
Mr WELLS — She went. But there was more.
Honourable members — More?
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Mr WELLS — The then, now former, member for
Bayswater put out a flyer to invite everyone to a
breakfast. Its headline was:
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An honourable member — Who’s Pollyanne?
Mr WELLS — She was the Labor candidate. The
flyer states:

Tolls are good.
Prove us wrong!

Then it stated that the speakers, Peter Lockwood and
Dympna Beard, the then members for Bayswater and
Kilsyth, who are both no longer here, the then Minister
for Transport, Minister Batchelor, and Phil Lovell — I
cannot believe that — from the Victorian Transport
Association, would explain why tolls are good for
business. They certainly went to a different accounting
school from me. If you are promised that it will be toll
free, I do not understand how its being toll free is not
going to be as good for business as having tolls will be.
And it always bothers me why it is that in the western
suburbs the Western Ring Road is toll free but the
government has to toll the Scoresby Freeway.

The Bracks government has negotiated and signed the
fifty-fifty funding agreement with the commonwealth
government.
A re-elected Bracks Labor government has committed to
calling for expressions of interest …

It further states:
Under the signed state-commonwealth funding agreement,
the freeway will be completed by 2008.
There will be no tolls on the freeway under a Bracks Labor
government.

The government letterboxed the entire Scoresby
corridor knowing it was a blatant lie. It knew it was a
blatant lie, and that is why there was such a big swing
to the Liberals in November 2006.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — It just does not like it.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLS — We’ve got the Monash. We still
have to pay tolls coming in.
But I like this one as well. Minister Batchelor wrote to
me personally. His letter states:
Dear Mr and Mrs Wells —

that was nice of him —
The Bracks government is committed to building new
transport services in the Scoresby corridor — including the
construction of the Scoresby freeway. Unfortunately, the
Liberal candidate for the Aston by-election is misleading
people and trying to score political points over this important
project. The Bracks government wants to get on with the job
of building this road, as part of an integrated transport
solution for the Scoresby corridor …

And it was going to be a Scoresby freeway. The letter
further states:
On July 14, you have a chance to send John Howard a
message that we want better transport in Aston — not just
more Liberal Party lies.
Yours sincerely,
Peter Batchelor
PS: Vote Labor on July 14 and let’s get on with the job of
building the Scoresby freeway.

More blatant lies. But of course the flyer that Pollyanne
put out was all about — —

Do you know what is even more disappointing?
Because of the PricewaterhouseCoopers document the
government knew before that election that it was a lie
and that it would have no choice but to toll the freeway,
but it still went to the election promising no tolls. We
all remember that when the Premier was asked about
this in the ABC debate in 2002 he said — and he
repeated it over and over again — that there would be
no tolls. But the PricewaterhouseCoopers document,
which the government did not want us to have, made it
very clear that what it was going to have to do was to
consider commercial tolls. Why did it not tell the
people of the outer east and Victoria well and truly
before that election? Because government members
have no conscience. They just blatantly lied.
Of course then we got this letter from the Premier
telling us why he had to break his promise. He went on
to blame the privatisation of the public transport
system. I remember in 2002 the Treasurer and the
Premier saying that their promises were fully costed
and fully budgeted for. So if they were in charge — and
the Premier’s then chief of staff is sitting here at the
table — and it was fully budgeted for and fully costed,
why did they not tell the people of Victoria that they
knew about this flaw? How come all of a sudden on
14 April 2003 it appeared? Was the Treasurer in charge
of the Treasury? Was the Premier’s then chief of staff
not on top of his job? Or did the Premier really know
what was going on and just deceive the people of the
outer east? This document made it very clear that the
government had to bring in a commercial toll. That was
absolutely disgraceful, and government members will
continue to be punished for the lies they have told.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Tuesday, 27 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

I would also like to speak about the 2006 promise that
the Treasurer made. He said the election promises had
been fully costed and fully budgeted. The government
went to extraordinary lengths. It had an auditing
company, Deloitte, go through or review all its
promises. It said they were fully budgeted and fully
costed. Deloitte concluded:
… recurrent expenditure commitment estimates have been
prepared with due skill and diligence and accurately in all
material respects with appropriate supporting assumptions.

That is what Deloitte said, but when we looked at the
budget papers that came out, the situation became
laughable. No matter what Deloitte said, there was a
difference of $800 million between what Deloitte was
saying and what the budget papers were saying. We just
cannot understand it.
The Treasurer went on to say, ‘If the cost of the
infrastructure goes into the next term of government,
you do not include that’. That is not what Deloitte said
when that firm talked about the total estimated
investment — that is, it said the total cost of the capital
works should be included. But after the election the
Treasurer said, ‘No, we will just include what is up to
2010, and not include any capital works costings after
2010’. That is another blatant broken promise.
I want to touch on the police union deal with the
Premier and the former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, now the Minister for Finance,
WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission.
Is it not ironic that for the four years prior to the
election, they were all about saying, ‘It is an operational
matter. It is the responsibility of Christine Nixon’, the
Chief Commissioner of Police? Anytime we asked a
question we were given the reply, ‘It is the
responsibility of Christine Nixon. She is in charge of
operations’. Why has there been a deal between the
Premier, former police minister Tim Holding and the
Police Association which includes the allocation of
semiautomatic pistols — which is clearly an operational
matter — and a commitment for a resource allocation
model to be completed by 1 March? Yet the Chief
Commissioner of Police is not part of the deal-making
process.
On the one hand the Premier has been saying, ‘If it is
operational, refer it to the chief commissioner’, but if he
is running up to an election and he needs the Police
Association coming in behind it, all of a sudden it is not
operational and he says, ‘I will take this over’. That is
totally unacceptable. We found it a bit strange.
The Leader of the Opposition made the commitment
down at Geelong for 700 police. The Police
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Association has been screaming for years about a
shortage of police, so the Liberal Party promised 700
while Labor promised 350 more police. But all of a
sudden 350 is more important than 700! A lot of
credibility has been lost by the Police Association.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am really pleased to
be back making my address in reply to the Governor’s
speech. When you represent a marginal seat, it is
always touch and go.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Ms MUNT — Just, but I’m back — after a lot of
hard work. I would like to thank the electors of the
Mordialloc electorate for once again putting their trust
in me to effectively represent them for the next four
years in the Victorian Parliament as part of the third
term of the Bracks government and to effectively
undertake my duties inside the electorate. To be in this
place is a wonderful privilege, of which I am very well
aware. We are all especially privileged to be able to
come and represent our electorates and indeed all
Victorians in the Parliament of Victoria.
I freely admit that when I was first elected in November
2002 I really had little idea of what was required or
expected of me, and I had no idea of how to do the job.
I had actually barely been into the Parliament to see
how it worked. It was a very steep learning curve when
I was first elected, but I know now what is expected of
me and how to do the job. I believe I will probably be
of much better value to my electorate and to the people
of Victoria now that I have served my apprenticeship,
having had the L-plates on as a new member of
Parliament and really learnt what it is all about.
I am actually full of enthusiasm for the next four years,
and in particular for what I want to achieve during the
next four years. I also take this opportunity to thank my
family — my children, Ian, Katherine and Jenny, and
my husband, Greg — for supporting me and for putting
up with all the ups and downs, the long hours, the
nights out and the time away from those I love the
most. And of course I thank my mum, who is a really
strong woman and who taught me a lot about being
really strong and about going for what I believed in.
She also taught me about family and honesty, and I
think those are great lessons to learn from your mother.
I thank my staff, Chris and Sean, who have been with
me through thick and thin and through the good days
and bad days — and sometimes I have some very bad
days. They have grounded me, given me very good
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advice when I wanted to do things that probably would
not have sent me along the best considered paths, and
aided me in assisting over 6000 locals who have come
to us for help over the past four years. That is a lot of
constituents to come to you for help. My staff hold the
fort and deal with everyone with good manners,
patience and care whilst I am out and about, doing my
duty in here and elsewhere.
I thank my campaign workers, those priceless souls
who work for free — which is a very good price — and
for the love of the Labor Party and our ideals. I will not
name them because there are a lot of them, but they
know who they are. As one member said, there were
well over 150 workers manning the booths on election
day. They are absolutely priceless, and I thank them all.
I also mention Noel Pullen, a former member for
Higinbotham in another place, who was a great support
to me and a tireless worker for the local community. I
will miss him dreadfully. I pay tribute to him for his
hard work, integrity, honesty and compassion and his
love for what he calls the ‘light on the hill’. Noel is a
gentleman and my friend, and I hope that, no matter
what, he will remain my friend. I am blessed to have
known him and to have worked with him.
I will also miss a number of my colleagues. I pay
tribute to Helen Buckingham, Bob Mitchell, Elaine
Carbines and Lydia Argondizzo from another place,
and Heather McTaggart, Brendan Jenkins, Rosie
Buchanan, Ian Maxfield, Victor Perton and Russell
Savage from this place. They were all good members
who worked hard for the people of Victoria, and I will
miss them all.
I welcome all our new members to the chamber and
wish them well for the next four years. It is wonderful
to see new members elected to Parliament, and I hope
they have a wonderful time. It is hard work, but worth
it, and I really look forward to working with all of them.
I love my work in the electorate: I love visiting schools,
meeting people and focusing on local issues. I also love
my work for the parliamentary committees, including
the work I have shared with the member for Bulleen in
helping to formulate policy for the state. For the four
years of the last Parliament I was a member of the
Education and Training Committee, an all-party
committee chaired by the member for Eltham, with the
member for Bulleen as his deputy chair. All the
members of the committee have been mentors to me
and have taught me a great deal. The committees are
absolutely invaluable, not only for the work they do but
for bringing the members of all parties together as
friends and colleagues to work for the good of the state.
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It can be done, and it works because we realise we are
all human after all! I love my work for the government
and the Parliament. It is fun, and I hope it is useful.
Over the past four years I have worked in my electorate
as a proud member of the Bracks Labor government,
and we have achieved the transformation of
Cheltenham Secondary College; the rebuilding of
Mentone Primary School and Mordialloc Primary
School; a litter trap in Mordialloc Creek that saves
30 truckloads of rubbish per year from flowing into
Port Phillip Bay; and bus services for Dingley and our
local community on evenings and at weekends when
none existed before — and it is very important for
young people, elderly people and people without cars to
have access to school, work, entertainment and their
families and friends.
We have seen legislation and regulations to protect our
green wedge; the beginning of the construction of the
South Road extension; the building of the Moorabbin
courthouse in Highett to allow local residents speedy
access to justice, the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, the Children’s Court and the Magistrates
Court; the rebuilding of the Mordialloc Community and
Youth Centre, which serves over 1500 families per
week and for which the community has waited for over
20 years; and a substantial increase in funding to
Central Bayside Community Health Services to service
our community’s health needs.
We have achieved funding to train all those who come
into contact with children in the care and treatment of
children with life-threatening allergies. I pay tribute to
the love and care of the Baptists, who lost their
four-year-old son, Alex, to an attack caused by a peanut
allergy that occurred at a kindergarten. May it never
happen again to another family. There has also been
funding to allow students with disabilities to attend
school until they are 20 years old so they can complete
their education to the best of their ability and live full
and happy lives. I thank the ministers, their staff and the
Premier for their help and support for my local
community.
Over the next four years I will continue to work to
deliver for our local area, including a rebuilding of
Parkdale Secondary College; building works for
Parkdale Primary School and Dingley Primary School;
traffic lights for the intersection of Lower Dandenong
Road and Boundary Road; sand renourishment and the
removal of the ugly old pipes at the Mentone beach; the
completion of the Moorabbin courthouse; the
completion of the South Road extension;
traffic-calming measures for Centre Dandenong Road
and White Street, Mordialloc; an upgrade of the
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Mentone train station to a premium station; a new
ambulance station in Mordialloc; an upgrade for
Cheltenham ambulance station to deliver fast and
effective health services for our local residents — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Powell) — Order!
I ask members to keep their conversation down to allow
the member to make her speech.
Ms MUNT — There will be more responsible
caring and common-sense legislation for the people of
Victoria.
We have also delivered the lowest crime rates in
Kingston on record and the highest spending on health
and education in our history. I also look forward to
increasing my knowledge of the whole of government
through my work on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee.
Finally I would like to place on record my appreciation
for the great gift of friendship and support I have
received from the Speaker, the member for Carrum,
and also my grief at the loss of my beloved niece,
Caroline O’Connell, two weeks before election day.
She was the mother of two small children, Liam and
Alice, aged five and one, and wife of my wonderful
nephew, Stephen. She died suddenly and tragically. My
heart aches for her family, including her parents and
brother. She would have been very pleased to see my
re-election. I am grateful to have known her — I will
miss you, Caroline. Everything falls into perspective
when you experience the loss of a loved one.
It is a great privilege to serve the people of Victoria in
this place, and I hope to do it well over the next four
years.
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I rise
to contribute to the address-in-reply debate. I do so as
the re-elected member for Hawthorn, for which I
express my gratitude to the electors of Hawthorn, and
as the re-elected Leader of the Opposition and Leader
of the Liberal Party. Again I express my gratitude to my
colleagues for their support and encouragement and for
the effort they have all put in. I also take this
opportunity to congratulate the Speaker, and I ask the
Acting Speaker to pass on my congratulations. As I
have said before, that is an important role, and I trust
the member for Carrum will perform it extremely well.
I also want to take this opportunity to thank the past
Governor, John Landy, and his wife, Lynne. They were
in their roles for a number of years and did an excellent
job, endearing themselves to the people of Victoria

457

even more deeply than in the past. I also want to
congratulate David de Kretser and his wife, Jan, on his
appointment as the new Governor. They have already
made a fabulous impression. They are fine people who
have made a great contribution and demonstrated
enormous warmth to the people of Victoria.
This was the first Governor’s speech David de Kretser
has given. For those outside this place who perhaps do
not appreciate this, the Governor’s speech is essentially
written by the government and read by the Governor. I
will say that the speech was very well read! But I do not
attribute its contents to the Governor.
In opening the 56th Parliament Governor de Kretser set
out the agenda of the Labor government. In many ways
it is telling that the speech was buried in the
pre-Christmas rush. Those who thought the government
might have been demonstrating a willingness to get on
with it have no doubt been disappointed. Not only the
speech but also the parliamentary sitting received little
coverage, and it is no wonder, because this is an
incredibly limp agenda. We only have to look at the
notice paper to realise how thin the government’s
agenda is.
This was not a speech of great nation builders, and not
even a speech of those who would seek to advance the
cause of this great state of Victoria. It is perhaps best
characterised by this fact: in the Governor’s speech
there was no mention whatsoever of what has
previously been described by this government as the
most critical economic infrastructure project in
Victoria — the channel deepening project. But there is
a prominent mention of new rules for cubbyhouses,
pergolas and tree pruning. This is not the speech of
great nation builders, nor is it the agenda of great nation
builders.
We can compare this speech, which sets out the
government’s agenda, to the last Governor’s speech of
2003. It is interesting to reflect on that last speech.
Prominent in that speech were references to the
bushfires of the time. Little has changed. Has Victoria
benefited from better public land management or a
change in firefighting culture? Tragically, in the last
few months it has been demonstrated that we have not
learnt.
In 2003 the topic of upper house changes was
prominent in the Governor’s speech. We have now seen
the result of that. So be it; the electoral system for the
upper house has changed, but the very people who
introduced the new system are now resisting it. The
Labor government is now resisting its own changes. I
think that reflects on its commitment.
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The other prominent commitment in 2003 was to fight
terrorism — and I think we are all of that mind. Sadly,
little has changed. I note that in the last four years the
agenda has been set by the commonwealth in that
regard. This Parliament has rightly reflected that in the
measures it has taken.
It is interesting to look back at 2003. In the last
12 months we have heard the water minister and the
Premier stand up and say on many occasions, ‘We set
the agenda on water. We declared four years ago that
water was our no. 1 priority’. You will not find that in
the Governor’s speech in 2003 — it gets a little
mention, but precious little. That is one of the tragedies
of the last four years.
We can compare this Governor’s speech to another
extraordinary document, an article in the Herald Sun of
21 February — just two months after the Governor’s
speech — entitled ‘The Bracks agenda’. It was a
two-page spread, which got some front-page treatment
as well. This article, which was an interview with the
Premier, Steve Bracks, was entitled ‘My vision for the
future’. Compared to the Governor’s speech, it is barely
recognisable. You have to conclude that the Premier did
not have a commitment to the Governor’s speech and
barely had a commitment to his own Bracks agenda, as
it was described. A different set of priorities is detailed
in ‘The Bracks agenda’ in the Herald Sun, but heavens
above, there is some telltale language. The article
describes the Premier as having:
… firmed up the government’s preparedness to build a
desalinisation plant …

What sort of gobbledegook is that? The article also says
the eastern treatment plant project is ‘about to begin’
and uses the phrase ‘if it goes ahead’. The Premier uses
the phrases ‘the business case will determine’, ‘the
feasibility study is under way’ and ‘if we need to do
desalinisation we will do it’ — and I stress ‘if’!
The article said he raised the possibility that the toll
road could open early, and he talked of ‘speculation’
about other projects, and he hoped a decision about
channel deepening would be made in the term — he
‘hoped a decision’ would be made. It said he talked
about the potential improvement of traffic moving from
Melbourne’s east and west, and said ‘we think’ a
framework is achievable. It said he declined to say who
would be appointed as the retired judge to oversee the
gaming controversy. Then to top it off it said our
Premier declined to commit to the next election in
November 2010.
The Bracks agenda outlined by the Premier is a limp
response — barely recognisable — compared with the
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Governor’s speech, which set out the details of the
government’s agenda three months ago. What have we
seen since the Governor’s speech? January was an
extraordinary time. In January we had demonstrated
that after seven-plus years in government Victoria had
insufficient power, insufficient water, inadequate public
transport and insufficient police and security to stop
looting in the streets. That was a January probably
unprecedented in its poor reflection on a government —
after seven and a half years of extraordinary power and
of budget surpluses and every opportunity in the world
to do what it wants.
Going through the Governor’s speech, one of the first
items we get to is the national reform agenda. There it
is on page 3 — a startling commitment to a national
reform agenda. What has happened? Our Premier has
baulked at the first hurdle on the national reform
agenda. The commonwealth has put down an offer on
the Murray–Darling Basin involving money and water
and commitment, and our Premier has declined to sign.
All the rhetoric of the Governor’s speech is for naught,
because it is well known that we have in Victoria a
do-nothing government and a can’t-do, won’t-do
Premier. It is a great sadness for the state of Victoria.
The Governor’s speech sets out at least a framework
which acknowledges there will be a tougher economy
ahead. That is an interesting acknowledgement at the
start of a new parliamentary term. I think the speech
says that spending will need to be carefully managed.
There is an irony with this government — that spending
will need to be carefully managed. I would like to go
through it all in detail, but regrettably time is against it.
But I will say there are some good things in this
Governor’s speech that Victorians should look forward
to. A focus on obesity is a good thing, and we have
supported that. As to a focus on new technical schools,
we actually made that commitment and I am sure
members on this side of the house will see that with
some irony. We would only say that the commitment
ought to be for years earlier than year 10. A
commitment by this government to new selective
schools is again an irony. It is something that we put
forward very strongly and were initially lampooned for
by the government — and now it has been adopted. As
to the commitment to remove public transport zone 3, a
commitment made in 2002 and reiterated by this side of
the house during the election campaign, it is
happening — we hope! But given what we read in the
Herald Sun, will it actually happen? We will see.
Ms Allan interjected.
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Mr BAILLIEU — Let us see. It is a long way off
for the Bracks government. As to a surgery blitz, only
six months ago we stood in this house and drew
attention to the surgery waiting list problem. We were
lampooned by the government, only to have it finally
acknowledged and be part of the Governor’s speech. So
be it; we will be pleased about that. The establishment
of mental health treatment facilities in hospitals is again
something we support.

consecutive weeks in the whole year — and we will
actually sit less than the average.

We note with some irony that a number of other Liberal
initiatives have been included in the Governor’s speech
but we will not be churlish about that. We welcome the
notion that land will be made more affordable by the
government providing a 25-year supply of land. All that
criticism of Melbourne 2030 — and I confess, Acting
Speaker, I was part of it — lampooned by the
government, which has now acknowledged the fact that
the curtailment of land supply was causing a price
increase.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The minister at the table, the Minister for Skills,
Education Services and Employment, will be silent.

There are a range of other measures. The commencement
of a Warrnambool hospital redevelopment is something
which we committed to — —
Ms Allan — You got the numbers wrong on that
one.
Mr BAILLIEU — Quite the contrary. We got the
numbers very right and we made a strong commitment
to the whole thing, not just stage 1. We would urge the
government to get on with the whole project, not just
stage 1. There is a proposal to invest additional money
in recruiting doctors to rural areas. We made that
commitment very strongly and we were lampooned by
the government, only to see it turn up in the election
campaign. We made commitments for many months to
a further investment in the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service, which were again lampooned but turned up in
the Labor election campaign.
The member for Scoresby has just taken us through his
interesting recollection of the police resourcing debate.
I am not going to go over it again, but I will simply say
that we were out there very strongly — and you just
have to wonder what went on in that secret pre-election
deal between the Premier and the police union.
We have a list of over 35 measures which we advanced
and which were picked up by the government during
the election campaign. Good luck to it! The Labor Party
won, and we will hold it to those commitments.
I note in the Governor’s speech that a number of other
measures are referred to, including a commitment that
Parliament will sit for at least 10 months of the year.
Sensational! Ten months of the year, but not two

I look at the commitments to water and note that the
Governor’s speech says the government ‘has led the
nation on water management’. There is an irony!
Where have the savings been in the last four years?
Ms Allan interjected.

Mr BAILLIEU — Where has the recycling been
and where are the projects? Where are the pro-water
projects mentioned in this speech? They are just not
there, and you have to wonder. It is very interesting:
Through this strategy the government will:
secure enough water for Melbourne, Geelong, Ballarat,
Western Port and the Latrobe Valley …

I wonder what the people of Bendigo are thinking,
because they did not get a mention.
Ms Allan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The minister will be quiet.
Mr BAILLIEU — Where is the so-called Ballarat
super-pipe? It is not even mentioned and you have to
wonder what is going on here.
We had a commitment to public transport use by 2020,
but it is gone. There is no mention of 2030 in the
speech, but we do have a new 20 per cent by 2020
under environmental objectives. It is probably only
aspirational as a target, according to the Minister for
Public Transport.
I want to mention something in my local area, and that
is the Glenferrie Road community hub and
kindergarten. We need that hub and we need more than
$500 000 to support it. I urge the government to get on
with that and other projects.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It is a pleasure
to rise tonight and use my time constructively in my
contribution to the address-in-reply debate. My first
comment is that I wish to commend all members who
have been elected on both sides of the house. I wish
them good luck in their endeavours to represent their
respective electorates.
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The second matter I wish to put on record is to
commend the newly elected Speaker and Deputy
Speaker and wish them good luck in their new roles. I
am very confident that both of them and other acting
speakers will perform well in the chair.
The third matter I wish to register relates to the fact that
I am very happy and proud to be elected to my third
term in the Victorian Parliament. In this state last year
we celebrated 150 years since the introduction of the
secret ballot, which is a very significant achievement. I
know that other jurisdictions across the land and other
countries look up to this achievement. English lawyer
Henry Chapman devised the mechanism by which
Victorians and Australians used a secret ballot for the
first time in the world. He would indeed have been very
proud and would have concurred with us that we have
come a long way in relation to a very significant part of
democracy — that is, the secret ballot.
In addition, I think it is important that I put on record
that I am proud, as I am sure all members of the house
would be, that this year we celebrate 157 years of the
establishment of the position of Auditor-General, that
body which we are very comfortable with. We on the
government side have nothing to hide. The Office of
the Auditor-General can be described as that
fundamental body which keeps governments of all
persuasions accountable and transparent.
I will quickly reflect on my previous role in the
previous Parliament as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Community Services. I am very proud of the fact that
the Labor government transformed legislation and
turned it into leading legislation in the world, and that
authorities across jurisdictions and in other parts of the
world are looking up to Victoria because of what we
have achieved in ensuring the rights of people with
disabilities in Victoria.
Members would be aware that the legislation which the
house had before the enactment of the last piece of
legislation was fundamentally based on diagnostics. In
other words, to put it simply and plainly we asked
people in the community, ‘What is your diagnosis? We
will make decisions in relation to services and support
that the government may or may not be able to provide
to you’.
The Labor government has radically changed the
philosophy of disability legislation. As members would
be aware, the legislation which was enacted last year —
and I am very proud to have been associated with it in
my then capacity as parliamentary secretary to the then
minister, Sherryl Garbutt, who was a great minister in
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the Labor government — is fundamentally based on
needs and rights or a combination of both.
It is important that members and, indeed, the disabilities
community recognise that we have moved that agenda
forward. Now, I may say, short of Norway and some
provinces in Canada, Victoria is the place to be and the
place to be looked up to in relation to disabilities
legislation. I am very proud of that legislation and of
the many achievements that that legislation brought
about, including the establishment of the Office for
Disability.
You, Acting Speaker, would know that the Office for
Disability will be accountable to Parliament; it will be
reporting to Parliament and will have important powers
to investigate, to educate and to work with the sector
and the broader community in relation to the rights and
entitlements of people with disabilities.
The other important achievement in that legislation
relates to having adopted a whole-of-government
approach. Members — particularly, if I may say so,
members who have been around this Parliament for a
considerable time — would know that quite
traditionally and classically what would happen is that
if there were an issue which pertained to a person with
disabilities, typically on the ground right across
bureaucracies and in the government and in opposition
circles, that person would be referred to the Department
of Human Services. We are now saying that the whole
of government, all jurisdictions, all ministers and all
government departments have a responsibility to ensure
that people with disabilities become complete citizens
and stop or cease to be regarded as clients. This is an
important achievement.
Let me put my argument squarely on the record.
Members would be aware — and it has been a debate
we have had many times in this chamber — that when
Labor first came to government, a budget figure of the
order of $440 million was allocated to the disabilities
sector. Last year the budget was brought by this
government up to about $980 million — that is, close to
$1 billion. Acting Speaker, you would understand that
even though we have significantly increased the
budgetary provisions to the sector, the reality is that of
the order of only 30 per cent of people with disabilities
can access support from the state government.
In other words, a very significant number of people in
the community with so-called unmet needs do not
receive support from a government. The only way to
ensure that in the future people with disabilities are able
to become independent or full citizens and are able to
participate across all jurisdictions — in education, sport
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and recreation, planning, in local government and in all
areas of community life including the arts — is by
adopting a whole-of-government approach where every
government department recognises that it has to provide
a service to all citizens, including those with
disabilities: and the government is doing just that!
I am very proud of the changes the government has
brought about. The government has taken concrete and
very special action which goes very much to the heart
of what Labor governments are about — namely,
looking after those who are in the most need.
I now wish to refer to some important achievements of
the Labor government. In doing so I disagree with
previous speakers from the other side of the house. The
facts are that under the Liberal government between
1992 and 1999, 1 million patients were treated
annually. However, under a Labor government
1.3 million patients are now being treated annually.
Over the life of the last two parliaments the Labor
government has employed about 6200 new teachers.
Between 1992 and 1999 the Kennett government
sacked 4000 teachers. The Labor government has now
achieved P–2 class sizes of the order of 20.8 to
21 students; under the Liberal government those class
sizes were about 25.
This government has employed of the order of 6000
more police officers because its concerns go to the heart
of public safety. Between 1992 and 1999, the Liberal
government sacked 800 police officers.
We have definitely improved the employment rates in
this state.
Mr Burgess — Rubbish!
Mr LANGUILLER — These are the facts. The
member says that is rubbish, and I take up his
interjection only because members need to make
contributions to debate, in my judgement, based on
facts and hard evidence. I refer the member to
Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) data which
confirms that, for example, under Labor the
unemployment rate is 5.8 while the rate under the
Kennett Liberal government was 9.1.
This government has achieved major water savings,
and members would be aware that we are now saving
of the order of 22 per cent per capita.
In the remaining few minutes available to me I want to
register the important achievements, commitments and
promises this government has made, which were
delivered to the electorate of Derrimut, formerly called
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Sunshine, which I have proudly represented for the
term of two parliaments, as I now begin my third term
in this place.
It is important to register that, as we have said
repeatedly, education is one of our top priorities, and
we will deliver to those areas that are most in need. I
am so happy to confirm that the government has carried
out very significant modernisation projects at Albion
North Primary School at a cost of about $2.5 million.
The Minister for Skills, Education Services and
Employment, who I am happy to see at the table, was
personally involved in having that project implemented.
In addition to the project at Albion North, the
government put $4.4 million into the replacement of
Cairnlea Primary School. In Glengala/Sunshine West
Primary School we funded minor works of the order of
$80 000. The local community had sought the
modernisation of St Albans Meadows Primary School,
and the government funded those major works of the
order of $1 million. Also, the government funded the
modernisation of St Albans Secondary College at a cost
of about $1.7 million. I could list more school works if
time permitted.
You, Acting Speaker, would be aware that before the
1999, the 2002 and last year’s elections the government
said public safety was its major priority. Let me tell
you, Acting Speaker, that in the municipality of
Brimbank in my electorate of Derrimut we have
reduced the crime rate by 17.2 per cent and we have
15 extra police officers. Some members, particularly
those on the opposite side of the house, might not be
cognisant of the significance of having additional police
officers, so I will relate a simple anecdote. I recollect
that under the Kennett government you would not see
cops on foot in my electorate or in the western suburbs,
whereas today, happily, members of my community see
police officers walking around the shopping centres and
the community.
This has happened because we have taken the issue of
public safety very seriously and because we have
grown the whole of Victoria and are delivering for the
whole of Victoria. We are not a government which is
city centric and which concentrates exclusively on
certain suburbs in the Melbourne area, as the former
Kennett government did, ignoring regional Victoria and
ignoring rural Victoria. May I say that they lost the
number of seats they lost on that side because they
neglected regional Victoria, they neglected rural
Victoria and they neglected the western suburbs — but
I am proud to say that this government has not. We are
employing more teachers in the western suburbs, we
are employing more police officers and other

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
462

ASSEMBLY

emergency services officers in the western suburbs, and
indeed we are employing more nurses and more
doctors. In fact Labor has employed 7264 extra nurses
across the state.
That is a major achievement, and many of those nurses
and many of those new doctors have ended up in
Western Health at Sunshine Hospital, Williamstown
Hospital and Western Hospital in Footscray. That is
something that was not seen under the Liberal
government, because the health of residents in the
western suburbs was not taken seriously. Now we have
a situation where we have more teachers and we have
more nurses — and it is my recollection that we have
had hardly any hospital bypasses, if indeed any at all, in
the western suburbs.
What a great achievement for a government that when
it came to office committed itself to growing the whole
of Victoria, to being responsible financially and fiscally
and to producing budget surpluses. We do that very
proudly, because we say we will not spend any more
than we are entitled to or any more than we should. We
are treating Victorians, the business sector, the public
service, small business and every other sector very
seriously. We are committed to governing for all
Victorians, and I am very proud that this government
has delivered the best conditions in which to work, to
live and to raise a family.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to speak on
the address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech, which
was presented in the other house before Christmas. I am
proud to say I have been elected for the third time to
represent the Lowan electorate — —
Ms Barker interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I will get to that. I am also
pleased to say that the Governor and his wife have been
to Dunkeld and Hamilton in my electorate a couple of
times. We welcome their visits to country Victoria —
and there is still much to see. As the member
interjected, the Lowan electorate is the largest
electorate in the state, at 34 500 square kilometres. In
fact I could fit 76 of the other 87 electorates in this
place into my electorate. I heard the member for
Gippsland East talking about his great electorate, but I
can assure him that the Lowan electorate is much
bigger than his. In fact his is the third biggest behind the
electorate of Swan Hill — —
Mr Burgess — How big?
Mr DELAHUNTY — I am not sure, but it is not
the biggest and the best, as the Americans say. I want to
congratulate you, Acting Speaker, on your re-election
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to the seat of Bass and on your reappointment as Acting
Speaker. You joined a distinguished crop in the last
Parliament; the member for Shepparton is supporting
you in this Parliament and will be a welcome addition
to the Acting Speaker roster. I also ask you to pass on
my congratulations to the Speaker and Deputy Speaker
on taking on their roles in this Parliament.
This is the first opportunity I have had to congratulate
my colleagues in The Nationals. The Nationals
increased their vote by 10 per cent across the state, and
we are particularly rapt to have in this Parliament the
new members for Morwell, Mildura and Rodney. I
have some advice for the new member for Mildura: he
is moving too fast. The former member for Mildura
said he would get the trains back to Mildura within a
few years. Unfortunately that did not happen, and there
is still more work to be done, but the new member for
Mildura has got rid of the toxic waste dump proposed
for his electorate, and we congratulate him on his very
speedy work.
I also congratulate members of the head office staff of
The Nationals, including Luke O’Sullivan and John
Tanner and their team, for the excellent work they did
through a very difficult election campaign last year. I
also want to pass on my thanks to the retired members
of The Nationals including the Honourables Barry
Bishop and Bill Baxter, who were members in the other
place, as well as our great colleague from this place, the
former member for Rodney. We will have a send-off
for him on Wednesday, and I am sure it will be a great
show, as was the testimonial for the Honourable Barry
Bishop. I want to thank my campaign committee,
headed by Simon Syane, and the many members and
volunteers who helped the committee. It is a big task to
man all the polling booths in the electorate. There were
over 60 polling booths and there was also prepolling for
two weeks at Hamilton and Horsham. I had a great
campaign committee that was supported by many
others.
The Lowan electorate is a great electorate. Its
employment and economic activity shows strong
reliance on the agricultural sector, which has been
through a very difficult time in the last seven or eight
years with the lack of rain — or the drought. It is now
being supported by other industries coming into the
area, including the mineral sands plants run by Iluka
Resources and the timber industry, which is causing
some disquiet, but it is another industry, which we
welcome.
We are also seeing agricultural diversification. This has
been assisted by the great Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I
am pleased to say that when I was elected in 1999 I
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brought up the matter of the pipeline when the
Legislative Assembly sat in Bendigo. Many members
of this Parliament thought I was talking about a gas
pipeline, because gas pipelines were the go at that stage.
But I am pleased to say that this government, with the
support of the federal government, is now putting pipes
in the ground in the Wimmera–Mallee region. That will
be of great benefit to the region in providing not only
good quality and more reliable water but also an
opportunity for agricultural diversification. This will no
doubt affect employment in the area.
Like everywhere else in the state, water is a critical
issue in my electorate. Because of the drought we have
limited storages, and distribution is a problem for us.
But more important are the users. We need to enforce
upon the city-centric government that it needs to
recycle and reuse more of its water. In the GWMWater
area of my electorate about 95 per cent of the water is
reused in industry and for recreation and other
purposes. Unfortunately, it is the reverse here in
Melbourne, where most of the water goes out through
the Gunnamatta outfall when it should be reused.
The other issue which is causing some concern is
groundwater. Applications for licences take five weeks
or longer, and then you have to track down a driller.
The Gymbowen area is causing great concern. Farmers
and land-holders in that area put in applications three
years ago, but there has been no response at this stage.
A groundwater management strategy had to be
developed. Then it had to be signed off in Melbourne.
Then they had to work out how they were going to
allocate the water, and after three years there has been
no response to the land-holders. It is a disgrace for a
government that said it was going to work for all of
rural and regional Victoria.
But if there is one concern that is really biting hard in
country Victoria, it is the water tank rebate scheme. If
you live in a reticulated system, then you get support, or
if you live near the Wimmera–Mallee channel system
that is not getting flows this year, then you get a tank
rebate. Many people live in surrounding towns or in
tourist resorts in the Grampians and the like, and 80 per
cent of the tourist operators are not on reticulated water
and so miss out on the water tank rebate. Water is a
finite resource, and we must store it as best we can to
make sure we do not waste it when it comes down. The
reality is that water tank rebates should be for everyone.
There are three water authorities in my electorate:
Wannon Water, Southern Rural Water and GWMWater
in the northern area. I do not think Wannon Water has
handled some of the small town issues as well as I
would like. Southern Rural Water has taken far too long
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to assess bore applications, and in relation to the
implementation of the pipeline GWMWater has more
work to do with the community, particularly in relation
to land acquisition.
Regarding the recreation reserves, there is still more
work to be done by GWMWater. But the major
concern is the Wimmera irrigators. We heard the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
talking about them today. The reality is that those
people have not had water for up to seven years, yet
they have been paying for it all of that time, except for
this year. If it was not for The Nationals, the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline would not have started in
the northern area, and if it was not for The Nationals,
the small town sewerage project would not have been
started by the Honourable Pat McNamara when he was
the minister responsible for water. Importantly, there is
still more work to be done in places like Lake Bolac.
In his speech the Governor mentioned the emergency
services. There is no doubt that they have played a very
important role in country Victoria in the last couple of
years, particularly with the fires — those in
north-eastern and eastern Victoria, and those in the
Grampians the season before last. I want to congratulate
56 000 Country Fire Authority volunteers for their
selfless efforts in supporting our country communities. I
also congratulate the State Emergency Service (SES)
personnel and the many other emergency services
people, whether they be volunteers or paid staff. They
have done a great deal of work in helping country
Victoria.
The SES plays a very important role, particularly in
rescues in the Grampians, at Mount Arapiles and in the
Little Desert. They do not get enough recognition. But
if there is one concern these emergency services people
in country Victoria all have, it is this government’s
unwillingness to fund the air ambulance helicopter for
south-west Victoria. If the government is going to
govern for all Victoria, why does it not do the same
thing it has done for Bendigo and for the Gippsland
area where there are ambulance helicopters? We must
have one in south-west Victoria.
The other thing I want to talk about in my limited time
is hospitals.
Ms Allan — You need an extension!
Mr DELAHUNTY — That is correct; I will
support that!
There is no doubt that more money has been spent on
infrastructure for hospitals; that started under previous
governments and has continued with this government,
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and I thank them for that. But more work needs to be
done at the hospitals at Coleraine, Merino and
Edenhope. Bush nursing centres have been funded, and
we welcome that. However, if we do not do more work
on the retention and attraction of doctors, nurses and
allied health staff, we will have facilities where you
walk through the front door and there is nothing
happening inside. In country Victoria that is a major
worry for our health services.
The other disturbing factor that was mentioned in the
Governor’s speech is the ever-increasing incidence of
child obesity. There is also type 2 diabetes. As the
member for Lowan and a board member of VicHealth,
I have written a letter to the Premier, and I want to
quote from it:
In 2001 approximately 1 million Australians had type 2
diabetes. By 2031 this is projected to rise to 3.3 million and
50 per cent of all cases are undiagnosed with diabetes
constituting one of the largest costs to our health-care system.
The main risk factor for type 2 diabetes is weight …

I wrote that many of our:
… young people are … overweight — as a member of
VicHealth the board has focused on this alarming trend. A
generation ago, 70 per cent of children walked to school, now
with the fear of ‘stranger danger’, the convenience and care
availability means that 70 per cent are driven to school.
VicHealth has instigated the ‘walking school bus’ to
encourage students to walk to school as well as healthy eating
programs.

But the thing I wanted to mention is that:
The Greater Green Triangle University Department of Rural
Health’s … diabetes prevention project has proven to be the
only successful intervention trial for the prevention of type 2
diabetes in Australia.

I wrote that I was of the belief that:
… the national reform agenda for diabetes is scheduled to be
discussed at a meeting of COAG —

that is, at a meeting of the Council of Australian
Governments, in April this year. I went on:
However, in light of the recent focus on issues of water —

which are terribly important —
… I fear that diabetes may be displaced from the agenda. If it
is, the opportunity to set in place a 10-year plan for public
health will be lost.

I strongly urged the government to:
ensure the national reform agenda for diabetes remains a
priority at not only state level but also at the April COAG
meeting.
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As I said, hospitals play a very important role, but we
also want to look at education, which has an important
role in our country communities. The Governor’s
speech refers to increased school completion rates. We
need to do more work to upgrade the facilities at
Horsham College and Baimbridge College and also on
the retention of vocational education and training buses.
There are alarming demographic figures that show that
many of our small towns and many of our schools are
going to be in trouble in terms of numbers, and
therefore the ability to provide staff and run classes is a
major worry in the long term.
We must do more work in terms of using
videoconferencing in smaller schools. We must also
work together to make sure that we provide some of
those school classes and courses in remote areas. I
know the work has been started, but the people of the
largest electorate in the state, the Lowan electorate,
look forward to at least some of that happening.
The issue of Longerenong College has yet to be
resolved. I have raised it many times in Parliament. It
was run by Melbourne University and abandoned by
Melbourne University, and it has now been taken over
by Workco, company in the Wimmera, which is doing
great work there. The government needs to decide who
controls that land.
Another education issue concerns preschools. In his
speech the Governor mentioned the upgrading of the
skills of preschool teachers. Another concern is about
support for management committees, because in many
of the country towns in my electorate they have to raise
up to $20 000 just to open the school doors. More work
needs to be done in that regard.
The Governor mentioned better roads and public
transport. The federal government has a good Roads to
Recovery program, where money goes directly from it
to local councils to improve roads in country
communities, but more needs to be done by this
government. The last state budget had very little money
in it for country roads; therefore the next budget must
contain enough to fix our country roads and bridges; in
that way, you save lives in the country.
Mental health is a major concern for country
communities. We have a diabolical shortage of mental
health beds in country Victoria. We also need more
services. I want to touch quickly on the issue of
ambulance transfers for country hospitals. Many of our
small hospitals, because they do not now have the
services available, are transferring people to either
regional or metropolitan hospitals. This imposes a big
cost burden on the local hospitals. I look to the
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government using the next budget to fund such
practices. Where it has been eaten away by white ants,
the Horsham ambulance station building needs to be
replaced as soon as possible. It is embarrassing; if that
were a private facility, I am sure WorkCover would
close it down.
In the last minute or so available to me I want to touch
briefly on a couple of matters. My electorate needs
more money for stock containment areas. It needs to
have its rivers and streams cleaned up. We know it will
rain, and when it does, the water will go down the
rivers and streams. However, I am afraid that the
cumbungi and cane grass and other rubbish that has
been thrown into the waterways by some people will
impede the flow of water and therefore may flood some
towns.
We also need more efforts to be made to control foxes
and rabbits. Most importantly, we need a greater focus
on country Victoria. Melbourne is not the centre of the
universe. Victoria is much bigger than Melbourne, and
we need to make sure that the Lowan electorate gets its
fair share of attention, as should the rest of country
Victoria.
In conclusion, I want to say a big thank you to my
family for their support in the last few years,
particularly to my wife, Judie, and my sons, Jarrod,
Christian and Drew. They have given me tremendous
support over the last few years. I look forward to their
support in this next Parliament.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I firstly congratulate
you, Speaker, on your election to that position. I am
very confident that you will do an excellent job. I very
much look forward to working with you.
I also take the opportunity in contributing to the
address-in-reply debate to thank the Parliament for its
appointment of me as Deputy Speaker. I consider it a
great honour, and I certainly look forward to my work
as a member of the Legislative Assembly of the
Victorian Parliament. I certainly congratulate all the
acting speakers, and I look forward to working with
them as well.
Most importantly, I wish to thank the residents of the
Oakleigh electorate for once again electing me as their
representative. Being a member of Parliament for the
electorate of Oakleigh is a job that I take very seriously.
It has been a very great pleasure to work with the
people, organisations and services in the Oakleigh
electorate over the last seven years to rebuild and renew
the community.
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Before I move on to recording some of the work the
Bracks government has done and will continue to do in
this term, I also express my gratitude to all those
members and supporters of the party who have worked
with and supported me for many years now, not just
during elections campaign but over a long time. They
have played a very significant role in my being elected,
firstly in 1999 and twice since.
I particularly thank my staff who work very hard for the
people of the Oakleigh electorate. I consider myself
very fortunate — and I know other members feel the
same — to have had and continue to have very
dedicated, caring and hardworking staff.
Jasmine Evans left my office a couple of years ago to
travel and work overseas. She remains in touch to let us
know where she is and what she is learning and
enjoying — currently I think she is in Glasgow. She is a
delightful young woman whom we all miss, but we all
want her to fulfil her dreams. Megan Berry and Stefanie
Perri are still with me. They are wonderful young
women and I thank them for all they do for me and for
the people of the Oakleigh electorate.
I know many members acknowledge the support they
receive from their families, and my family is my
greatest joy and my greatest support. My husband Jim
and my children and their partners, Michael and Jacquie
and Kirsty and Richard, are exceptional, and I cannot
thank them enough for their love and support and for
everything they do for me. My personal life has now
taken on another dimension with a wonderful addition
to our family. Michael and Jacquie have given Jim and
me our first grandchild, Bridgette, and I now fully
understand what it means to be a totally besotted and
doting grandmother. So I have a new dimension to my
personal life which is a great pleasure.
We are achieving results in Oakleigh, but, as we always
say, there is always more to do. The Bracks
government’s agenda for this term will ensure that we
can continue to rebuild and renew our community. As
indicated in the Governor’s speech:
… the government will focus on the issues that matter to
Victorian families — namely, sound economic management
and job creation, better schools, better hospitals, a secure
water supply, a clean environment, climate change, a safe
community, better roads and public transport, and a fair go in
the workplace.

Education remains our top priority. We have worked
hard to begin the rebuilding of our schools, with more
than 400 statewide rebuilt and modernised since 1999.
In the Oakleigh electorate — and I have mentioned it
many times — we regrettably have no secondary
colleges left. They were all closed before I became the
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member in 1999. That presents us with some
challenges, but I am sure we will work through them.
We have, of course, excellent primary schools. In this
last term alone we have completed a number of very
important projects and, as I say, we continue to do all of
the work that we need to do locally to make sure we
can continue to rebuild and renew our schools.
One of the major works was at Murrumbeena Primary
School, where the previous education and training
minister, Lynne Kosky, in June 2005 officially opened
the $2.65 million major renovation that has really
transformed that school. The school is 87 years old and
the structure of those sorts of schools presents us with
some challenges in providing new and updated facilities,
but it now has a wonderful new arts and information
resource centre. We were able to rebuild all of the
general classrooms and, in particular — it does not
sound much — the staff room, which was really no
bigger than many of the offices here in Parliament — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Ms BARKER — Yes, very small — I agree with
the Minister for Skills, Education Services and
Employment — extremely small. The school,
compared with others in my electorate, has a large
enrolment of 550, so the number of staff that were
expected to try and fit into that tiny room was just
unmanageable. They now have a wonderful new
facility. I particularly commend the school community
for its efforts in that project. The federal government
contributed $900 000 to the two-stage project and the
state commitment was $1.66 million, but the local
school community, which is very hardworking and
enterprising, contributed just over $102 000. That was a
great achievement.
I commend the Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment, with whom I was very pleased to
work in my previous role as Parliamentary Secretary
for Training and Higher Education, in particular for
delivering some of the smaller but extremely important
projects to local schools, such as $150 000 to
Hughesdale Primary School for its new toilet block. We
can laugh about toilet funding, but they are very
important facilities in local schools. Hughesdale
Primary School is another great example. In 1996 it
was threatened with closure by the previous
government. Admittedly at that time it had a very small
enrolment, but the community rejected that closure and
rebuilt the school’s numbers. Members of the local
community, like me, know that our area is changing:
families are coming back, and our demography is
changing. We now find that we need the schools
because we are growing in population, particularly the
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number of children. The student population at
Hughesdale Primary School is now sitting at around
330, and the school is actually full.
Early last year a new mod 5 classroom was delivered to
the school to ensure that it could — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Ms BARKER — They are indeed beautiful
buildings. Carnegie Primary School has received
funding of $100 000 for toilets, and $111 000 — —
Ms Allan — Flush with funds!
Ms BARKER — As the minister said, it is flush
with funds. There is also funding of $111 000 for
Amsleigh Park Primary School, again for a new toilet
block which is currently under construction.
Importantly we were able to give Carnegie Primary
School another $100 000 through what was the school
improvement program. The school has been able to
reconfigure the junior school, which was very
important because the junior school children had to
walk through classrooms to go to the toilets. There has
been minimal change, but it has been very important. It
does not involve a lot of money, but it is certainly very
important.
A very proud moment for my community in this last
term was when the then Minister for Community
Services visited the Oakleigh Primary School site,
where we had constructed a new kindergarten. We
already have and had a great number of kindergartens
in our area, but with more families moving into
Oakleigh we had an increasing demand for new
kindergarten services. There has been funding from the
Bracks government of over $427 000, and together with
an enormous effort and contribution made by the
Oakleigh Primary School community, that beautiful
new kindergarten has been made a reality. It certainly is
a great source of pride to me and to my local
community.
Although not linked to education, the Bracks
government did something else in its last term that is
also a great source of pride for our community. At a
cost of $2.5 million it redeveloped the old Oakleigh
police station site in Atkinson Street to provide 11 older
person units. They really are quite beautiful. There are
four 2-bedroom units and three 1-bedroom units, and
another four have living areas with recessed alcoves,
which means that grandchildren or family members can
visit and stay overnight. They were full from the day
they were finished, and they are just beautiful. As I
said, they are a great source of pride to me as the
member for Oakleigh.
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The government has done a lot, but there is still a lot to
do. We have an agenda and a program, and we are
committed to boosting capital works funding in
education by 75 per cent. We will rebuild and
modernise another 500 schools by 2011. Importantly
we have a long-term plan which commits us to the
biggest education building program in Victoria since
the postwar boom. I will be very pleased to work as a
member of the Bracks government to see our specific
commitments as outlined in the Governor’s speech
delivered in the next term, and as a member of the
Bracks government I will be delighted to work with my
schools.
We certainly are making progress on health, which
again is an issue of great importance in my electorate. I
commend the government’s appointment of Victoria’s
first Minister for Mental Health. I think this is a very
important step in our progression in dealing with this
very important issue. I congratulate the member for
Bellarine, not only on her appointment to the cabinet
but also on her appointment as the first Minister for
Mental Health.
A great deal of funding and capital works have been put
into hospitals which service my electorate, and a large
number of upgrades will provide even better services at
the Clayton and Moorabbin campuses of Monash
Medical Centre. Work has started at Box Hill Hospital
and at Caulfield General Medical Centre, and we are
working very hard to make the Alfred hospital, which
services my electorate, a great place to deliver health
services.
I heard the Minister for Health indicate — and I agree
wholeheartedly — that we are far better off to keep
people out of hospital and provide preventive health
measures. I have always been a very strong supporter of
community health. We have worked very hard with
MonashLink Community Health Service in Oakleigh.
In 1999 it was disaggregated from the Southern Health
Care Network and the community committee of
management was restored. The staff and the committee
have worked very hard to re-establish the service and
identify needs both in client-care programs and capital
works. We have started to rebuild MonashLink, and its
services do need to be rebuilt. Funding of $6.6 million
has been provided as part of the Clayton community
centre development, which will be the first stage of
reinvestment.
We have now committed to invest $22 million in this
term to modernise and upgrade three community health
centres — including the one in Oakleigh — with
$9 million for the second stage of the MonashLink
redevelopment. As I said, that will see the development
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of a purpose-built service in Oakleigh and in Glen
Waverley. I look forward to working with them to see
their future finalised, and I hope to be able to work with
the services in the Glen Eira council area of my
electorate, which needs some attention.
There are many other challenges that we face in the
Oakleigh electorate and as a government. Transport is
an important one, and we have started to improve bus
services. A big challenge in my electorate is the
proposed third rail line from Caulfield to Dandenong,
with Caulfield to Oakleigh as the first stage. It presents
us with a great opportunity to provide a better service.
There are a number of issues regarding roads which
already have problems with traffic near railway
stations. Grange, Koornang, Murrumbeena and Poath
roads are the four roads that we will need to work very
closely on at the local community and local council
levels in order to address those issues. During the
election campaign we also committed to providing a
pedestrian crossing in Grange Road, Glen Huntly, and I
look forward to making that a reality.
I am very proud to be a Labor member. I also consider
it a great privilege to be a member of the Bracks Labor
government. It is a government which is absolutely
committed to rebuilding and renewing all communities,
not just mine, across the state, and it is a government
which is willing to deal with the challenges that we all
face in terms of water, climate change, the environment
and transport and how we make sure we have quality
education and health systems.
We have set an ambitious program for the next four
years and thereafter that builds on the progress of the
past seven years. We are making Victoria a better place
in which to live, work and raise a family. During the
election period my Liberal opponent used an interesting
phrase in his literature whereby he claimed that he
would make Oakleigh a better place to live, work and
raise a family. I can guarantee those opposite that it is
my work as the member for Oakleigh — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Ms BARKER — I would never name my
opponent — I never have and I never will. I can
guarantee those opposite that I will be the one who will
continue working very hard to make my community a
better place. And working with the Victorian
government, we on this side will make Victoria a better
place to live, work and raise a family.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr THOMPSON
(Sandringham).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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Remaining business postponed on motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment).

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

School buses: Scoresby
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport and ask her to take
immediate action to address the shortage of school
buses in my area. The particular school bus in question
is the one that runs from Borg Crescent and Ferntree
Gully Road, Scoresby, to Highvale Secondary College.
I have been contacted by Maree Wilson, who has
explained that the current bus service is overcrowded
and that students are being forced to travel on the steps,
which is something we as parents do not find
acceptable.
We have written to Ventura Bus Lines, which we are
sure will work through this issue. We have an excellent
working relationship with Ventura. As a company it has
over the years gone to extraordinary lengths to address
the needs of the community, especially the school
community. Although Ventura will do its utmost to fix
this, in this particular instance we need government
involvement to make sure there is a further allocation.
When in the past it has been short in one area, the
Bracks government seems to have cut back on school
bus services in other areas in order to create more
kilometres and put another bus service into the more
heavily populated area.
I am concerned about this issue, because at the same
time or thereabouts last year I raised with the then
minister a shortage in the number of buses going to the
Scoresby Secondary College. Even though we wrote to
the department, raised it in Parliament and were given
assurances that the school would be contacted, nothing
happened. It was embarrassing, because we actually
had to raise it again in the Parliament to try to get some
sort of action. However, Scoresby Secondary College
had no joy from the minister’s office. On this occasion
we are raising it early in the year to make sure that we
get this situation resolved.
Mrs Wilson said in her letter to me:
The bus is very overcrowded and the children are forced to
travel on the steps. My son began at the school just last week
and has already had his foot jammed in the door as it tries to
close.
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That gives a pretty good indication that this bus has
been well and truly packed. Some students have been
left behind, which has created an enormous amount of
havoc for parents, who have then received phone calls
from students saying they have missed the bus through
no fault of their own because there has not been enough
room on the bus. That has meant that parents or friends
have had to go and pick up the students from the school
to take them home. It is an inconvenience, and it is not
necessary. What we want is an extra bus to be put on
this route to Highvale Secondary College to ensure that
these students can travel safely from the Scoresby area.

Schools: bullying
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — The matter I wish to
raise this evening is for the attention of the Minister for
Skills, Education Services and Employment. I ask the
minister to ensure that all our schools are adopting
strategies designed to keep our schools safe places for
students to learn and to develop to the very best of their
ability. Specifically I ask the minister to continue to
monitor the development and ongoing implementation
of anti-bullying policies in all our schools. Increasingly
research is showing how destructive bullying can be to
the ability of students to learn and to develop.
Bullying at schools, as we know, has been around for a
very long time, but I suspect we now better appreciate
the huge impact it has on people both at the time of the
bullying and for many years to come. Things like low
self-esteem, an inability to concentrate and therefore an
inability to learn are all things that can result from a
student being bullied.
Increasingly we are seeing that bullies are using
technology to do their dirty work. We are seeing more
cyberbullying through use of the internet, via emails
and chat rooms, and also through the use of mobile
phones and text messaging. There have been some
recent articles in the newspapers about this, and some
concern has been expressed to me by friends who work
in schools and who have noticed this and see it as an
increasingly difficult problem for them to tackle.
I know our schools are doing a great job in tackling this
very difficult issue, and I have seen firsthand the work
our local schools are doing to address this problem. It is
a difficult issue for schools; it is difficult for the staff,
and of course it is difficult for the students and their
parents.
In May last year we launched the Safe Schools are
Effective Schools anti-bullying strategy. All Victorian
schools received this strategy, and I know it has assisted
staff and parents in dealing with this issue. I have had
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some very positive feedback on this useful resource
from both staff and parents. The kit includes strategies
to help schools prevent and manage bullying. It
provides strategies for parents to deal with their child
who may be a victim of bullying or in fact be a bully.
Cyberbullying is the latest form of bullying, and as a
government we have invested a lot of money to ensure
all our students have access to the best of technologies,
which bring great benefit to the teaching and learning
process in schools. We must make sure that this
technology is not being used as a weapon against some
students. I ask the minister to take action to ensure that
schools continue to develop bullying policies that take
into account the changing forms of bullying and that
those policies continue to be relevant and effective.

Water: Big Buffalo dam
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Premier and, in his absence, the
Minister for Skills, Education Services and
Employment. I seek his support for and urgent
investigation into the construction of a Big Buffalo dam
and the extension of Lake William Hovell in
north-eastern Victoria. This has become a huge issue of
concern for all of us living in the north-eastern part of
the state because of the lack of water in those two dams
and the fact that there is limited water coming down
through that area. We have the situation where
Wangaratta is on stage 4 water restrictions.
Because of the concerns I wrote a letter dated
16 January to the chief executive officer of the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission, the chief executive
officer of Goulburn-Murray Water, the Premier of
Victoria, the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change, the Prime Minister and the Leader of
The Nationals at the federal level about the urgent need
for consideration of the extension of Lake William
Hovell and the building of the Big Buffalo dam.
Many people would be aware that a former Premier of
Victoria, Sir Henry Bolte, over 40 years ago bought
additional land in the Lake Buffalo area, and Little
Buffalo was constructed for the purpose of building the
Big Buffalo dam. An article in the Wangaratta
Chronicle in 1962 provided information about the
extension of Lake Buffalo and the building of the dam.
Unfortunately that dam has not been considered for
construction.
I have had only two responses to my letter to date. One
is from the chief executive officer of Goulburn-Murray
Water and the other is from the chief executive officer
of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission. The
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responses are absolutely ridiculous. Russell Cooper, the
chief executive officer of Goulburn-Murray Water, said
in part:
You have previously written to us requesting that
consideration be given to constructing Big Buffalo. In order
to increase the storage capacity of Lake Buffalo there would
be need to be an equivalent reduction in capacity at another
storage within the Murray–Darling system to ensure
compliance with the Murray–Darling Basin cap.

That is a preposterous suggestion. We are looking for
construction of this dam to underpin the supply of water
in the Ovens and King rivers and provide water to the
Rural City of Wangaratta. It would also provide water
for irrigation, environmental flows and town supplies.
It is critical that the government look at this issue
immediately to see what we can do. It is estimated that
Wangaratta will be completely out of water by 8 April.
Water is now being lifted out of the lower part of that
dam. We need action straightaway to see that
something is done to assist us in north-eastern Victoria
with the building of the Big Buffalo dam and the
extension of Lake William Hovell.

State Emergency Service: Geelong unit
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The issue
I raise for action relates to the relocation of the Geelong
State Emergency Service (SES) unit. All members of
this house would be well aware that the State
Emergency Service units across Victoria provide a
magnificent service. These services are provided on the
ground by a dedicated group of tireless and committed
volunteers. I assure the house that the Geelong SES is
no exception.
I have regularly visited the current headquarters of the
Geelong SES unit. It is located on the corner of
Swanston and Little Myers streets in my electorate of
Geelong. The site is now owned by Barwon Health,
which plans to use the site for car parking. I know car
parking is in great demand from patients and their
families, visitors and employees such as nurses.
Therefore the Geelong SES unit will be required to
vacate the site in the near future, as I understand it. The
action I seek is for the minister to work and fully
consult with the SES, in particular its Geelong branch
members, in ensuring that an alternate, suitable site is
located in Geelong in the near future.
As I mentioned before, the SES unit in Geelong, as is
the case with units across Victoria, is staffed by a group
of dedicated and committed volunteers. There are
currently approximately 20 members in the Geelong
SES unit, ably led by controller David Viga. The
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Geelong SES has been located at its current site at the
corner of Swanston and Little Myers streets for 15 to
20 years. This site provides effective and efficient
access to all corners of the greater Geelong area. This
central location allows members easy access in
emergencies and for other important functions such as
training. The Geelong SES has prime responsibility in
the area for storm and flood rescue. Members might say
it could not have had too much work in recent years
because there have not been too many storms and
floods. However, I am informed that the Geelong SES
also provides a general rescue service and has
performed four rescues in the last couple of weeks.

councils and successive governments since the 1950s.
Peninsula people are not, in their view, part of
Melbourne, and they do not want to become part of it.
They do not see themselves as living in Melbourne. The
legislative hard black line that had been imposed as part
of that strategy had been working very well, as I said,
for the previous 50 years. This goes a long way towards
destroying the character of three great towns. It does
not have to be this way. I call on the minister to act now
not only for us, the people who are immediately
affected by the change, but for future generations.

It is vital that the Geelong SES finds a new home. I
know the minister is committed to ensuring that a
suitable site is found. I look forward to working with
the minister, the SES, the City of Greater Geelong,
importantly, and local SES members to resolve this
important issue.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is that the minister provide advice as
to when the local bus reviews for the Plenty Valley,
Eltham and Greensborough will begin. Last year the
Premier launched a $10 billion blueprint to improve
public transport entitled Meeting Our Public Transport
Challenges — Connecting Victorian Communities. Part
of the initiative committed the government to
significant improvements, including the expansion of
local bus routes. My community certainly welcomed
this initiative, particularly because it referred to growth
corridors.

Planning: Mornington Peninsula
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Planning in another place. I ask the
minister to immediately withdraw from exhibition
amendment C84 to the Mornington Peninsula planning
scheme and to commence meaningful consultation with
the local community with a view to developing, as a
matter of urgency, a specific Mornington Peninsula
planning scheme.
The planning scheme amendment that I am referring to
affects the commercial area not only of Mornington but
of the whole peninsula. It was introduced by the council
as a consequence of the impact of the activity centres
designated under Melbourne 2030. The amendment is
having the effect of changing the nature of the three
main activity centres on the Mornington Peninsula
beyond recognition. It is another example of the sorts of
problems that have been created by imposing a policy
that was designed for the Melbourne metropolitan area
on areas that are adjacent to but not part of the
metropolitan area. This is really a critical point. Two or
three applications for multistorey developments have
been approved. A town that has managed to keep its
character intact for the last 160 years is in imminent
danger of being destroyed. Not only Mornington is
affected; Hastings and Rosebud are affected in exactly
the same way. It is a tragedy because it is totally
unnecessary.
The standard line is that the amendment has to be
adopted as part of Melbourne 2030 and is necessary to
protect the broad acres of the peninsula, but the fact is
that those areas had been protected by successive

Buses: Yan Yean electorate

In October last year the former Minister for Transport
indicated that the two distinct areas of
Eltham-Greensborough and the Plenty growth corridor
would be the first to benefit from the initiative. My
community welcomed this announcement. We have
seen great improvements in my electorate. The 561 bus
route from South Morang to Greensborough has seen
significant service improvements. A new service has
been introduced between Eltham and Diamond Creek.
We have also seen the reintroduction of weekend
services between Eltham and Warrandyte and
Greensborough and Humevale. Those services were cut
under the former Kennett government.
Due to the expansion that is occurring in the growth
corridors in my electorate, there is a need for a large
increase and improvement in bus services. There is a
need for an overall planned approach, as indicated in
Meeting Our Transport Challenges, taking public
transport on a region by region basis rather than just
looking — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has
1 minute to ask for specific action.
Ms GREEN — I have asked the minister to indicate
to the community when the local bus reviews will take
place. I think I made that clear at the outset, but I am
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happy to reiterate that because I think that the
community is not yet clear when those bus reviews will
occur.
We need many more new services for new
communities in my electorate, including those in
Doreen, Laurimar, Mernda, South Morang and
Whittlesea. I look forward to the conduct of the
reviews, which I understand will involve extensive
consultation with those communities across the Yan
Yean electorate and which I am sure will inform the
Department of Infrastructure on the need for new and
improved services for my electorate. I welcome that
initiative and hope that the minister will detail the time
frame for when that will occur.

Trams: accessibility
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is that the minister review
the route 75 tram service to Vermont South and ensure
that trams on that tramline are accessible by both
people with disabilities and the elderly.
Currently Yarra Trams has two types of low-floor
trams, the D1 and D2 classes. Recently I was
approached by a resident who is confined to a
wheelchair. She advised me that no D1 or D2-class
trams visit the Vermont South tram stop. My
constituent sought to clarify the situation with a
customer service representative. She was advised that
on that route those trams travel only as far as Hawthorn.
My constituent then asked if she could possibly request
that a low-floor tram service the site on subsequent
days. That request was completely ignored. My
constituent had had the audacity to request that she
could access the public transport system! After I had
received this advice I wanted to clarify the situation for
myself. I spoke to a tram driver at the Vermont South
tram stop who confirmed that no D1 or D2 trams
service that site.
This situation is completely unacceptable. As the
member for Scoresby pointed out earlier, in 1999 Labor
promised the residents in Melbourne’s east that a
Bracks government would extend the route 75 tram
from Burwood East to Knox City. History has proven
that, as with the promised Rowville rail feasibility
study, the 24-police station at Rowville and the toll-free
Scoresby freeway, the government has turned its back
on my constituents by delivering a tram extension to
only Vermont South. The failure by the government to
deliver on its key promise has been roundly criticised
by many in the outer east, including residents,
community groups, Knox City Council, the Public
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Transport Users Association and many others. In fact at
the last election the former member for Bayswater
seemed to be out of step with his own party when he
said that he wanted the tramline to be extended.
The former Minister for Transport opened the tram
extension to Vermont South with much fanfare. The
stop has certainly been designed to accommodate
people with disabilities and the elderly. However, what
is the purpose of constructing an all-abilities-accessible
tram stop if disabled passengers cannot board a tram?
What is the message that this government is sending to
constituents in Melbourne’s east? If you are disabled,
the Bracks government expects you to live in the inner
city. Disabled passengers can access our new
state-of-the-art tram stop, but they should not expect to
get on a tram. This government has turned its back on
Melbourne’s east. I and my neighbouring colleagues
will not give up on ensuring that this government
delivers better public transport for our region. It is
imperative that the Minister for Public Transport fix
this situation.

Housing: Northcote
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Housing. I refer to his
announcement last Thursday that the public housing at
1 Roberts Street and on High Street, Northcote, will be
fully developed as new public housing. The action I
seek is that the minister ensure that the existing
residents are fully consulted on the plans for the
redevelopment. The two buildings on the estate, each
consisting of four-storey walk-ups, were built in 1963.
Approximately three-quarters of the 47 residents live in
single-room bed-sitters while the others have separate
bedroom and living areas. Although the buildings met
the requirements of the building codes when they were
built, they do not meet the standards for housing that
we would expect today.
It was with great pleasure that I was present at the estate
when the minister announced that the current structures
would be demolished and replaced by new buildings
with up-to-date facilities.
The residents were very pleased to learn directly from
the minister of his decision to improve their living
conditions. They are also very keen to play an active
role in the development of the project. In particular they
want to know how the costs of the relocation will be
met, whether the design of the new buildings will take
into consideration mobility issues and whether they will
be able to live locally while the buildings are being
constructed.
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I have had the privilege of meeting with several of the
residents. Their care and concern for each other’s
welfare is a model for all of us. No doubt their care and
concern for the success of this redevelopment will also
be noteworthy in the months ahead. They were very
pleased about the minister’s quick and decisive
response following my representations to him on their
behalf, and I might add that they were disappointed to
learn from the two Liberal members who visited them
at the estate that the Liberal parliamentary party would
only raise their concerns if their story caught the
attention of the metropolitan media. Unlike the
approach of the Liberal Party members, the minister has
responded to the concerns of residents and no doubt
will also ensure that their needs are met as the project is
implemented.

Morwell-Thorpdale Road: upgrade
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The action I seek is
from the Minister for Roads and Ports. I request the
minister to make funds available immediately to
undertake urgent safety upgrades of the
Morwell-Thorpdale Road. I refer the minister to a front
page article in the Latrobe Valley Express of Monday,
19 February, which refers to the tragic deaths of two
Thorpdale teenagers on this small stretch of road during
the past four years. The loss of life on country roads is
an all-too-frequent occurrence. The last thing I wish to
do is politicise the tragic loss of life on country roads,
but the fact is that a disproportionate number of people
are dying on country roads. While the city road toll has
dropped over the past seven years, the country road toll
has increased.
Tragically Thorpdale teenagers Tim Bright and
Melanie Johnston were the two young people who lost
their lives on the Morwell-Thorpdale Road. There is
nothing we can do now that will console their families,
because we cannot bring back Tim Bright and Melanie
Johnston, but we can take action to prevent further loss
of life on this road. Let me quote the Latrobe Valley
Express, which I must commend for reflecting the
community’s concerns about this road and leading the
campaign for safety upgrades. It states:
Melanie’s parents have been leading the campaign to have the
road upgraded and believe if safety barriers were erected their
daughter may still be alive.

I have spoken to Jeff Johnston, Melanie’s father, about
the circumstances of his daughter’s accident. He said
the lack of guardrails around trees close to the road
meant any mistake by a driver would have tragic
consequences.
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We all make mistakes, but on many of our country
roads the slightest mistake can be fatal because of poor
road conditions. That is why The Nationals have
launched a campaign called ‘Fix country roads, save
country lives’. The Nationals believe that if you invest
in safety upgrades on country roads, you will reduce the
road toll in rural and regional Victoria. This is not just
my view, this is the view that has been expressed by the
Royal Automobile Club of Victoria in its commentary
on the most effective ways to reduce the road toll in
country Victoria. Clive Hall, the president and
chairman of the RACV board, is quoted in the February
2007 edition of Royal Auto as saying:
We know that road improvements such as shoulder sealing,
guard fencing, overtaking lanes, intersection improvements
and the like, will contribute significantly to reducing trauma
on country roads.

The RACV is also on the public record as stating that
an additional $200 million a year for the next 10 years
is required to bring country highways up to an
acceptable standard. This commentary is in addition to
the finding of the inquiry into the country road toll that
VicRoads should implement a major program to
upgrade category C roads to make them safer.
At the time of the inquiry the Bracks government gave
a commitment to request VicRoads to develop a
strategy and action plan for country roads which would
be completed by the end of 2006. We are still waiting
to see the report, and residents of Thorpdale are still
waiting for their road to be upgraded. I invite the
minister to visit the Morwell electorate and inspect the
road and see for himself how it needs to be urgently
upgraded to improve safety for local motorists. If you
fix country roads, you will save country lives.

Blackburn Lake: funding
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I wish to raise an
issue for the attention of the Premier. It concerns some
very well-thought-out proposals to extend the iconic
Blackburn Lake Reserve in my electorate. I am seeking
from the Premier his urgent clarification of the state
government’s position in regard to the land acquisition,
preferably by a written response to the local council,
because I believe this is urgently required.
The Blackburn Lake adjoins an aged-care facility
which for many years was run by the Adult Deaf and
Dumb Society of Victoria. With an obvious need for it
to expand, the aged-care facility was transferred to
private ownership some years ago, and that was
accepted by all parties. There was some consultation
locally as to the degree to which that expansion would
occur, and I am pleased that along with some local
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groups we were able to extract from the operators of
that facility a concession as to the way in which it
would be expanded.
What resulted from that was the availability of some
eight allotments on the site owned by the aged-care
operator that were subdivided some 100 years ago but
never built on. The operator indicated that it had no
need for those allotments. It was agreed by all parties
that an appropriate outcome would be for those
allotments to be purchased and incorporated into the
neighbouring lake reserve. This is a win-win situation
for all involved. It initially had the support of the
Liberal Party locally, but its members turned out to be
very much fair-weather friends.
I am pleased that we were able to get an agreement —
it took some time to secure, but I was involved in it —
where all three levels of government, the Whitehorse
council and the state and federal governments, would
contribute equally to the acquisition of those blocks.
That was very good news. But — surprise, surprise! —
with the connivance of a local Liberal upper house
member for the Eastern Metropolitan Region, in
cahoots with a couple of local councillors, the Liberal
Party has now seen fit to abandon this. In a motion
recently put before the upper house the state
government has been asked to abandon its agreement
with the federal government and Whitehorse council to
acquire those allotments. Instead a harebrained scheme
has been devised under which it is proposed that the
government ought now compulsorily acquire land
about a kilometre up the road. I will not go into the
details of that, but it is a half-baked proposal.
The Blackburn Village Residents Group has responded
to the notice of motion put forward by the Liberal
member and said its members are outraged by the news
of the motion, pointing out the hard work that has been
involved in getting the three tiers of government to this
point. The mischief being created by local councillors
has contributed to the council writing to the
government and asking whether it might be permitted,
with the acquisition of those lands, to then establish
buildings on those lands for some unknown community
purpose. This would be a total betrayal of the
undertakings which have been sought to this point in
time. I am asking the Premier to reiterate the
government’s original commitment.
Mr Kotsiras — On a point of order, Speaker, I did
not want to interrupt the contribution of the member for
Yan Yean, but she asked for advice. While I am not
asking for the matter to be ruled out of order, I ask you,
Speaker, whether you could just make it clear to
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members that the adjournment debate is not the time to
ask questions.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bulleen
is correct. I clearly heard the member for Yan Yean ask
for advice in her initial statement, but in her
contribution she then asked the minister to clarify with
the community of Yan Yean when the bus reviews will
take place. My understanding of that was that she was
actually asking the minister to have contact and
consultation with the community, and I would argue
that I will interpret that as action. But the member is
correct when he says that the member for Yan Yean
asked for advice in her initial statement. That is why I
asked her part way through her contribution to ask for
action, which I believe she did.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — I am very pleased to respond to
the matter raised by the member for Macedon, who is
greatly concerned about the issue of bullying in our
schools. As a former librarian and longstanding worker
in our schools, she understands very well these issues
and concerns for young people. This is a commitment
that the Bracks government shares.
We want to make sure we have the best possible
learning environments for our young people. That is
why we require all schools, government and
non-government, to have a code of conduct. That is
why last year we launched an extensive anti-bullying
campaign in our schools. It was based on research that
was undertaken by Deakin University and the Allanah
and Madeline Foundation. It was the most
comprehensive research project into bullying that had
been undertaken in the history of Victorian government
schools.
I am pleased to advise the member for Macedon that,
building on the back of the materials and resources that
we put into schools in 2006, in 2007 we are taking
further action in this critical area. In particular we are
examining and looking at issues around cyberbullying
to determine the best strategies to support schools in
this emerging area.
Cyberbullying, as we know, can happen anywhere and
unfortunately is reportedly on the rise. We should note
also that it happens outside school hours. When you
consider the proliferation of mobile phones, personal
devices and computers in the home, it is not surprising
that a large part of this bullying happens outside of
schools, but it has an impact on young people at school,

ADJOURNMENT
474

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 27 February 2007

which for the information of the members opposite is a
very serious matter.

hope is that through the process we will get a larger
number of public housing units on the site.

We will be requiring all government schools to review
their code of conduct by December this year. We will
be providing advice to schools regarding cyberbullying
to ensure their code of conduct reflects current and
emerging issues. Steps have also been taken to provide
a safe online environment for students at schools. I am
pleased to announce, for example, that students are
unable to access a number of websites, including the
website that is well known to members, the YouTube
website. This means that students cannot publish videos
of themselves or other students while at school.

One of the important elements of these redevelopments
is that residents have the opportunity to be involved in
the consultative process around the redevelopment.
That commenced today when an information session
was held on site — I understand the member for
Northcote’s office was represented at that meeting —
when residents were advised about the time lines and
the process going forward in terms of the
redevelopment of the area. This includes very basic
things like what areas residents might be moving to,
whether any costs will be incurred in the move or the
reconnection of services and various other day-to-day
matters which are of concern to the residents during this
redevelopment process.

This is part of a range of activities that includes
professional learning activities that are linked to our
anti-bullying campaign, which we commenced in 2006
and are building on in 2007. We want to make sure that
Victorian students are supported in their school
environment so that they can achieve their personal
best.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I rise in
response to the member for Northcote — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister, without
assistance from other members!
Mr WYNNE — It is always a delight to see new
members firing up so well. They are obviously very
comfortable in their seats and will only be here for one
go, most of them.
I am pleased to respond to the member for Northcote
and I acknowledge the important role the member for
Northcote has played in resolving what has been an
important issue in her electorate. Almost immediately
after I became the Minister for Housing the member for
Northcote approached me in relation to this particular
block of units in Roberts Street, Northcote. The units
are some of the oldest public housing units in Victoria.
They were built in 1963. For a long time residents have
been concerned about the condition of the
accommodation. There was some uncertainty in the
minds of the residents about what the future held for the
site.
As the member for Northcote indicated in her
adjournment matter, I was out there last week with her
when I was pleased to announce a $9 million
refurbishment of the units. Forty-seven units are
currently on the site and in the redevelopment of those
units we expect to deliver a minimum of 47 units. Our

The important thing about this process is that we
engage tenants in a meaningful and consultative way.
One of the best ways to do that is by forming a
committee. I invite the local member, the member for
Northcote, to chair a consultative group of tenants to
work with the architects around the redevelopment of
this site. It is a very good model and is one that has
been used across the board. I am sure if new opposition
members had public housing in their areas to be
redeveloped, they would also support the concept of a
broad consultative committee to work with the local
community around the process of redevelopment and to
work in with the architects who will be commissioned
to do the work.
The process going forward is that the residents, through
that consultative process, will have the opportunity to
go and look at other public housing redevelopments in
the inner city to ensure they are well aware of the
standards in place. We on this side of the house are very
proud of those standards. The standard and quality of
the public housing we are building is absolutely first
class. When the local member goes around with the
tenants to look at these redevelopments, she will be
equally proud of the work that the ministry has done in
redeveloping public housing over the years of the
Bracks government.
This development will go through the full planning
process of the City of Darebin. Early indications are
that the council is very supportive of this
redevelopment, and we look forward to its going
through the standard planning process. As one would
expect, the plans will be exhibited and there will be
opportunity for input from the neighbouring
communities. There will be the usual process by which
objections can be lodged, but we hope to get a speedy
resolution to any objections to the planning process. We
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expect that the tenants will be relocated into the
neighbouring communities by the end of this year, and
they will have the first right to come back to the
redeveloped units as long as they remain eligible for
public housing.
I sincerely thank the member for the effort she has put
in. Since the first day she became the member for
Northcote she has been a fearless advocate for this
project. It was a delight to be out there with her last
week, announcing this redevelopment. It is merely one
in a whole range of redevelopments that will occur over
the next four years of this government.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I am sure the member for Murray
Valley will provide his usual level of advocacy on
behalf of his community. I look forward to the
opportunity to visit his area as well.
I commend the member for Northcote for her work and
very much look forward to this redevelopment
progressing smoothly so that the old, run-down public
housing stock will be redeveloped in a great location,
and we will have very high-quality replacement public
housing in the area.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — The members for Scoresby, Yan
Yean and Ferntree Gully raised matters for the Minister
for Public Transport, and I will refer those matters for
her attention and response.
The members for Murray Valley and Mitcham raised
matters for the Premier for his attention and response.
The member for Geelong raised a matter with the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services regarding
the relocation of the Geelong State Emergency Service,
and I am sure the minister will respond to the member.
The member for Mornington raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning in the other place, and I will refer
that matter to him for his response.
The member for Morwell raised a matter regarding
country roads and safety for country motorists. That
matter will also be referred to the Minister for Roads
and Ports for his attention and response.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.39 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

Police: Caulfield assault

PETITION
Following petition presented to house:

Buses: Bulleen service
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of individuals who object to the proposed
changes to bus route 283 draws to the attention of the house
we the undersigned object to the proposed changes to bus
route 283. That will affect those who need transportation to
and from the Bulleen Plaza shopping centre.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take measures to ensure that this vital
service to our local community is retained.

By Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) (483 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition be considered next day on
motion of Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Results of financial statement audits for
agencies with 30 June 2006 balance dates — Ordered to be
printed
Director, Police Integrity — Past Patterns — Future
Directions: Victoria Police and the Problem of Corruption
and Serious Misconduct — Ordered to be printed
EastLink Project Act 2004 — Variation Statement No. 9
Essential Services Commission — Report on New Year’s
Eve surcharge on non-metropolitan taxi-cabs
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Health that she had received the 2005–06 report of the
Keilor Cemetery Trust, together with an explanation for the
delay
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation Rules (Gazette S33, 21 February 2007)
Mt Buller and Mt Stirling Alpine Resort Management
Board — Report year ended 31 October 2006
Statutory Rule under the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
SR 4.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — Once again I raise
the issue of the bashing of Menachem Vorchheimer.
Although this young father was racially abused and
bashed in front of his children on his way home from
synagogue last October, charges have still not been laid
against those responsible. Menachem bravely took a
public stand against drunk football club players in a
Kombi van who were subsequently responsible for the
thuggish behaviour which saw him sustain significant
injury and hurt.
If those responsible thought Menachem would just turn
the other cheek, they were sadly mistaken. He is a
hardworking member of the Jewish community who
has had a difficult life but who is a beacon of success in
the country adopted by his parents. He is also a man
who is devoted to his family and community.
For the Bracks government not to push for the charging
of those responsible is a travesty of justice that goes to
the heart of its credentials in the area of racial and
religious vilification and racial and religious harmony. I
call upon the Premier and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to ensure that justice is done and
that those responsible are made accountable. It is time
to live up to the rhetoric and actually do something to
right a wrong!

David Hicks
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I make a
statement today not as a partisan politician but as
Victoria’s chief law officer and the person charged with
the defence of legal principles in this state. I take this
duty seriously, as do my state and territory counterparts.
Accordingly we have signed the Fremantle
Declaration, a statement of our belief in entitlements
such as a fair trial and in the principle of habeas corpus.
As the man charged with the defence of Australia’s
legal system and with upholding due process for
Australian citizens, the federal Attorney-General,
Mr Ruddock, is to be utterly and irrevocably
condemned for abdicating his responsibilities in relation
to the rights of David Hicks. Knowing that the military
commission in the United States of America will rely
on hearsay and possibly on evidence obtained through
coercion, and knowing that the presumption of
innocence has been trampled on, Mr Ruddock now has
the gall to say that Hicks needs to have his day in court
to clear his name.
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As elected members of Parliament in this state,
regardless of our partisan persuasions, we cannot afford
to take the same politically expedient path as
Mr Ruddock. That is why I have invited Major Michael
Mori, the United States military lawyer defending
David Hicks, to brief all members of Parliament at
12.30 p.m. today.
We are all charged with defending Victoria’s
democracy and democracy generally. It is vital that we
hear from Major Mori the extent to which an Australian
citizen has been denied his basic legal entitlements. As
a community we can work to prevent this legal travesty
from happening again. I invite everybody to attend this
meeting today.

Lions club: Charlton low-flow showerhead
project
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I rise to support and
praise the initiative and energy of the Lions club of
Charlton, whose members have devised a project to
convert showers in the town of Charlton in my
electorate to low-flow showerheads.
The Lions club is very serious about saving water in
this current drought. If implemented, the showerhead
project would reduce water use in the town and
conserve the water remaining in the Wimmera–Mallee.
The club has calculated that if 3-star water-efficient
showerheads were installed, a household of four people
would conservatively save 40 litres of water every day.
If 300 showerheads were installed in Charlton, that
would equate to a saving of 12 000 litres of water per
day, or 4.4 megalitres per year.
The Lions club wishes to obtain around 300 free
showerheads under the Bracks government’s Water
Smart Gardens and Homes rebate scheme to distribute
to households throughout the town and oversee their
installation. The Lions club intends to help the elderly,
the frail and the disabled to install the showerheads in
their homes. I have written to the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change to seek his support in
providing the showerheads for this exciting and
innovative project. Perhaps Charlton will be the first
town in Victoria to take up the minister’s offer of free
low-flow showerheads for the whole town.

Water: goldfields super-pipe
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — For the last decade now the
citizens of the city of Greater Bendigo have had to fight
for a number of major infrastructure projects to be
funded by the federal government. We had the saga of
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the Calder Highway, where the Bracks government put
its funding on the table but had to force the federal
government to follow. We had the saga of the magnetic
resonance imaging machine for the Bendigo hospital,
where the Bracks government had to put the funding
forward for the equipment and the federal government
was dragged kicking and screaming with the
installation and the licence.
Here we are again, in 2007, with the federal
government continuing to refuse to fund the super-pipe
to Bendigo, despite the fact that the Bracks government
has put $30 million on the table and despite the fact that
the federal Minister for the Environment and Water
Resources when he was a parliamentary secretary stood
in Bendigo on 13 July 2006 and said that Bendigo
would have an answer on federal funding by the end
of 2006. We are coming towards the end of the second
month of 2007, and we still do not have the funding.
What is more worrying with the Prime Minister’s plan
for the Murray–Darling Basin is that it could not only
put the funding for the super-pipe at risk, it could put all
of the water that could come through that super-pipe at
risk as well, because the federal government could turn
the tap off on Bendigo. Under the federal plans it could
turn the tap off and prevent Bendigo from receiving
water. It is an absolute disgrace that once again
Bendigo people have to fight this federal government
for vital infrastructure projects.

Western Port: jetty upgrades
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I am astounded by the
uncaring attitude of the Bracks socialist government in
its treatment of fishermen and fisherwomen on the
eastern shores of Western Port. We have a government
which jumped to the wishes of Rex Hunt and shut
down Western Port to commercial fishermen on the
basis that it would be good for recreational fishermen
but then not only proceeded to neglect the condition
and ignore the complete breakdown of the jetties at
Lang Lang, Grantville and Corinella but is now
threatening to remove the jetty at Lang Lang and
demolish part of the Corinella jetty because the socialist
government has neglected the facilities.
Each of the jetties should be upgraded through the
boating safety and facilities program or the recreational
fishing licence fees that are paid by the local fishermen
down there. The Lang Lang jetty has seen hundreds if
not thousands of kids dip their line for the first time and
catch their first fish, but through Parks Victoria the
government is going to remove this historic jetty. Over
1000 people have signed petitions to have this jetty
replaced, but this uncaring government seems
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determined to ruin the opportunities for future
generations of recreational fishermen in Western Port.
Maybe the Premier should have promised to fix these
jetties when he bowed to the wishes of Rex Hunt to
close Western Port to commercial fishermen, denying
the people around Western Port from Hastings to San
Remo and Rhyll the opportunity of buying fresh fish.
Rotting fish are not the only thing that stinks in this
state; so does the Bracks socialist government.

Oakleigh Cannons Football Club
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I would firstly like to
congratulate Melbourne Victory on its very convincing
win against Adelaide United in the A-League grand
final. Now we have seen this wonderful success for our
Melbourne team in the national league we will see the
kick-off of Football Federation Australia’s Victorian
Premier League season this Friday at the Oakleigh
Cannons home ground, the Jack Edward Reserve in
Oakleigh. Oakleigh will meet Kingston in that match,
and I am confident that we will start the season with a
win. This year I am confident that with Stuart Munro as
its coach the team will work very hard to ensure that we
not only finish top of the ladder but that we finish the
season off with a win in the finals.
Importantly on Friday night we will officially open the
new spectator shelter which has been built in a
partnership between the City of Monash, sponsors of
the club, the club itself and the state government. This
facility has been desperately needed at the ground, and I
am very pleased not only to have supported the Monash
council application to government for the funding but
also to see a recent further $60 000 commitment from
the government towards the upgrade of the lights on the
ground.
I congratulate and thank the immediate past president,
Jim Neofytou, who has worked tirelessly along with
other committee members to improve the facilities at
the Oakleigh Cannons home ground. I look forward to
working with the new president, Stan Papayianneris,
and the committee to continue upgrading the
facilities — and importantly to see the Oakleigh
Cannons Football Club have great success in the
Victorian Premier League.

Climate change: emission levels
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I congratulate the
National Generators Forum and CRA International on
their recent publication of the document Analysis of
Greenhouse Gas Policies for the Australian Electricity
Sector. This study does some of the hard work
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necessary to assess what is required to achieve a large
reduction in the level of greenhouse gases emitted by
the Australian electricity industry. This willingness to
do the hard work and to publish a thorough and detailed
report is in stark contrast to the Bracks government,
which is more interested in posturing and political
stunts than in actually taking effective action on
emission levels, despite emission controls being a state
government responsibility.
The National Generators Forum has modelled a wide
range of possible emission reductions from the
electricity sector, including achieving a level of
96 million tonnes of CO2 emissions per annum by
2050, which is less than half of the approximately
210 million tonnes expected to be produced in 2010
and an 80 per cent reduction in the projected level of
unconstrained 2050 emissions. Based on the
assumptions made, the study concludes that a
96 million tonne emission level by 2050 could be
achieved optimally at a resource cost 23 per cent higher
than with unconstrained emissions, or 30 per cent
higher without nuclear energy, and that similar
emission levels could be achieved by 2050 with a CO2
price of $40 a tonne.
The study also found that policies that tried to impose
particular technological solutions incurred incremental
costs up to four times higher than achieving the same
level of CO2 reduction without restricting technology
choice. The findings of the study are heavily dependent
on its assumptions, especially that successful carbon
capture and storage technology can be developed and
deployed.

Carrum Downs Community Support Group
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Carrum Downs
Community Support Group plays an integral part in
making Carrum Downs a better place to live. I am
fortunate enough to be part of this fine group of many
local community champions who are consistently
coming up with initiatives to drive and deliver in the
Carrum Downs area.
A recent initiative was to hold a Carrum Downs and
Skye community business breakfast, the second of this
kind. There are over 800 businesses registered in the
Carrum Downs-Skye area, and most of them are small
businesses. The idea behind these breakfasts is to bring
local businesses, local schools, local sporting clubs and
voluntary organisations together to lay the foundation
for a stronger local community. The breakfast was well
supported and proved to be a strong networking tool for
many.
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Some great community ideas have come from the
breakfast. One in particular is for the local secondary
college to work with local businesses to support a work
experience program for the students attending Carrum
Downs Secondary College. The Carrum Downs
Community Support Group is now finalising a
Department for Victorian Communities grant
application to assist with initiatives and programs for
the young people of Carrum Downs to participate in
and enjoy. I take my hat off to all the members of the
group who continually put in the time and effort to
make Carrum Downs a better place to live, work and
raise a family.

Rail: Echuca–Toolamba crossings
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — The Echuca–Toolamba
railway line reopened to freight trains earlier this month
in a move which has caused much anxiety for residents
in the Kyabram-Tongala area. Residents are extremely
concerned about the safety of the many crossings along
the line and the potential for motorists to be injured or
killed. The crossings along this particular stretch of
railway line are particularly dangerous, as the line runs
diagonally across the road in most places and each of
the crossings have minimal warning signs.
The residents are also concerned about the poor
visibility of trains at the rail crossings, particularly at
night and when the crossing is raised above the level of
the road. Measures need to be taken to improve the
safety issues at the crossings, including the installation
of level crossing gates and activated flashing lights. The
visibility of oncoming trains must also be improved
through the use of reflective tape and additional lighting
on the sides of train wagons.
The technology is available to provide flashing lights at
all level crossings in Victoria at an acceptable price,
and the Victorian Government has a responsibility to do
this. If you fix country roads, you save country lives. If
action is not taken immediately to address the dangers
of the crossings along the Echuca–Toolamba line, I fear
it is only a matter of time before someone is killed.

Tom Cashion
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to take the
opportunity today to congratulate Tom Cashion, a
young man in my electorate, for his wonderful efforts
in his Victorian certificate of education last year. Tom
achieved a near-perfect score of 99.6 in last year’s VCE
and will soon be commencing study at Melbourne
University. As reported in the Herald Sun newspaper of
12 December 2006, Tom has:

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

… swapped books for bricks and brains for brawn but Tom
Cashion wouldn’t swap his near-perfect VCE score for
anything.
The Mentone Grammar student surprised himself and his
parents by scoring 99.6 for his VCE with only minimal study.
And Tom got the great news while knee-deep in dirt digging
a ditch at a construction site yesterday.
‘It was a good surprise. I was very happy’ —

Tom said.
I have known Tom since he was a youngster at
Mentone Primary School. He is a lovely young man
with a great future in front of him. Like many students
who study the Victorian certificate of education in
schools in and around my electorate, he is a credit to
himself, his school and his family. Well done, Tom,
and all the best for your future.

Croydon soup kitchen
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to inform the
house of two matters. I take this opportunity to praise
the work of a number of groups who are involved with
a soup kitchen run every night of the week in Croydon,
including three nights on Main Street, Croydon, not
100 metres from my own office.
The work of the Heathmont Christadelphians, the
Seventh Day Adventist Church, the Christian
Community Church, the Eastern Hills Community
Church, the Connection Church of Christ, the Christian
Life Centre Ringwood and the Croydon Hills Baptist
Church supplies approximately 450 meals a week to
people in community and government housing, as well
as the homeless. Working in coalition with the
Maroondah City Council, which provides the kiosk on
Main Street, these groups and others around the state
provide nutrition for so many people in need and are
truly worthy of our recognition.

Eastfield Road, Croydon South: safety
Mr HODGETT — The second matter I raise
regards Eastfield Road, Croydon South. Eastfield Road
is a connector road that runs through a residential area.
There are schools nearby, including Croydon South
Primary School and Croydon Special Development
School. Eastfield Road is being used as a shortcut for
heavy vehicles from the nearby industrial area, and it is
a drag strip for hoons in a 60-kilometre-per-hour zone.
There have been numerous accidents, one recently
resulting in two men dying and one being seriously
injured when their four-wheel-drive flipped over and
crashed into the tree outside a resident’s house.
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Eastfield Road is a Maroondah City Council
responsibility. Had a Liberal government been elected
in November last year, $29 million would have been
granted to local metropolitan councils to help fix
problems like the one on Eastfield Road to help take the
pressure off hardworking ratepayers.
The Premier and his party refused to match our
commitment to local communities, and the people in
my constituency continue to suffer. I ask the
government to provide assistance funding and support
to the local council to make this road safe for local
residents.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Horses: Lara property
Mr EREN (Lara) — The Geelong community has
been shocked in recent days by the revelation that a
number of horses have been left hungry by their owner
on a property in Lara. I know these concerns have
caused great angst to my community. As a result over
100 people who are concerned about the welfare of the
animals gathered in Lara on the weekend. I, like many
others, was saddened by the visible state of these
defenceless animals, and the fact that the owner is a
registered vet is a further disappointment.
On Monday I received a petition from 152 members of
the community urging immediate action, including that
the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals remove the horses from the property.
Unfortunately it was discovered that the petition did not
fit the parliamentary guidelines and therefore could not
be presented to Parliament as a petition. However,
because of the nature of the issue and the fact that it is
important to my community, I raise it now in the form
of a statement. After being contacted by concerned
residents I raised the issue with the Minister for
Agriculture. I have also written to the Veterinary
Practitioners Registration Board in relation to this
matter.
The community would be pleased with the good news
that was announced yesterday that there is now enough
evidence to start prosecution proceedings against the
owner of these horses. Hopefully this decision will ease
the community’s angst and, more importantly, will lead
to a better future for the horses in question.

Bushfires: tourism
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The bushfire
period this summer has hurt many areas of this great
state, but the pain of country Victorians is not going to
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end when the weather cools down and the fires are put
out. I call on the Bracks government to support all areas
of tourism affected by the bushfires equally. I commend
the government for supplying funding to rebuild the
historic Craig’s Hut in the Alpine National Park.
Craig’s Hut was originally built especially for the film
The Man from Snowy River. The hut is very popular for
tourists to visit — and, as tourists, most like to do as
much as they can while on holiday.
Funding must be made available to rebuild part of the
historic Walhalla goldfields railway. The railway is
running on an amended timetable on a shortened route
in an attempt to attract the tourists back. The
breathtakingly spectacular Thomson River bridge was
tragically burnt down during the recent fires in the area.
The Minister for Tourism must honour his commitment
to fund the reconstruction of the Thomson River bridge.
While the bridge is not active it is not just the goldfields
railway that is restricted and suffering; it is everything
else in the area. Michael Leaney, from the Star Hotel in
Walhalla, has told me firsthand how the tourism
industry and the livelihood of the locals are suffering.
Funding must start flowing to the goldfields railway to
assist the entire community get back on its feet.

Nuclear energy: western suburbs
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — All members in
this house who have land in their electorates owned by
the commonwealth should be very concerned about the
federal government’s enthusiasm for nuclear power and
in particular the sudden enthusiasm for power plants by
wealthy investors who, oddly enough, have links with
the federal Liberal government.
I have a large area of commonwealth land — Essendon
Airport — in my electorate. Obviously I am concerned
about that and the other commonwealth land in the
western suburbs, so I wrote to the Prime Minister last
June and asked him to give us an assurance that no land
in the western suburbs, including my electorate, would
be used for nuclear power purposes. Surprisingly the
Prime Minister did not respond to me, but referred it to
one Garry Wall from the uranium mining, processing
and nuclear energy review section of the Department of
the Prime Minister and Cabinet. He very kindly invited
me to have a look at his website, umpner. However,
that did not give an assurance at all.
Essendon Airport, as we all know, does not make any
money from the general aviation activities there, and it
has a wonderful road network. The fact that the federal
government is not prepared to rule out sites in
electorates held by Labor members must cause
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considerable concern for all of us who do not belong to
the Liberal Party, especially when Russell Broadbent,
the federal member for McMillan, which covers the
Gippsland area, says he would not have one in his area
even though he strongly supports nuclear power. I ask
the Prime Minister again to give us an assurance that
there will be no nuclear power plants in the western
suburbs.

Ferntree Gully Road–Scoresby Road,
Knoxfield: safety
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
raise a matter of grave concern with the Minister for
Roads and Ports. The action I seek is for both the
installation of kerbing and a channel on the south side
of Ferntree Gully Road between Dairy Lane and the
entrance to Knox Park, plus the installation of a
keep-clear zone outside the entrance to Knox Park.
The current gravel shoulder is used extensively by
residents entering Knox Park. This park is regularly
used by members of the Knox Obedience Dog Club as
well as members of the Knox district’s churches and
soccer and cricket clubs. The entrance is located
adjacent to the intersection of Bunjil Way and Scoresby
Road, which services the new Waterford Valley golf
course. The combination of Knox Park users plus
people entering Bunjil Way has resulted in excessive
use of the current gravel shoulder. This section of
gravel is very slippery and unsafe given that it is
adjacent to the double lanes on Ferntree Gully Road.
Furthermore, many Knox Park users find difficulty in
exiting the site and travelling across the two lanes on
Ferntree Gully Road to the right-hand turning lane in
Scoresby Road.
The installation of a keep-clear zone outside the
entrance to Knox Park would make it both easier and
safer for residents. The installation of kerbing and a
channel plus a keep-clear zone at the entrance to Knox
Park would significantly improve the safety of residents
both entering and exiting the facility.

Forest Street Primary School: leaders
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — I recently
had the pleasure of attending Forest Street Primary
School in my electorate to present school captain, house
captain and leadership badges to year 6 students. This is
the seventh year I have presented badges to the year 6
students at Forest Street Primary School, and I made
the comment to this year’s grade sixers that they were
the preppies when I first attended the presentations.
Ms Allan interjected.
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Ms OVERINGTON — I know, it is lovely. Under
the leadership of principal Jill Burt, the school teachers
and the senior students choose their leaders for the year.
This year those students are: school captains, Jasmine
Ford and Dylan Robertson; vice-captains, Tara
Kermeen and Alex Parrott; fundraising, Annie Crosby
and Mitchell Kennedy; communications, Mikaela Coad
and Tyler Boyd; arts, Lauren McGahey and Matthew
Dickman; safety, Jessica Kennedy and Jake Ainley;
sports, Meg Tiley and Tanner Jordan; and house
captains, Danyon Clarke, Shelina Strawbridge, Brett
Cook, Aimee Dean, Brodie Cookson, Emily Jones,
Matthew Blackburn and Mikaela Britton.
Whilst all the senior students at Forest Street Primary
School are leaders, the students who have been chosen
are fine examples of the school, and I am sure they will
excel in their roles for 2007.

Regional Information and Advocacy Council:
Mildura service
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak of the loss of
a service to the most vulnerable in my community —
the disabled. The Regional Information and Advocacy
Council (RIAC) has provided a service in Mildura for
many years. This service assists those with a wide
range of disabilities who need help to deal with and
interact in a difficult world which has a complexity that
is often beyond those members of our community to
cope with.
RIAC counsellors work with clients both face to face
and by phone to assist these special people to live as
independently as possible in our community. This
service has now closed, with a replacement service to
open in Swan Hill some time in the future. In the
meantime services are being provided from Bendigo or
Shepparton.
I wish to condemn RIAC for its insensitivity in dealing
with my community. The decision to close the service
was made in November 2006, with staff and funding
bodies notified a few days later. In December the RIAC
chair stated to an objecting Mildura Rural City Council
that a delay in closure was possible. The next thing we
knew the service was closed — a classic example of a
service provider being too far away to be effective.
Victoria provides RIAC with funding of $182 000
through various departments. I call on the Victorian
government to redirect Mildura’s entitlement from the
$182 000 provided to RIAC to another body which can
and will deliver a suitable service to my community.
Victoria is bigger than Melbourne, and the disabled in
my electorate need help.
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Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I rise in support of the
Premier’s decision not to sign on to the Howard
government’s takeover of the Murray–Darling Basin.
The Prime Minister’s proposals would have
far-reaching impacts on Victoria’s rivers and
catchments north of the Great Divide. The proposals are
half baked. The Prime Minister has not been able to
answer the most basic questions about what his
takeover would mean.
Two years ago this Parliament enshrined the water
rights of irrigators in legislation, along with a
commitment to environmental flows for our now
stressed rivers. Prime Minister John Howard is unable
to tell us what would happen to these legislated rights
as he tries to fix the overallocation of water in other
states. The commonwealth will provide no guarantees
on water supplies in towns like Echuca, Mildura and
Swan Hill. The commonwealth is seeking control of not
only the Murray and Goulburn rivers but also
tributaries like the Campaspe, Ovens and Loddon
rivers.
The commonwealth has so far refused to fund the
goldfields super-pipe, which will secure water supplies
for Ballarat and Bendigo. One wonders whether, if the
commonwealth had control of the Goulburn River, it
would allow the cities of Bendigo and Ballarat to have
access to water from that river system; likewise, what
would happen to the commitment of the Bracks
government to restore a 21 per cent environmental flow
to the Snowy River over 10 years? These
environmental flows will be funded out of water
savings projects in the Murray–Goulburn system.
The commitment to save the Snowy River has never
been supported by the Howard government, which has
not committed one cent to these water savings projects.
If the Howard government gains control over the
Murray–Goulburn system in Victoria — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Planning: Bittern rehabilitation facility
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The Planning and
Environment Act 1987 introduced an exemption to
Victoria’s planning schemes to allow for the location of
certain Department of Human Services (DHS) facilities
in residential areas. This exemption was designed to
assist community integration of the mentally ill. Its
scope has been expanded significantly since then.
When Parliament legislates to exempt facilities from
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the planning scheme it removes the local council — the
community’s watchdog — from the planning process.
This should only be done for good reason and with
great care; it is full of peril.
When the council is removed, who is left to protect the
interests of the community? Who actually makes the
decision whether a development should be allowed to
go ahead? Take for example the proposal for a drug and
alcohol rehabilitation centre in a residential street in the
small country township of Bittern. This proposal seeks
to use the exemption. In this case DHS put out a tender
and two tenderers were selected to establish the service.
The conflict of interest that arises must be obvious to
all: the body that makes the final decision to impose
this facility on the community is also the body that
receives reward from the establishment of the facility.
Exemptions that allow such conflict to arise must be
reviewed as a matter of urgency.

Air services: direct flights
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I draw the attention of the
house to the unconscionable, unacceptable and
unforgivable behaviour of the Sydney-centric Howard
federal government and Qantas in continuing to try to
block attempts by foreign airlines to fly directly into
Melbourne.
Restrictions on international carriers, which require
approval from Canberra to enter Australia, are stifling
competition and threatening to damage Victoria’s
economy. Members may not be aware that tourism
contributed something like $11 billion to Victoria’s
booming economy last year alone. We hope this figure
will rise to $18 billion by 2016. This is not a small
figure. The Minister for Tourism was quoted in the Age
as having said:
Victoria has no issue with Qantas hubbing out of Sydney —
as a private company, it can run its business as it sees fit …
But that does not justify opposing the legitimate interests of
other Australian states by seeking to block those international
carriers seeking direct access to cities other than Sydney.
International visitors wanting to come directly to Victoria
shouldn’t be forced to waste time and money in Sydney.

This is most unconscionable and should be condemned
in the strongest terms.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Ballarat East has 1 minute and 15 seconds.
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BEST Community Development: Golden Point
school redevelopment
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
advise the house that the former Golden Point Primary
School, which was closed under the Kennett
government, is now about to be reborn as a community
asset. With funding of something like $800 000 from
the Community Support Fund, BEST Community
Development has now purchased that site and is about
to start refurbishment work on it. That will enable that
highly visible site which is central to the Ballarat East
area to be used again by a number of community
groups in the area, including the Ballarat Regional
Multicultural Council, Mount Clear College and the
University of the Third Age. It will be a great asset and
will be highly valued.
I am certainly pleased that I have been able to work
with those groups to promote the project and see that
that great facility is not lost as a community asset in my
area. I am working closely with BEST Community
Development to see this project come to fruition.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Roads: funding
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the Minister for Roads
and Ports proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Victorian government on
improving Victoria’s roads and calls on the federal
government to end the entrenched discrimination against
Victoria by providing a fair share of commonwealth road
funding to further improve Victoria’s road infrastructure.

Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) —
This is a matter of public importance that should be
supported by all members of this house, because all
Victorians are being cheated by a commonwealth
government that consistently refuses to allocate a fair
share of road funding to Victoria. Only yesterday in this
chamber the Treasurer revealed that Victoria was being
short-changed by the federal government, receiving
only 88 cents in every dollar it pays in GST. Now every
man, woman and child in this state is subsidising the
other states by $242 through GST revenue. But the
funding injustice does not stop there.
The commonwealth government does a great injustice
to communities across Victoria by not providing them
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with appropriate road infrastructure resources. The
economic performance of communities across the state
and the safety of Victorian motorists are being
jeopardised as the commonwealth government plays
political games with road funding.
I will start by making a few simple points, and I will
elaborate by providing some statistics. The
commonwealth government estimates that this financial
year it will raise $14.2 billion from fuel excise. In the
same period, the commonwealth government has
allocated just $2.6 billion in road funding to the states,
territories and local government.
Ms Allan — How much?
Mr PALLAS — Yes, only $2.6 billion. Across the
entire country that is a return to motorists of just
18.3 per cent. Less than that $1 in every $5 raised
through fuel excise is spent on roads.
Every year Victorians contribute around $3.5 billion in
fuel excise. Yet over the five-year life of the current
AusLink agreement we will receive $2.48 billion. In
other words, Victoria is getting back in AusLink road
funding only 14 per cent of what it contributes in fuel
excise every year. Of the total amount of road funding
allocated by the commonwealth government in the
current AusLink agreement, Victoria receives only
16.5 per cent. This is despite the fact that on a range of
measures it is clear that Victoria is entitled to 25 per
cent of commonwealth funding. Victoria produces
25 per cent of the fuel taxes collected by the
commonwealth government; we handle 23.4 per cent of
freight tonne kilometres — that is, the freight task of
the nation; 25.2 per cent of the total kilometres travelled
in Australia are travelled on Victorian roads; 24 per
cent of the population of this nation lives in Victoria;
and most importantly, of course, Victoria generates
24.8 per cent of the gross domestic product. So we get
16.5 per cent, but we should be getting 25 per cent.
What this means in practice is that Victoria was
allocated only $2.48 billion in the last AusLink
agreement when we should have been allocated
$3.75 billion. That is $255 million every year that
should have been spent on Victorian roads but was
instead diverted interstate by the commonwealth
government. This is money that the Prime Minister and
the federal Treasurer are ripping from the pockets of
Victorians. Over the last five years 362 hard-earned
dollars from the pocket of every Victorian motorist
have been spent in another state.
If the commonwealth government were genuine about
the strategic investment it believes is necessary in our
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roads, it would recognise that Victoria is a major
contributor to the national economy and that providing
appropriate infrastructure funding for Victoria would
have a flow-on effect to the whole country. Conversely
the discriminatory choices that the commonwealth
government makes threaten our national economic
wellbeing.
Our building approvals lead the nation, in the last
12 months we have had the second highest number of
new jobs, and our population growth is higher than the
national average. Melbourne is the country’s fastest
growing capital city. But unfortunately with growth
comes congestion. The port of Melbourne is Australia’s
premier container port, handling about 40 per cent of
the nation’s container trade. The port currently handles
$75 billion worth of trade each year, which includes
about $100 million of exports every day. International
container trade through the port of Melbourne is
expected to increase dramatically over the next
30 years, from 1.4 million containers about two years
ago to 7 million containers by 2035. With this increased
economic activity comes further traffic and transport
challenges, which are made more difficult when we are
faced with a lack of funding from the federal
government.
The Bracks government has made transport a high
priority over the past seven years and has devoted
considerable resources to building and maintaining a
safe, efficient and effective transport network across the
state. Sustainable transport options are vital if we are to
retain our reputation as one of the world’s most livable
cities. The government’s $10.5 billion transport plan,
Meeting Our Transport Challenges, is delivering
sustainable transport options and is the biggest single
investment in transport ever undertaken by a Victorian
government. Of that $10.5 billion, not 1 cent is federal
money. It is $10.5 billion of Victorian funding.
One of the great challenges facing this government is
the growth and vitality of our economy. Urban
congestion has been estimated to cost the Victorian
economy as much as $2.5 billion a year. The federal
government needs to recognise that the old funding
mentality of subsidising states for the tyranny of
distance is being replaced by a new, more challenging
dynamic, and that is the tyranny of proximity — or to
put it another way, the metropolitan congestion that
threatens our continuing economic growth.
Despite the unfair deal that we get from the
commonwealth government, Victoria is getting on with
the job and leading the way in road construction and
road safety. Since 1999 the Bracks government has
invested more than $4 billion in building better roads
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across Victoria, including $2 billion for regional roads.
There are seven major road projects under way totalling
$1.7 billion worth of investment. These projects include
the $400 million Calder Highway duplication and the
$150 million Wodonga bypass construction, which are
both ahead of schedule — and of course, in partnership
with the federal government, the $331 million Deer
Park bypass. The $2.5 billion EastLink project is
making good progress and when completed will result
in great benefits for residents and businesses in
Melbourne’s east, and it is estimated that it will inject
up to $15.7 billion into Victoria’s gross state product.
We are undertaking a $1 billion upgrade of the
Monash–West Gate corridor. We have recently
completed the Middleborough Road grade separation,
allowing 30 000 cars through the intersection
uninterrupted every day. In the last five years
34 significant road improvement programs have been
completed in the outer metropolitan areas of Melbourne
at a cost of $822 million. We have committed to
23 new projects under the outer metropolitan roads
program at a value of more than $400 million. The
Bracks government takes safety very seriously. We
allocate 100 per cent of all revenue from road safety
cameras and on-the-spot speeding fines to road
construction, maintenance and other safety work. Since
our road safety strategy Arrive Alive was introduced in
2002, the road toll has decreased by around 18 per cent
and saved an estimated 467 lives.
If the federal government continues this unfair
distribution of the $19 billion that it is reportedly
talking about, then Victorian motorists will see a further
$1.6 billion of their money spent on upgrading roads in
other states. This money should be coming to Victoria
and would help accelerate a number of road projects,
including stage 4 of the Geelong ring-road to provide a
connection to the Surf Coast Highway; the Calder
Highway interchange near Taylors Lakes, which would
dramatically improve traffic flows and improve safety
for motorists; the duplication of the Princes Highway
East between Traralgon and Sale; the Goulburn Valley
Highway bypasses at Nagambie and Shepparton; the
Yarra Glen bypass; and improving our metropolitan
public transport capacity as identified in Meeting Our
Transport Challenges as an integrated means of
relieving road congestion.
We know what a big impact projects such as these can
have in improving safety for Victorian motorists.
Before the upgrading of the Tullamarine–Calder
interchange, there was an average of 30 casualty
crashes at the interchange every year. Since the opening
of the new inbound lanes in early October last year,
there has not been a single casualty crash on those
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lanes. With more commonwealth government funding,
more accident black spots such as this could be
upgraded, improving the safety of Victorian motorists.

accordingly. Now might be a good time for proponents
of a Bennelong bypass to put their hands up for
funding.

The commonwealth government needs to recognise that
congestion in our capital cities is a national problem
that has real impacts on economic efficiency.
Congestion is not just an inconvenience for commuters;
it has real economic costs with its impact on businesses
and the movement of freight. It is time that the
commonwealth government recognised the importance
of public transport in helping to free up our road
network.

Of course the commonwealth government has made a
habit of playing politics with Victoria’s road funding.
John Howard played politics with the money owed to
Victoria for the EastLink project. After considerable
pressure, the commonwealth government has finally
allocated $310 million out of the $542 million that
Victoria was previously promised for road projects, but
this still leaves $230 million that the commonwealth is
withholding from Victorian projects.

The commonwealth government should be embarrassed
about the political games it is playing with road
funding. The AusLink white paper claimed that
AusLink would:

Yesterday the federal roads minister, Jim Lloyd,
criticised the Queensland government for not
contributing any funding to AusLink road projects, yet
the federal government seems set to throw money at
Queensland road projects anyway. The Bracks
government has a good record of contributing funding
to AusLink road programs, with a 50 per cent
contribution to the Calder Highway and a 20 per cent
contribution to the Deer Park bypass. If it is a genuine
partnership that the commonwealth is looking for, then
the Bracks government stands ready and waiting to join
it.

… revolutionise the planning and funding of Australia’s
national roads and railways by taking a long-term, strategic
approach —

to road planning. It said that we would work
cooperatively towards developing:
… corridor strategies as a long-term planning framework to
address the transport needs of major corridors with the most
appropriate solutions …

And that:
A new, nationally consistent project assessment methodology
will be adopted.

Just yesterday the federal Minister for Local
Government, Territories and Roads, Jim Lloyd,
reaffirmed that:
… a core element of the AusLink approach to infrastructure
planning is the development of long-term corridor strategies
across the AusLink network …

I hope he means that, because a recent article in the
Australian reported that the federal government was
preparing to sign off on the next five-year road funding
program and indicated that the package included
$2 billion to build the Goodna bypass in the western
suburbs of Brisbane. Is it just coincidence that traffic
congestion is a key issue in three marginal outer
western Brisbane seats of Blair, Moreton and Brisbane?
It is John Howard who likes to accuse the states of
playing politics, yet here he is proposing to allocate
$19 billion of road funding without so much as
speaking to any of the states first. It is all too clear that
the only thing strategic about the allocation of the next
round of AusLink funding will be deciding which seats
the coalition is most worried about losing at the next
election and directing commonwealth funding

Recently the federal roads minister dismissed Victoria’s
criticisms of road funding arrangements, observing that
we had a substantial highway system already in place.
Is this the new order? Victoria is to be penalised for the
efforts of successive administrations to invest in our
road infrastructure while other states, because of the
failings of previous administrations to attend to their
own infrastructure needs, will be bailed out — a reward
for mediocrity and a penalty for excellence!
I note the Victorian Nationals have started a campaign
called ‘Fix country roads, save country lives’. I hope
they will join with the government on this important
issue, because more commonwealth government
money will mean more money for country roads.
Perhaps confusingly The Nationals are asking for the
Bracks government to spend $200 million a year on
country roads. In fact we have spent an average of
$253 million a year on country roads since 2000 — and
last year it was $311 million.
I urge Liberal members opposite to join with the
government on this issue. They have been conspicuous
by their silence on a range of issues in the past. They
have let down Victorians on a range of funding
issues — whether it has been hospitals, housing or
water infrastructure. They have to be prepared to stand
up and tell their federal colleagues that Victoria
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deserves a better deal. This issue is too important for
Victoria — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to join the
debate on this matter of public importance, which says
that the house congratulates the Victorian government
on improving Victoria’s roads. I say from the outset,
what absolute cheek! It is no wonder that the minister
read word for word from a speech that had been
prepared for him, because you could not stand up
facing this house and in all honesty roll out that litany
of untruths. This has nothing to do with Victorian
roads; what this is all about is the federal election that is
on the way. As we have seen with every other federal
election, in the six months leading up to it government
members in this house start trying to shoot the blame
for every problem that is the responsibility of the
Victorian government straight across to the federal
government.
We have a new minister at the table, the Minister for
Roads and Ports, following on from what happened
previously with the previous minister who had
responsibility for roads, the former Minister for
Transport. The government will not take responsibility
in any way, shape or form for what are state
government projects. As the Treasurer pointed out
yesterday, Victoria gets $8.5 billion in GST revenue.
With that extra $8.5 billion flowing into Victoria, we
still cannot get the basic road projects — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Other
members will have their opportunities to speak.
Mr MULDER — We still cannot get public
transport projects up and running, and my electorate has
an absolute sham of a project — the Princes Highway
West project. Very recently a photograph was
published in the newspaper — —
Mr Crutchfield — I’m here, Terry.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for South Barwon should remember the courtesy of
addressing members by their appropriate titles.
Mr MULDER — It showed the shameless member
for South Barwon sitting with the former mayor of
Geelong, Peter McMullin. Peter McMullin has more
political baggage than you can poke a stick at. He will
need a horse and cart to carry it around at the next
federal election campaign if Labor again picks him to
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take on Stewart McArthur, the federal member for
Corangamite. The photograph shows the member for
South Barwon and the former mayor of Geelong
standing with a group of mayors from western Victoria,
around Geelong and the region, pushing for funding for
the Princes Highway West. Where were they prior to
the state election? It was a state government road, and
where were they?
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for South Barwon will have his turn.
Mr MULDER — They were nowhere to be seen. It
was shameless — a terrible thing to do. It is outrageous
that they were prepared to line up to attack the federal
government, but when the road project was discussed
prior to the last state election they were nowhere to be
seen.
Princes Highway West has a shocking accident history,
as the Minister for Roads and Ports will know. Who has
ever stepped forward to provide funding for that road?
In 1999 the former Kennett government promised
$175 million to complete the road. If that had happened
we would be driving on a duplicated highway all the
way to Colac and a number of the lives that have been
lost over the last seven years would not have been lost.
Those deaths have occurred because of a lack of
commitment by the Bracks Labor government to doing
anything with the road.
Prior to the last election the opposition committed to
spending $80 million to complete the stage from
Geelong through to Winchelsea. What did we get from
the government? We got absolutely nothing — not a
dollar, not a miserable cent — from the government
that has total and utter responsibility for the road. Not
only was the opposition prepared to put in $80 million
to start the duplication of the road but there was also
going to be a further $10 million to make safety
improvements right up to the South Australian border.
In addition we were committed to spending $10 million
to improve safety on the Midland Highway. We were
also committed to putting money into other country
roads such as the Omeo Highway. I do not know what
happened. I know the member for South Barwon had a
big swim with the Treasurer one night and he said, ‘I do
not forget my mates’. Lisa Mahood, the Labor
candidate for Benambra at the last election, must not
have been a mate, because she could not get any money
for the Omeo Highway. It is amazing that she was
conned into standing for Benambra, but as soon as her
hand went up the Labor Party ran backwards. It would
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not provide any support, not even on some of these road
projects.
Over the last couple of days there seem to have been
some ghosts of the past turning up in the corridors. I ran
into the former member for Narracan the other day. The
Premier’s department must have a vacancy in protocol.
I do not know where the government will put him, but
it must have a job lined up for him somewhere. Labor
has been caught out on a number of these projects.
Time and again there has been no support from the
Victorian government, and as soon as there is an
election on the horizon it turns around and says it will
shoot all the blame across to the federal government.
It is interesting to look at the problems councils are
facing with the state Labor government, which is
continually prepared to shift costs across to local
councils. When it comes to some support for roads,
there is nothing at all. There was $127 million promised
to councils by the opposition because of the deaths
occurring out on country roads, but there was
absolutely nothing from Labor, while $29 million was
given to metropolitan councils. Our project was based
around the federal government’s Roads to Recovery
program, not about the pork-barrelling that goes on
with Labor governments where they pick projects in
marginal seats and shoot money towards them. The
projects have nothing at all to do with the road toll or
improving freight movement; they are all about
pork-barrelling and shoving money where the
government thinks it may get a political return.
It is interesting once again that the Geelong ring-road, a
$380 million project, was sold to the community as
having a smooth transition onto the Princes Highway.
Instead, what do we get? It ends in a T-intersection in a
congested area in Waurn Ponds. The government
refused to take the road further west. It is a ring-road
which ends with a set of traffic lights.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr MULDER — That is not wrong; that is right!
The member does not know. He should go back to his
own electorate and collect his rent roll. It is an absolute
dog of a project. It was not until a little bit of electoral
pressure came on — the election was on the way and
Whoopy-do sitting up here behind me was under the
hammer — that the Premier came out with a $3 million
planning program. It had never been mentioned in the
past; no-one had ever talked about stage 4 before. He
came up with $62.5 million for a project we have now
been told is going to cost around about $200 million to
$300 million. He did not even know what the scope of
the project was and how it was going to be completed.
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But I say $62.5 million is not going to go far. I have
here in front of me a letter from the Prime Minister,
John Howard, to the Honourable Steve Bracks, Premier
of Victoria. It talks about this project:
Based on the information in your letter and in correspondence
between the former Victorian Minister for Transport, the
Hon. Peter Batchelor, MP, and the commonwealth Minister
for Local Government, Territories and Roads, the Hon. Jim
Lloyd, MP, I am concerned that the choice of options for
stage 3 of the bypass was based strongly on state issues and
may not have taken sufficient account of the commonwealth’s
objectives of supporting freight efficiency and providing an
effective bypass of Geelong.

That is what the guidelines state.
While the independent panel examining the options for
stage 3 considered two options, I am advised that a further
two options — a more westerly option and a variant on this
option proposed by the member for Corangamite, Mr Stewart
McArthur, MP —

a great man —
were not considered in any detail. I therefore urge the
Victorian government to provide a full analysis of the cost of
these two options —

some work for the minister —
(and the connection to the Surf Coast Highway) relative to the
chosen route and the proposed stage 4.
In the event that this analysis is favourable to a western
option, I would encourage your government to reconsider its
current position. In particular, I have been advised that if
Victoria proceeds with the proposed route, stage 4 of the
bypass is not part of the AusLink network and as such has no
call on commonwealth government funding.

‘No call on commonwealth government funding’ —
that is what it says. The $200 million-man is now
sitting behind me out there on the back benches, the
man from South Barwon. We want to know where the
money is coming from. It was not included in the
budget. It has now blown out from the $62.5 million
that the Victorian government said it would put into the
project to somewhere, we understand, between
$200 million and $300 million. Given that this
government overcommitted with its capital works
anyway, without this sort of debacle, where is the
money coming from?
It is no wonder that when this announcement was
made, not by the Premier but the Deputy Premier, in
July 2006, according to a media release:
Barwon South MP Michael Crutchfield welcomed the
decision —

from afar. He was not there when this announcement as
to what the government was going to do with the road
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was made. By gee, he bolted at 100 miles an hour. He
did not want to be seen anywhere near it.
Turning to grade separation projects, I note that the
minister in his contribution to the debate referred to the
$10.5 billion plan, of which he claimed none was
federal government money. I go to a media release
from the office of the Premier dated 17 May 2006:
The Bracks government today committed:
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about 90 done in the year. The majority of them were
related to the fast train project.
Mr Nardella — You opposed it.
Mr MULDER — You should have opposed it too,
if you had any brains.
Mr Hulls interjected.

$1.3 billion for an outer metropolitan arterial road
program (including the recently announced Deer Park
bypass) …

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
Attorney-General! The member for Melton knows that
he should not interject, and the member for Polwarth
knows that he should not respond.

Is that the government’s money? It is not all the
government’s money, and he knows it. It is federal
government money. They are absolute rippers.

Mr MULDER — Thank you, Deputy Speaker, for
that wise ruling.

$208.7 million for grade separations and level crossing
upgrades.

This is over 10 years. That would not even do
Springvale Road. That is all the government is
throwing into grade separation and level crossing
upgrades. Some 177 of these projects are required in
the metropolitan area, and there is only $208.7 million
over 10 years. The Liberal Party committed
$200 million in its first term. We were going to do
Springvale Road, Nunawading, as a first-up project;
then we were going to move to Blackburn Road,
Blackburn; North Road, Ormond; Moorooduc
Highway, Frankston; or Scoresby Road, Bayswater.
We have a plan; we at least have a plan, and that is
what this is about.
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr MULDER — They love transport and they love
the roads policy, and the minister knows it. We had the
plan. We were prepared to put up the money and we
were not prepared to go out there and con the public.
When you look at the issue of road and level crossing
safety, you see there are 1500 unprotected level
crossings across rural and regional Victoria. We only
have to look at the last couple of years to see the
number of very serious accidents that we have had in
rural Victoria and the lives lost — a number of them
unfortunately in my electorate. I will continue to pursue
the minister responsible, the Minister for Roads and
Ports, who is at the table, to ensure that these level
crossings are upgraded, along with others across the
state.
When we looked at where the money for these level
crossings and all the claims that were coming out of the
minister’s office went, we found that there have been

When we did an analysis of those level crossings
related to the fast train upgrades we found that three of
those famous level crossings went to nowhere but cost
$1 million. We found that one went to a disused
wastewater plant at the back of Ballan, one went to a
disused quarry that had not been used for 10 years and
was never going to be used again and the other one
went to the back gate of the Bacchus Marsh rifle range.
One million dollars of level crossing money went — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr MULDER — When you went across the
railway line you found there was a locked, rusty gate
and a cliff on the other side — and you should take a
trip there and keep walking. I tell you that is where the
money has gone. It is an absolute disgrace.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Polwarth will address his remarks through the
Chair.
Mr MULDER — I could also raise issues related to
the famous CityLink deal, as cited by Terry McCrann
in the Herald Sun of Tuesday, 23 May 2006, in an
article headed ‘CityLink deal stupidity is a disgrace’. It
is an absolute disgrace.
The two major road projects over the last seven years
that this government wants to hang its hat on are the
Scoresby and this shocking sham with Transurban that
has actually robbed future generations of Victorians of
millions upon millions of dollars in concession notes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — It is a real shame
when we have a speaker from the opposition who puts
the Liberal Party first and Victoria not second or third
but last behind Queensland, behind New South Wales,
behind South Australia, behind the Northern Territory,
behind Tasmania and behind Western Australia. That is
how far behind this shadow minister for public
transport and roads puts Victoria, and it is an absolute
disgrace. When he comes into this house he does not go
in to bat for Victorians; he does not go in to bat for our
fair share; he does not go in to bat to make sure that
Victorian roads are safer than they are. He does not
make sure they are built on time and that the tax
revenues we pay to the federal government come back
to Victoria.
In taking this appalling position the honourable member
for Polwarth shows his ignorance and that he hates
Victorian motorists. That is demonstrated by what he
has put to the house today in regard to Geelong and the
Geelong bypass and by what he has put in regard to the
rail crossings, in particular pointing out those at Ballan
and Bacchus Marsh. What is his point of view? What is
he actually saying to the house? He is saying that he
does not care about road safety and that those upgrades
should not have occurred. I tell you that if there were an
accident at those rail crossings and they had not been
upgraded, he would be the first one to accuse and throw
the stone in this house and ask why they had not been
upgraded. But he will not do that because he is
appalling, because he has no policies and because the
only thing he can do is to support Howard and his
people up there in Canberra ahead of Victorian
motorists and Victorian taxpayers.
He has a responsibility to stand up for Victorian
motorists, but what does he do? He abandons them; he
throws them away. All he is doing is making political
points by supporting his cronies up in Canberra. And
what are they doing? When we think about what they
are doing we realise that there is a very stark statistic
that honourable members should remember: Victorians
make up 25 per cent of Australians, yet we only get
back 16.5 per cent of funding. That means, in an
absolute and direct way, that where there is a shortfall,
whether it be country roads, roads in our provincial
centres, our national highways or the other roads we are
jointly responsible for in Victoria, the member for
Polwarth is saying only Victorian taxpayers should be
paying for them. He is saying that the federal
government should, supported by this Liberal
opposition, spend our hard-earned money in other
states — for example, in marginal seats in Queensland
and New South Wales. I have been to New South
Wales and Queensland, and they have some terrific
roads, but they also have some terrible roads. The real
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tragedy is that the member for Polwarth is supporting
the building of roads in other states ahead of Victorian
roads and ahead of Victorian motorists.
The needs here in Victoria for funding under the
AusLink program are massive, not only to save lives
but to prevent injuries. As the Minister for Roads and
Ports said earlier, the upgrading of the Calder has saved
many casualties that would have resulted from
accidents that have been prevented. Not only have lives
been saved but also the absolute heartache that families
go through because of these tragic accidents and the
resultant injuries has been prevented. The honourable
member for Polwarth does not care about that, because
he wants to make sure that that money is spent in
Queensland and New South Wales to try and help his
crony mate Howard up in Canberra.
We also have the situation where, despite the growth
we are experiencing in the Victorian economy and
despite our wanting to grow employment throughout
Victoria, we are missing out on benefits because the
honourable member for Polwarth and his crony mates
up in Canberra are spending our money in those other
states. That is the tragedy, because we can do much
better. We have put our share into the Deer Park bypass
but the honourable member for Polwarth says he does
not care. He wants to make sure that Victoria remains
down the bottom. He wants to make sure the other
states get the leg up that they do not deserve because
they have not been pulling their weight. Let us not talk
about the tragedy of personal cost and family tragedies.
The economic cost to Victoria is $2.5 billion a year, and
the honourable member for Polwarth is happy about
that. He wants to maintain that discrepancy. He wants
to maintain that disadvantage for Victorians.
In Victoria 100 per cent of the funding from speed
cameras and 100 per cent of funding from on-the-spot
speeding fines goes into roads — and it goes into
country roads. It was over $300 million last year. We
govern for all Victorians, not just for those in the
metropolitan area, the interface areas and the provincial
cities. Those major projects must be funded by the
commonwealth government under AusLink — things
like Anthonys Cutting between the Bacchus Marsh and
Melton townships in my electorate, which more
importantly is part of the vital link between Melbourne
and the South Australian border.
The Western Highway Action Committee, which is
chaired by Peter Russell, has a number of projects on
the highway which need to be funded, yet the
honourable member for Polwarth does not care about
that work. We have seen the hard work undertaken by
my colleagues in the federal Parliament — Julia
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Gillard, the federal member for Lalor, Catherine King,
the federal member for Ballarat, and Brendan
O’Connor, the federal member for Gorton — to get
funding for the Deer Park bypass. That road should
have been built by now. If the federal government had
allocated our fair share to us, it would have been
completed, with the economic benefits and the
reductions in accidents and fatalities. But it has not
been.
Other local activists, like the late Ian Cowie who
campaigned for the Leakes Road overpass, which is
part of the Deer Park bypass, should have seen the
construction of that road infrastructure and experienced
its benefits. The western suburbs consistently miss out
on the allocation of road funding because the federal
government does not care. It does not have any seats
out in the west. There are no marginal seats in the west
because we are not that stupid, but we do miss out.
If you look at the interface councils throughout the
Melbourne metropolitan area you see that the growth
and the needs within those areas should be dealt with
by an increase in funding from the federal government.
If you are looking at an integrated transport system then
you need a partnership approach, one where the state
government works with the federal government to
provide road infrastructure, which is what the AusLink
program is all about.
The honourable member for Polwarth did not talk about
the ways we can reduce congestion and increase
economic activity by putting infrastructure and funding
into public transport and rail freight, which is part of the
AusLink program. But again, the honourable member
for Polwarth — and through him the Liberal Party,
because we understand that the Liberal Party, like the
Prime Minister and the member for Polwarth, does not
care — shows his disdain for and ignorance of what is
necessary for Victorian motorists and roads.
I will conclude with this: members of the Liberal Party
and the shadow minister have a large responsibility.
They should have a special relationship with their
colleagues in Canberra. I challenge them to use that
special relationship to get a fair balance and to get our
fair share of road funding from Canberra.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is a great pleasure to
be given the opportunity to join this debate on behalf of
country Victorians. May I say from the outset that The
Nationals would be the first to congratulate the
Victorian government if it was really improving
Victoria’s roads. The Nationals are always willing to
give credit where credit is due, but when it comes to
Victoria’s road network, and particularly Victorian
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country road networks, the Bracks government stands
condemned. Maybe Melbourne-based Labor members
of Parliament do not get out much into the countryside,
but I can assure the house that members of The
Nationals do. Maybe Melbourne MPs need to get out
into the countryside and have a good look.
Good roads are vital to the social and economic life of
our communities, but in country Victoria more often
than not we see a road and bridge network that is
decaying and struggling to meet the needs of a modern
society. I cannot help but think that this topic is being
debated today because members of The Nationals have
forced the government into a position where it feels
obliged to defend its record. How have we done that?
By raising the real issue of public importance, which is
the disproportionate number of people killed on country
roads in comparison to urban areas over the past seven
years.
Since 2000 there has been a reduction in the number of
road deaths in urban areas, which is good, and we
congratulate the government, the police and other
agencies for their work on the city road toll. But during
the same period there has been an increase in the
average number of deaths on country roads. It is an
alarming statistic and a matter of grave public
importance.
There is a very strong link between the number of
people killed and maimed on country roads and the
amount of funding dedicated to safety upgrades. In
short, if you fix country roads you will save country
lives. That is not my opinion; it is the strongly held
view of the Royal Automobile Club of Victoria
(RACV) and other agencies. Let me quote from the
national road safety strategy, which states:
Improving the safety of roads is the single most significant
achievable factor in reducing road trauma.

In fact it has been argued by leading authorities that
creating a safer road environment would save as many
lives as safer vehicles and improved driver behaviour
combined. It is a matter of public importance, and I am
pleased to be in a position to put The Nationals view
today.
I refer to a RACV special report titled Lifeline —
Situation Critical for Victoria’s Rural Arterial Road
Network, which was released in October 2003. It should
be required reading for all Melbourne members of
Parliament before they participate in this debate. The
RACV report makes the very valid point that when
drivers make minor errors of judgement the road and
roadside should be presented in such a way as to
prevent the minor error from having catastrophic
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results. Unfortunately in many cases in country Victoria
a minor error of judgement by a driver results in a
tragedy.
The RACV Lifeline report goes on to say that if each
road in the network was as safe as the safest in its
particular class, there would be over 1100 fewer
casualty crashes, it would save the community
$220 million a year and, more importantly, it would
save 100 lives. These are not my figures, they are in the
RACV’s report. I refer to just one more quote before I
leave the report. On page 7 the report refers to the
ageing road network in country Victoria. It states:
There are already indications that our ageing rural arterial
network is struggling to cope with the demands imposed on it.
Rural fatalities have continued to rise over the past five years,
while metropolitan Victoria is enjoying a record low in
road-related deaths. RACV believes that a concerted
campaign is required to upgrade the safety of Victoria’s rural
road network. Increasing traffic congestion and a rising road
toll point to a road network that is struggling to cope. It’s time
to reverse the trends and get more serious about road
infrastructure in rural Victoria.

Like I said, the RACV Lifeline report should be
required reading for Melbourne Labor members of
Parliament before they come into this place and sing the
praises of this government.
The facts are alarming, and the trend in road-related
deaths in country Victoria is a tragedy that shows no
sign of abating. It is not as if this Parliament is unaware
of this information. In 2005 a parliamentary committee
inquiry into the country road toll made a host of
recommendations including a call for VicRoads to
implement a major program to upgrade category C
roads to make them safer.
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commentary on the government’s performance. I do not
have time to read them all, but I urge members to
familiarise themselves with papers such as the
Bairnsdale Advertiser, the Gippsland Times and Maffra
Spectator, the Foster Mirror, the Leongatha Great
Southern Star, the Latrobe Valley Express, the Bendigo
Advertiser, the Geelong Echo and, in my own area, the
Riverine Herald — and the many other excellent
newspapers which inform the community of Rodney.
If members opposite were to get outside Melbourne and
drive around on country roads, they would see the true
picture. I invite the minister to come to Rodney. If he
does, I will take him on a tour of roads such as the
Heathcote–Redesdale road, the Echuca–Serpentine road
and the Murray Valley Highway — and indeed the
Echuca–Moama bridge. Members could not stand here
in good faith and congratulate this government if they
took the time to inspect such roads. If country
Victorians could join me in this house today, they
would not be congratulating the Victorian government
on improving Victoria’s roads. They would be
demanding a fairer share of state government funding
for vital road safety improvements. Country Victorians
are a very fair and reasonable group of people. They
understand, and I understand, that you simply cannot
fix every road overnight. But you should have a plan —
and that is another great failing of this government.
The parliamentary committee inquiry into the country
road toll recommended that the government
acknowledge the high level of risk on country roads and
that this issue be specifically addressed in a strategy,
with measures and targets identified to reduce risks. It
is a good recommendation which has the support of
The Nationals and also has the support of the
government — in writing, anyway. The government
responded to this recommendation with the following
commentary:

The category C roads are those important links between
centres of population outside the major regional centres.
Like my colleagues in The Nationals I spend a lot of
time driving on category C roads, and I can personally
endorse the findings of the parliamentary inquiry. The
category C road network spans about 12 000 kilometres
across Victoria, and the RACV argues that improving
safety on these roads can save 35 lives per year. The
RACV has undertaken research that indicates that
two-thirds of Victorians who live in centres with a
population of less than 3000 people are dissatisfied with
the quality of these category C roads. The only
surprising thing in that report is that one-third were
actually satisfied. Being satisfied is not my experience
nor that of my colleagues in The Nationals.

So where is the strategy and action plan for country
roads? Do not ask the Minister for Roads and Ports —
we have already done that. Just two weeks ago in this
place the minister dodged the question and refused to
provide any details on when the plan would be
prepared.

I know this government loves its clippings — but I
have my own clippings from rural newspapers over the
past fortnight, and they constitute an alarming

So we have the RACV and a parliamentary inquiry
both highlighting serious concerns about the safety and
quality of the road network in country Victoria, and the

The government will request VicRoads to develop a strategy
and action plan for country roads.

And further that the plan:
… will be completed by the end of 2006.
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government does not have a plan. We have a road toll
in country Victoria that is increasing, and the
government does not have a plan. As I said at the
outset, I would be the first to congratulate the
government if it were warranted. The blame for this
crisis on country roads sits squarely with the Bracks
Government. If you fix country roads, you will save
country lives.
I have some advice for the government: stop blaming
the commonwealth and get on with the job of building
better roads for all Victorians and helping to make
country Victoria a great place to live, a great place to
work and a great place to drive.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — And a great place
to raise a family — and let me tell you, that is exactly
what we are doing. We are getting on with the job here
in Victoria. I thank the member for Rodney for his
advice, but he obviously does not know a lot about
what has been happening here in Victoria. Since 1999
we have invested $4 billion in roads. And how much of
that has been invested in regional and rural areas? Is it
10 per cent? Is it 20 per cent? No, it is 50 per cent. That
means $2 billion has been invested in regional and rural
Victoria — and of course we are going to spend more
money.
I want to thank the Minister for Roads and Ports,
because he has done an excellent job as a new minister.
The Middleborough Road grade separation was
finished in record time. It was started, finished and
opened in 29 days. I think that is just a fantastic job.
The new minister has really stamped his mark on his
portfolio, and he has achieved what is pretty much a
world record in terms of grade separation at
Middleborough Road in Box Hill. We are not just
looking after the rural and regional areas, we are also
looking after Melbourne and meeting its transport
challenges.
An amount of $1.3 billion is going into outer
metropolitan arterial roads, and as part of the package
$687 million is going to rural arterial roads. An amount
of $1 billion is going to the Monash–West Gate
corridor, which I am very much appreciative of,
because it runs down through the bottom of my
electorate, past Glen Iris and Ashburton and down
through Chadstone. This upgrade is a very important
project, because the corridor carries well in excess of
160 000 vehicles each day, including 20 000 trucks.
The upgrade is going to be an excellent project, and it is
much needed.
What other things are we proposing to do? We are
providing another $597 million for road safety
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initiatives. The record we have here in Victoria since
1999 is a proud one. Spending on road safety increased
by 280 per cent from 1999 to 2006. Over 2000 road
safety projects have been implemented or commenced
in the past four years, and we maintain 52 684
kilometres of roads. In terms of road tolls, which were
mentioned by a previous speaker, we have had the
lowest recorded road toll over the last three years. We
have had the very strict Arrive Alive plan, and we have
made sure that we have lowered the speed limit on our
suburban roads. We have also made sure that we have
borne down very heavily on speeding in Victoria. The
Auditor-General has supported us in this regard, finding
that:
… speed-enforcement initiatives are underpinned by strong
evidence and are primarily directed at reducing road trauma,
rather than raising revenue.

What has been the result? Four hundred and sixty seven
deaths have been prevented and over 1100 accident
black spots have been treated; that is $500 million
worth of investment in accident black spots.
I was a bit surprised that the member for Rodney barely
mentioned the federal government. He mentioned once,
just as a throwaway line at the end of his speech, ‘Let’s
not attack the federal government’. But where is his
impassioned plea for Mark Vaile to get in touch with
people in the road sector and say, ‘Let’s do something
for Victoria. Let’s do something in that regard.’?
I condemn the federal government for failing to provide
Victoria with a fair share of funding for our roads. All
members should support this matter of public
importance because Victoria is being dudded. We are
being cheated and diddled by the likes of Mark Vaile
and the federal Minister for Local Government,
Territories and Roads, Jim Lloyd, in Canberra, and of
course by the local federal members, whether it be
Peter Costello, the member for Higgins, or the federal
member in my area, Petro Georgio, who is the member
for Kooyong, or Phil Barresi, the member for Deakin,
and I am sure he will get knocked off at the next
election.
The members opposite are just the same as those
federal members. They are Liberals first and Victorians
last, as the member for Melton pointed out. Indeed I
would like to single out the federal member for
Kooyong, Petro Georgiou. Petro used to be the state
director of the Liberal Party and adviser to Jeff Kennett
when he sacked 800 police and got rid of thousands of
teachers and nurses here in Victoria. Of course they did
not do too much to roads in their time. He was a special
adviser to the Leader of the Opposition during the
recent election campaign. I know the member for
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Polwarth was the policy wonk in the previous
Parliament, but then Petro came along to try to help out
in the last state election.
But locally he has been the absent member on so many
issues, including on our local roads. Where was he? Did
I hear the member for Kooyong, or members opposite,
talk about what happened when the grants were slashed
from local government here in Melbourne? The grants
were slashed by the feds in the city of Boroondara. Did
we hear anything from Petro Georgiou? No, the absent
member was silent. There was not a peep out of him —
not even a shadow flitting across the local landscape.
No, he was just absent.
This lack of support in Boroondara is replicated
throughout Victoria. The commonwealth government
does not provide appropriate road infrastructure
services. It has already been noted by the minister that
we have been dudded in terms of funding in that regard.
As has been pointed out, $14.2 billion will be collected
in fuel excise this financial year, and $2.6 billion goes
back to state governments, local governments and
territories in road funding. Less than $1 in every $5
goes back into the roads from our fuel excise. What
does Victoria get?
We get back 14 per cent of our fuel excise, and of the
overall road funding that is provided, we only get
16.5 per cent. What do we contribute to the national
economy in terms of our population? Our population is
growing, as members know, for the first time in many
years. It is the first time since the days when Henry
Bolte was Premier that we have seen this sort of growth
in Victoria. We get 16.5 per cent as opposed to 25 per
cent. In the last AusLink agreement we received
$2.48 billion. We should have received $3.75 billion.
We have been dudded by $255 million a year — that is,
$362 each year for every Victorian motorist. That is
almost as much as you pay for motor registration.
It is typical of the bias we see from the federal
government against Victorians. The member for
Polwarth talked about us swimming in GST money. Let
me tell members how far we are behind in GST money.
We are behind $9.7 billion since the GST started and
was signed off by the Liberal Party and the then
National Party, the Kennett-McNamara government.
Over the last 10 years I am sure that would have built
many roads in Rodney. We have been dudded. We get
88 cents in the dollar back at the moment. We have
GST worth $9.7 billion. I have not quite got the figures
in front of me, but we only get around $8.5 million
back, so we have been dudded there as we have in
many other areas where we have punched above our
weight, like we do with roads.
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We now provide 60 per cent of funding for hospitals.
The feds are complaining. Johnnie Howard complained
not so long ago that the states do not pull their weight
when it comes to the funding of hospitals. We fund
them not 50 per cent — he was complaining that the
states were not providing 50 per cent — but we provide
60 per cent of hospital funding in Victoria. The federal
government once again is dudding us as it is with
regard to roads.
What if some of the more than $9 billion of GST
money had been directed to Victoria? There should be
$200 million-odd more a year. By now we could have
built stage 4 of the Geelong bypass, the Calder
Highway interchange at Taylors Lakes, the duplication
of the Princes Highway East between Traralgon and
Sale, the Goulburn Valley Highway bypasses at
Nagambie and Shepparton and the Yarra Glen bypass.
They are just some examples that could have been
done, dusted and finished if we had not been dudded
and absolutely done over by the federal government.
I urge members opposite to talk to their federal
colleagues. I urge the member for Rodney to talk to his
mates in The Nationals; I am sure he has some in
Canberra. I know there are a few federal Liberal
members from his local area, but there must be some
Nationals around that he can talk to as well to see if he
can get some more support for Victoria. We are doing
what we can. We need to do more to get more support
from the federal government for roads throughout
Victoria. We want our fair share of commonwealth
road funding to further improve Victoria’s road
infrastructure because we are serious about road safety,
we are serious about saving lives and we are serious
about having the best road infrastructure here in
Victoria. We want the federal government to be serious
too. I urge members to support this matter of public
importance.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the debate
on the matter of public importance (MPI). I have to say
it is one of the most embarrassing MPIs I have seen
over the last couple of years. I am not sure whether the
cabinet ministers are trying to stitch up the new
Minister for Roads and Ports, because the MPI clearly
calls on the federal government to end the entrenched
discrimination against Victoria by providing a fair share
of commonwealth road funding to further improve
Victoria’s road infrastructure.
Of course it is a hypocritical matter in the first case. It is
typical of the Bracks government. It can never make a
decision itself; it has to blame someone else. It never
makes a tough decision; it just blames somebody else.
Only yesterday the Treasurer and the member for
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Burwood were talking about the GST and 88 cents in
the dollar coming back to the state. But the Treasurer
and the Premier can fix it with their Labor mates. They
can have the formula changed if they get agreement
from the other Labor premiers, but the other Labor
premiers do not trust the Victorians. The Treasurer will
do it, there is no question about that, but he needs to get
his mates to come on board. They are out on a limb,
and their mates will not come in and support them.
I refer to two cases. One is a little embarrassing: it is the
Geelong bypass. The ring-road was thrown together to
save the seat of South Barwon. There was no planning
and no consultation with the commonwealth
government. The problem is that the Bracks
government did not read the AusLink guidelines.
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr WELLS — They did not read them. I will take
up the interjection. The member for South Barwon said
I am not sure what I am talking about. Let me refer him
to a letter from the Prime Minister to the Premier dated
25 February, which states very clearly — —
Mr Hulls — Is this the same letter?
Mr WELLS — This is the same letter, and there are
going to be a lot more of these letters handed around.
The fact is that the government has not done its work. It
has not looked at or read the guidelines. Now the
Premier has a letter from the Prime Minister saying that
he has not read the guidelines. I refer to part of the
letter:
In particular, I have been advised that if Victoria proceeds
with the proposed route, stage 4 of the bypass is not part of
the AusLink network and as such has no call on
commonwealth government funding.

My point is, how can government members complain
about a lack of funding from the commonwealth when
they do not even read the AusLink guidelines? The
government has not got its act together. This is another
blatant stuff-up by the Bracks government, and all it
can do is blame the federal government for its own
mistake.
Already there are problems with stage 3 — the one that
comes into the T intersection — because
commonwealth funding is specifically targeted at
projects that provide the greatest national benefit. On
this basis the commonwealth committed $186 million
to the Geelong bypass, but a fat lot of good that will be
if it goes into a T intersection. If you are looking at
stage 4 and it has no national significance, then you will
not be able to get the funding. You cannot expect to get
federal government funding if you have not done the
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homework. You have to base your case on logic, and it
has to have some sort of accountability in it.
The Bracks government says that Victoria receives only
16 or 17 per cent of federal funds coming into Victoria.
Why then would you knock back $565 million — over
half a billion dollars! — for the funding of the Scoresby
freeway? I note an article in the Age of 9 September
2004 under the heading ‘Scoresby lure now
$565 million’:
John Howard’s coalition yesterday offered Victoria an extra
$120 million for the Mitcham–Frankston road — but only if it
is built without tolls.
…
The federal government has already paid out nearly
$25 million —

it was conned into paying out the first $25 million to
buy land for the project —
but another $421 million has been sitting in federal coffers
since the state government broke its pledge to build the road
without tolls. After yesterday’s boost, the total federal
commitment is $565 million.

This is another example of how the Bracks government
can use spin, rhetoric and hypocrisy, bringing a matter
of public importance before the house today and
whingeing, whining and carping about not getting
enough federal funds. But I have given two examples of
money being offered — for the Geelong bypass and the
Scoresby freeway — and the Bracks government not
taking it up.
I guess the disappointing part about all this business
with the Scoresby freeway is that there was a signed
agreement between the former Victorian Minister for
Transport and the federal Minister for Transport and
Regional Services, John Anderson, that said that federal
funds would be forthcoming. The basis of it, as stated in
the agreement, was that:
… the federal government will contribute 50 per cent —

50 per cent! —
of government contributions to the construction cost of the
freeway. The Victorian Premier, the Hon. Steve Bracks, MP,
has committed Victoria to fund 50 per cent of government
contributions for the construction cost of the freeway.

Initially there was not even a set amount. The federal
government was committed to funding 50 per cent of
the Mitcham–Frankston — the Scoresby — freeway,
and we were all clear about that. Then the Bracks
government got itself into real trouble. It told one lie,
then another lie and then another, and got itself into a
real mess. It wanted to change the situation and
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incorporate a Mullum Mullum tunnel. Maybe this was
based on advice from the then chief of staff to the
Premier, although I am not sure; however, including the
tunnel just added a bit more slime and a few more lies
to the situation. All of a sudden the government started
calling the project a motorway that would incorporate
the tunnel.
The facts are very clear. If you look at the budget
papers for 1999, you find that the Kennett government
had already fully budgeted and costed $220 million for
that tunnel. I ask the Treasurer or the Premier or the
Minister for Roads and Ports to tell us where the
$220 million that had already been put aside by the
previous Kennett government for the Mullum Mullum
tunnel ended up. The money was there, with the federal
government wanting to put in 50 per cent, but the
Bracks government still could not get it right.
The irony about the contract is that it was the Minister
for Transport at the time who insisted that this clause go
in. It says:
Victoria undertakes to ensure that users of the Scoresby
freeway will not be required to pay a direct toll.

It was at his insistence that this was included in the
contract. That is disappointing, given that when the
Premier and the minister wrote to us as residents in
their letter of 11 September 2001 they said:
On 22 August the state government signed a declaration of
commitment —

and the government was committed —
to its 50 per cent funding share for the Scoresby freeway.

The letter continues:
While the Howard government has agreed to the Scoresby
freeway’s RONI status, it has so far only committed
$220 million (about 20 per cent) …

The letter is signed by the Premier and the then
Minister for Transport. They just kept on breaking
promises, over and over again. There they were trying
to accuse the federal government of committing only
20 per cent. The costings available at that stage only
allowed for $440 million, so the federal government
committed $220 million and said, ‘When you have the
total costings for the freeway let us know, because we
are committed to 50 per cent’. It went out and made
sure that was the case.
As I mentioned, on 8 September 2004 the federal
government wanted to make sure that the freeway was
going to be built without delay. It was still committed
to the 50 per cent, and it made sure that an extra
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$120 million was added to get to the sum of
$565 million. It had already paid out money for the land
acquisition, and I do not think the money has been
returned. Maybe the Minister for Public Transport
would be able to find out if that $25 million — the
initial money that was paid over — has been returned. I
bet you it has not. I bet you that there is no way known
that that money has been returned.
This matter of public importance is embarrassing for
the Minister for Roads and Ports. I think that, as the
new boy, he has been set up by his cabinet colleagues.
It is embarrassing, and it just shows the hypocrisy of
the Bracks government.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — It is a
pleasure to speak on this matter of public importance
(MPI) and to welcome the Minister for Roads and
Ports.
The last couple of speakers from the Liberal Party have
mentioned a letter, which emphasises the seriousness
with which the Liberal Party takes the MPI. My
understanding is that the Premier’s office has only
received it today. In terms of stunts the Liberals may
think they are clever, but in terms of the forum outside
this environment in the real world, media outlets will
judge whether this is a political stunt that has been
taken to extraordinary lengths.
It is quite surprising, given that the Premier and the
Minister for Roads and Ports have not formally
received this letter, which is my understanding, that it
has been tabled in the house today by two shadow
ministers. That is extraordinary. It is a slight on the
people of Geelong and the Surf Coast and the
municipalities through to the border. I do not think we
have heard the last about this. I think the member for
Polwarth will be reminded that his council — the Colac
Otway shire — is a signatory to the G21 Princes
Highway West local government alliance. The alliance
goes from Geelong through to the South Australian
border and includes some 17 municipalities.
I was at the launch at Winchelsea on Friday. The
federal member for Corangamite was not there. The
member for Polwarth was not there, even though it was
in his electorate. My electorate abuts his, so it was not
that far down the road. Neither of those gentlemen were
at those proceedings. If they had bothered to be there,
they would have understood that this is not an amalgam
of left-leaning local governments. The councils
involved include the Warrnambool City Council, the
Colac Otway Shire Council, the Corangamite Shire
Council, the Moyne Shire Council, the Glenelg Shire
Council and the Southern Grampians Shire Council —
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hardly hotbeds of lefty influence. They all agree with
what the state government is doing in respect of federal
funding or AusLink money.
I am happy to table the G21 position statement for the
Princes Highway West. My understanding is that the
shadow minister for roads has received a copy of this
statement. I hope he has. He did not mention it in his
speech. If he has not received a copy, I will ask the
17 municipalities to forward it to him. The position
statement is very strong on where both the federal and
state governments should be — that is, taking a
partnership approach to the funding of this road, if I can
be parochial, from Geelong through to the South
Australian border. It encompasses areas which are not
traditionally Labor areas.
The position statement says these 17 municipalities
along the Princes Highway between Geelong and
Mount Gambier:
… share a common vision for improvements to the highway
and seek state government and federal government funding
support and declaration of the road within the Australian
government’s AusLink transport program.
Princes Highway West is the major inter-regional transport
corridor that connects industry and the communities of the
south-west of Victoria to ports, airports, road, rail and capital
cities in the south-east of Australia.

I will not go on, but I am certainly happy to table the
position statement. In short it goes on to talk about
priority improvements like the duplication of the
highway between Geelong and Colac and shared
funding of stage 4 of the Geelong ring-road, which has
been mentioned a number of times in the house. The
statement also mentions the number of overtaking lanes
between Warrnambool and Portland and in the Terang
area, as well as the need for shoulder sealing and
additional passing lanes between Portland and Mount
Gambier.
In support of those 17 municipalities I want to refer to a
chart of AusLink funding which I will circulate more
broadly. If you use Melbourne as the centre point and
go some 213 kilometres to the east, you reach Sale.
What is informative about that is that all the way from
Melbourne to Sale is an AusLink-declared route. The
last part of the road between Traralgon and Sale is in
the federal seat of Gippsland, which is held by The
Nationals Peter McGauran. Coincidentally when the
road became an AusLink-declared route in 2004 that
was a marginal seat held by just over 2 per cent. The
federal seat of McMillan is a bit further to the west, and
it is held by Russell Broadbent for the Liberal Party.
Coincidentally it is also a marginal seat and is held by
2.8 per cent.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I think I heard some
murmurings about these gentlemen being good local
members who have advocated strongly to the federal
government for that particular section of road to be
declared eligible for AusLink funding. I do not know
those gentlemen, and I am not familiar with that area of
Victoria. Maybe they are good local members, maybe
they are not. I take heed of the interjections from my
right that they may be.
However, I can say that if they are good local members,
they are in stark contrast to the federal member for
Corangamite, Stewart McArthur. He does not advocate
for Geelong, the Surf Coast or Colac in any way, shape
or form. You cannot refute the facts in respect of that. If
you look at the Princes Highway East, you see there are
213 kilometres of federal and state-funded road. These
17 municipalities are articulating that if you go
75 kilometres to the west, to Geelong, that road is
grossly underfunded, and it is grossly unfair. If we use
the criteria we apply to the Princes Highway East to the
Princes Highway West, as we should, we should nearly
reach Terang. The member for South-West Coast is not
here, but he should hang his head in shame, as should
the member for Polwarth.
The traffic volumes are equivalent — 10 864 vehicles
use the Princes Highway West while less than
10 000 vehicles use the Princes Highway East to Sale.
In terms of trucks, on average 1154 use the Princes
Highway West and 1100 use the Princes Highway East.
The figures are comparable. What is different is that the
two federal members in the west — the member for
Corangamite, Stewart McArthur, and the member for
Wannon and Speaker of the House of Representatives,
David Hawker — are not interested in advocating for
their communities because they think they have safe
seats.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The member interjects
about it perhaps being about The Nationals. It may be
because Gippsland was a marginal seat held by 2 per
cent and this was blatantly about using resources
politically. That is why our funding goes to New South
Wales and Queensland: there are marginal seats in
those states. It is no coincidence that Broadbent and
McGauran’s seats were marginal in 2004 and that is
where the funding went. We in the west are missing out
because we have two federal members who do not
advocate strongly.
Mr Weller interjected.
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Mr CRUTCHFIELD — We may need a Nationals
member. I do not disagree. If such a member could
advocate for my patch, I would be extraordinarily
happy to have a federal Nationals member. We cannot
get any worse than the two federal Liberal members we
have down our way. The federal member for
Corangamite, Stewart McArthur, opposed the
upgrading of the Princes Highway and said federal
money should not go to that project. He opposed the
Geelong ring-road. The only road he has advocated for
is one which went to the front door of his estate near
Camperdown.
This bizarre letter from the federal minister advocates a
road he calls the McArthur option, which almost
connects the bypass to Mr McArthur’s road near
Camperdown. This option is not even remotely
supported by anyone in that community. These
17 municipalities are opposed to that view. They want
to get on with life. The decision has been made, and I
am here as a result of that decision. The residents of
South Barwon have spoken. The residents of these
17 municipalities are not doyens of left politics at all —
in fact, many may be members of The Nationals. I urge
the federal Nationals to support me and the Bracks
government in getting AusLink funding for that road.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — In my opinion
this matter of public importance raised by the member
for Tarneit is an absolute farce. It is typical of the spin
and misrepresentation of the facts we constantly hear
from members of the Bracks Labor government. We
get a constant barrage of blame shifting, of blaming the
federal government and other people for their lack of
will and their inability to make a decision.
I draw the attention of the house to a road in my
electorate, the Thorpdale–Morwell road. What has this
government done in recent times for that road? The
answer is absolutely nothing, despite the fact that in the
past four years there have been two fatalities on the
narrowest section of that road. Tragically last Christmas
the Johnson family of Thorpdale lost their beautiful
18-year-old daughter on that road. The condition of that
section of road was a directly implicit cause of that
tragic road accident. Despite there having been a
fatality in the same vicinity three years earlier, nothing
was done to improve the condition of that road.
So another young life was lost, another family suffered
the trauma of the loss of a loved one forever, and in
Thorpdale another rural community was shattered by a
tragedy that could have been avoided. And the Bracks
government has the audacity to try to mislead this
house and insult Victoria’s rural communities by
making completely false claims about its improvements
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to Victoria’s roads. I challenge the Minister for Roads
and Ports — indeed any member of the Bracks
government who has the guts — to look the members
of the Johnson family of Thorpdale in the eye and claim
that the government has improved Victoria’s roads.
I challenge the Bracks government to try to sell this
spin to the Shire of Baw Baw and the other shires in
Gippsland that continue to struggle to cope with the
constant cost shifting by this government onto local
government. As a former Baw Baw shire councillor I
have witnessed the difficulties that shires face in trying
to improve their rural road networks. The Baw Baw
shire had the highest rate rise in the state last year. It
was a direct reflection of the difficulties that it faces
because of the constant and increasing pressure on the
road network. Indeed the single biggest complaint from
rural ratepayers is about the terrible condition of rural
roads. Because of that the Baw Baw shire was forced to
raise an extra $1 million in rate revenue in 2006–07,
which will all be spent on rural roads in the shire.
Funding local government is the most effective way of
having those issues addressed. In recent years the
Gippsland shires, in particular the Latrobe and Baw
Baw shires, have conducted extensive consultation.
That has enabled them to prioritise the exact needs of
small communities and major towns — and roads are a
no. 1 priority. That process has put local government in
Gippsland on the front foot in planning. All that the
shires need is a genuine financial commitment from the
Bracks government.
The Bracks government has an unprecedented income
of almost $700 million per week, which is twice as
much as the government received in 1999. This year
GST revenue in the state is predicted to increase by
$1 billion. There is no excuse for the Bracks
government to continue to ignore its responsibilities to
rural Victoria and no excuse for it to cover up its
neglect of rural Victoria with spin and deceit. Victoria
has a state tax on fuel of around 6 cents per litre, as
distinct from states such as Queensland, which do not
have that tax. The Bracks government also collects the
GST component applied to every litre of fuel. In total
that amounts to 23 cents for every litre of fuel
purchased in Victoria. The federal government
continues to prop up this state government with its
funding of the Roads to Recovery program.
I draw the attention of members to the Pakenham
bypass. Constituents in my electorate are sick and tired
of the bottleneck that they face every day in Pakenham.
The project should have been completed two years ago.
Had it not been for the federal government committing

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 28 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

$240 million, the project would never have got off the
ground.
I draw the attention of members to the Moe roundabout.
Moe is a major regional town in my electorate that has
issues with safety and extremely dangerous traffic
flows. The major roundabout in the middle of the town
has no pedestrian or disabled access. There has been no
commitment from the government to look at the short,
medium and long-term requirements for pedestrian
safety and traffic management or to address the impact
on local traders. In November the election message
from Moe residents was clear. They were sick and tired
of being ignored, so they elected a new member.
In another life I spent many years as a truck driver. In
the 1970s and 1980s I travelled the roads of Gippsland
every day. In those days the condition of Gippsland’s
roads was deplorable. Over time there has been very
little change, and with the increase in truck numbers,
larger configurations and increased mass limits, those
roads are still under stress.
This brings me to another issue that is directly linked to
the condition of our roads, and that is road-friendly and
load-sharing suspensions for heavy vehicles. A lot of
work has been done by Bill Haire of Wodonga to
develop an airbag system of suspension that is road
friendly and load sharing. That very important,
innovative and effective breakthrough could minimise
or reduce the impact of heavy vehicles on road
pavements. Bill Haire, from Haire Truck & Bus
Repairs, a family business that has been around for
more than 30 years, cannot get support from the Bracks
government to have that potentially groundbreaking
invention tested. That system of suspension has a
worldwide patent, and it has the potential to become an
Australia-first invention that is sought after by the
transport industry right around the world. It is an
engineering breakthrough with enormous export
potential.
I call on the Bracks government to stop insulting
members on this side of the house and Victoria’s rural
communities with its misleading information. Members
of the government should get on with the job of
governing for all Victorians, as they promised. They
should lift their sights beyond the tram tracks and give
all Victorians a fair go. Rural Victorians deserve much
more than hollow rhetoric. They demand and deserve
action on projects that deliver real improvements to our
road network, on time and on budget.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on this matter of public importance,
particularly on behalf of an area like Seymour, where
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there are great demands on roads. I support the MPI
wholeheartedly. I was going through some files and
found a press release from July 2003, three and a half
years ago, again asking the federal government to stop
neglecting Victoria’s roads and the safety of the people
on our roads by coming to the party and paying the
amount of money that we in Victoria deserved. In the
year that the press release was issued Victorians
contributed 26 per cent of the nation’s fuel taxes but the
federal government returned only 14 per cent to
Victorians while giving 36 per cent funding to roads in
New South Wales. The member for South Barwon
clearly outlined why that happened.
Victoria’s local and state roads suffer as a result of the
lack of funds from the federal government. A number
of projects across the Seymour electorate could be
brought forward if we received the $255 million that is
going to interstate roads per annum. I can mention a
number of them, including those on the Maroondah
Highway. The government has put funds in there and
has upgraded the section of the road between
Healesville and Marysville at the Black Spur, but there
is a lot of other work to be done. There is a need for
alternative routes through there and for improvements
to the Maroondah Highway on the way to Healesville.
That has become a bit of an issue in recent times,
following a tragic accident along that road.
In the lead-up to the last federal election the federal
member for McEwen decided to give the local member
a hard time about getting a bypass around Yarra Glen.
She got the local council and local community
involved, saying, ‘Apply for some AusLink funds so
that you can get this Yarra Glen bypass built’. It has
been on the cards for a very long time. I imagine that
saying that it has been there for 25 years would not be
an exaggeration. The people of Yarra Glen felt they
were never going to get the bypass, so a campaign was
started. This was great, as it was and is a really
important project.
I was very pleased that the federal government seemed
to be very serious about it, encouraging the shire and
members of the local community to come to Canberra
to talk to the Minister for Local Government,
Territories and Roads, Mr Lloyd, about the importance
and the significance of this project at Yarra Glen. Then
the federal government said that in order to obtain the
AusLink funds it would be necessary to obtain 50 per
cent of funds from elsewhere. At that time it was
thought to be a $12 million project, but it has come to
light that it is probably more like a $15 million project.
The state government needs to match the federal
government’s contribution, because the shire can only
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put in $500 000 — and I was glad to have that
explained to me.

of money to boost that a little more to make up for her
lack of presence around the electorate.

At the time of the state election I was pushing the then
minister responsible for roads to come to the party on
this project because of the significant boost it would
have for tourism in the area and for the amenity of the
people who live in and around Yarra Glen and who
have to drive through Yarra Glen. The minister came to
Yarra Glen during the election campaign and promised
a $9 million contribution towards the Yarra Glen
bypass.

Those kinds of games, plus the political stunts, are what
the federal government does best. After the rejection of
the Yarra Glen bypass I found it amazing to read an
article in the North Central Review of 30 January in
which the federal member was having a go at the
Mitchell Shire Council for not applying for any funds
through the AusLink project. I did not see any press
release going out to the Yarra Glen community saying
that it had not received funding for its AusLink project,
nor did I see any berating of the federal government for
not actually funding the existing AusLink project. That
really needs to be brought out and made known across
the electorate. Those kinds of games and stunts do not
actually work, because people read the newspapers —
even though they may be in different communities.

I was very disappointed to be informed a month or so
ago by the Minister for Roads and Ports, who is at the
table, that the federal government had decided to reject
the AusLink application, which is a real shame. It is
really appalling that the federal government can give
people a false sense of this being a great project and
encourage it to happen but then not come to the party.
That is disappointing for the people of Yarra Glen, and
of course they are now concerned about the state’s
contribution, which I am assured by the minister is
there on the table to be matched. It will be spent as soon
as the federal government decides that McEwen is a
marginal seat again and that it therefore needs to fund
this project.
Another project that the federal member decided to get
involved in is one which is a long way off but which is
very dear to the hearts of the people of Kilmore and
Wallan, and that is to have a bypass for Kilmore and
Wallan. According to VicRoads it is not high on the
priority list at this stage in comparison with other
projects. There is only one way to get that project up
the list, and that is for the federal government to start
paying back to Victoria the $255 million it is giving to
other states for their roads. The federal government
should be giving it back to us, because it is our money
and we are paying that tax.
I would like to see that money start to flow through so
that the Kilmore and Wallan areas get a road network
that suits their needs. It will help to provide for a better
amenity in the township of Kilmore itself and for future
growth in the area, which is creating extra traffic all the
time. It is typical of the federal government’s priorities
that the federal member for McEwen decided to send a
couple of letters to people in Kilmore and Wallan —
using taxpayers funds, of course. I noticed in a table
showing the federal MPs who manage to spend more
than $120 000 annually on printing and postage that the
federal member for McEwen, Fran Bailey, is above the
average, spending $123 663. I imagine that with this
being an election year she has probably saved up a bit

I would like to see a little bit more done for the roads in
the Seymour electorate. The federal government should
pay back to us the excise we deserve. At the present
time we only get back 16.5 per cent of what we pay,
and it is not fair. It has been going on for years —
certainly the whole time I have been a member of
Parliament and probably for a long time beforehand. I
would like to see some of that money coming back, and
I would like to see it going into projects in my area such
as the Kilmore and Wallan road network and a possible
future bypass for that area — the Yarra Glen bypass,
which is ready and waiting to go — and taking the
Maroondah Highway right through. There should be an
alternative route for motorists to use to get up to
Alexandra when that road, which is very winding and
treacherous, has to close every now and then.
I would like to thank the Bracks government for
continuing to spend a lot of money on our roads. The
implementation of the project we funded following the
investigation into run-off-the-road crashes, where we
put barriers on the sides of roads, is very evident right
across my electorate, including on the Melba Highway,
the Maroondah Highway, the Northern Highway, the
Hume Highway, the Yea-Whittlesea Road and right
throughout the area. It is saving lives. That and the
programs that have addressed some of the black-spot
areas have been a great help, but a lot more needs to be
spent to make sure the electorate of Seymour is a safe
place for people to drive around.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to speak on this
matter of public importance and — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr TILLEY — I will speak briefly on the Omeo
Highway at a later point, but thanks for the reminder.
I have been sitting here for quite some time this
morning listening to the other side of the house laying
the blame for the lack of funding on the federal
government. I would really appreciate it if at some
stage all members of the state and territory
governments would get together. I would put a
big-screen TV there for them and turn on the ABC so
they could watch Sesame Street and learn how to share.
It is just a matter of being able to sit down, negotiate
and work this out. As we have heard, the federal
Treasurer will provide adequate funding from GST
revenue — there is no doubt about that for one
moment. This is an opportunity to address the
inadequacies of the Bracks Labor government over the
last seven years and provide the best road infrastructure
for Victorians.
I represent a country electorate. In a previous life I
spent many hours, days and years driving country roads
and pulling the victims of car crashes from their
vehicles. If anyone in this house has ever knocked on
the door of a parent at 2.00 a.m. to tell them that their
child has been killed in a car crash, they will appreciate
that this government’s efforts fail us miserably.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order!
The member for Ferntree Gully is interjecting from out
of his place. He has done it a couple of times, and I
have let him off as he is a new member. I ask him to sit
in his place if he wishes to make a contribution to the
debate.
Mr TILLEY — Going back to the issue of the
federal government’s contributions, this Sunday we will
see the opening of the Albury-Wodonga Hume
Freeway bypass. It is a terrific job that has been
completed ahead of schedule. This will provide
opportunities not only to motorists driving between the
states of Victoria and New South Wales but also to the
electorate of Benambra, which is effectively the
gateway to Victoria. We will see increases in tourism.
Heavy commercial vehicles will be able to get through
the city of Albury to enter Victoria. We will see the
excellence of goods leaving the state, and truck drivers
coming into the state will probably be able to save
about 35 minutes in travel time. However, I urge the
Bracks government to ensure that these goods are
delivered adequately and that level crossings going into
the port of Melbourne facilitate the best access for road
freight.
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We need to look at the responsibilities for roads. I call
upon the Bracks government to stand up and take
responsibility. All the people in the electorate of
Benambra are simply asking for is that this government
take responsibility and make decisions. It is not rocket
science. People want to see some simple outcomes.
They want to be able to drive safely, knowing that they
will not fall off the road at the next corner and that if it
is a run-off they will not drive off a cliff. Take
Dederang Gap on the Kiewa Valley Highway, for
example — —
Mr Weller — I’ve been there.
Mr TILLEY — You probably appreciate that you
are lucky not to have driven off the side of the road and
fallen down the cliff into the blackberries and other
hazards — but we will not speak about land
management during this debate. The condition of many
kilometres of roads needs to be addressed to ensure that
people can be safely pulled from any vehicles that have
run off the road.
I heard extensive use of statistics, figures and all those
bits and pieces in this morning’s debate. I heard that
there had been approximately 1500 fewer incidents of
road trauma over the last 12 months. You can cook the
books and move the goalposts any way you like, but
people are still being injured on our roads. You can put
pressure on Victoria Police regarding how incidents of
trauma, injury or non-injury crashes are recorded.
Someone might only have a bandaid or a sore arm or
leg after a crash and not be taken to hospital, but it is
still an injury crash regardless. Recording these
statistics in terms of whether people have to be carted
off to hospital, be treated at an accident and emergency
unit or get subsequent treatment after admission is not
the way to go. The government needs to recognise that
no-one has to be taken to hospital for it to count as an
injury crash. Those statistics should be reported
accurately so there is proper funding. The best road
safety programs should be provided to all Victorians.
I move on to the topic of the Omeo Highway. In the
lead-up to the election I was involved in a strong plan
for the development of policy for the sealing of the
highway. A 26-kilometre section of that highway
remains unsealed. I frequently hear that the Bracks
government governs for all Victorians. Believe it or not,
the people of Mitta Mitta, Omeo and East Gippsland
are also Victorians, yet during the campaign all I heard
from the government about our policy was that a
Liberal government would create a death trap. We have
to be realistic about the policy.
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It would open up possibilities for tourism and trade. It
would provide the quickest route between the largest
rural city in my electorate, Wodonga, and the east coast
of Victoria. The other side of it is that each day local
residents get their tyres slashed by the road because of
the extensive amount of logging going on. This
government receives royalties from the logging, but it
does not put any of it back into the highway. I urge the
minister to have a look at sealing the Omeo Highway so
that all Victorians — the government claims to govern
for all Victorians — can drive on sealed roads the way
any person in metropolitan Melbourne does.
My electorate has many thousands of kilometres of
unsealed roads. Residents of Towong shire do not have
sealed roads, but they have lots of traffic. Each night
they bring their clothes in from the line they find them
covered in dirt, because the inadequate state funding of
local government — cost shifting once again — means
it cannot seal local roads. We want to encourage people
to move to country Victoria, and country Victorians
deserve the same conditions that apply to each and
every person living in metropolitan Melbourne.
I thank the member for Narracan for making a brief
mention of Mr Bill Haire. I have been working with
him. I saw a news item during the campaign period
which reported that he had an innovatively designed
concept vehicle that would save money for the
Victorian government in road maintenance. His concept
plan cannot get over the line because of the corporation,
VicRoads, the bureaucracy and the unwillingness of
this government to seed innovation in this state of
Victoria. Potentially this design is dynamically road
sharing and road friendly and would save hundreds of
thousands of dollars in road maintenance. We need to
encourage innovation to see that the future of Victoria
continues to grow. I invite the minister at the table, the
Minister for Roads and Ports, to visit Wodonga and I
would love to introduce him to Mr Haire.
Something I have not mentioned, which I would like to
do very quickly, is the state’s contribution to the
opening of the Hume Freeway between Albury and
Wodonga. Originally the road was to be sealed to four
lanes and was to connect the Murray Valley Highway
to the Hume Freeway. At the opening this Sunday we
will see a road that is constructed to four lanes but is
only sealed to two lanes — half the job — and the
Wodonga rail line still runs through the middle of the
interchange for the Bandiana link. The people of
Wodonga will not be able to use the road to
satisfactorily get back into Wodonga; they will have to
go north into New South Wales. You simply cannot use
the road; it is a damn white elephant.
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Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — We
have heard today from a long line of apologists for the
federal government for literally neglecting Victoria in
not handing over the money. Federal Treasurer Peter
Costello has been doing it for years. At the end of the
day all we have from the Liberal Party here is apologies
for and on behalf of the federal Treasurer. It is quite
ridiculous. It is about time it stood up for Victoria and
was genuine about it. The simple fact is we are
providing facts and figures which are pretty basic. For
some godforsaken reason money keeps flowing
northward out of this state, and the local Liberals are
not prepared to do anything about it.
I want to talk about local examples in my electorate
which are pretty extreme and shameful. Over the last
five years this state government has put about
$250 million into road funding in my electorate. We
have duplicated the Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road;
we have upgraded intersections; we have done the
Hallam bypass, Hallam North Road, Belgrave-Hallam
and Heatherton roads intersection; we have duplicated
Sladen Street in Cranbourne; and we announced in
September 2006 another $11.4 million to duplicate
Cranbourne-Frankston Road.
That is substantial funding in an area which is growing
very quickly. The state government recognises that fact.
It is a real commitment and real funding. But let us look
at what we get out of the federal government’s Roads to
Recovery program. Let us bring it down to a very small
level. My electorate is an area which is growing faster
than most other parts of Victoria, but somehow or other
we have funding allocated on the basis of which seat is
more important.
Let us look at what the councils got between January
2001 and June 2005 in the money allocated under the
Roads to Recovery program. Mornington Peninsula got
$9 million. It is in a marginal federal seat and the
member, Greg Hunt, was in a bit of trouble so it got
$9 million. Cardinia, which is also in a marginal seat
taking in McMillan, got $3.7 million. What did Casey
get? La Trobe is not such a marginal seat and we only
got $3.5 million. The state government is putting in
$250 million over five years. The four-year figure
under Roads to Recovery — and obviously we are not
recovering very much because we are not going
anywhere — is $3.5 million for the fastest growing
council in the whole of Victoria. This federal
government thinks that is all right. It is not all right. At
the end the day to see people get up here and apologise
for the federal government’s neglect of Victoria is
insulting to everyone in this house.
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I refer to the black spot funding program. The last time
the federal government handed out money was in 2005
and it gave the city of Casey $20 000. It was an
amazingly large and generous contribution from the
federal government to one of the fastest growing places
in Australia. It could only find $20 000 for black spots
there. The figure from the Bracks Labor government
was $29 million. It is obvious that we know where the
growth is and where the funding needs to be spent.
This federal government is using marginal seats to
assess where it puts its money. That is fine, but the
worst insult of all was when an upper house member of
the Liberal Party insulted the state government because
of the paucity of funding from the federal government.
He blamed the state government for the black spot
funding program under which the federal government
had only given $20 000. The upper house member
needs to work out who to blame when funding is not
provided for the city of Casey.
AusLink is not a good policy for Victoria. All it does is
deliver money to Queensland where the federal
government wins more seats than the Labor Party.
Victoria is a dog of a place for this federal government,
obviously because we keep winning a majority. There
are too many damn commos in this state for this federal
government. It has to look elsewhere. It gives more
money to Queensland, Western Australia and
everywhere else bar Victoria because Victoria is too
much of a commo in its eyes.
What do we get? Realistically at the end the day we
should have 25 per cent of road funding. We get
16.5 per cent. In other words, we are being dudded.
Where does it go? It goes northward and westward but
it does not come into this state. You do not ever see the
federal Treasurer explain why we keep getting dudded.
It is a joke. We are 25 per cent of the economy; we
provide 25 per cent of the fuel taxes; we carry 23.4 per
cent freight tonne per kilometre; and we have 24.7 per
cent of the population. We are mentioning figures
because at the end of the day somehow or other the
message is not getting through federally that we are
being dudded.
As Access Economics said the other week, this is the
best run economy in the country. The federal
government wants to keep handing out money
everywhere else. What about actually looking at where
you get a bang for your buck and realising if you put $1
in here, you will get $2, whereas if you put it into other
states, you might not get that? It is just ridiculous. This
federal government needs to wake up. It has got to be
committed to doing things properly, not on a
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pork-barrel basis according to when the next election is
coming up.
At the last federal election, what did we have? We had
bribes to subscribe — the bribe-because-you-are-alive
bribes. You get a bit of money because you are alive. I
do not know if I will get one, but giving family tax
benefits to someone like me is ridiculous. I earn far too
much money. Why would you hand out family tax
benefits willy-nilly at 100 miles an hour? It is
ridiculous. These things should be means tested. You
get $500 if you are 55 years of age and you are still
working and $1000 if you are an apprentice. Just for
being alive in this country you got a bribe from the
federal government at the last election.
What did Saul Eslake say? That over the last four years
this federal government has had a windfall of
$256 billion and has done nothing with it. That is what
Saul Eslake, the former federal Treasurer of the Liberal
Party, said.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DONNELLAN — He should have been, if he
wasn’t.
At the end of the day what he is saying is that this
government has pissed money into the wind, has not
dealt with it seriously — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
That is unparliamentary language.
Mr DONNELLAN — I withdraw that.
The federal government has seriously wasted money.
Let us look at some of the things that have recently
been on TV, like ads for the Country Fire Authority. I
am trying to work out what the federal government has
actually done for the CFA apart from run an ad for it. In
regard to surf lifesaving, the federal government says,
‘We will run an ad for you. We will not actually fund
you to do anything, we will just run an ad’. The federal
government pretends to care about these things, but it
does not actually do anything of substance; it just runs
an advertisement.
That is really where it is at. This federal government is
not serious. No-one is going to write the federal
government members up in 10 to 15 years time as great
economic reformers. They will be known as reasonable
shopkeepers — a lot of money came in. The growth in
taxes is monstrous, it is faster than tax growth in any of
the states. What is it? There has been 104 per cent
growth in company taxes over the last four to five
years. This federal government is swimming in money
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but does not know what to do with it. I am just waiting
for the bribes in this federal budget. I can just see it:
each little target group will get a bribe for being alive.
That is what it is all about — bribes to be alive.
That is great economics for this country in the long run!
Australia is not going to have a growth dividend. We
are not looking at reform aimed at productivity growth.
We are fiddling at the edges. That is what the federal
Treasurer and the Prime Minister are doing. It is great
for them. They can just keep thinking that winning
elections is wonderful, but what about in 15 years time
when Australia has not gone anywhere because these
bunnies have spent money hand over fist on bribes.
No-one is going to thank them.
This week, what did I see? The federal government is
suddenly keen on training. At the last federal election
my electorate was promised a school for
300 apprentices. You know what? It was smoke and
mirrors. It is not there. It was a big promise, but nothing
happened. So how serious is the federal government? It
is not serious. It is just a joke. That is what this federal
government is, a joke. But Victoria keeps missing out
under this joke, unfortunately, because this federal
government is not serious about spending money
properly, wisely and when it should be spent.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2005–06
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to make a few
comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s annual report. I initially want to draw
attention to page 37, where there is a reference to the
PAEC’s inquiry into private investment in public
infrastructure. The committee noted the terms of
reference at page 38. The committee’s task, as you
would be aware, Acting Speaker, was to review the
way in which the Victorian government evaluates its
private sector investment in public infrastructure
projects to determine whether they represent value for
money for the government and whether or not they
benefit the community.
Of course in a report tabled very late in the last
Parliament that committee was unable to say whether
these contracts represented good value for money. In
fact the report, again presented by a Labor-dominated
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC),
brought down some findings adverse to the
government. I am well aware that I am not to canvass
the details of that report, because it was tabled in the
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previous Parliament, but I make the observation that
when committees table reports very late in a
parliamentary term it means that Parliament is denied
an opportunity to speak on them. In this case it was a
very significant report on the provision of private
investment in public infrastructure.
It was a very negative report by the PAEC, and from
recollection I think there was only one Wednesday
morning in the previous parliamentary sitting when
members of this house had an opportunity to comment
on that very important report. Of course the Parliament
was dissolved and there was an election, so never again
can we comment on that report because standing orders
only allow members to comment on reports tabled in
the current Parliament. I raise that as a side issue if the
government is looking at the standing orders, because if
the government or the chairman of these
government-dominated committees, who invariably is a
member of the government, wants to hide the contents
of a controversial report, all they have to do is table it
late in the term and those sections of the report where
there is some parliamentary scrutiny necessary become
irrelevant when there is a new Parliament.
I refer to page 28 of this report, where there are some
findings in relation to major projects. I want to have one
last say on major projects before I completely immerse
myself in my new portfolio. The committee made
reference to the fact that Major Projects Victoria was as
at 31 May 2006 managing 14 projects, including two
public-private partnerships. The committee accepted at
face value information provided by the then Minister
for Major Projects — the third of four ministers for
major projects in this government. In fact the data the
minister’s department provided was inaccurate. It was
data supposedly relating to the original capital costs of
major projects and to the commencement and
finalisation dates of projects.
Everyone in Victoria knows that this government
cannot deliver major projects on time and on budget.
What we see here — I flag this as a key issue for the
Parliament, and it is picked up in this annual report —
is that false information was provided by the minister.
He actually provided information on revised budgets
and revised completion dates, disguising them as
original completion dates and original budgets. That is
something I hope we do not see in this Parliament.
Page 28 of the annual report also flags the fact that the
so-called industrial waste long-term containment
facility — otherwise known as a toxic waste dump —
was to have opened in June 2007. I comment in passing
that the government, which had previously ridiculed the
Liberal Party’s position, abandoned that project. It
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simply put out a press release on 9 January 2007
indicating that it was going to raise the levy for such
disposals and that the Lyndhurst landfill facility would
be kept open until 2020. It is interesting to note that
both the member for Tullamarine and the member for
Lyndhurst campaigned on false premises.
Ms Beattie — Yuroke!
Ms ASHER — I just make the observation that,
whilst the government ridiculed the Liberal Party for its
policy, it has now adopted it.

Law Reform Committee: de novo appeals to
the County Court
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I point out to the
member for Brighton that I am the member for Yuroke,
not Tullamarine, Acting Speaker.
I wish to speak on the report by the Law Reform
Committee on its inquiry into de novo appeals to the
County Court. I was on that committee, as was the
member for Bentleigh, who was its chair, and the
member for Prahran, among others. Mr Dalla-Riva, a
member for the Eastern Metropolitan Region in the
other place, and a member for Eastern Province in the
previous Parliament, Geoff Hilton, were also members.
I was pleased to serve on that committee, and I have to
say that it was most interesting.
The de novo appeals system comes from the statute
books. It provides that a matter can be heard all over
again as a new hearing. In fact the term ‘de novo’
comes from the French word and means ‘new’ or ‘as
new’. It is a really important process, because often
people go to court and plead guilty without realising
that the offence to which they are pleading guilty may
incur a custodial sentence. The reason they do not know
is that often they have not had access to legal aid — and
we all know the extent to which legal services are
pressed for time. Often the person pleading does not
understand or has not listened properly because of the
circumstances surrounding their appearance before the
court, so they are not fully aware of what might occur.
Having access to a de novo appeal gives them a chance
to have their case reheard.
I thank all the 22 witnesses who appeared before the
committee. They came from many organisations, and
many were from the judiciary. They were exceedingly
generous with their time and exceedingly frank in their
advice to the committee. Their evidence was well
thought out and well presented.
It is good to see that the outcome of the report has been
supported by members on the other side of the house. In
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fact the member for Kew commented that although
there were only four recommendations, he supported all
of them. We often hear from the member for Kew
about his vast experience with the judiciary, so for him
to speak in flattering terms about our report is a good
thing.
Of course there were some changes encapsulated in the
recommendations. One was that the appellant should be
given a warning as early as possible that if they
continue with their appeal they could face a more
severe sentence than that originally imposed by the
Magistrates Court. Many people do not realise that, and
it is only fair that before they take up their appeal they
should be forewarned that they could face a longer
sentence.
Another recommendation was that audiotapes of the
proceedings in the Magistrates Court be retained for six
months. There was also a recommendation that clause 6
of schedule 6 of the County Court Act be repealed so that
an appellant is not required to seek the County Court’s
leave to demonstrate exceptional circumstances in order
to abandon an appeal. With those recommendations it
was decided that de novo appeals from the Magistrates
Court to the County Court be retained in their current
form. The reference for this came from the
Attorney-General’s justice statement — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired!

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2005–06
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the debate
on the consideration of parliamentary reports, and refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
annual report for 2005–06. I refer in particular to
page 26 of the report. Of particular concern are the
number of recommendations that have been made by
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
to departments which are not being accepted by those
departments. I refer to paragraph 3.3.3 which is headed
‘Government response to the report’ and states:
The report made 27 recommendations; 6 were accepted, 8
were accepted in part, 2 are under review, and 11 were
rejected.

What is even more concerning is where the report
states:
The committee did not agree with the reasons given for
rejecting the recommendations, and revisited some of the
issues in its Report on the 2004–05 Budget Outcomes, report
no. 69, which was tabled in Parliament in April 2006. The
committee understands that of the recommendations rejected,
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a number have subsequently been reconsidered by the
government and accepted. The committee’s report is also
used as part of training and development for budget officers
within a large government department.

It is important that the PAEC and government
departments are able to work closely together. When a
recommendation is put forward there need to be
mechanisms in place so that if they are rejected, or only
accepted in part, they are not lost to the system and can
be put forward again by the PAEC regardless of
whether they compromise part of the
recommendation — which seems odd.
Recommendations need to be kept in the system so they
can be reviewed by a department. If when a department
rejects the recommendations, because they are outside
accounting standards or outside some other worldwide
standards, and the explanation goes back to the PAEC,
it can at least make an adjustment to the
recommendation and resubmit it.
One of the recommendations that I was particularly
concerned about refers to the issue of the reporting of
asset investment projects. The PAEC’s Report on the
2004–05 Budget Outcomes states:
The committee raised the issue of reporting of asset investment
projects in budget information paper no. 1, 2003–04 Public
Sector Asset Investment Program, in relation to two
departments.
The departments’ responses indicated that they followed the
Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) guidelines on
reporting asset projects in budget information paper no. 1 …
The guidelines state that projects with a total estimated
investment (TEI) equal to or greater than $100 000 are to be
reported, but projects in the final year of implementation
where the planned capital expenditure is less than $30 000,
are excluded from being reported.

Quite rightly the PAEC made a recommendation in
budget information paper no. 1 that it had to review the
guidelines for reporting asset investment projects to
include asset projects currently excluded by the
guidelines. I know that there is an issue of materiality
and that you cannot possibly put all accounting
transactions into accounting reports — there has to be a
certain amount of clumping together of the figures —
but at least if there is a document which can be referred
to which contains a list of the projects, then it makes it
far more open and transparent. If you are going to
clump together the figures without identifying the
projects, then the system is not open and transparent.
With those few comments in relation to the PAEC’s
recommendations I call on the government to ensure
that mechanisms are in place so that when a
recommendation is put forward it is not lost in the
system once it is rejected, but is sent back to the PAEC
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so that committee can look at the reasons it has been
rejected, make amendments to the recommendations —
especially if it is on technical grounds — and then send
it back. Hopefully, with the PAEC and the department
which is the subject of the recommendation working
together, we will have a very workable and open and
transparent accounting system between departments
and the PAEC.

Law Reform Committee: de novo appeals to
the County Court
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak on the
report of the parliamentary Law Reform Committee on
de novo appeals in the County Court. The term de novo
refers to a new hearing of a criminal case, in this case in
the County Court, following conviction and sentence in
the Magistrates Court. Most members would be aware
that the vast majority of criminal matters — around
98 per cent — are heard in the Magistrates Court. In
any given year the Magistrates Court deals with about
95 000 defendants who are sentenced and convicted
compared with around 1500 defendants in the County
Court and the Supreme Court. It has a pretty central
role to play in our criminal justice system.
Of the defendants who are convicted in the Magistrates
Court, less than 3 per cent appeal to the County Court.
If we look at the figures in 2005–06 we see that
2666 appeals were commenced in the County Court of
which 1966 appeals were lodged following conviction
or sentence in the Magistrates Court. It is interesting to
note that the vast majority of those appeals were against
the sentence, and in fact that is the bulk of the de novo
appeal work done by the County Court. In addition to
that, 19 per cent of the appeals were to do with the
conviction itself, and another 7 per cent were against
the order made by the court.
De novo appeals have come under criticism from some
sections of the community as being an historical
anachronism. Essentially the de novo appeal gives
defendants a second bite of the cherry, and in fact that
goes to the core of the argument against them. A
decision has been made by the Magistrates Court and
their case has been considered. Why should they be
able to go off to the County Court and have that case
heard all over again? They do not have to demonstrate
that there has been an error of fact or law, they do not
have to demonstrate that there has been a miscarriage of
justice or that the judgement of the court involved a
wrong decision. It is basically a completely fresh
rehearing of the case. Critics would say that this is a
waste of resources, that it gives people another go and
that with the increased professionalism and training of
the magistracy it is no longer required.
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There have been a number of historical justifications for
retaining de novo appeals, including the fact that
originally cases were heard by justices of the peace and
lay magistrates, who provided a quick and accessible
form of justice that was available to people in the
community. The committee gave considerable
consideration to that fact and came to the conclusion
that historical justification does not exist to the same
extent, given we now have a well-trained and
well-qualified magistracy. However, there are a number
of other factors that the committee had to consider.
One of those was the need to balance competing
interests in ensuring that we delivered justice. The Law
Institute of Victoria indicated in its evidence that de
novo appeals originated to:
… ensure that public confidence in a just and equitable
dealing with criminal matters dealt with summarily [is]
balanced with the need to produce efficient and timely results
for victims, the accused and the community.

The Parliamentary Law Reform Committee essentially
supported that view, because whilst the magistracy has
an enhanced status and legally qualified magistrates, it
is nevertheless the workhorse of the criminal justice
system. A typical Magistrates Court case is often heard
in less than 15 minutes. Large numbers of those who
are accused are unrepresented and may only get access
to a duty solicitor at the very last moment. There is not
necessarily an opportunity for them to put their case in
the most effective and fulsome manner. Of course this
can involve the deprivation of liberty, and that is a
further reason why we believed it was important to
have the de novo appeal process to the County Court.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: production and/or use of biofuels
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise today to
speak on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee report on its inquiry into the production and
use of biofuels in Victoria. My colleague Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, was a member of that committee, and he
raised the concern on behalf of The Nationals that the
time lines for the report were very short. The terms of
reference were given to the committee on 25 July 2006,
with an expectation that the committee would have its
report delivered by 27 October 2006. This is a very
important issue throughout country Victoria, and it was
not done justice, even though the report gathered a lot
of vital information in relation to biofuels in Victoria.
As I said, there is great interest on this topic in the
Lowan electorate, which I represent. Western Victoria
has long been recognised as Australia’s premier
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producer of wheat — or the golden grain, as it is
known. However, in the western region today
production extends far beyond wheat. Primary
producers are now innovative and adaptable. They
produce about 70 per cent of Victoria’s pulses and
about 60 per cent of the state’s oil seeds. This topic is
thus a vital one for those farmers. With the drought
having a big impact on the viability of our farms,
biofuels give farmers two opportunities: firstly, the
production of biofuels — and I will talk a little more
about that later — and secondly, the use of biofuels.
Both of these should increase the profitability of our
growers.
I turn first to the production of biofuels. Up in Kaniva
in my electorate there is a fellow by the name of Steven
Hobbs. We also have a group from Dunmunkle, which
was in my electorate in the 54th Parliament from 1999
to 2002, and that group, which is based in Minyip, is
also doing a lot of work on biofuels. It has been given
great support by the Bendigo Bank. But I want to talk a
little bit about Steven Hobbs. An article headed
‘Refinery to start’ in the Wimmera Mail-Times of
16 February this year says:
A million-dollar biodiesel refinery, the Wimmera’s first, is
just weeks away from starting operation.

The article talks about Steven Hobbs and says that his
seed-crushing plant was the ‘realisation of a seven-year
dream’. Mr Hobbs is quoted as saying that the plant is
modular, allowing more presses to be added as demand
increases. The article says further:
Each press can crush 800 tonnes of seeds to make 350 000
litres of oil a year. Mr Hobbs plans to have four presses in
action at full capacity, producing 1.2 million litres of oil each
year.

This came about, as Mr Hobbs said, with the great
support of the Wimmera community and industry
people. It is interesting to note a little of the background
to that project. Mr Hobbs’s wife was watching TV and
brought to his attention the possibility of using fuels in
that way. Mr Hobbs states on his website that he uses
about 20 000 to 30 000 litres of diesel fuel a year, so
biodiesel is a very important product to him. His
website goes on to say:
Biodiesel is the term used to refer to various ester-based
oxygenated fuels composed from vegetable oils such as
soybean, canola, or peanut oil, or animal fats.

Mr Hobbs’s website also says:
Biodiesel is simple to make from fresh oil, and besides, I can
use all the by-products in my farm operations. Press cake, or
meal, is a high-protein feed supplement and can be fed to
cows, pigs, chooks or sheep.
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There are many things in the report of the Environment
and Natural Resources Committee, but one that I want
to highlight is the use of ethanol in Victoria. New South
Wales uses about 7.7 million litres of ethanol while
Victoria uses about 1.3 million litres. In Victoria there
are very few stations that sell ethanol.
I use a lot of fuel — I drive about 80 000 kilometres per
year — and in every fuel station I go into I look to see
if ethanol fuel is there. As The Nationals did in April
last year, in this report we called for action to encourage
the use of these blended fuels in the 8000-vehicle
government fleet. However, it is just about impossible
to source ethanol fuels in Victoria. More work needs to
be done by the Minister for Consumer Affairs and
others. Recommendation 4 of the report is that the
government should encourage the use of ethanol in its
fleet, not only in cars but also in other transport
vehicles.
I turn to the other factor of concern in the report. The
report highlights that in Australia the production of
biodiesel has gone up to 4 million litres. It is improving,
but more work needs to be done. It will help country
Victorians and in particular the grain growers in my
electorate.

Law Reform Committee: de novo appeals to
the County Court
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I want to make a
contribution to the debate on committee reports today
by speaking on the Law Reform Committee report on
its reference on de novo appeals to the County Court.
As a member of the Law Reform Committee in the
55th Parliament I was very pleased to work on this
reference. The system that we have had in Victoria for
dealing with appeals arising from criminal matters in
the Magistrates Court — appeals against both sentences
and conviction — has been based on what are called de
novo appeals to judges of the County Court.
The de novo appeal involves a complete rehearing of
the matter from scratch. It does not require the
defendant to have to satisfy any grounds of appeal in
order to make that application. It is an application that
exists as of right. Reference was made to the committee
in order that we would examine whether that system,
which has operated under our criminal justice system
here in Victoria ever since European settlement, was
one that should be continued and was still justified in
the 21st century.
The committee approached this matter very much with
an open mind. There were some legal practitioners such
as myself who were members of the committee, but
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there were also a number of committee members who
had not had any particular experience with these
processes. In my former profession as a barrister I
appeared in numerous Magistrates Court and County
Court de novo appeals in relation to these matters, and
because of that practical experience I was particularly
interested in being a member of this committee.
We heard from a very impressive array of witnesses —
from judges of the Supreme and County courts,
magistrates, prosecutors, defence counsel and solicitors,
and also from a number of judicial officers and
practitioners in New South Wales. The New South
Wales Parliament changed that state’s system of
appeals in the late 1990s, and we were able to learn a
significant amount about the effect of those changes by
taking evidence from New South Wales witnesses. The
upshot of the committee’s taking of evidence and
deliberations was that we were satisfied that the current
system of de novo appeals operating in Victoria was
one that delivered a fair and just outcome in criminal
proceedings and was also one that produced an efficient
and appropriate use of the court facilities and
procedures.
The vast bulk of criminal cases heard in Victoria are
heard in the Magistrates Court. The vast bulk of appeals
from the Magistrates Court are in relation to sentencing.
The evidence overwhelmingly suggested that any
significant change to the de novo appeal system would
lead to a greatly increased and slower and more costly
process in the Magistrates Court without any
commensurate benefit in reducing the number of
appeals and the amount of time and expense involved
in hearing matters in the County Court.
The committee was very pleased to provide to
government its recommendation that the de novo
appeal system continue in Victoria with some minor
changes which relate to changes in seeking leave to
abandon appeals that were introduced by the former
government back in 1999. We have recommended that
those matters be eliminated from the system so that
people who do not wish to continue to appeal in the
County Court would no longer be required to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances in order to
abandon the appeal, but otherwise, apart from some
minor technical matters, we recommended that the
system of de novo appeals continue in Victoria.
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PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 February; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Independent amendments circulated by
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) pursuant to
standing orders.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill, whilst it has a reasonably
innocuous title, certainly deals with something that
most of us in this place have had some experience with.
I have been a member of two parliamentary
committees, and I am sure many of my colleagues in
this place have also been members of parliamentary
committees in various forms.
It is a very important part of the activities of the
Parliament to inquire into various activities through the
joint parliamentary committees as well as participating
in a broad community consultation with a range of
different people. I have been able to serve on both the
Law Reform Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC). While the Law
Reform Committee carried out a number of inquiries,
the most worthwhile and most memorable for me was
the inquiry in relation to legal services in regional and
rural Victoria. I cannot really say with the same degree
of alacrity that being a member of SARC was the same
joyful experience. It was perhaps not so much more
work, but it was a very concentrated amount of work in
a short period of time, particularly on a Monday
afternoon, and in some cases it involved substantial
debate as to the rights and liberties of Victorians.
Importantly, though, while it may have been hard and
strenuous work, it was certainly a committee where
there was quite often a lot of debate and discussion and
disagreement about rights and liberties. It was a very
interesting committee from that point of view. I say that
because hopefully I will be appointed to another
committee that may be more commensurate with my
new portfolio responsibilities, and I look forward with
interest to serving on a committee if that occurs. Indeed
the motions that were circulated by the Leader of the
House earlier this morning would suggest that I am
likely to be appointed to a committee, but that is
something for another day.
However, one of the things that has been of enormous
interest to me is that our committee system could be
made far better than it is. Another of my experiences
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because of my being a member of Parliament was that I
had the opportunity to travel to the United Kingdom
with some 40 other members of parliaments from other
commonwealth countries. Courtesy of the taxpayers of
the United Kingdom we met with members of the
United Kingdom Parliament and spent two weeks there
looking at all aspects of parliamentary democracy as it
operates in Westminster. While I have always blithely
said that we have taken many of the democratic
traditions of the United Kingdom and changed them
and made them better, one thing that struck me — and
we spent almost an entire day dealing with
parliamentary committees and had an opportunity of
talking to people from both the foreign relations
committee, the public accounts and estimates
committee and a number of other committees — is that
they do it so much better than we do here in Victoria.
At one stage I had the opportunity of talking to the
chairman of the UK public accounts and estimates
committee. We talked about it from the point of view
that in Victoria the government chairs the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee and indeed has the
majority of members on that committee. They looked at
me as if I had two heads and as if to say, ‘How can you
possibly function as a public accounts and estimates
committee with the government controlling both the
numbers and the chairmanship of that committee?’.
It was interesting to note that when they talked about
their committee, they said that while it operates
collaboratively between the major parties, it drives an
agenda to hold government ministers accountable for
the expenditure of taxpayers money. They went on to
say that they would probably, on average, have a
government minister — there are 70 in the United
Kingdom — before the committee at least once a
month to deal with various aspects of the budget, let
alone the bureaucrats and others who give evidence.
Although not quite as independent, if you like, as the
UK, what I have observed about public accounts and
estimates committees elsewhere in Australia,
particularly at the commonwealth level, is that they
have a lot more bite.
When I become a shadow minister shortly before the
2002 election and I looked at the prospect of examining
my counterpart, the Attorney-General and Minister for
Industrial Relations, I was struck by the lack of
opportunity to ask pertinent questions. My experience
with that committee was less than satisfactory. I recall
the Attorney-General, who was then also the Minister
for Industrial Relations, on one occasion having about
21⁄2 hours in the box to deal with his portfolio matters.
By the time the minister had dealt with the planning
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portfolio, the time for industrial relations and the
Attorney-General portfolios had been reduced to a little
over 11⁄2 hours — a pathetically short time to examine
the expenditure of the third-largest government
department which crosses over into infrastructure and
industrial relations.
My experience was that a question would be asked and
the answer would run for some 20 minutes, and in that
time you would be lucky if each member of the
committee got to ask one, single question, with very
little interchange. It was not until people started
behaving in an impertinent way — at one stage one of
the members was ruled out of order by the chair for
answering back — —
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — You have got it — someone
who had been a former chair. It was a less than
satisfactory way of holding the executive accountable
to this place. All of us understand that the way the
executive answers questions during question time is
also less than satisfactory.
I thought this might be an opportunity to get some
degree of independence and reform of the
parliamentary system, particularly in relation to two
critical committees that have reference to what we do
here as members of Parliament. The Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee deals with the expenditure of
public moneys and touches on and concerns every
aspect of government. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, which goes to the rights and
liberties of the citizens of Victoria and the rights and
liberties of this place, now has the added responsibility
of dealing with the charter of human rights. Irrespective
of what the party divide may say about that charter, it is
an additional function and an important function given
to SARC by legislation that has passed through this
place. I thought there was an opportunity to at least
reform that aspect.
As a result of the election, and perhaps the numbers in
the other place, I thought there would be an opportunity
to put the point that at least those two committees
should be completely independent and operate
independently as an arm of the legislature as opposed to
an arm of the executive wing of government. The
committee chairs should be independent as should the
representatives, the nature and the constitutional
makeup of the committees. It would have been good
not to have appointed a member of the government
party as chair, but an Independent member of
Parliament or a member from a minor party which may
not even constitute itself as a party in this place — for
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example, the Greens — or likewise a member of a party
such as The Nationals or the Liberal Party. That could
be the subject of negotiation, but the bottom line is
those two committees should be chaired by somebody
who is not a member of the government party.
It is that very tradition that I saw in the United
Kingdom that gave real power and drive to its public
accounts and estimates committee. Over there
everybody understands there are certain issues,
particularly in relation to foreign affairs and elements
relating to security, where things have to be dealt with
in camera. Private briefings were offered to members of
that committee on the clear understanding they would
not be debated out in the public arena.
What I saw in that place was a degree of maturity.
Given its size, many members go through that
Parliament. Their mark on democracy in the United
Kingdom ultimately does not come from becoming a
minister or parliamentary secretary or otherwise; it
comes from being a chair or a deputy chair or being
involved in one of these committees. People take real
pride in the work they do on those committees and the
way they hold the executive accountable to the
legislature and therefore enhance the notion of
parliamentary democracy.
Without that power bestowed upon the legislature to
hold the executive accountable, the government can
grow to be all powerful and perhaps to a point where it
can exceed its authority and refuse to be accountable on
rather trivial bases. That is my observation and
experience of both parliamentary committees and the
way the executive treats the legislature in relation to
answering questions in this place. I thought there could
have been an opportunity to do that, but I was bitterly
disappointed when the government proposed this
legislation.
This legislation does a number of things. To some
extent, apart from the financial aspects, it is a bit of
shuffling of the deckchairs on the Titanic. The
Economic Development Committee will be renamed
the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee and the Rural and Regional Services and
Development Committee will now be known as the
Rural and Regional Committee. As Shakespeare once
said, I am pretty sure it was in Romeo and Juliet:
What’s in a name? That which we call a rose
By any other name would smell as sweet.

Perhaps the problem is this is not a rose we are dealing
with but a thorn in the side of democracy in this state,
and merely changing the names of these committees
may not be an appropriate outcome.
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I have seen the notice of motion the Leader of the
House gave this morning in relation to the various
terms of references for these committees. I would have
liked to have seen committees have the opportunity to
undertake own-motion inquiries, to have a lot more
clout in what they can say and to drive the agenda on
what inquiries they conduct. Nothing will bore
everybody in the modern world more than dull,
less-than-satisfactory, turgid and trite inquiries. This is
probably not the time to debate that issue, as we will be
discussing it tomorrow, but on my cursory reading of
them the references to be provided by the government
seem to fall into that category.
A number of my colleagues have approached me with
concerns about various committee references. This is
another demonstration of the fact that the government
does not really want to be held accountable for its
activities through the Parliament’s most powerful tools:
question time and the committee system. It would
prefer to occupy its backbenchers and other members of
the Parliament with these sometimes very important
inquiries which have positive outcomes but do not
really go to the issue of holding the executive
accountable for what it does in the state of Victoria —
how it spends its moneys, what legislation it brings in
and how it is impacting on people’s rights and liberties.
The bill also increases parliamentary representation on
committees by increasing from 9 to 10 the number of
members of Parliament who can serve on these
committees. That is important for a big committee such
as the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, and
as I understand it there is no proposal to increase the
membership of any of the committees apart from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. It is
important to include as many people as possible from
this place in the committee process, but this is not what
you would call a devastatingly important amendment
that will enhance the ability of the Parliament to hold
the executive accountable.
Something which concerns me is the provision that
deals with increasing the salaries and entitlements of
various parties. Press reports seem to indicate that a
number of luminaries in this place have been rewarded,
but not because they may be good. I perhaps disagree
with the Leader of the Opposition’s comments about
the ALP being a party of merit when identifying some
of those members. At first blush we can smirk and be
amused by the identity of some of the potential
committee chairs, but given that the government
controls the numbers, certainly in this place, it is likely
that this will occur. I should not go into the details of
the identities of those who have been the subject of the
press reports. However, I do not think they are
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indicative of the real up-and-comers in this place. It
seems to be a reward for loyal service on the
backbench, loyal service elsewhere, doing the right
thing when you have been shafted by another faction
and keeping people quiet. It smacks of snouts in the
trough.
The bill increases the additional income of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee chair from the
current 10 per cent of base salary to 20 per cent of base
salary. There does not appear to be any increase in
responsibility of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, save and except that an additional person
will be nominated and that will increase the
membership of the committee to 10. The chair of that
committee will get another 10 per cent just for looking
after the 10th member of the committee. There does not
appear to be any further dramatic improvement in the
way the committee will operate, its longevity or its
ability to hold ministers accountable once a month, as I
saw in the United Kingdom. I am sure we will go
through the same turgid process where I will get my
direct opponent in the witness box, so to speak, for a
very limited time.
It seems to me that the public does not understand these
snouts in the trough. We saw another example of that
today in relation to the operation of the superannuation
fund. It does not matter if it is right; the fact is there is
real concern among the public about the way we
behave as members of Parliament. They see us as
having our snouts in the trough, and this increase does
not even seem to have a demonstrable justification.
The chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee will receive an additional 5 per cent on their
salary. I understand the importance of those two
committees to the operation of this place, but I would
like to see independent chairs of those committees
rather than a glorious pay rise for the members serving
as chairs of those committees, who are being rewarded
for being nice factional hacks and doing the right thing,
notwithstanding the fact that they may have been
shafted by their factions.
Members may have seen a poll in the Herald Sun
yesterday. It asked whether members of Parliament
deserve extra perks. Something like 98 per cent of
people came out and unequivocally said no. Now we
are giving ourselves an extra perk. Simply saying it is
an important committee that does good work around
here and that justifies a 10 per cent pay rise for the chair
is less than satisfactory. The fact is that I cannot see the
extra work to be undertaken by the chairs of those two
committees that warrants the pay rise. I cannot see the
people of Victoria seeing any justification for more
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public money being paid to these committee chairs as a
result of this legislation.

Council of Australian Governments:
antiterrorism laws

Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) pursuant to standing orders.

Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Premier. I ask the Premier to detail for the house the
government’s approach to the antiterrorism laws agreed
to as part of the Council of Australian Governments
process.

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Gaming: public lotteries licence
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s ban
on contact with personal friend and Labor powerbroker
David White, and I ask: does this ban extend to
ministers and staff?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I have said in the past,
and I will say it again, that there is no requirement or
need for me to contact David White. I have said that
before. In relation to the tender arrangements, could I
say that one of the things that this government will do is
do the tender arrangements with probity and good value
for money. That is the commitment we have given to
the people of Victoria.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, this
question was about whether the ban extended to
ministers and staff, not about a tender.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has only
just commenced his answer. The Premier has 4 minutes
in which to respond to the question.
Mr BRACKS — In relation to tender processes for
gaming and lottery licences, the tender process for
gaming of course has not even started. The process for
expressions of interest in lottery licences started in May
2005, with the tender arrangements not in place. As I
have made clear in the past, and I will make it clear
again, in the future the probity arrangements will be
ones which will be secure and solid for Victoria — and
also we will be seeking value for money for our state.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a simple question, and he should be
providing a yes or no answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Yuroke for her question. Victoria was at the forefront of
the Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
process in ceding laws to the commonwealth in relation
to tough counter-terrorism laws in this country. We
gave permission and support for ongoing detention
arrangements which could secure Australians more
broadly and could be a part of what Victoria wanted to
achieve in making sure we had a safer Victoria through
adherence to antiterror laws.
As members of this house would know, Major Michael
Mori was in Parliament House today, briefing members
of Parliament — those who were interested — on the
progress of one of Australia’s citizens, David Hicks.
Why is this relevant to the COAG process? It is
relevant because the very laws that we sought to strike
at COAG were a balanced set of laws which had checks
and balances within them and which struck the right
balance of having an urgency about them as well. What
has happened in the case of David Hicks has effectively
undermined the very process that was adhered to by
COAG — that is, it has undermined public confidence,
the confidence of Australians and the confidence of
Victorians, in the very antiterror laws that this
Parliament passed some time ago.
Why have they been undermined? They have been
undermined when you think that an Australian citizen
has been detained for some five years without any
charges being laid, and two of those years have been in
solitary confinement. There is a strong case, if you look
at the spirit of the COAG agreement on antiterrorism
laws, to have those matters heard and that case heard in
Australia. The correct course of action in the spirit of
the agreement that the premiers and territory leaders
struck with the Prime Minister is to effectively ensure
not only that the trial of David Hicks occurs in
Australia but that if there are charges to be laid those
matters go to the Director of Public Prosecutions for
consideration. That is the proper and appropriate course
of action.
Members were honoured and pleased to have a briefing
today by Major Michael Mori. He is standing up for
due process and the administration of justice. It has
been an abiding principle of this Parliament and this
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state for a long time that due process and third-party
rights are important. In this case I am very concerned
that the undermining of the COAG agreement on the
transfer of antiterrorism laws will be significant unless
David Hicks is brought back for consideration and for
any charges to be laid in Australia.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITOR

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — Certainly,
Speaker. I am sure most members of this place would
agree that Mr Hicks has been denied the most basic
rights that people in almost every developed nation take
for granted, so basic in fact that the United States has
insisted upon them for its own citizens detained at
Guantanamo Bay: a fair trial, a prohibition on the
indefinite detention without trial and the principle of
habeas corpus. Can I say that this is really Legal
Studies 1A stuff and that the principles that
attorneys-general from right around the country — —

The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Leader of The Nationals I acknowledge and welcome a
former Attorney-General, Jan Wade, who is in the
gallery today.

Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, I do
not see how this relates to Victorian government
business. The Attorney-General is just saying this as a
private citizen and nothing else.

Questions resumed.

The SPEAKER — Order! At the stage of the
member’s taking that point of order the
Attorney-General had been speaking for less than
45 seconds. He has 4 minutes to answer the question. I
have asked him to relate his answer to Victorian
government business, and I expect him to do so.

Questions interrupted.

QUESTIONSWITHOUTNOTICE

Emergency services: Warrnambool helicopter
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer to the Labor Party’s pre-election
commitment to consider establishing a rescue
helicopter service in south-west Victoria, an initiative
that would certainly save lives, and I ask: is it not the
fact that without any further consideration or
consultation the minister has written to the honorary
chairman of Westvic Rescue Helicopter Service, Steven
Lucas, telling him that the government has abandoned
this initiative?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the Leader of The
Nationals for his question. When we came to examine
the matter of an emergency services helicopter in the
south-west, I advised Mr Lucas that the position of the
Country Fire Authority and the police is that they do
not necessarily need air transport for their purposes.
However, Mr Lucas was going to provide a business
case to the government. I have advised Mr Lucas that
he will have to take those matters into consideration in
providing a business case to the government.

David Hicks
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is to the
Attorney-General. I ask the Attorney-General to detail
for the house the position of the Victorian government
on the ongoing detention of David Hicks.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
needs to confine his answer to Victorian government
business.

Mr HULLS — All attorneys-general — and I
would have thought shadow attorneys and former
shadows — would agree that these are absolutely
crucial and important principles of a democratic justice
system.
The fact is that as the Victorian Attorney-General I
have contacted the federal Attorney-General in relation
to these principles and indeed asked that they be put on
the agenda for the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General (SCAG) meeting in Canberra in
April for discussion. That is indeed a matter of
Victorian government business and something that
ought be discussed by attorneys right around the
country.
I have also asked that the United States
Attorney-General, Alberto Gonzales, address the
SCAG meeting by way of video link and be questioned
by me and other attorneys in relation to the matter of
David Hicks and address issues such as the denial of
habeas corpus, the retrospectivity of particular charges
and the type of evidence that will be taken into account
in relation to this matter — that is, whether evidence
obtained by coercion and hearsay evidence will be used
against Mr Hicks — and whether an independent
assessment will be made of Mr Hicks in relation to his
fitness to stand trial. These matters and due process are
absolutely important to all attorneys, and we hope that
Mr Gonzales will address the meeting.
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The fact is that, tragically, people seem to have
prejudged this matter and have made statements
publicly, which is unfair to an Australian citizen. From
a Victorian point of view — —
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Police Association: pre-election agreement

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I agree
unequivocally that these are important issues, but they
are not matters for the Victorian Parliament, and I ask
you to have the Attorney-General address the question
put to him in a Victorian context.

Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the letter received
by his government around September or October 2006
from the police union that culminated in the secret
pre-election deal with the union, and I ask: when was
the Chief Commissioner of Police first made aware of
this correspondence, and will the Premier now make
this letter available to the public?

The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, but the Attorney-General was in mid-sentence
and I believe that when the Leader of The Nationals
took his point of order, as he is acknowledging, the
Attorney-General was just about to tie that into
Victorian government business.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. One thing we will not
do is review the contract of the Chief Commissioner of
Police, which is the policy of the opposition. One other
thing we will not do is abolish the Office of Police
Integrity (OPI), which is the policy of the opposition.

Mr HULLS — Due process, habeas corpus and
evidence obtained by coercion are all matters that have
been put on the SCAG agenda to be discussed by all
attorneys at the next SCAG meeting. They have been
put on the agenda by the Victorian Attorney-General
and will be discussed at the SCAG meeting, so these
are very important matters of business for the Victorian
government. The fact is that the government believes it
is absolutely incumbent upon the US Attorney-General
to address these matters in an Australian context,
because they are about an Australian citizen whose
rights have been sold down the Potomac by the federal
government. As a result, we want to hear from the
puppet master, not the puppet, in relation to these
matters.

The hypocrisy of the opposition knows no bounds. I
refer to the October 2006 edition of the journal of the
Police Association of Victoria. It says the opposition
leader:

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I apologise to the
member for Sandringham; I did not see him out of the
corner of my eye. The member for Sandringham on a
point of order, and he will be heard in silence.
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Speaker, this
might have been a matter for the Attorney-General
when he was the member for the federal seat of
Kennedy, but Mr Katter put an end to that. He had
better save the speech for when he returns to Canberra.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. As he has been speaking now for 6 minutes,
although there have been interruptions, I ask the
Attorney-General to conclude his answer, relating it to
Victorian government business.
Mr HULLS — I conclude on this note: if the person
with the ultimate responsibility for defending the rights
of this nation’s citizens will not make out the case for
justice for David Hicks, state attorneys-general will.

… promised to expedite the signing of the police EB
agreement if elected.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kororoit — —
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Yes, he is warned.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the Premier’s answer has nothing to do with
the question. It is just a stupid, superfluous homily.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
continue and to address his answer to the question.
Mr Hulls interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General is
warned.
Mr BRACKS — As I have indicated in the past,
and I will reiterate it to the house, it is inappropriate,
during a caretaker period during a campaign, to involve
a chief commissioner or the head of any public sector
agency in the policy process of a party. It is very
inappropriate. As I have mentioned, the hypocrisy of
the opposition is unbelievable, when you know that it
had arrangements it had made with the Police
Association, set out — —
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Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I raise
the issue of relevance. The question was quite clear:
when did the Premier receive the letter, will he table it
and when was the chief commissioner advised? The
Premier should answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I was listening quite
carefully to the Premier, and I believe he was
addressing his answer to the question. I do not uphold
the point of order.
Mr BRACKS — The letter we wrote to the Police
Association was in response to a letter which was
received by the Labor Party, which was also similar, as
I understand it, to the letter that was received by every
political party that was standing for office. Obviously
the association was seeking their views on it. The
response of the Liberal Party to the letter was pretty
clear. It went on to say that it would undertake an
immediate resource requirement audit.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. I ask you to bring him
back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I was continuing to listen
carefully to the Premier, and I believe he was
answering the question.
Mr BRACKS — It is not surprising that a group
representing its members — in this case, the Police
Association — would seek to have the views of all
political parties. It would have written to all political
parties, and it is my understanding that it did. We
replied to it, and I understand other parties replied to it.
Of course, as we can see from the Police Association
journal, the Liberal Party replied in full force.
Dr Napthine interjected.
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agreement in this state. The hypocrisy of the opposition
has no bounds.

Population: growth
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I refer the Premier to
the government’s commitment to making Melbourne a
great place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask
him to detail for the house how the success of
government policies is reflected in the recent growth
figures.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Melton for his question. It is indeed true that many,
many people see Victoria as a great place to live, work
and raise a family — so much so that the number of
people coming to Melbourne is outstripping the number
coming to Sydney, to Brisbane, to Perth or to any other
city in Australia. More than that, country Victoria grew
at one of the fastest rates of any country or regional area
in the country.
If you look at the policies our government announced
some seven years ago, you will see that we said we
would grow the whole state, we said we would grow
Victoria’s population and we said we would put in
infrastructure which ensured that regional Victoria
grew at the same rate as the rest of Victoria and
metropolitan Melbourne. If you look at some of the
fastest growing areas — Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong — you see that that is a direct result of the
investment this government has put into those regional
centres.
The regional fast rail project means that Melbourne and
Geelong, Melbourne and Bendigo and Melbourne and
Ballarat are closer together. It has been — —
Mr Mulder interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Polwarth. I will not have interjections at that level.

Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, it was
a simple question. The Premier has now conceded that
there is a letter. Will he make the letter public?

Mr BRACKS — Not only has it been a success, but
it has increased patronage based on any model that this
government had for what we expected the regional fast
rail lines to hold. The models have been exceeded by a
significant amount, which is shown up in the
population figures released yesterday by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to answer
the question.
Mr BRACKS — I have indicated that we wrote to
the Police Association about our commitments, and that
has been reiterated. Not only that, I can understand why
the opposition does not want its commitments to the
Police Association revealed, because the Liberal Party’s
commitments are about abolishing the OPI, about
undertaking an audit and about advancing an enterprise

What we saw was another 49 000 people for
Melbourne, according to the ABS statistics released
yesterday. That is equivalent to the whole population of
Mildura being added on to Melbourne. It is a significant
increase in Melbourne’s population. We saw
68 000 people come to Victoria, according to the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
516

ASSEMBLY

figures released by the ABS. That is the highest
regional population growth that we have seen for some
17 years. The policy of our government, which is to
make sure that the livability of Melbourne is improved
and the livability of Victoria is improved, is working.
The policy of our government has been to make sure
we increase our migration intake — and we now have
one in three of all the migrants who come to Australia
coming to Victoria. That has been a deliberate policy of
our state. The policy of our state over the last seven
years of ensuring that we have growth spread out not
only in Melbourne but right around the state through
the infrastructure provided to regional centres is also
working.
We have a record number of people who want to stay in
Victoria and a record number of people who want to
come to Victoria both from interstate and overseas.
What we set out to achieve some seven years ago is
there writ large. You see it on the front page of the Age
and in the Australian Bureau of Statistics figures. I
think Victoria is one of the best places in which to live,
work and raise a family.

Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My question
without notice is to the Premier and it is in relation to
the federal takeover of the Murray–Darling Basin. Will
the government use all its powers, including those
under section 100 of the constitution, if it does not get
adequate guarantees from the federal government to
protect irrigation entitlements and environmental flows
including those to the Snowy River?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Gippsland East for his question. As the Deputy
Premier, the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change, said yesterday in this house, the
government, in the discussions it has had with the
federal government over the proposed Murray–Darling
Basin transfer of powers, has not received an assurance
on the security of our agreements on the Snowy River.
One of the 44 questions we asked was about how the
Murray–Darling Basin would be integrated with the
separate Victorian-New South Wales management of
the Snowy River and its tributaries. We asked that
question directly, and I can inform the member that we
received a reply from the Prime Minister two days
before the last summit. The reply was that the
Victoria-New South Wales management of the Snowy
River ‘should not be affected’. I would think that was
not an absolute guarantee. There could be different
circumstances. For example, in our contribution to the
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Living Murray project, where we are decommissioning
Lake Mokoan and part of that water will be going to be
Snowy River, it would not take much to think that the
federal government could divert that to the Murray
River. That would be within its capacity and ability
under these arrangements.
That is one of the reasons why in the Murray–Darling
Basin proposals we have not ceded powers, and we are
seeking to look at bilateral arrangements with the
commonwealth which protect our farmers, our irrigators
and the towns that rely on the Murray–Darling Basin
system for their town water supplies and also make sure
that there are further environmental flows down the
Murray River as well — and of course to meet our
commitment to the Snowy River to increase the flow
significantly to 21 per cent and ultimately to 28 per cent.
There are no guarantees in a response of ‘should not be
affected’ from the Prime Minister.
The member also asked me what will happen if the
commonwealth does not agree to any bilateral
arrangement to protect the environmental flows in the
Snowy River which was struck between the
governments of Victoria and New South Wales. We
reserve the right to stand outside the agreement and to
keep our constitutional powers in place and not transfer
our powers. That is a right under the Australian
constitution which on our advice is a right we can
defend significantly.

Tertiary education and training: university
funding
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — My question is to the
Minister for Skills, Education Services and
Employment. I ask the minister to detail for the house
how Victorian university students are suffering from
the federal government’s underfunding of Victorian
universities.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills, Education Services
and Employment) — I would like to thank the member
for Brunswick for his question. Over the last seven
years the Bracks government has pumped an additional
$990 million into the vocational education and training
sector. That has seen real results in helping Victoria
meet our local industry and skill needs. For example,
we have seen a 60 per cent increase in the number of
apprentices and trainees, and Victoria has the highest
number of apprenticeship and traineeship completions
in Australia. We will continue to make sure that
Victorian industry and business have the skilled people
they need to keep our economy growing.
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But this task is being made all the more difficult
because Victorian students and universities are being
short-changed by the federal government. This week
we have seen further evidence of this. As part of an
ideological attack on Victorian students the federal
government has ripped $59 million a year out of
Victoria universities. This money was used to fund vital
support services for students, whether it was financial
or housing support or student counselling. In addition
Victorian universities are also reporting significant job
losses as a result of this funding cut.
The federal government said it would provide
transitional funding to universities to cover this funding
cut, but with the release this week of the first round of
transitional funding we have seen not only that it is
grossly inadequate but that it does not even cover the
revenue Victorian universities will lose over the coming
two years. Of the $55.6 million that was allocated for
the first round of projects, Victorian universities have
received a paltry $2.1 million. That equates to 4 per
cent of the funding for a state that has one-quarter of
this country’s university students.
Unfortunately this is not the only example of the
Howard government failing Victorian students,
universities and the Victorian economy. In 2007 an
eligible Victorian student was more likely than any
other Australian student to miss out on an offer of a
university place. This is despite Victoria having the best
year 12 completion rate of any Australian state, which
has been achieved as a result of the Bracks
government’s efforts to increase the number of young
people completing year 12 or its equivalent. We have
worked hard to increase the numbers who are eligible
for university entrance, but they are having the door
slammed in their faces by the federal government.
Since 2001 over 110 000 eligible young Victorian
students have missed out on a university place because
Victoria has the largest level of unmet demand of any
state in the country.
This is not only denying young Victorians a university
education but also denying Victorian industry the
skilled graduates it needs to continue Victoria’s very
strong economic growth. It is denying those skilled
graduates those job opportunities; it is denying those
workers to Victorian industry and business.
The Bracks government will continue to work very
hard to tackle the skill needs in this area, and we will
continue to expose the federal government’s gross
neglect of the needs of Victorian students and industry.
The federal government must work with us to ensure
that the Victorian economy continues to grow strongly
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and that Victoria remains the best place to live, work,
study and raise a family.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question without
notice is to the Treasurer. I refer to the Premier’s secret
pre-election deal with the police union, and I ask: when
was the minister first aware of this deal, and was he
consulted on the enterprise bargaining agreement
provisions?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — There was a question
earlier today to the Premier about this matter. I think the
Premier indicated that the Police Association wrote to
all of the political parties, and the Labor Party was
amongst those. The Premier made a response, and that
response has now been released publicly.

Economy: national reform agenda
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — My question is to
the Treasurer, and this is a fair dinkum question about
the economy. I refer the Treasurer to the government’s
national reform agenda. I ask the Treasurer to detail to
the house the findings of the Productivity
Commission’s report into the economic benefits of the
national reform agenda.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. Today the
Productivity Commission released this lengthy report,
which is entitled Potential Benefits of the National
Reform Agenda. I am delighted to say that the report
released by the Productivity Commission today, which
was commissioned by the Council of Australian
Governments, outlines a $100 billion opportunity for
Australia. It confirms what the Victorian government
has always said about the national reform agenda.
As members know, the national reform agenda was
essentially initiated by the Bracks government through
the national reform — —
Mr Baillieu — Get real!
Mr BRUMBY — That is a matter of history.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer!
Mr BRUMBY — It is a matter of fact.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer, through
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — Let me repeat what is commonly
accepted — —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
518

ASSEMBLY

Mr Donnellan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Narre
Warren North is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — What is commonly accepted by
everybody in the Australian population, except the
Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, is that the national reform agenda was built
on the national reform initiative released by the
Victorian government and then agreed to by the
commonwealth government and all of the state
governments. It is an agenda which is built around the
reform of human capital, regulation reform and
competition reform.
What this report released today does is confirm
everything the Bracks government said about the
national reform agenda. More importantly, it confirms
the modelling undertaken by the Victorian Department
of Treasury and Finance. What this shows is that the
gains to Australia’s economy after 25 years are 11 per
cent of gross domestic product, which is equivalent in
today’s terms to $100 billion per annum. The modelling
that the Victorian Department of Treasury and Finance
did put the gains at between 9.5 per cent and 13.5 per
cent. The Productivity Commission today has put the
gains right in the middle of those estimates and
endorsed that 100 per cent.
Australia has not had any serious economic reform
since the Hawke and Keating governments.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr BRUMBY — It is no wonder you lost the
election. You live in another world.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer! I will not
allow question time to dissolve into that fracas. I warn
almost the entire frontbench of both sides of the
chamber. The Treasurer, to answer his question through
the Chair.
Mr Ryan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of The
Nationals for the last time.
Mr BRUMBY — Speaker, through you of course,
here is Saul Eslake, the head of economics at the ANZ.
He was talking about the current federal government
and he said:
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The ‘productivity revolution’ is officially over. And so too,
inevitably, is the recovery in Australia’s standard of living
relative to that of other industrialised economies … Sadly, the
government —

he is referring to the federal government —
appears to have given up on the objective of regaining the
productivity growth rate achieved during the 1990s.

That is what Saul Eslake said. I can also quote the
governor of the Reserve Bank as well, for the benefit of
the state opposition. He said last week:
The real consequence of persistently lower rates of
productivity growth into the long-run future is simply that
living standards do not rise as quickly as they might have.
One per cent or even half a per cent a year productivity
difference accumulated up over a generation is a lot. We will
notice the difference as time goes by …

The national reform agenda report released today says
in its introduction that further reform is needed if
Australians are to achieve the potential for even higher
living standards in the future. The fact is that the big
reforms were achieved in the 1980s and 1990s. The
floating of the dollar, the deregulation of financial
markets, bringing down tariff protection, enterprise
bargaining and competition policy were all undertaken
by Labor governments that did the hard yards in driving
the prosperity that we enjoy today.
Back in the 1950s Liberal governments thought we
could survive for all time by riding on the sheep’s back.
Today it seems that the Prime Minister, the federal
Treasurer and the leader of the state opposition think
that Australia can continue riding on the back of the
resources boom for all time. We need economic reform.
The national reform agenda provides the basis of that
reform. The national reform agenda will add 11 per
cent to the gross domestic product over the next
25 years.
We have put the agenda up. The Premier has over the
last three months released papers on diabetes and on
numeracy and literacy, committing expenditure by this
state of $422 million. What we need is for the federal
government to match those reforms. Australians cannot
afford to wait any longer. We need the Council of
Australian Governments Reform Council established,
we need a genuine commitment to sharing the costs and
the benefits, and we need the commonwealth
government to stop dragging the chain. The plan is
there, and the plan will drive productivity growth.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Who’s hopeless?
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer should
ignore the interjection.
Mr BRUMBY — This is a plan to drive prosperity
for Australia, improve workforce participation, drive
productivity growth and improve our economy.
Victoria and the other states are doing their bit. It is
now time for the commonwealth government to stop
dragging the chain and embrace some economic
reform.

PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Just before lunch I
circulated a set of amendments that as members will see
are designed to address the issue of the independence of
parliamentary committees. Also interesting are the
salary increases outlined in the bill. Picking up on the
Treasurer’s comments on economic reform and driving
an economic agenda, when you actually see the snouts
that will be in the trough as a result of this bill, it is just
unbelievable.
When you add up the people on the Labor side of
politics who have got or will be getting a salary
increase by virtue of being a minister or a parliamentary
secretary or the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) or the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC), you get a figure of
53 Labor members of Parliament getting paid above the
normal base salary. Some 72 per cent of Labor Party
members are paid above the normal rate that
backbenchers receive. That is unbelievable. Almost
three-quarters of Labor Party members get more than
other members in this place — and the government
wants to increase the benefits they get even more by
increasing the rates currently payable to the chairs of
the PAEC and SARC. Given the number of snouts in
the trough, the way the government has been able to do
this seems to me to be quite extraordinary.
Compared to previous parliaments, nothing has been as
bad as this! I gave an incorrect figure when I mentioned
this before lunch, but I have checked and the correct
figure is that 94 per cent of people in this state say that
parliamentarians should not be entitled to any further
benefits. It is things like superannuation and pay
increases like this that people do not understand. When
you get to the bottom line it is just about satisfying the
factional deals that the Labor Party does in this place.
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What is even worse is that it begs the question of who
the 22-odd people are who have not had an increase in
salary and what they are here for. They seem to be just
sitting up there, not entitled to any of the benefits that
other Labor Party members receive.
Fifty-three, or 72 per cent, of the members of the Labor
Party in this place are paid above the normal rate of a
backbencher, yet the government wants us to accept
this legislation as being of some benefit in reforming
democracy. As I said, if the government is really and
truly interested in having a proper parliamentary
democracy and making the executive truly accountable
to the Parliament, then it should answer my questions.
Secondly, with powerful committees like the PAEC
and SARC, the government should not just give the
chairs an increase in salary and say it is because they
are powerful. It should answer the questions, have
independent chairs, have majorities of non-government
members and make the committees work for the people
of Victoria rather than just giving some members a
salary increase simply to satisfy factional deals. Putting
more money into the pockets of Labor Party members
does not demonstrate that we have a true democracy.
We want the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee to be truly powerful in order to hold the
executive wing of government to account in this place,
and in that way parliamentary democracy will be better.
In that way people in Victoria will have their
Parliament working for them. It is not about going out
and giving yourself a salary rise. Some 72 per cent of
Labor Party members will get this increase in salary as
a direct consequence of the operations of this
government. We ought be drawing a line in the sand
and saying, ‘No more’.
My amendments go to that very issue in relation to the
independence of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. They indicate that those committees should
be chaired by a person who is not a member of the
government party. Likewise the majority of members
on those committees ought also to be from a
non-government party, which means they will be truly
independent and will do their job. Members should not
be given a pay rise just to satisfy a factional deal.
Members should do the right thing by the people in this
state and support my amendments to the bill.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is my
pleasure to join the debate on this important legislation.
In various respects it touches upon the work of the
committees, and I want to reflect on the function of the
committees and the way in which the parliamentary

PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
520

ASSEMBLY

process operates in Victoria. Those functions are vitally
important to the way legislation is formed, to the way in
which communities develop and to the way in which
Victorians live their lives. Indeed there are many
instances where over the decades the work of the
parliamentary committees has been fundamental to
ensuring that Victoria leads the way in how it functions.
For example, what comes to mind is the work
undertaken by the Road Safety Committee, by
whatever name it might have been known over the
years. Many brilliant initiatives have been developed
through the all-party system which are now enshrined
in the laws of Victoria and which in different respects
lead the globe in the beneficial effects they provide to
the people of Victoria. You can range across all the
committees, and without exception there are instances
which can be brought to mind where recommendations
arising out of the committee process have ultimately led
to the development of legislation which in turn has been
for the betterment of the manner in which Victorians
live their lives.
I had the honour of chairing one of the parliamentary
committees — the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC). I well remember that the member
for Melton was on that committee and made an
invaluable contribution, as did the member for
Sandringham, who is not in the chamber at the moment,
together with the other members who were part of that
committee process. We did a lot of important work on
behalf of Victorians. Among the various references that
came to us in the time when I was chair of the
committee I well remember the reference regarding the
treatment of evidence at trial of those persons who had
determined that they would maintain the right to silence
when they were under police examination.
We made a pretty rushed trip of about 10 or 11 days to
England to talk to English police officers and to Ireland
to talk to Irish police officers, some of whom had been
at the absolute front line of the investigation process in
relation to what was then termed ‘the Troubles’, and the
difficulties faced by Northern Ireland. We made
recommendations in relation to the preservation of the
status of the law in Victoria; a recommendation which
was adopted by the government of the day and which
remains on the books to this day. That reflects just one
of the references that SARC was engaged in during the
time when I had the honour of chairing it.
The committee structure has been broadened over the
years. In 2002 SARC reported on the general form that
the committee structure should take. One of the
recommendations arising from the consequent report
was that the committee process should generally follow
the service delivery structure through the different
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departments of the government of the day. On my
reading of what we have before us, with what is
represented in this legislation but more particularly in
the motions that were foreshadowed today by the
Leader of the House, we will now have a structure
which is not absolutely aligned but which is closely
aligned to the general nature of service delivery by
government. That in turn will mean that the all-party
parliamentary committees will have the capacity to
receive references through each of the ministers
responsible for those respective departments.
I look forward to having a continuum that enables the
committees to fulfil their important functions and deal
with the terms of reference which come to them from
any one of the sources through which they can come
under the terms of the relevant legislation or via the
ministers. That would enable them to achieve the
outcome we have seen previously in the state of
Victoria where these committees, through the agency of
the collective effort of all persuasions of politics, have
been able to deliver to this Parliament important
outcomes of which they should be justifiably proud.
Further, one of the challenges in relation to these
all-party committees is that they require a
parliamentarian to take their hat off at the door and to
conduct themselves as a parliamentarian. The period
when I had the honour of chairing SARC was pretty
challenging, and it led to some pretty animated
conversations with the ministers of the day — and dare
I say with the Premier. But for all that we were able to
work our way through the recommendations SARC
was making to achieve what I think was a better
outcome by way of the legislation that ultimately was
debated in this place. The committees should quite
properly be regarded as being of paramount importance
to the way in which we as parliamentarians collectively
discharge our responsibilities in this place.
The legislation now being debated affects various
elements of the way in which those committees are to
function. It affects their constitution, it affects their
name to a limited degree and in some limited respects it
affects the remuneration of those involved in the
operation of the committees. By way of specifics, in
terms of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee the income which is now to be paid to the
chair of that committee is to increase from the current
10 per cent of base salary to a figure of 15 per cent.
I might say, Speaker, that you cannot help bad luck.
Here I am, just a few years after having been the
chairman of that illustrious committee, and we have this
amendment before the house. It seems to me that,
having been in the position of leading that committee
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and recognising the load on whoever it is that chairs it
from time to time, the increase is justified, because the
flow of legislation that comes through the house
demands an almost immediate response from the
committee.
It has to undertake its work as soon as the legislation
has been second-read in the house and is therefore
available to the public at large. Almost inevitably that
legislation is adjourned for a period of two weeks until
further debate occurs at the second-reading stage, and
in the course of that period the committee has to meet
and consider each and every piece of legislation that
comes before the house. It has to develop a report
around the terms of reference which are set out in the
bill, and it has to refine the terms of that report to the
satisfaction of the committee at large. Ultimately of
course the Parliament is able to enjoy the benefit of
having the committee’s report tabled in this place as a
matter of course prior to the debate on that legislation
being undertaken. That inevitably adds to the quality of
the debate in this chamber.
To achieve that in the time frames involved, and to
accommodate the workload that applies, takes an
enormous amount of effort on the part of the person
who is the chair as well as the deputy chair, who has
delegated responsibilities for that committee. Whoever
that might be also has direct responsibility to see that
process undertaken. For my part I think this is a
reasonable amendment to the legislation as we have
seen it operating in the Parliament until today.
In a similar vein, and for much the same reasons, the
chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
is entitled to an increased amount of remuneration,
because the workload of that committee is enormous
and, once the committees are established, is very
consistent throughout the course of any parliamentary
term. It places demands upon the parliamentarians
involved which go beyond those which are placed on
many others. That in particular applies to the person
who is the chair.
Again, just accepting for a moment that the chair is a
member of the government of the day — if that comes
to be — then I can say from my own experience, as I
have outlined in a very general and brief way here, that
the pressures upon that committee chair will be
significant, and quite rightly so. I do not think any
apology should be made for that, because the work of
that committee is pivotal to the way this Parliament
functions.
During the course of the last Parliament the many
reports of that committee were the basis of much
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commentary, which was founded on the way in which
the government of the day was conducting itself. The
members of that committee can justifiably be proud of
the contribution they made and the way in which they
brought those matters forward into the Victorian public
arena.
We are going to see some other changes in relation to
issues of remuneration. As I said, the two deputy chairs
of both the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee will now have additional remuneration of
4 per cent of their base salary.
Another element of the increases outlined in this
legislation relates to the leader of the third party in the
upper house. I want to make some brief comments on
that issue. The Leader of The Nationals in the upper
house in the current Parliament is of course Peter Hall,
a member for Eastern Victoria Region. I make the point
that this amendment will achieve a status quo regarding
what the Leader of The Nationals in the upper house
has received over the past years. No funding is being
provided over and above what the structure provided
prior to the last election. This legislation removes the
notion that the third party, constituting at least
11 members, had to have 4 members in the upper house
for this payment to be made. That will no longer be the
case.
Critical issues arise with regard to the appointment of
the leader of the third party in the upper house.
Principal among them is the fact that whether that party
has 1, 2, 10 or 20 members, there is always a
responsibility for its leader in the upper house to liaise
with his or her colleagues in the Assembly. There is a
necessity to have a relationship between the way in
which the two houses of Parliament function in this
respect. That applies very much, of course, to whoever
might be the leader of the day in the other chamber.
The same thing applies to The Nationals at the present
time. Mr Hall has the obligation to liaise with the rest of
the party — those others of us who are in the third
party — to make sure that the position being promoted
on behalf of The Nationals in the respective chambers
is appropriate to the interests of our party and to the
many people we represent.
I recognise of course that the Greens have three
members in the upper house. This is not about
detracting from the capacity of the Greens to make their
contribution in the upper house. It is not about the
capacity of the Greens to go along and conduct
negotiations with the government of the day if they so
choose — and whatever might arise from that, so be it.
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This is not about the Greens, full stop. Rather, this is
about recognising the fact that when the third party has
representation in both the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council, of necessity a workload is imposed
on the leader of the third-party — irrespective of the
numbers. This amendment will effectively maintain the
status quo in terms of that person’s remuneration.
I instance, for example, the obligations which rest upon
the Leader of The Nationals in the Council to be
involved in the negotiations which have led to the
formation of the select committee. During the course of
such negotiations, the leader in the upper house is of
course not acting on his own or without the advice and
considered views of the members of the third party at
large. He is presenting a position which is the result of
the discussions and considerations of the parliamentary
party. His task in the upper house is to put that position
on behalf of the third party.
Similarly, there are many areas where he has a direct
responsibility through his position as leader of the third
party in the Parliament to be involved with the
government concerning issues which are critically
important to the Victorians beyond the walls of these
chambers whom he represents. I instance that by
reference to the proposals we have advanced for a
parliamentary inquiry to be undertaken with regard to
preventive burns as being an issue pertinent to the
recent bushfires. It was the work of the leader of the
third party in the upper house which saw much of that
motion drafted and constituted. The negotiations which
are occurring as we speak with regard to how that
might make its way before the Parliament are directly
the responsibility of the leader of the third party in the
upper house. Again, he is doing that on the basis of his
liaison with the whole of the party.
Just to make this point again, putting it the other way
round, if the third party of the Parliament — whatever
its persuasion — had 11 members but they were all
members of the Legislative Assembly, there would be
absolutely no case for this amendment. This is not an
issue of the third most senior member of the third party
receiving some sort of remuneration because he or she
happens to be the third most senior member. That is not
what this issue is about, and I think that needs to be
made clear.
What we are talking about here is an amendment which
recognises that the leader of the third party in the upper
house has responsibilities which flow across the two
chambers and which are very important in the way in
which the third party functions. He has a very distinct
role in doing what he does on behalf of The Nationals
in the upper house. This amendment before the house
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simply reflects what has happened for a long, long time,
and it is that which The Nationals are in support of. In
effect what it does is maintain the status quo.
There are also amendments of different proportion in
relation to the naming of some committees. We are
going to see the Economic Development Committee
change its title to the Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee, with an apparent broadening
of the role of that committee. We are going to see the
Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee change its title to the Rural and Regional
Committee. I believe that committee has important
work to do on behalf of country Victorians. We
certainly look forward to being directly involved in the
different terms of reference the committee will now be
able to deal with so that in the interests of country
Victorians we get the best outcomes from its
considerations.
The Leader of the House has already foreshadowed
motions which will be the subject of some debate
tomorrow, so we do not need to talk about their
contents today. Suffice it to say that issues regarding
managed investment schemes are important to country
Victorians, and if it happens that we proceed to a point
where the committee has a responsibility in that regard,
then it will be reflective of the important work which
the committee will have to do.
We are to see the maximum number of members on a
joint investigatory committee go from 9 to 10, which
will allow for a greater representation of members of
Parliament on both the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Again, having regard to the
workload which is undertaken by those committees,
one can see the logic in all that. All in all it seems to me
that the package of amendments in this legislation is in
keeping with what the Parliament needs to do to ensure
it can continue the important work of those committees
and ultimately the translation of the outcome of that
work into the legislation, which is in turn debated in
this chamber.
The Nationals support the legislation. We will not be
supporting the amendments that have been circulated
by the member for Gippsland East or the amendments
that have been circulated by the Liberal Party.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise in support of the Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill. This place has undergone
some very drastic changes from the last Parliament to
this Parliament. The changes in the upper house will
alter the way this Parliament operates and the way it
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represents the people of Victoria. It is only fitting that
we have a look at some of the structures that we have
had in place in this Parliament, including how they
work, how we can do things better and whether they
take into account the changes that have occurred in the
Legislative Council and how it reports back to this
place.
Committees play a very important role in the
Parliament. They enable work to be done on longer
term issues and give members an opportunity to
participate, hopefully in a collaborative way, in looking
at the way we address some of the big issues that
confront Victorians into the future. The references that
are given to those committees take into account some of
the big issues that cannot be addressed in day-to-day
decision making but have to be addressed for the
long-term benefit of all Victorians. They also have to
give Victorians an opportunity to participate in the
process of informing government and informing the
Parliament of what they see as the future
determinations that governments must make.
Governments take very seriously the recommendations
that come back from committees, as can be seen in the
way they formulate their responses to those committee
reports. It is very important that we continue to consider
those reports well.
What we have before us is a bill that takes into account
the changes that have occurred in the Legislative
Council and the fact that government is far more
involved in developing legislation in greater numbers.
There are more bills coming into the Parliament, and
they are more detailed and more complex. The issues
that we have to deal with now are far more detailed and
far more complex, and we need greater scrutiny and
better policy backup for the decisions we have to make.
I think that has been taken into account when we look
at the legislation before us. What we see are
amendments to the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003 that include changing the name of the Economic
Development Committee to the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee. This is an
important change. It is not just a name change — it is
not superficial — but a recognition of the fact that
infrastructure is vital to economic development and
economic growth. You cannot have economic growth
without having a look at the infrastructure that you have
to support that growth or potential growth.
There are amendments to the Rural and Regional
Services and Development Committee. As is properly
reflected in the new name, the Rural and Regional
Committee, which is all-embracing, there are many
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issues that confront rural and regional Victoria, and that
committee should be able to deal with those issues right
across the board. We have included provisions that
allow committee memberships to increase from 9 to 10,
understanding the importance of the work of
committees and that everyone should have an
opportunity to participate and influence committee
outcomes.
We have also over the life of the Bracks government
increased the number of committees of this Parliament
from 10 to 13. We are asking members of Parliament to
do more work, to be involved in the committees and to
participate in the longer term development of this state.
I believe the majority of members who participate in
the committee process do so with that in mind and want
to make a difference to the way Victorians are able to
go about doing their business into the future.
I also want to talk about the changes we have made to
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act. In
doing so I want to reflect a little on what the member
for Kew had to say in relation to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, and the increase in salary of
the chair and those sorts of issues. The PAEC is a very
important committee for the Parliament, and it is a very
important committee for Victorians. It is not so long
ago that not all ministers attended the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings every year. It is not
so long ago that not all ministers were prepared to front
the committee and be put under the kind of scrutiny that
comes with Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings. Every minister takes very seriously their
presence at the PAEC and wants to be able to respond
to the questions that are asked by the members of that
committee.
The members of the PAEC have to work pretty hard to
ensure they are well prepared and ready to front those
committee meetings. If they are serious about their role
and responsibility in scrutinising government, they will
put the effort and energy into ensuring they are well
prepared for those meetings.
The chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee has a very onerous job. Having all
20 ministers front the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee every year means that the chair has a lot of
preparatory work to do, not only in the lead-up to the
PAEC meetings but in following up after every
committee meeting. The chair has to ensure not just that
each meeting goes well but that they are properly
recorded and properly accounted for and that the report
ultimately reflects what came from the committee
meetings and the recommendations that follow from
them.
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All of that justifies the salary increase, and the
remuneration reflects the kind of work we expect that
committee to undertake. The member for Kew suggests
that the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee is
not doing its job and is not properly scrutinising the
government, but I differ on that. I am confident that the
members who serve on that committee will undertake
their roles seriously and keep the government ministers
accountable. I have stood on the other side of the PAEC
and can confidently say that members do, very
carefully, consider the things they want to hold
ministers accountable for and quiz them in that regard.
We have also talked about the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. The member for Kew, who
admitted that he had served on that committee, said that
whilst there might not be a whole lot of detailed work
that goes on all the time it has moments of intense work
which is quite complex that has to occur. It can be
varied, and a lot of different things can be considered in
a very short space of time. The work needs to be well
organised, well structured, well considered and reported
back on in a timely way. Therefore it justifies an
increase in the chair’s remuneration. The chair should
also be able to rely on the deputy for support, and for
that reason there has been an increase of 4 per cent in
the deputy’s remuneration.
The Leader of The Nationals talked at some length
about the position of leader of the third party in the
upper house. As someone who has moved chambers —
from the upper house to the lower house — I know the
level of work that is done in the upper house. I
understand the level of coordination that has to occur
between the two houses to ensure that parties are
properly represented in both chambers. The decision to
retain the remuneration on behalf of The Nationals is
justified, and the government believes that is so. There
have been no changes to the numbers of The Nationals.
Their numbers have not diminished overall between the
two houses, and for that reason it is justified that the
remuneration be maintained in this situation.
This is legislation that reflects the Parliament at this
time. There is no doubt that over time we will make
further changes to the way in which we remunerate
those who participate in the functions of Parliament.
There is no doubt that we will consider the way in
which committees do their work into the future. But
this does reflect the changing circumstances that we
face here and now, and they are committees that are
structured to ensure that we can do the work of the
Parliament well and represent the people of Victoria
well. I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to contribute to
the debate on the Parliamentary Legislation
Amendment Bill. As has been indicated by the member
for Kew, the Liberal Party will oppose the bill. I
support the member for Kew’s amendments, which
have been distributed to the chamber.
In essence the bill changes the titles of two committees,
allows the expansion of committee membership from 9
to 10 — although I understand that will apply to only
one committee at this juncture — and effects a number
of changes to salaries which have been well outlined by
previous speakers. The key issue for me is the practice
of this government of taking all committee chairs once
it had the numbers in this place. In this case it is going
to take all committee chairs bar one. In the Liberal
Party we are of the view that the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) and the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee (SARC) are of such
significance in terms of scrutiny of the executive that
they should be chaired by a non-government party
member.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ASHER — I am going to enjoy the history of
this, because unlike a lot of other members I was
around in 1992. I get 9 minutes to talk about Labor
Party history on this.
Let me go backward slowly to May 1997 and the
document produced by Labor entitled Making
Parliament Work — Labor’s plan for a Harder
Working and More Democratic Parliament. The view
the Labor Party is expressing now was not always the
Labor Party’s view. At page 12 under ‘Reforms to
parliamentary committees’ it states:
Labor believes that the current committee system of the
Victorian Parliament does not provide for proper scrutiny of
the executive government. The structure of committees —
with an uneven number of members, a government majority
and a chair from the government party — leaves them open to
manipulation.

That is what the Labor Party thought in 1997. It is what
two key members of this government — now the
Treasurer and the Leader of the Government in the
other place — thought as recently as 1997. That policy
went on to say:
All-party committees will be established separately in each
house —

there is a change already —
to monitor the operation of government departments, review
subordinate legislation and public accounts, report on relevant
legislation and conduct public inquiries in relevant fields.
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Each committee will be comprised of six members, three
government and three non-government.

How different is the Labor Party now! Once it had that
big win in 2002 it changed its tune completely, and it
has almost continued that practice today.
I want to also make reference to a number of speeches
that I had to endure in 1992. I will take great delight in
quoting a former member for Doutta Galla Province in
the other place, the Honourable David White — a
character of enormous influence. He moved a motion
condemning the previous Kennett government for:
… the method of appointment of all of the chief executives of
departments, parliamentary secretaries and chairpersons of
parliamentary committees and the basis on which their
remuneration has been calculated.

That was opposition business on 28 October 1992. I
remember the Honourable David White railing against
precisely what this government is doing in this chamber
today. He is reported as saying:
The chairmen are those government members who failed
either to make the frontbench or to be appointed as
parliamentary secretaries. They are members of the thirds!

The Honourable David White said that. I will not
comment on the chairs of the committees but that is
what David White said in 1992. He went on to accuse
these parliamentary committee chairs of putting their
snouts into the trough. In fact he said:
He’ll do anything for an extra quid, just like a perks merchant
or a shellback.

I understand ‘shellback’ is old terminology for old
Labor Party members.
Mr Batchelor — Were you a committee chair?
Ms ASHER — Never! Mr White went on to say:
The government has also appointed seven parliamentary
secretaries — all bought off — and nine chairmen of
committees — again all bought off.

This was Mr White’s view of the practices of
parliamentary secretaries and chairs of committees —
all bought off.
I again refer to the Honourable David White — his
name is going to be mentioned a lot this year. On
5 November 1992, in debate on the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation (Further Amendment)
Bill, which bears an amazing similarity to the bill
before the house today, he is reported as saying:
This is one of the most disgraceful pieces of legislation ever
introduced into the Parliament of Victoria.
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How times change. He went on to say in that speech:
We now have a new division of the class system in the form
of parliamentary secretaries, all of whom will be given a new
spell at the trough to get the feel of it.

He further said that most of the chairs of parliamentary
committees would rot in that position and not move one
inch further. He then went on to talk about the perks
faction, the shellbacks and the troglodytes. I remember
this speech vividly.
David White went on to say, in terms of committee
chairs:
They will never be heard of again because they have been
paid off to shut up, keep out of the way and vote with the
government. That is the only interest the Premier has had in
handing out this money.
He has handed out the money to shore up his vote in the party
room and as a measure for the future.

He went on to indicate that he thought the price paid
was very cheap. That is what the Labor Party thought of
committee chairs when it was in opposition. If
Mr White is considered a controversial character, let me
refer to a more measured contribution from a former
member of the Legislative Assembly, Tom Roper, for
whom I have some respect. In debate on the
Parliamentary Committees (Amendment) Bill on
30 October 1992 he is reported as saying:
It will mean that the government not the Parliament will be in
control of the future development of parliamentary
committees. The opposition opposes that view.

Mr Roper went on to say:
It was the initiative of the former Liberal government in
setting up the Public Bodies Review Committee that
produced a perceived change in Parliament’s attitude to
committees.

Mr Roper then went on to make a number of positive
comments about the way parliamentary committees
operated in that era. He further said:
Two of the five committees had chairpersons from parties
other than the government party. That was something that had
happened under the previous Liberal government: from time
to time members of other parties chaired committees. I
maintain that such a system works well. It provides
ownership of the structure to the whole of Parliament, not just
to part of it.

I thought that was a particularly measured contribution.
Parliamentary committees play a significant role in this
Parliament, and can play an even greater role. I have
been a member of both the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
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Estimates Committee, although I have never been the
chair of a committee. As a former minister I have also
appeared before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. I have come to the conclusion that it would
be a better committee system — —
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half the night. I was questioned regularly on
government programs for which I was responsible. We
have a committee in our Parliament — the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) — which
performs a similar role. In fact it performs a far wider
role than that.

Mr Robinson interjected.
Ms ASHER — I understand who won the election. I
understand who will get the majority of the chairs — I
can scarcely be accused of naivety. However, in terms
of proper scrutiny of government I would expect a
government that claimed it was open, honest and
transparent to allow non-government chairs of what are
acknowledged as the two most important committees in
the Parliament. That is the great failing of the bill
before the house. The government had an opportunity
to make sure that the PAEC and SARC were chaired by
non-government party members, and there are a range
of options available for that. These are the two
committees that can effect the greatest scrutiny of all.
I completely understand that the government would
wish to chair the majority of committees. I clearly
understand that point. However, there has been a
missed opportunity in this bill. Because I am one of the
members in this place who has been around a fair
amount of time, notwithstanding my young age, I refer
members to what members of the Labor Party said in
1992 to a proposal that is basically the same as this bill
before the house.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill. The
purpose of the bill, as has already been mentioned by
other speakers, is to amend the Parliamentary
Committees Act to rename and alter the functions of the
Economic Development Committee, to rename the
Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee and to increase the maximum number of
members of joint investigatory committees. The bill
also amends the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act in regard to certain members of
Parliament.
I am a strong supporter of the committee system,
having seen it from all sorts of angles. One of my first
jobs as a graduate clerk in the House of Representatives
department was in the committee secretariat for the
federal Road Safety Committee. Committees are a very
strong feature of the Westminster system. The Road
Safety Committee was an investigatory committee
serviced by the House of Representatives department.
Later as a senior public servant I spent many nervous
hours answering questions before the Senate estimates
committee. I must admit I was sometimes there about

More recently, as a member of this house in the
54th Parliament I was a member of the Law Reform
Committee, along with the member for Kew — and he
has already mentioned his experience. There I
experienced taking evidence from witnesses and
writing reports and making sure we presented to the
Parliament and to the executive — the government of
the day — good recommendations.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — We did a good report on rural
and regional legal services, which I commend to the
member for South-West Coast.
The government welcomes these changes. They
underline the importance of accountability to
Parliament. As the Leader of The Nationals said, the
bill provides for additional salary and the consequent
elevation of the chairs of the two most important
committees. This underlines the importance of these
two committees and proves these changes are merited.
As I have mentioned, the PAEC has a long history. It
has a special role in relation to the Auditor-General —
it is a parliamentary committee and the Auditor-General
reports to Parliament. The PAEC plays a unique role in
regard to that position. However, it also looks at the
budget and has the ministers appear in front of it. As the
member for Footscray mentioned, ministers appear
now. Under a previous government that was not terribly
accountable some ministers did not appear. I wonder if
the member for South-West Coast appeared when he
was a minister; I am not sure.
Dr Napthine — He did.
Mr STENSHOLT — Good on you, it is good to
hear. That is what accountability is all about, and this is
reinforcing accountability. I am sure some of the new
ministers will willingly appear before the PAEC and
answer questions. The PAEC also looks at the financial
performance and outcomes of government bodies and
departments. It prepares reports on those matters and on
special issues.
Similarly the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee plays a crucial role in assessing all
legislation in a timely way. Previously I lectured at
university on good governance. One of the reasons why
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I actually stood for Parliament came about one day
when I was giving lectures to senior Thai officials on
good governance and anticorruption. I had just talked
about what was happening in the Victorian
Parliament — how the government had nobbled the
Auditor-General and a few other things — and what
they were doing in the new Thai constitution. Someone
rang me and asked if I would stand against Jeff Kennett
in the seat of Burwood. I said it was time I put my
money where my mouth was. I am quite strongly in
favour of good governance. This is what these two
important committees are all about — good governance
in terms of the Westminster system, the governance of
our Parliament and managing this state.
Through this bill the membership of committees is also
being extended to take into account broader
representation in Parliament, particularly in the upper
house. This has come about through the changes to the
upper house, as the member for Footscray has said. We
have made an absolute change to the upper house, we
have reformed the upper house and we are going
further than that in allowing that broader representation
to be reflected in the very important committee work of
Parliament.
The bill also recognises in the upper house the status of
the third party, which the Leader of The Nationals has
commented on, and also changes the names of several
committees, which the member for Footscray has
commented on. I mention the change of name of the
Economic Development Committee to Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee. I agree
with the member for Footscray that this is an important
change. It is something that was brought out in Labor
Party policy and Labor Party discussions in the Council
of Australian Governments about the national reform
agenda.
It became clear that there was a need to pay more
attention to infrastructure as a vehicle for increased
productivity because of the loss of productivity we have
in Australia under the coalition of the Liberal Party and
The Nationals at the federal level. It is very important
that we include the reference to infrastructure in the
name of the Economic Development Committee, which
will become the Economic and Infrastructure
Development Committee. We need to focus on our
infrastructure. We need to have more money going into
infrastructure because there is enormous underfunding,
as I am sure the Minister for Roads and Ports will
agree. The underfunding in infrastructure is partly
because of the lack of funding of infrastructure by the
federal government. There would be, I am sure, a lack
of federal government funding for the infrastructure of
our hospitals, which I hope this committee will look at.
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Ensuring good infrastructure obviously promotes the
economy, promotes jobs and promotes linkages
throughout the whole of the state and therefore adds to
productivity. Increasing productivity means being able
to have an increase in our state income and our national
income and the benefits that flow through to the whole
of our society, particularly when you are seeing
intergenerational change and the effects of the
population of Victoria growing older. It is therefore
essential to take all measures possible to improve
productivity. Having one of our parliamentary
committees look at this in a cogent way is important.
I agree with the member for Footscray that this is an
important change, and I also commend the other change
to the name of a committee, because we need to focus
on rural and regional Victoria — a vital part of our
state. It is important that we actually focus on this as a
Parliament and through the committee system. These
are necessary changes. It is good to see that we are
continuing to focus on our strong committee system
here in Victoria, with the Parliament being the vehicle
for accountability to the people and we, the elected
representatives of the people, being responsible for this.
This bill underlines that, and I commend it to the house.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill. As
has been said by a lot of other members, there are a
couple of parts to this bill that look particularly at the
structure of parliamentary committees and also make
changes to the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act.
First of all I will deal with the issue of parliamentary
committees. As many members know, it is an important
part of the democratic process to have committees that
function and have the ability to make recommendations
to the Parliament, to really scrutinise government and to
develop policy. Basically I would split the committee
structure that we have into two. We have investigative
committees designed to establish policy, and we also
have what I would term ‘real scrutiny committees’, and
in our Parliament those are the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee.
In most other Westminster parliaments there is also a
public works committee. One of the amendments that I
put forward is to look at the establishment of a public
works function within our committees. One thing is
very clear: governments do not like scrutiny and they
will do everything in their power to avoid scrutiny. That
is the nature of governments. Oppositions in
parliaments and the committee structure are designed to
scrutinise government.
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I listened earlier as the member for Brighton
highlighted previous speeches. That is one of the things
about this place: debates are on the record for a very
long time. It is a bit like Animal Farm, where you see
one side of politics when in opposition saying we
should be doing this, but when it gets into government
it does exactly the opposite. We need to establish a
committee system that actually works. With the
restructured upper house we had a real opportunity to
actually put in place longstanding principles, if you
like, of scrutiny.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr INGRAM — We should not take up
interjections! I thought we had that opportunity, but
unfortunately around the back, grubby little deals were
being done. The bill we are debating today is the child
of a deal between the government and The Nationals,
and the Leader of The Nationals admitted as much on
ABC regional radio last week, I think it was, saying that
a deal had been done.
Speaking of this bill I indicate that I, like the Liberal
Party, am opposing it. We have missed a real
opportunity to restructure the committee system so that
it actually works, and I agree that we need to be
keeping a balance of government and non-government
members on some of those scrutiny committees. I do
not believe that having the chair is the important thing;
I think it is actually having the numbers on committees
so that the parties can determine some of their own
references.
If the amendments I have foreshadowed are accepted,
the new Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee will also have responsibility for public
works. If it had the capacity to determine its own
references, that committee could investigate public
works such as the fast rail project and determine
whether the state is getting good value for money. In
the last Parliament it could have investigated the
proposal to establish a toxic waste dump at Nowingi. It
could have investigated the process that was gone
through on some of those things. It could have
investigated whether we are getting good value for
money with public-private partnerships such as the one
at Southern Cross station.
In this Parliament it could investigate the Gippsland
water factory, or the big pipe. They are projects that
could be investigated by a properly functioning
committee with responsibility for public works, not a
committee that has to take the scraps fed to it by the
government or the Parliament but one that has the
capacity to investigate matters on its own agenda.
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Members should consider including public works in the
responsibilities of the new committee. I wrote to the
government a while ago to recommend it and my
amendments include that.
On the proposed salaries, a number of amendments
foreshadowed by the member for Kew and me will
achieve similar, but not quite the same, results. The
member for Kew raised a number of issues about
Parliament and parliamentarians justifying to the
public, the people who vote to put us in here, an
increase to our pay or packages. The problem is that too
often we do not justify those decisions. I acknowledge
that it is very hard to justify the salaries and other
benefits that members of Parliament get, but it is
incumbent on us to not push through amendments such
as those in this bill without real public discussion or
debate.
I remind members that, as I heard the Leader of The
Nationals say, debate on most bills is held over for two
weeks. Debate on this bill has not been held over for
two weeks but for a shorter time. That is another thing
to consider in looking at the whole principle of bringing
to this Parliament legislation which will increase
salaries for a number of people. I do not believe we
have justified the increase in the salaries, particularly
those of deputy chairpersons of committees.
It is part of our role as members of Parliament to serve
on committees. That is why I do so. I know that some
current and former members of this place do not agree
with the system of committees. I have served on
committees with a number of members. If everyone
takes that role seriously, there are good outcomes.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — The comment was made that I
resigned from a committee, but I think the member for
Lowan would acknowledge that following investigation
of the first reference considered by members of that
committee — that is, Ovine Johne’s disease — we
made recommendations to Parliament that really
addressed a festering sore right across the sheep
industry in Victoria. The report included a minority
report and the recommendations were finally
implemented.
A deal has been struck for salaries. No-one should think
that we would not be here debating this if The
Nationals had only 10 members and that people would
not be trying to justify this deal. The deal was done
behind closed doors and no-one really knows when.
This deal was done to maintain, so they say, a
parliamentary car and driver for The Nationals.

PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Wednesday, 28 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

Everyone knows they must never stand between a
Nationals MP and a parliamentary perk — because they
will be flattened. It would be like being in the way of
someone dishing out lollies at a tuckshop, where the
kids would run over you. Members of The Nationals
will run over you to get to their car and driver.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — It is about the justification. The
deal was done to guarantee the numbers on all bar one
of the parliamentary committees — that is, the current
Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee — to the government, so shafting
democracy in this state and basically removing the
capacity of the committee structure of this Parliament to
really scrutinise the economic expenditure and other
actions of government. That is a real blight on
democracy. For a few pieces of silver — and a car and
a chauffeur — The Nationals have sold out this
Parliament. That is a real indication, if you like, of
where members of The Nationals stand. They are not
out there saying, ‘We want better outcomes for our
constituents’. No, they are saying, ‘We want a car and
driver and a bit of extra salary for a couple of our
members’.
That is where this deal is wrong and why it should not
have been done. That is why I am opposing this
legislation. I do not believe it is in the best interests of
this Parliament to increase the salaries listed in the bill.
I do not believe that we have justified that. I make the
point that members will have to go through the
consideration-in-detail stage for consideration of the
fairly complex array of amendments. Because some
Liberal Party amendments are similar to mine, it may
be easier if I withdraw those amendments that have
similar functions. It will make it easier on the staff
because I think it will be a difficult process.
In reality the proposed committee name changes are not
great. I would like to think that the Parliament would
consider the inclusion of public works in the
responsibilities of the new Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee. It is an important function of
this Parliament that we can scrutinise expenditure on
public infrastructure, considering whether the state is
getting good value for money and so on.
With those words, I will be opposing the bill and
working on the amendments. I would like to think that
everyone will support those amendments. I will seek
clarification from the house at some stage on whether
the direct pecuniary interest provisions will apply to
some members on the passage of this bill.
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Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment
Bill. I have had an opportunity to listen to a number of
speeches in the house and they really have been quite
fascinating. The member for Kew astonished us all by
revealing that often government members are paid
more than opposition members. That was really a
revelation, I am sure, to us all, and very useful in terms
of the debate. He was followed by the member for
Brighton, who I thought showed a rather alarming
habit — that is, a tendency to read David White’s
speeches. I would have thought that a very strange
thing for any member of Parliament to do. I noticed that
in her attempt to rewrite the history of the parliamentary
committees she forgot to mention that at one stage the
chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
was the Honourable Bill Forwood, a former member
for Templestowe Province in the other place who at the
time was also secretary to the then Premier.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — As the member for Mitcham
says, it must have been an oversight, because she was a
member of the upper house when that event occurred. I
am sure she would have shown the same sort of
righteous indignation on that occasion as she did today,
especially when members think of the rather shameful
position of the Honourable Bill Forwood on the
removal of the powers of the Auditor-General.
Parliamentary committees are really important — —
An honourable member — What about what they
did to Ken Jasper?
Mrs MADDIGAN — I will leave the matter of
what happened to the member for Murray Valley in the
hands of the Leader of the House, who I am sure will
tell us all about it later.
In saying that he does not consider the increased
salaries for the chairs and deputy chairs of the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC) and the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee are justified,
perhaps the member for Gippsland East does not realise
that those committees are slightly different from the
other committees. They have a special role of scrutiny
which is really important in order to support responsible
government and provide the proper processes for
protecting the public interest.
Now SARC has the role of ensuring that all bills that
come into the house meet the provisions of the human
rights legislation. The Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee is the only committee that has the right to
establish its own terms of reference and to undertake
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investigations into areas which it considers appropriate.
It has more powers than any other committee in terms
of having members of Parliament, particularly
ministers, appear before it. Those two committees play
a particularly important role and a slightly different role
from those of the other committees.
That is not, of course, to say that the other committees
are unimportant. As was mentioned, I think by the
Leader of The Nationals, the committees have been
very fruitful in providing to the Parliament evidence
which has resulted in changes to legislation and
regulations. Some of those that I can think of offhand
that have occurred while I have been here have been
changes to legislation in relation to ballast water being
emptied into the bay, drug testing for motor car drivers,
the compulsory wearing of seatbelts and regulations
governing how Anzac Day is treated. Members can see
that a very broad range of work is covered in those
committees.
The committees are a good training ground, especially
for new members, because they are given an
opportunity to understand more about parliamentary
practices and to meet and engage with members of
other parties in a process which is quite often
non-political. I noticed that the member for Brighton
suggested in her speech that members who went on
committees never went anywhere in Parliament. This
surprised me a little, because we all know that the
Premier is a former member of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, and I think the Attorney-General
was on the same committee from 1996 to 1999. That is
sure evidence that you can go a long way once you take
the first step of being on a committee. The member for
Benalla is looking very hopeful. Who knows what
glories he might achieve in a future government in 50
or 60 years time!
The Victorian Parliament operates quite differently
from other parliaments, and I think that is a fault. I
particularly refer to the way we employ staff.
Committee staff provide a huge amount of support to
members of committees. We have some excellent
research workers, and some staff have been working on
committees for 20 years. They still only get appointed
for the term of a Parliament. I am sure that breaches
industrial relations law, because if you tried to sack
someone who had been working here for 20 years you
would have a case anyway — —
Dr Napthine — You were their employer; it is your
fault.
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Mrs MADDIGAN — I always welcome comments
from the member for South-West Coast, because they
are always irrelevant and usually premature.
As I was about to say before I was so rudely
interrupted, I have had discussions with other
parliaments about how they employ staff. Some
parliaments employ staff and place them on committees
when they need extra support, and this gives staff
permanency. The member for South-West Coast is a
strong supporter of parliamentary staff, and I am sure
he would agree with the Community and Public Sector
Union’s claim that those staff should be made
permanent. I am sure the union looks forward to his
support as the discussion continues in future.
One benefit of the committees is that even members
like the member for South-West Coast can go on them.
This, for example, gives him an opportunity to speak
very often, as he likes to do, and gives him another
avenue for contributing to Parliament in the long run.
So we can see that parliamentary committees perform
many functions. The references that were proposed for
committees in the notice of motion — I will not go into
detail, of course — show the broad range of areas
which committees can look at and which are very
relevant to people today.
One of the other changes the bill makes to the
Parliamentary Committees Act relates to deputy chairs,
and this is worthwhile. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee are very hardworking and its
members make a number of public appearances. It is
good that the deputy chairs are getting recognition, as
they also have to provide strong support in that area.
I also noticed the member for Brighton suggest that all
the chairs were government appointments. I know we
often refer to The Nationals as ‘country socialists’, but I
do not think they have quite joined us yet.
Dr Napthine — They have.
Mrs MADDIGAN — The member for South-West
Coast once again interrupts, saying they have. The
Nationals will be pleased to run the Rural and Regional
Committee and consider some of the subjects that are
very close to their constituents in country seats.
In conclusion I indicate that I support the amendments.
Parliamentary committees are very important to
democracy and to allowing for the proper scrutiny of
government, and I think the amendments in this bill
will only strengthen that process.
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Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on this important legislation, the Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill, which largely deals with
the Parliamentary Committees Act but also makes some
changes to the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act. I start my contribution by
reaffirming my commitment, which I have mentioned a
number times in this house, to the parliamentary
committee process. Parliamentary committees are
important. Over the years they have performed a very
valuable function in the Victorian Parliament — and
indeed in parliaments in the Westminster tradition
across the world.
I well recall some of the distinguished work of
parliamentary committees in this Parliament — for
example, the work done by the Social Development
Committee in the late 1980s on dying with dignity and
in the late 1980s and early 1990s on the very difficult
issue of Garry Webb/Garry David and people with
personality disorders; and the significant work done by
that committee in a very thorough and bipartisan way
on companion animals, which formed the framework
for much of the rewriting of the legislation to do with
companion animals in the state of Victoria. One of the
outstanding Victorian parliamentary committees over
the years has been the Road Safety Committee. It has
led the world in making recommendations on a whole
range of issues that have increased safety on our roads.
However, when I think of work done by parliamentary
committees I am concerned that in more recent
parliaments there has been a downgrading of their work
and that the results of committee inquiries have not
been nearly as significant as they were. When one looks
at the recommendations and the issues — —
Mr Robinson — That is your view.
Dr NAPTHINE — Yes, it is my view — that is
why I am presenting it. They do not compare with some
of the groundbreaking work done in the 1980s and
1990s. It behoves us as members of Parliament to
consider why that is the case. I think it has coincided
with the situation where governments of the day have
treated committees as their playthings by making sure
that on most occasions they have the chairs and the
numbers on committees.
In the interests of democracy, in the interests of open,
honest and accountable government, and certainly in
the interests of the public scrutiny, accountability and
the credibility of the Parliament, I urge the government
and the Parliament to at the very least accept the
amendment put forward by the member for Kew and
the Liberal Party and allow the chair of the Public
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Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) and the
chair of Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee — two very important committees that
scrutinise the governments of the day — to be occupied
by somebody from the opposition parties or by an
Independent. The numbers on those committees should
also be dominated by or have a majority of
non-government representation. That would provide the
people of Victoria with a greater sense of
accountability.
I understand that the proposal being put forward by the
government is that the chair of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee will be the honourable member
for Burwood. I find it somewhat ironic that the
honourable member for Burwood, who was the
parliamentary secretary to the Treasurer in the last
Parliament, is now going to become the head of the
accountability committee for the Treasury.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — I hear the baying from members
of the government as they mention a former member of
the other place, the Honourable Bill Forwood. I ask
them to go back and read what they and their
colleagues said about the appointment of Bill Forwood
to that position. They should have a look at what they
said then. Now the hypocrites on the other side are
doing exactly the same! It just smacks of hypocrisy and
lack of accountability.
Committees should have the resources and opportunity
to put forward their own references. I note a number of
references given to those committees have been put
forward by the government in a motion that will be
debated by the house later. I think these committees can
work much better if they are given the opportunity to
have some of their own references. I would urge that in
the interests of the Parliament.
I have real concerns about some aspects of clause 9 of
the bill. Fundamentally the government is allowing
more of its own members, more Labor members of
Parliament, to put their snouts deeper into taxpayers
pockets. The additional salary of the chair of the PAEC
will increase from 10 per cent to 20 per cent; the
additional salary of the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee will increase from 10 per cent
to 15 per cent; and an extra committee will give a
government member the chair and a 10 per cent
increase in salary. Indeed if you examine Labor in
government after the 2006 election, you will see there
are 74 members of the Labor caucus: 55 in the
Legislative Assembly and 19 in the Legislative
Council.
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Of those 74 members, 53 will receive additional pay
through the jobs and perks of office that the
government has given itself. There are ministers and
15 parliamentary secretaries. It is interesting that when I
came to Parliament in 1988, there were no
parliamentary secretaries — now there are 15. Even
when they were introduced in 1992, there were 7. But
when it comes to snouts in the trough, there is none
better than the Labor Party, as 72 per cent of its
members, which is over two-thirds of the members of
the Labor caucus, have their snouts in the taxpayers
trough above and beyond their basic parliamentary
salary. You would have to say to yourself, if you were
one of the one in three members — that is, part of the
28 per cent — who have missed out, that you were
pretty hopeless. That is the way the Labor Party works.
After the 2002 election, 62 per cent of members
received extra pay, but now the total has gone from
62 per cent to 72 per cent, yet the Labor Party lost seats
in the election. It used to have a majority in both
houses; now it only has a majority in this house, yet a
higher percentage of members have their snouts firmly
in the Victorian taxpayers trough. It is an absolute
disgrace!
I find it absolutely disgraceful that the house is debating
a bill today that will allow Labor members to have
more taxpayers dollars in their own pockets at the same
time that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services says the people of south-west Victoria cannot
have a life-saving emergency helicopter. There is not
enough money, according to the Labor Party, for a
life-saving helicopter and for 130 life-saving flights per
year. The government says it cannot afford it; it will not
fund the operation of a helicopter, yet it is putting more
of its members on the payroll and giving them perks;
72 per cent of members have their snouts in the trough.
It is a disgrace and a shame, and they ought to hang
their heads in shame.
I challenge the Labor members who are getting extra
pay to come to south-west Victoria and sit at the tables
of families who have lost family members in car
accidents because they could not get a helicopter to go
to an emergency services centre. I ask those members
to look those people in the face and say it is all right for
them to be getting more pay. It is a disgrace. It is an
absolute embarrassment to me as a member of
Parliament, and it ought to be an embarrassment to the
Bracks Labor government.
This bill is not about greater accountability. It is not
about better use of Parliament. It is not about better use
of parliamentary committees. This bill has been put
forward by the Labor Party to look after its Labor
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mates. It is an absolute disgrace, and that is why I will
be opposing the bill.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I appreciated the
member for South-West Coast’s exposition on
embarrassment and in his case it certainly is a very
convenient embarrassment. I will come back to that in a
few moments when we recount that tawdry episode
when the Liberal member in the other place fulfilled
both roles as parliamentary secretary to the then
Premier and a committee chair — something that seems
totally at odds with the somewhat principled stance that
the member for Kew, in opening this debate for the
Liberals, put forward a few minutes ago.
I support this legislation because given my time in this
place, and having served on three parliamentary
committees, I am of the view that it strengthens the
existing committee system, which has evolved over
many years. My own experience — and I differ from
the member for South-West Coast in offering a
personal perspective on committee service — is that
members of the committees I have served on have been
hardworking and productive and have worked very
cooperatively.
My service covers the Law Reform Committee, the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
and the Economic Development Committee, the latter
of which I was the chair. Those committees between
them have probably conducted the best part of a dozen
inquiries, and on all occasions they delivered bipartisan
reports, unanimously supported and very constructively
assembled, on matters such as self-induced
intoxication, Anzac Day laws, rural exports and cultural
diversity.
The member for South-West Coast suggested there was
not much that was coming out in the way of value from
committee reports. I challenge that. The 2002 SARC
Parliamentary Review of Anzac Day Laws is
considered across Australia to be a landmark report that
has given impetus to a number of very valuable reforms
and a number of very valuable initiatives by this
government that commemorate and honour the service
of veterans. I would dispute that that committee and
that report was anything other than very worthwhile.
The important thing to note about committee service
from my point of view is that the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee had a workload far heavier than
the other committees I served on, notwithstanding the
fact that I chaired the Economic Development
Committee, and the role of chairing does in itself — —
Mr Delahunty — A good committee.
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Mr ROBINSON — It was a very good committee,
as the member for Lowan says.
The workload of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee was many times heavier. My recollection of
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee was
that its members could anticipate meeting about
50 times a year. I was looking at the parliamentary
committees web page recently, and, based on my
reading, in 2005 SARC produced 13 digests which
reviewed 126 bills in total. It examined 186 sets of
regulations. It involved itself in two references,
including a report on electronic democracy. It made a
submission to the Human Rights Consultation
Committee and it had an ongoing role with redundant
legislation.
The Parliament, and indeed the government, could not
function without the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. The regulation review subcommittee in
particular has had the very vital role of overseeing those
regulations which expire and new regulations coming
into effect. Without that role — not that it is a role
which is well or broadly understood — governments in
this state would struggle. So SARC has a very
substantial role, and I think it is a very good idea that
the remuneration paid to the chairs and the deputy
chairs of those committees should be at a level higher
than that which it has been previously. I think it is a
common-sense initiative, which reflects the experience
and the practice of those committees. I very much
support the initiatives to that end.
Mr Ingram interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — The member for Gippsland
East says it is a deal. I do not know that offering the
deputy chairs 4 per cent extra is a deal with The
Nationals, given that those positions are more likely to
be filled, I would have thought, by the Liberal Party.
Mr Ingram interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — He says it is a deal. It is
interesting that the member for Gippsland East does not
want to talk about the remuneration which is being
offered to deputy chairs for the first time, as indeed the
Liberal Party does not wish to talk about it, even though
they have stood on their high horses over there and
denounced this provision, without referring once to the
way in which the provision intends to deal with deputy
chairs.
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extended to deleting the reference that pertains to
deputy chairs.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — That is funny. I did not hear
him talk about that at all in his rant. He did not talk
about it at all. I find it very surprising.
I think the provisions, as I have said, are very
reasonable, and I think they will help the committees,
particularly those two committees with a much more
substantial workload, do their jobs more efficiently and
effectively. Similarly I have no difficulty with the
provision of the bill which seeks to extend the
membership of committees from 9 to 10. I think that is
a very sensible initiative by the government, which
reflects the fact that the people of Victoria at the last
election returned a more diverse group of members to
this place than had previously been the case. The fact
that we will have 10 members will provide for a greater
representation of minor parties.
I want to go back to the point raised by the member for
Kew when he talked about independence. He talked
about having independent chairs and the need for
committees to be fully independent. In my practical
experience of committees — and as I said, I have
served on three of them — they operate on the basis of
forming a consensus opinion. Where advice is provided
to a committee, particularly the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, that there is something
problematic about a regulation being put forward —
and I know the Leader of The Nationals talked about
this in his contribution — the arrangement is that the
government members will talk to the minister in an
informal sense as well as there being formal
communication with that minister. Committees do act
in an independent manner in that sense.
The so-called principle that the member for Kew was
going on about did not seem to take into account at all
the practices of his party — albeit a year before he was
elected. I refer to a time when the former member for
Templestowe Province in another place filled two roles.
He filled the role of Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier and the role of chair of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, the most senior of the
committees. The Liberal Party has not provided any
defence for that tawdry episode in the Parliament’s
recent history.
An honourable member interjected.

I would have thought that if the member for
South-West Coast, and prior to him the member for
Kew, were sincere, then their amendment would have

Mr ROBINSON — It was tawdry, because it totally
compromised any sense that that committee would act
independently when you had the hand-picked
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Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier filling the role
of chair. But that did not stop the Labor Party raising
the issue in Parliament — I think it was in 1998 that the
now Premier raised it. He moved by leave that the
house request the chair of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, Mr Forwood, to resign, given his
appointment as Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier,
which put him in a situation of having a potential
conflict of interest. It is no surprise I suppose that on
that occasion leave was simply refused. The Liberal
Party had absolutely no interest in debating that point.
As much as it was a conflict of interest then and is still
today a tawdry chapter in the Parliament’s recent
history, because it is the absolute pinnacle in terms of a
compromise of positions, it is something that the
Liberal Party still does not wish to refer to. That is very
disappointing, and it gives the lie very clearly to the
position being advanced by the Liberal Party in this
debate. I am pleased to support this bill. It is good
legislation which will allow the committees to work
more efficiently and effectively.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I am pleased
to speak to the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment
Bill, and I support the Liberal Party’s proposed
amendments to the bill, as outlined by the member for
Kew. One of the purposes of this legislation is to amend
the titles of two committees. The newly named
committees are the Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee and the Rural and Regional
Committee. The bill will increase the memberships of
some committees and provide for salary increases for
various people in various roles.
I would like to particularly focus on the operation of the
committee structure. I support a vibrant and active
committee structure, one that fundamentally works on
issues of concern to Victorians for the benefit of the
state. I support committees which are able and prepared
to expose the inadequacies of the government as
required. I support reform of the committee structure,
not random, ad hoc changes at the margins.
Real reform would see the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee chaired by a member of a
non-government party. Real reform would see the
majority of members of those important scrutiny
committees drawn from non-government parties. Real
reform would also ensure that critical issues for
Victorians would be considered by the committee. In
terms of the new Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee, the recognition of the link
between infrastructure and economic development is
vital.
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There are many key infrastructure issues for Victoria
and for our electorates which critically impact on the
economic development of our areas. I predict that the
new committee, loaded with Labor members, will play
a highly political role and be entirely self-serving.
Instead of grappling with real infrastructure issues, such
as those faced in my electorate of Doncaster concerning
roads and public transport, the committee is likely to
gloss over the real problems where a lack of
infrastructure is impeding economic development. I
therefore challenge the new committee to genuinely
take up as one of its first investigations the
infrastructure needs of Victoria, particularly Doncaster,
and the relationship of future economic growth for that
municipality.
Doncaster is one of the government’s designated
principal activity centres in Melbourne 2030.
Population forecasts have estimated that by 2021
approximately 8000 new residents will live on
Doncaster Hill. Doncaster has no train or tram services,
and its residents are largely forced to rely on private
transport to get to work, to school and to the shops. Not
surprisingly, about one in five Manningham households
owns three or more vehicles.
Doncaster residents rely on public transport and have
only a limited bus service available to them. I receive
complaints about the lack of services, particularly on
weekends and late at night. Park-and-ride facilities are
generally full on weekdays, and commuters using their
private vehicles argue that they are forced to spend
many fruitless hours in congested traffic on the Eastern
Freeway. There are many deeply felt concerns in the
Doncaster community that the government is not
funding the appropriate infrastructure to meet the
community’s current needs and future demands.
During the election campaign the Liberal Party showed
that it was interested. It listened and accepted the
arguments of residents that further infrastructure was
needed for Doncaster’s public transport. Its promise of
extending the no. 48 tram from Balwyn to Doncaster
Shoppingtown was celebrated by residents.
Trams reportedly win hands down on economic
development and environmental grounds. John Legge
from Swinburne University has analysed the impact of
trams and says they cannot be beaten when it comes to
value for public money. On economic grounds it is
trams first, trains second, and buses nowhere. However,
the tram proposal was summarily dismissed by the
minister responsible for transport. Instead the Bracks
government has been content to say that as far as it is
concerned public transport options will be restricted to
bus services.
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Ms Campbell — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I draw your attention to the content of the bill
and the content of the speech of the member for
Doncaster. They bear no similarities whatsoever, and I
ask that you indicate to the member the importance of
speaking about the bill.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Doncaster is being very
relevant to the bill. She is explaining how parliamentary
committees could be used in a positive way with regard
to economic development and infrastructure — and
particularly with regard to the economic development
and infrastructure needs in the outer suburban areas of
Victoria — if the parliamentary committees were to be
properly structured and resourced. That is the very
point she is making in talking about the way the
structure of the bill gives the government control of
these parliamentary committees and effectively neuters
them in terms of operating effectively. She is
highlighting the sorts of issues that should be discussed
by these parliamentary committees if they were to be
structured properly.
Mr Robinson — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, if you were to accept the argument advanced
by the member for South-West Coast, then this debate
could go for several hours without members talking
about any of the clauses in the bill or indeed anything
about the actual operation of the committees as
proposed by the amendments. It would simply be an
opportunity to talk about anything and everything,
because by their nature parliamentary committees deal
with references that cover the whole gamut of
government operation. For the last 5 minutes what we
have heard from the member for Doncaster is an
exposition on the way tram routes work and bus
services operate, which is an independent commentary
on public transport but which has nothing to do with the
operation of the committees. I think the member for
Pascoe Vale’s point is right, and the member for
Doncaster should be encouraged to come back to the
bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order, but I remind the
member for Doncaster that she should keep her remarks
relevant to the bill.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — The new Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee is
absolutely crucial to the outer suburbs of Melbourne,
because the infrastructure needs that are not supported
by the Bracks government are limiting economic
development in those regions. I urge the new
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committee to look at these issues to enable the future
economic development of those areas.
I would also like to mention the arterial roads in
Doncaster, which are once again critical to the
economic development of the area. They have open
drains and no footpaths, and in fact their condition
resembles conditions in the Third World. The
government is ignoring important evaluations. For
example, King Street has higher safety, social and
environmental ratings than Thompsons Road,
Springvale Road and Templestowe Road, yet all of
them receive funding from the Bracks government.
This is in sharp contrast to the Liberal Party’s policy of
funding the full development of King Street up to the
standard which the community expects. I have little
confidence that the Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee will take these issues
seriously on behalf of Victorians and the people of
Doncaster, despite a desperate need for it. I request that
the committee take up the infrastructure needs of the
Doncaster community and genuinely understand their
critical relationship with the future economic growth of
the municipality as one of its key investigations.
I support robust investigations by committees that are
genuinely keen to scrutinise the operations of
government and genuinely interested in listening to and
governing for all Victorians and being accountable to
all Victorians. For that reason I support the
amendments proposed by the member for Kew.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to speak on the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill. I do not
think I will refer to Doncaster at all in my contribution,
but I will refer to the bill, which refines the structure
and operation of investigative parliamentary
committees. It also recognises the increased
contributions made by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, which are both absolutely vital.
The bill increases the additional salary of the chairs of
those committees from 10 per to 15 per cent of their
base salary, and I support that.
In my first term in Parliament I was on the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee, and members who
were here then will know of some of the important
work we did. We had an obligation to meet every
Monday before Parliament sat to go through the Alert
Digest. Members will well recall the very important
Anzac Day bill, which we looked at, and how the
reforms proposed by that bill came into the house.
Almost all of the recommendations of the committee
were taken up by the Parliament. They were certainly
taken up by the Premier, who now has responsibility for
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veterans affairs. That gives members an indication of
the important work of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee.
It was a pleasure to be on that committee, and I suggest
that the member for Doncaster becomes a member of a
committee like the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee or the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. It is a great learning curve, and as a
member of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee you see all the bills before they come into
the house rather than just focusing on one geographical
area of the state.
I know about the contribution made to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee by the member for
Pascoe Vale. Many times I came into the previous
Parliament in the early hours of the morning — I am an
early riser, as many members will attest — and the
member for Pascoe Vale would already be here, going
through the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
papers. She put in many hours of work, and I am sure
she will recall that experience when she gets up to
speak on the bill.
This is a good bill, and I do not support the
amendments. The bill proposes renaming the Economic
Development Committee as the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee, and that is
a good thing. The Minister for Roads and Ports is at the
table, and many people have talked about roads today.
They could be one of the things that the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee looks at.
Who knows what references the committees will get in
the future? Trying to anticipate the references that
committees will get is like crystal ball gazing.
The bill amends the title of the Rural and Regional
Services and Development Committee so it becomes
the Rural and Regional Committee, and I think that is
also a good thing. I am sure that members of The
Nationals will be very active in their support of it.
The bill also entitles members serving as chairs and
deputy chairs of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to a retrospective amount of 4 per cent extra
on their base salary. As I said before, those committees
really are the workhorses of the Parliament, and that is
the truth of it. They sit for an incredibly long time, and
in my view their chairs and deputy chairs are entitled to
an extra consideration. It is a small consideration, but it
is a recognition of the very important work they do.
We need to make sure that the parliamentary
committees are robust, as has been suggested, and that

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

there is input from all members. I look forward to
working with all members. I am on the Family and
Community Development Committee, and the member
for Doncaster — I said I would not mention
Doncaster — and the member for Shepparton are also
on the committee. I look forward to hearing their
valued contributions. I know some members are very
new to committee work, but the value of the work
cannot be overestimated. It is a way of getting to know
members on the other side of the house. You do not
always agree with each other, but in 90 per cent of
cases by the time a committee report is tabled there is
broad agreement on it. The member for Kew spoke
fulsomely about the de novo appeals report. So 90 per
cent of the work is done in a cooperative fashion, and it
is something I can see continuing in this Parliament.
All in all I think this is a good bill which recognises the
very legitimate role of the third party in this house. We
have always operated on a multiparty system. Indeed
the third party has been an integral part of our system
here, and this bill recognises the third party’s role as an
integral part of the parliamentary system. With those
few remarks I will draw to a close, but I will add that
the chairs of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee are going to work very hard indeed, as is the
chair of the Rural and Regional Committee. Victoria is
the only state where the regions are growing — the
only state — and these provisions are a recognition of
that and of the important part the regions play. That is
why we have enhanced this committee as well. With
those few remarks, I support the bill, and I do not
support the amendments.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I would like to make a
contribution to debate on the bill before the house, the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill. A lot of
members have spoken about their times on
parliamentary committees and said that they felt those
times were among the more worthwhile parts of their
parliamentary careers. I served the last term of
Parliament on the Rural and Regional Services and
Development Committee (RRSDC) and found that an
interesting time.
One of the things I found to be a challenge about it,
however, was having an electorate office and living
4 hours from Melbourne. Coming to Melbourne for a
2-hour meeting means you have 4 hours of travel each
way, a total of 8 hours. One of the things we discussed
in the RRSDC — it particularly came up when we were
talking about telecommunications access in regional
and rural Victoria — was the fact that we were not
using the technologies available to us in the way that
we were asking other people to use technology and
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experiment with it. So the committee wrote to the
Speaker of the last Parliament and asked if we could
change the rules for committees so that we could
officially meet by teleconference and, going forward,
by videoconference. Quite often a committee does not
necessarily need to meet for a long time, particularly
when the report is being written and members want to
tick off on a couple of chapters so that committee staff
can go on and do further work. It is a good opportunity
if you can do that by teleconference or videoconference
to save country members from travelling so far.
In the time of the RRSDC in the last Parliament the
committee had four terms of reference. One was into
the issues surrounding country football, one was into
farm deaths and accidents, one was into
telecommunications access in country Victoria and one
was into the retention of youth in country Victoria.
Many members have spoken about the fact that you can
achieve bipartisan positions on those committees;
unfortunately I seemed to be in the invidious situation
where for three out of the four references I had to write
minority reports. It can be quite challenging amidst the
debate within the committee structure to get your points
of view across. You do not always win, but you do
have the opportunity to put in a minority report on those
investigations.
That committee is now going to be renamed the Rural
and Regional Committee. I note that Damian Drum, a
member for the Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, is going to be the chair of that committee. I wish
Damian well; it is a very important committee for the
constituency The Nationals represent across Victoria. I
also note that the new member for Morwell, Russell
Northe, is going to be on that committee. Those two
members have a very important role to play on behalf
of the people The Nationals represent across the vast
majority of country Victoria.
One of the key issues that will confront them over the
next four years, as it confronts all of the members of
Parliament who represent country Victoria, is the issue
of decentralisation and of our making sure that we get
economic development right across Victoria. We have
had a lot of talk in this place and several answers from
government ministers during question time about how
regional Victoria is growing, but their definition of
regional Victoria is actually Bendigo, Ballarat and
Geelong. We need to make sure that we get economic
activity throughout the rest of country Victoria as well.
One of the issues that will confront that committee is
the issue of water and the transfer of water away from
those communities.
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There is another issue I would like to touch on. My
memory was refreshed when the member for Brighton,
I think it was, talked in her contribution about the
former Public Bodies Review Committee. It is
interesting what triggers people to enter politics. I can
remember in the early and mid-1980s as a tomato
grower at that time — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr WALSH — For the benefit of the member for
South-West Coast, I had only just left school! The
tomato processing industry had Victorian legislation,
the Tomato Processing Industry Act 1976, which set up
a framework in which the growers sat down with the
processors in a legislated structure and negotiated a
price for tomatoes. If the growers and the processors
could not agree on a price, the act gave the agriculture
minister of the day the power to appoint an arbitrator
before whom we had to appear and give evidence. On
the several occasions I appeared before an arbitrator, it
happened to be Professor Alan Fels, who then went on
to some quite significant roles — I think probably as a
result of the training we gave him as he determined the
price of tomatoes!
But the thing that first got me interested in politics was
the fact that the Public Bodies Review Committee was
tasked with looking at taking away our industry’s right
to negotiate a price in a framework with the tomato
processors. At that time we got support from the
members of what was then called the National Party in
Parliament. I can remember that the subsequent draft
report expressed some aspects of our discontent with
the legislation. The Honourable Bernie Dunn, a former
member for North Western Province in the other place
and the then shadow agriculture minister, made sure he
got inserted into that Public Bodies Review Committee
report some things that were not quite so drastic for our
tomato industry.
It is interesting as the committees go forward to look
back at their roles over time and see what they have
done previously. I believe what is being proposed here
is sensible and is about equity among the members of
Parliament, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill. I am
supporting the Liberal Party amendments and am
opposed to the bill.
I want to talk firstly about the purpose of the legislation.
It amends the Parliamentary Committees Act; it will
rename the Economic Development Committee and
alter its functions somewhat; it will rename the Rural
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and Regional Services and Development Committee; it
will increase the maximum number of members on
joint investigatory committees from 9 to 10, and it will
amend the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act to provide additional salaries for certain members,
as is set out in clause 9.
I will briefly look at some history in relation to the
system of parliamentary committees. I strongly support
the committee system, and perhaps there is even scope
for the committee system to be strengthened,
particularly in the upper house. The committee system
goes back to 1895 when the concept of ongoing
committees was introduced with the appointment of a
Public Accounts Committee.
Moving fairly quickly through the decades to 1982, the
committee system was revised and a new joint
investigatory committee system was established. In
1992, nine new joint investigatory committees were
established in place of the previous five, and in 1996
the Public Bodies Review Committee was abolished
and the Federal-State Relations Committee was created
as a joint investigatory committee. The Federal-State
Relations Committee was discontinued in the
54th Parliament.
The 55th Parliament saw the creation of three new
committees — the Education and Training Committee,
the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee, and the Rural and Regional
Services and Development Committee. The
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 was enacted,
repealing the previous 1968 act, which of course had
much of the basis of the system in it.
My experience on committees over my nearly 11 years
in Parliament has not been enormous, but it is strong
enough. I have sat on two committees. In my first term
I sat on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee. I have to say that that experience is a very
strong one for a member of Parliament as it takes you
into areas that you perhaps know very little about. It
certainly offers you the opportunity to learn a lot of
detail about things that perhaps you knew nothing about
in the past. The Environment and Natural Resources
Committee was a committee where I learnt a great deal,
and references to that committee were not in the least
bit partisan, as I found on my next committee, but they
were about issues to do with noxious weeds, ballast and
things like that.
My colleague across the table, the Minister for Mental
Health, is I think concurring with me. We had the
experience of travelling to countries like Israel,
Zimbabwe and Holland, which was an extraordinary
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experience, as the committee looked at issues around
the use of our flora and fauna in a commercial way. I
think that taught us all a great deal.
The Family and Community Development Committee
which I sat on in the last Parliament was a little bit
different, but was probably equally beneficial in terms
of the experience; however some of the references were
clearly partisan and introduced to our committee to get
an outcome which the government hoped would give it
a lot of good publicity. At the end of the day, however,
my colleagues on the non-Labor side of this committee
determined to put in minority reports. We put in two
minority reports in relation to two of our references.
However, the final reference in relation to body image
was one which was very helpful and gave a lot of useful
information to the community and to the Parliament.
There are some issues in relation to this legislation,
however, that I believe need to be spoken about. There
are some areas that we do not support, and that is why
we are moving particularly for the deletion of clause 9
of this bill. We strongly support the committee system
but we have some grave concerns. We do not support
additional payments of 20 per cent of an MP’s salary to
the chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) and 15 per cent to the chair of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC).
We also oppose the additional 4 per cent of basic salary
to the deputy chairs of those committees. We believe
the additional 10 per cent is enough for each member of
a committee to receive. After all, one does not join a
committee and one does not put up one’s hand to be a
chair of a committee for the financial reward.
I think the community is being focused on the concept
of snouts in the trough and people only wanting to grab
the purse and all that sort of thing. I think it is beholden
upon us as members of Parliament to be responsible
about these issues. I do not think chairs and deputy
chairs should be looking for additional money on top of
these allowances. I think it gives the Parliament a very
bad look, and it certainly goes against everything the
Labor Party said in opposition. As the member for
Brighton demonstrated very clearly to this Parliament,
back in 1997 when in opposition the Labor Party spoke
out strongly against the notion of the government
taking up all the chair positions and in particular against
additional payments.
Our other major objection is that, apart from the chair
of the Rural and Regional Committee, there are to be no
other independent chairs of committees. Instead these
jobs are being given to people who some might think
do not have a huge amount of talent. In fact I suppose
we will be looking amongst the people in the back row
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for those chairs, rather than those in the second or front
rows. One certainly has the impression that these jobs
have been given to people purely to placate them
because they have somehow missed out.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — I appreciate that. In fact some
people have talked about the thirds — we have the
firsts, the seconds and the thirds — and I think that
really goes to the point of what we are talking about.
We need people running these committees who are
independent of government. The member for Kew
talked about the situation in Britain where the chairs of
committees are truly independent, and I think that is fair
enough. That would ensure that important committees
like the PAEC and SARC were truly transparent and
were truly taking the argument up to the government by
inspecting and going through government expenditure
and making the Parliament accountable to the people
and, in particular, making the government accountable
to the Parliament. We should be looking to achieve all
of that.
I believe that our investigative committees should have
the right to put forward their own references. I think in
the upper house we should be looking at a system
which is perhaps a little more like the New South
Wales upper house system or the Senate system, in
which they can have continuous investigations rolling
on and looking at a number of issues. Certainly when I
first came to Victoria as someone who had participated
in the Senate estimates committee process in Canberra
and written a large number of questions on portfolios, I
was totally surprised at the way the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee conducted itself here in
Victoria. I thought ministers were not really held
accountable.
There is very little direct questioning of public servants,
and I think there should be direct questioning of public
servants. It is all very well for ministers to talk about
policy, but I think public servants should be required to
talk about issues of expenditure. I think these are very
important issues, and they are issues that this
government is failing to take up. This piece of
legislation is a lost opportunity. It could have been
innovative, and it could have said to the Victorian
people, ‘We are not about putting snouts in the trough
and we are not about putting in mediocre people to
chair our committees. We are about demonstrating that
we are capable of truly being open to scrutiny’.
Therefore I support the amendment by the member for
Kew, and I will subsequently support our position of
opposing the bill.
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Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to support the Parliamentary
Legislation Amendment Bill. I am particularly pleased
to support this legislation because I think it contains a
number of excellent recommendations, in particular in
relation to the two most significant committees
amongst the joint parliamentary committees — that is,
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
In the last Parliament I was pleased to have the
wonderful opportunity of chairing the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. So many members have
spoken fondly today about their experiences on joint
parliamentary committees, and I am no exception. But
an exception to the work of other committees is the
enormous volume of work that needs to be invested in
the PAEC by its chair. I will go into that detail shortly,
because that goes to the heart of why the
recommendations in relation to remuneration are
absolutely appropriate.
I had the pleasure of presenting many reports to the
Parliament as chair of the PAEC. The reason I was able
to do that was because its role was threefold: we had to
look at the public accounts themselves; we had to go
through the estimates process; and we looked at
auditing. We also had the great honour of being in the
first parliamentary committee that made
recommendations to the Parliament in relation to the
appointment of a new Auditor-General. Mr Wayne
Cameron was the choice of the PAEC and his
appointment was the choice of the Parliament.
Through the committee’s reports we were able to
provide informative analysis and pragmatic
recommendations so that the work we investigated was
considered seriously by the executive. The executive
had the obligation, as it had with other committee
reports, to respond to our recommendations within six
months.
We had a number of subcommittee and full committee
meetings. The reason I want to highlight the committee
meetings and subcommittee meetings is because it is
important that we understand why there is an additional
component of salary going to the chair and the deputy
chair of the PAEC. This is a recommendation that I
lobbied for. I did not want to nominate again to be chair
of the PAEC, but I thought the next chair needed to
have some adequate recognition of the volume of work
that was required in those threefold functions of public
accounts, estimates and auditing.
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I will leave the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee to another member who is more eminently
qualified to speak on it.
The PAEC had 59 full committee meetings and
6 subcommittee meetings. In comparison the Drugs and
Crime Prevention, Family and Community
Development, Rural and Regional Services and
Development, and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
committees conducted 12, 20, 16 and 23 hearings
respectively. Also, during the 15 hearings of the
estimates process, every minister and both presiding
officers appeared before the PAEC. The workload was
considerable, and it was something I absolutely
enjoyed. Knowing that I was not going to be seeking
appointment to the PAEC again, I spoke significantly
about the importance of adequate recompense. I also
think it is important from the opposition’s point of view
that there is some acknowledgement of the volume of
work done by the deputy chair.
Before I move to other points I wish to cover, I want to
pay tribute to each and every member of the previous
Parliament’s Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. I will briefly touch on the functions
fulfilled by the committee. There are two components
to the public accounts function. The first is to follow up
matters of concern raised in the important
Auditor-General’s reports. The second is to undertake
general inquiries into some aspects of financial
administration and public sector management.
One of the very significant reports we were privileged
to present in the last Parliament was the report on
parliamentary control and management of
appropriations, which was published in September
2005. That was a great opportunity to take a truly
united approach in the previous Parliament and present
to executive government strong recommendations on
improving parliamentary control and management of
appropriations. Many would think a report such as that
would have had a minority report. It did not. In the time
we delivered our reports to the Parliament there was
just one occasion when, in a contentious period during
the last federal election, a small section was added to a
report as a minority report.
Like so many others, I pay tribute to the fact that these
committees give members the opportunity to carefully
consider what recommendations they want to put to
executive government and this Parliament. They give
all of us the opportunity to actively contribute. In
government you have bills committees where you
know you can make an active and sometimes
significant contribution to the legislation brought in
here. However, when you are in opposition, quite
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frankly, you can move as many amendments as you
like in the house but 99.99 per cent of the time, unless
you have the numbers, the best arguments do not win.
Parliamentary committees give people the opportunity
to spell out what in their view are significant
recommendations that will bring the people of Victoria
forward. The experience of the previous Parliament
with the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
highlighted that important work.
I wish whoever is the next chair of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee well. I trust they will enjoy
their time immensely. They will certainly learn a lot.
In the 11/2 minutes remaining to me I would like to pay
tribute to the parliamentary committee staff. One
person has quietly slipped out of parliamentary service
between the prorogation of the last Parliament and
today — that is, the previous executive officer of the
PAEC, Michele Cornwell. Michele devoted 10 years of
her life to this Parliament and that committee. People
who are familiar with her work would know that there
was no such thing as a standard 40-hour week for
Michele. In fact one of the most difficult roles I had to
fulfil as chair was trying to ensure Michele had
appropriate rest and recreation. The volume of the work
and the investment of time she gave to this Parliament
and that committee were absolutely phenomenal. She
was also a great mentor to many who went through that
committee secretariat.
Given that we are increasing the recompense paid to the
committee’s chair, I suggest this is an excellent time for
the presiding officers and the Parliament staff to look at
the salaries of those working in the PAEC. In the
departments they would receive 150 per cent or greater
than the salaries they receive here.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Parliamentary
committees represent one of the great features of
Victorian democracy. Committees across Australia are
sources of innovation and legislative reform.
In the tradition of the Westminster system
parliamentary committees in Canada and the United
Kingdom have looked at emerging sciences and
reviewed issues such as gene technology and the ethical
issues regarding the application of DNA and its role in
the detection of crime. Those committees have come up
with a range of recommendations that adapt the law to
changing circumstances in society. They have the great
benefit of being resourced by able staff who have acute
expertise in particular fields of science, industry,
education and road safety. Those committees deliver
reports to Parliament, and Parliament is obliged to
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respond within a specified period of time. New laws
can then be enacted.
I have had the privilege of serving alongside some great
parliamentary committee chairs. The Leader of The
Nationals is a robust and independently minded thinker
who brought his mind to bear on a range of reports that
were delivered to the Victorian Parliament. Legal
reforms were instituted because of the reports of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
The member for Doncaster in the previous Parliament,
Victor Perton, was renowned for making detached and
independent judgements on the law reform process as a
member of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, whether by way of making
recommendations on the Evidence Act or by
contributing to a range of other reports that were
submitted to the Victorian Parliament.
However, it is unfortunate that at this particular time,
when Victoria is facing its worst drought on record,
when stage 4 water restrictions are coming into play
and when there are a number of businesses involving
turf growers, nursery workers, window washers and
commercial car washers who are about to confront
financial devastation, the Parliament of Victoria is
proposing in this bill to increase the level of
remuneration for members of Parliament when they are
already reimbursed for doing a fair day’s work. That is
why I will be strongly supporting the opposition’s
position and opposing this bill. I do not believe it is
right or just, particularly at this time when there is
hardship across the state. Members should speak to the
farmers in the west of Victoria and those people
throughout the state who are servicing large mortgages
which have been secured by businesses which will
become non-operational and non-functional from the
time that stage 4 water restrictions are introduced.
I previously alluded to the role of independent chairs
and to robust reports being delivered to the Parliament.
That is another key element of the opposition’s
position, because we are arguing that the chairs of two
of the major committees, the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, should be independent rather
than just being agents of the government.
There is a long tradition in this state regarding the
separation of powers between the executive, the
judiciary and the legislature. The tradition and the
separation have important points of principle. At one
stage in the past 14 years I was on a committee where
the separation of powers was not discerned, and it
involved the appointment of temporary judges. The
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Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee had a
responsibility to the Parliament to report on potential
trespasses on rights and freedoms.
It was the view of a number of members of that
committee that it was an important point that the
committee should comment on and report to the
Parliament on. Unfortunately a political position was
adopted by the majority of members on the committee.
That report will not stand the test of time or the test of
scrutiny. It is important that the chairs of those
committees have some independence so that they do
not run the government line, which is the convenient
line, but instead fulfil their obligations to the people of
Victoria and the Parliament of Victoria.
As members of Parliament we have a duty to our
electorates, we have a duty to our parties, we have a
duty to the Parliament, and we have a duty to our
consciences. So that the people of Victoria get the best
value from the work of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, I believe it is an important
point of principle that the chairs of those committees be
independent.
I conclude by acknowledging some of the excellent
work, on which I commented earlier, undertaken by
people associated with the committees. During my time
in Parliament I have served on the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, including a period as deputy
chair. I was a member of the Redundant Legislation
Subcommittee when we reviewed statutes in this state
that had become redundant, and those statutes recalled
different stages of the state’s history. I remember one
statute law report which in the words of the preamble to
the bill noted that the laws being repealed evocatively
and succinctly recalled important parts of Victoria’s
history, and the laws that were being repealed at that
stage included the Boer War Veterans Act, the South
African Contingent’s Pensions Act, the Miners’
Phthisis (Treasury Allowances) Act, the 1943 Partially
Blinded Soldiers Fund Act and the 1955 Olympic
Games Act, as well as a number of other acts that were
no longer relevant.
There has been a process of automatic repeal of some
acts that are amending acts that will obviate the work of
future statute law revisions in decades ahead. Another
report looking at the use of DNA testing in crime
detection and prevention was carried over for two
parliaments. Victoria was poised to lead the world in
the application of DNA technology. Evidence was
taken in one committee report from the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, from Interpol and from other police
agencies around the world. It was interesting that the
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United Kingdom made a quantum leap in its use of
DNA evidence and its retention of DNA evidence as a
tool in crime prevention.
On another occasion there was a report that looked at
access to law and legal services in rural and regional
Victoria. Visits were made to probably 15 country
centres including Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo,
Warrnambool, Portland, Mildura, Robinvale, Echuca,
Swan Hill, Wodonga and Gippsland. The process of
taking evidence from local communities firsthand and
having the benefit of the Hansard reporting staff
provided a good framework of evidence, and
recommendations were then made to the Victorian
Parliament. I am pleased to note that a number of those
recommendations have since been enacted in law.
In summary, the bill before the house deals with an
important matter: the role of parliamentary committees.
The opposition strongly opposes the operation of a
committee system that does not provide for an
independent chair for the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, and it most strongly opposes
increases to parliamentary remuneration at a time when
many Victorians, following the advent of stage 4 water
restrictions, will be losing their livelihood and will see
their businesses devastated.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I thank those members who have
contributed to the debate today, including the member
for Kew, the Leader of The Nationals, the members for
Footscray, Brighton, Burwood — —
An honourable member — The minister cannot
read his own writing.
Mr BATCHELOR — It is not my writing —
Gippsland East, yes — —
Dr Napthine — The minister has dumped the
member now, he is not needed!
Mr BATCHELOR — We never dumped him. We
will deal with the member for South-West Coast in a
minute, though. I also thank the members for Essendon,
South-West Coast, Mitcham, Doncaster, Yuroke, Swan
Hill, Caulfield, Pascoe Vale and Sandringham for their
contributions today.
This is quite a simple bill. It has four primary
objectives, some of which have been spoken about by
different members during their contributions and
different weight has been given to those. It is important
to quickly reflect upon what those objectives are. The
first is to change the names of two committees to more
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accurately reflect the tasks that we expect those two
named committees to carry out. Accordingly, we are
renaming the Economic Development Committee to
add the word ‘Infrastructure’ to its title. This gives it a
broader range of requirements because of the important
economic part that infrastructure plays in this state. We
have also renamed the Rural and Regional Services and
Development Committee through a simple change of
name to more accurately describe the broad-ranging
nature of the task we expect that committee to carry
out.
The second functional change being implemented in the
bill is that where it is necessary to increase the number
of members of the joint committees, we are actually
increasing the maximum number from 9, which has
been the number for quite some time, to 10, which is
designed to accommodate some of the newer members
of the other place and allow them to join the
committees. That is an important aspect.
Mr Ingram — So you have the numbers.
Mr BATCHELOR — We will welcome those
members of the other place to join those committees,
just as we have had the pleasure of having the member
for Gippsland East on committees for quite some time.
We are also making changes to continue the recognition
of the third party in this Parliament. As was so
eloquently explained by the Leader of The Nationals,
this simply maintains the status quo and accurately
reflects in the new Parliament the fact that The
Nationals have actually improved their representation
in this chamber. There are a number of members of The
Nationals that we did not want here — let us make no
bones about it — like the new member for Mildura. We
would much rather have had the former member for
Mildura, Russell Savage, but the electorate of Mildura
has spoken, and we accept that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — In fact, we have accepted the
umpire’s decision, as The Nationals have. The only
ones whingeing about it are members of the Liberal
Party. I think the real electoral success of the last
election were The Nationals, and I cannot understand
the resentment of the Liberal Party towards The
Nationals for their electoral success. We are simply
recognising the third party and maintaining the status
quo in terms of the parliamentary context. The
Nationals lost members in the upper house because of
proportional representation, but surprisingly, against the
odds, they won new members in the Assembly. The
member for Mildura was not alone in his success. There
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were successes elsewhere, either for new members or
with a change of members. They have done well.
The fourth area where we have made changes in this
bill is in acknowledging the work of two important
committees — the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. Everybody who has spoken today has
acknowledged that from a workload and importance
point of view, they are the two stand-out parliamentary
committees. In fact, early on in my parliamentary life I
had the opportunity to be part of the Economic and
Budget Review Committee and then the Public
Accounts Committee, as they were then known, as well
as the Economic Development Committee. It is
interesting to note that members who have spoken in
this debate have had experience on parliamentary
committees and have said that was a worthwhile thing
for them to do as parliamentarians, and that the
parliamentary process has been enhanced by the role of
parliamentary committees.
But notwithstanding that, some amendments have been
circulated by the member for Kew and the member for
Gippsland East, and we will deal with those shortly. I
foreshadow that we will not be accepting any of those
circulated amendments, but we will hear the arguments
that will be put forward during the consideration-in-detail
stage. Particularly in relation to the member for Kew, the
amendments he has circulated are really amendments of
envy — plain, crude, old political envy. The member has
failed to acknowledge that the electorate has spoken on a
number of occasions, and at the last election the people
rejected the politics of the member for Kew and the party
he stands for.
The house can understand why members of the Liberal
Party have come in here and said what they have. The
member for Kew might not remember a very
interesting occurrence in 1992, when there was a
change of government. An edict went out from new
Premier Kennett saying, ‘All the parliamentary chairs
are to be kept for members of the Liberal Party’. That
was notwithstanding that there was a coalition. The
Liberals ratted on the then National Party. They used
the members of the National Party and then pushed
them to one side. There was no better manifestation of
that than when the Law Reform Committee first met
and its members democratically elected not the Liberal
Party nominee of Mr Kennett — the then member for
Doncaster, Victor Perton — but the member for Murray
Valley, Ken Jasper.
An honourable member — The much-loved
member!
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Mr BATCHELOR — The much-loved member! It
was a period of great delight in the chamber, because
the member for Murray Valley had been democratically
elected by a majority of members of that parliamentary
committee, in spite of the explicit instructions from Jeff
Kennett, the Premier of the day. All members who were
here remember what happened as soon as that meeting
where that democratic election took place concluded:
the then member for Doncaster ran like a cry-baby from
the room and complained to the leadership of the
National Party and the Liberal Party and demanded to
be reinstated. The member for South-West Coast is
nodding in agreement because he can remember that
happening, as can a number of other members.
The amendments foreshadowed by the member for
Kew are really grubby; they are the amendments of
envy. He said it himself when he said that the thrust of
his amendments is that the members of the Liberal
Party want the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, which everybody has acknowledged are
the most important, highest profile and most strategic of
the parliamentary committees, to be controlled by
people who are not from the government. He wants to
deny the choice that the people of Victoria have just
made at the recent election. He wants to use the
parliamentary processes now to institute and
institutionalise the oppressive rule of the minority. The
government rejects that style of antidemocratic
approach.
I assume, based on the logic of the member for Kew,
who said that he was speaking on behalf of the Liberal
Party, that the member for Scoresby will not stand for
election as deputy chair of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and that Mrs Peulich, a member
for South Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, will not stand for election as deputy chair of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee when that
committee convenes. If either of those two or any other
members of the Liberal Party seek to be elected deputy
chair of either of those committees, it will just
demonstrate that they are hypocrites of the first order,
because today members have been regaled by the
member for Kew throughout his contribution and by his
interjections with the statement that to accept the
proposed pay rises would be inappropriate and
reflective of snouts in the trough.
Members of the government will be watching to see
whether the mates of the member for Kew are in line to
get their snouts in the trough. Of course, they may or
may not be successful in that process because of what
the member for Kew has said during the course of
today — because he has accused those people who are
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called upon by this Parliament to assume positions on
committees and take on those responsibilities of putting
their snouts in the trough.
I could not imagine that the member for Scoresby or a
member for South Eastern Metropolitan in another
place, Mrs Peulich, would accept these positions, and if
they did, they would be only regarded as hypocrites of
the first order. We would not want to assist either of
them to become hypocrites.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The member for Kew might,
but we would not. We will take that on board. I thank
those members who have made their contributions. We
acknowledge that the work of parliamentary
committees is an important aspect of life in this house
and the other chamber and that they produce good
work, but we are really disappointed that the work that
they do has been sullied by the contribution of the
Liberal Party in this chamber today.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 62
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, M
Delahunty, Mrs
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms

Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
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Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I start
requesting the moving of amendments, I note that the
amendments are somewhat complicated, and they
overlap in some areas. Prior to calling the member for
Kew and the member for Gippsland East, I will give a
brief statement as to what the clause is about. Clause 1
relates to the additional salary for the leader of the third
party.
I call on the member for Kew to move the amendment
in his name and note that if his amendment 1 fails, he
cannot move amendments 2 to 5 inclusive, as they are
consequential, and the member for Gippsland East
cannot move amendments 3, 4, 5 and 16.
I therefore advise both members to speak to the
principles of the amendments that deal with the
additional salary of the leader of the third party in the
Council. I will allow amendments that deal with the
additional salary for the two chairpersons and deputy
chairpersons to be moved later.
Clause 1
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I move:
1.

Clause 1, line 3, omit “is — ” and insert “is”.

Our intention was to entirely omit clause 9 of the bill,
which deals not only with the increase in salary for the
leader of the third party but also with the increase in
salaries for committee chairs and deputy chairs. The
amendment was designed to be part of a package, but
because of the way the amendments have fallen, I have
moved this separately.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — The
amendments proposed by the member for Kew and me
deal with similar issues, so I will be supporting the
member for Kew’s amendment.
The Labor Party is riddled with factions. Labor has just
got a new faction — the parliamentary perks faction —
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and it is The Nationals! That is why I support the
amendment of the member for Kew. When we grant
pay rises to members of Parliament for the positions
they take — and that includes the chair positions and a
range of other extra benefits members get — we have
to justify that. Members of the Labor Party and
members of The Nationals have attempted to justify the
additional salaries. They might be able to justify it to
themselves. The problem is that we also have a
responsibility to justify it to the people out there who
are voting for us. I do not think we have done that, and
that is why I support the member for Kew.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
speak to this clause. There are a number of features
pertinent to it that bear consideration. The first thing is
that I have heard the comments of the member for
Gippsland East. One of the difficulties in considering
the proposals he has advanced in this regard and in
other respects is that his fixation on The Nationals and
doing them what he regards as damage has just got the
better of him and has clouded his judgement, to the
point where the commentary he makes about matters
generally, not only on this issue but also on affairs
pertaining to The Nationals, really needs to be treated
with a grain of salt.
The reality insofar as the amendments from both
members are concerned is that it is 95 days since the
last election. As at the eve of the last election the leader
of the third party was being paid an amount of money
which was reflective of a backbencher’s salary plus an
increment of 18 per cent. That was the package. What
is happening today is that by the terms of this
legislation, if it passes this house and is then passed in
the other place, that situation will return to being the
case. The status quo will be returned.
It is important to recognise that the position of the other
parties in this place differs somewhat, subject to who
they are and their structure, and the same applies to
their members. From the perspective of The Nationals
the critical thing with regard to this amendment is that
we have representation in both chambers of the
Parliament. We still have 11 members of course, which
is why The Nationals are the recognised third party in
the Parliament, and there is an interrelation between the
membership across both the chambers. That is because
obviously there needs to be a position put on behalf of
the third party which is reflective of its views in relation
to the different aspects of debate.
That means in turn that the person who is designated as
the leader of our party in the Legislative Council must
accordingly be across the totality of the position with
regard to the party’s interests, and that in turn involves
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having to liaise and engage with all the spokespersons
with regard to this other raft of areas where it has
responsibilities. It plays out over areas such as the
responsibility of the leader in the upper house for
representing our interests in the new structure of that
chamber. Things have changed there forever, of course.
This is what the Labor Party wanted and now this is
what it has got. I suppose it is reflective of the old
Chinese proverb: you ought to be careful what you
wish for. The Nationals, the third party, are represented
in that chamber by their leader, who is a member of a
party comprising 11 members in this Parliament. The
Nationals are the recognised third party. There is
nothing complex about this at all.
The other issue — and I reiterate the point I made
before — is that this would be very different if the
representation of the third party in the Parliament was
simply by 11 members in the Legislative Assembly.
We would not be having this conversation. In that
instance there would be no justification — very
obviously — for the provision of this clause, because as
the Parliament is presently structured there would be no
recognised third party. It would be unnecessary.
Further to that point, this is not a case of where the
third-most-senior ranked member of our party, the third
party, is in some way being the beneficiary of an
arrangement. That is not the case either. The reality is
that the third party of the Parliament is represented in
both chambers of this Parliament. It is imperative that
for the purposes of the interrelation between the two
chambers the third party has its specified leader in the
other place, and that all the workload and all the
responsibilities that come with doing that job are
appropriately reflected in the form of words
constituting this amendment.
I say again that this is a return to the status quo and to a
position which has applied for literally years. That is
the beginning and end of the issue.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The issues here are quite simple.
Before the last election The Nationals had 11 members
in this Parliament. After the last election The Nationals
still have 11 members. Before the last election the
Leader of The Nationals in the other place was in the
other place. After the election the Leader of The
Nationals in the other place is still in the other place.
The electors have spoken, and they have returned
members of The Nationals to both chambers. That was
the case before the election, and it is the case after the
election.
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We will not be supporting this amendment, because to
do otherwise would not see a continuation of the status
quo and would actually reflect a pay cut. That is what
the Liberal Party is trying to perpetrate on The
Nationals, based on nothing else but envy.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 61
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment defeated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before calling
the member for Gippsland East I will indicate that the
next amendment we will be discussing is in relation to
adding a public works function to the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee. Also
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before calling the member for Gippsland East to move
amendment 1, I advise that if this amendment is not
agreed to, the member cannot move amendments 7, 8,
9, 10, 11, 12, 15 and 19 because they are all
consequential. Accordingly the Chair’s view is that the
member should address the principles of all those
amendments rather than limiting himself to
amendment 1.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I move:
1.

Clause 1, line 8, omit “and Infrastructure” and insert
“, Infrastructure and Public Works”.

Basically what this does is put a public works function
into the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee. Our Parliament has previously had a public
works committee. From 1958 through to the early years
of the Cain government we had a Public Works
Committee. Obviously governments do not like
scrutiny of public infrastructure spending so we can see
whether we have got value for money out of the
expenditure of that money. Every other mainland state
in Australia has a public works committee except
Western Australia. It is an important committee which
our Parliament should have. That is the reason I have
attempted to do it here. I see the public works and
infrastructure committee traditionally as a scrutiny
committee along the lines of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee or the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulation Committee.
If we go through the amendments listed under my
name — and I know we will potentially lose some of
the others — we see there are a number of additional
powers that a public works committee needs to have. In
my view it needs the ability to make its own references
and to determine within the committee structure what
projects it will investigate. If you look at some of the
projects we have had in the last few years, you will see
a committee like this could have the potential to
investigate the need for toxic waste containment and its
siting arrangements, and things like trying to get a
bipartisan position on the need for a project like that
before the government decides to go it alone.
I understand governments do not like the idea of giving
committees like this power. Traditionally I know that
governments are removed. If we had had this sort of
committee, maybe some of the failures of this and other
governments in public works and infrastructure might
have been avoided, because you have that scrutiny
provision within the committee.
The additional powers include the committee setting
out what it has to look at, because it will not necessarily
be a reference from the Parliament or from the
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executive. It also has additional functions. Basically it
sets out exactly what elements of a project it decides
should be referred for investigation — things like the
stated purpose of the work, the necessary advisory
component of constructing the work, if the work
purports to be of a revenue-producing character, what
sort of revenue might come out of it, the environmental
impacts of the work and the value of the work.
I spoke to some committee staff from other Australian
parliaments on this issue, and in some other states the
committees have specific powers. Some other
parliaments are able to stop the procurement of goods
while its committee is investigating the project. The
provisions, if the amendment is agreed to, will be very
similar to the South Australian provisions — and I have
looked at the provisions in other states.
I would like to think that this Parliament will establish a
public works function or a public infrastructure
committee function. Personally I would prefer to have a
stand-alone committee with a straight public
infrastructure/public works function, but that would
require an appropriation and as a non-government
member, I could not move that amendment. This
amendment deserves consideration, which is the reason
the amendment proposes to incorporate this function
within the former Economic Development Committee.
I think this is a first step. It would be good to include
that public works function within the new Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee, which is
why I have moved the amendments.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Very briefly, the Liberal
Party will be supporting the amendment. One aspect of
this raises a matter of significance for this house, which
as I understand it from the amendments which the
member for Gippsland East is moving, is essentially the
power for a parliamentary committee to direct
references to itself. I think that is a very important
power, and I have seen it in operation elsewhere. Most
importantly, that power to self-reference is a significant
advance in relation to democracy in this state and in
holding the executive accountable to Parliament. The
Liberal Party will be supporting that in principle.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The government will not be
supporting this amendment that has been moved by the
member for Gippsland East. In fact, the amendment is
superfluous, because the changes contained in the
amending bill expand the functions of the Economic
Development Committee to include infrastructure. In
that context there is no need to include public works,
because public works, in its traditional narrow sense,
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would be restricting what the committee would be able
to examine under the government’s proposals.
We are happy to have a parliamentary committee that
deals with economic development, including
examination of infrastructure. Any examination of
infrastructure should not be constricted or constrained
to the narrow definition that would flow from it being
an economic development and a public works
committee. In that context the government believes that
the new committee will be more aptly titled the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee.
Our proposal is more accurate; it is a wider reference.
That is why we will be continuing to support it.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 61
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
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McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment defeated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! We will now
deal with the amendment requiring committees to have
a majority of non-government members. I call on the
member for Gippsland East to move amendment 2
standing in his name and advise that, if he loses this
amendment, he cannot move amendments 13 and 14, as
they are consequential. He should therefore address the
principles of all those amendments when moving
amendment 2.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I move:
2.

Clause 1, page 2, line 7, after “Committee” insert “and
restrict the representation on certain of those
Committees of members of the party or parties forming
the Government”.

As indicated, a number of the amendments proposed by
the member for Kew and by me do similar things. The
amendments to be moved by the member for Kew go
further, and we will deal with those at a later date. This
amendment would insert a new provision in clause 1 to
restrict the representation of government members on
certain of the committees. It would mean that more than
half the members on a number of the scrutiny
committees would be non-government members. With
this amendment I was looking at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. A later amendment deals with
the public works element I wanted to bring into the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee.
Basically those important scrutiny of government
committees should have at least an equal number of
government and non-government members, or in my
view a majority of non-government members, so that
the committees have the ability to determine which
references they give greater priority to within the
committee structure.
The committee system, as other speakers have
indicated, is a very important part of this Parliament, in
that it makes sure the government is held to account.
The amendments proposed by the member for Kew and
me would improve the democratic process within those
committees. Following the reforms to the upper house,
this is something the community would expect. They
would expect to see a committee system that has greater
powers and greater capacities rather than seeing those
powers being limited to the committees that are formed
in the other place.
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This is an important amendment. I thank the member
for Kew for proposing similar amendments and
supporting the position I have taken.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Liberal Party
supports the amendment moved by the member for
Gippsland East. His amendments go slightly further
than the amendments we originally proposed, which
only relate to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) and the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC), but any advancement
of the notions of independence, democracy and, most
importantly, accountability would be supported by the
Liberal Party.
Whatever the other committees may do, the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee really relate to what
we do here as members of Parliament. The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee is about the
expenditure of public moneys and about holding the
executive accountable to the Parliament. Likewise the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee scrutinises
every piece of legislation with respect to a number of
important functions.
Firstly, under the Parliamentary Committees Act there
are various references relating to the rights and
privileges of individual citizens as well as this
Parliament. The committee will also have a new power
which relates to scrutinising legislation in relation to the
charter of human rights. While we may differ about the
necessity for a charter of human rights, it will certainly
be an important function for SARC. Every minister is
required to table a statement of compatibility before
giving the second-reading speech, and that should be
independently scrutinised by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. Also, to provide true
accountability, true credibility and true independence, it
should be clearly separate from the executive. In
respect of SARC, the majority of its members should be
from a non-government party to give it that degree of
independence.
The situation is similar for the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Anybody who closely examined
my contribution on the subject of the PAEC would
recall that I said the relationship between that
committee and this place bears little resemblance to the
relationships between other public accounts and
estimates committees and their parliaments, including
the committee’s counterpart in Canberra. More
importantly it bears no resemblance to the relationship
between the United Kingdom estimates committee and
the UK Parliament. That committee is truly
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independent and holds the government accountable,
almost on a daily basis.
The chair of that estimates committee is a member of
the official opposition, in line with the constitutional
convention in that country. That committee reports that
all 70 government ministers appear before it at length at
least once a month during the course of a sitting period.
I would like to see that degree of accountability come
into this place, and with that in mind we support the
amendment moved by the member for Gippsland East.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The government will not be
accepting either the amendment proposed by the
member for Gippsland East or the more extreme
amendment proposed by the member for Kew.
I was listening very carefully to the contribution by the
member for Kew, and perhaps the government’s
reluctance to support these amendments relates not to
what is intended by their respective wording,
particularly the amendment proposed by the member
for Kew, but rather to what he said. The member for
Kew said he wanted to see a system where
parliamentary committees — and he identified two in
particular, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, which we all agree are the two most
important parliamentary committees — have a majority
of members from non-government parties.
The member for Gippsland East has a slight variation
on that. He wants to have a majority of non-government
members on the lead committees. It is a very subtle but
very important distinction. That underlines why we will
not support the amendment. The member for Kew is
really saying that parliamentary committees ought to
reject the term ‘parliamentary’ — that is, they should
not reflect the recent election and they should not
reflect the composition of the Parliament as a whole but
be beholden to a minority party. He is saying that the
parliamentary committees, or at least those two he has
identified — SARC and the PAEC — should be
controlled by Liberal Party majorities. That is what he
said in his contribution today.
We would reject that for the obvious reason that
parliamentary committees should reflect the
composition of the Parliament. It is why we changed
the voting system in the upper house. We believe the
upper house should be represented in proportion to the
votes members gained at the election. The Liberal Party
has opposed it there in a whole range of areas, but here
they are today speaking of the control of the
committees notwithstanding the fact that they lost the
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election, and they are trying to get representation on
parliamentary committees above and beyond the
support that they got at the last election — that is, they
want to overturn the democratic result of the election.
I can understand that they were not happy with it, but it
was the will of the people. The people have spoken, but
the Liberal Party now wants to overturn that and have
some antidemocratic processes where the losers of the
election get control of the committees. That is
untenable, and we will not be supporting the
amendment.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Very briefly, we have
heard the weasel words from the Leader of the House.
Regrettably he has chosen to ignore that this is not the
Liberal Party’s amendment; indeed, it is the amendment
proposed by the member for Gippsland East. If he
actually chose to read the amendment that has been
moved, which is the nature of this debate; and if he
chose to read the amendment proposed by me and by
the Liberal Party, he would see they talk about
members of those committees who are not members of
the government parties.
I was at pains to point out at the time that it may indeed
mean that the member for Gippsland East, being an
Independent member, could also take his place. It is not
about control by the Liberal Party; it is about
accountability and about parliamentary democracy.
Perhaps the Leader of the House should not just
misrepresent it for some cheap political trick.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 61
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr

Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
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Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr

Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Amendment defeated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! We will now
deal with the amendment requiring committees to have
a non-government chair. As a consequence of the
member for Gippsland East’s amendment failing, I
advise that the member for Kew may only move his
amendment 6 in an amended form, as part of the
amendment as circulated was consequential on the
amendment now lost.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I move amendment 6 in
an amended form, namely:
6.

Clause 1, page 2, after line 7 insert —
“(d) require that the Chairperson of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee and the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee must not be members
of the party or parties forming the Government.”.

In relation to this matter, this is not just about the
number of members on the committee — and for the
benefit of the Leader of the House, it is not about the
Liberal Party securing its own power — it is about
giving everybody an opportunity so long as they are not
members of a government party.
If the Leader of the House had looked at parliaments
around the world, particularly the Parliament of the
United Kingdom, he would have seen that important
committees such as public accounts committees and
perhaps scrutiny committees are by constitutional
convention always chaired by a person who represents
one of the opposition parties or by an Independent.
Most importantly it seems to me that again we are
talking about accountability, about parliamentary
democracy, and we are also talking about democracy
based upon a parliamentary system where the executive
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government is responsible to this place and therefore to
the people of Victoria through this place.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I will be
supporting the member for Kew’s amendment. When
you have been in this Parliament for a while it is
interesting to hear members stand up and try to justify
doing something because someone else or another
government might have done it previously. They say,
‘That is what we are going to do’, but that does not
mean it is right.
The member for Brighton read extracts from some
speeches that she had had to sit and listen to. I think
they were by a previous Labor member who was
criticising the then Kennett government for doing
exactly what the current government is doing. There is
a bit of deja vu about those criticisms. There are
legitimate criticisms when government members say,
‘Because we have the numbers it is okay to go through
and do this’. I think the committee structure is
important, and that is why the Liberal Party and I are
taking these amendments very seriously.
If a government does not control both houses of
Parliament, I suggest that is the time when you should
get the outcomes that are important, particularly when
chairs of parliamentary committees are not necessarily
all members of the government, or when the
government does not always have the numbers on most
or nearly all of the committees. That is why I am
supporting these amendments, and I wish that the
government would also support them.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The government will not be
supporting the amendment that has been put forward by
the member for Kew. We do not support it because we
believe individual committees should determine who
should be the chair. We will not act like the previous
Liberal government did when the Law Reform
Committee elected the member for Murray Valley as
chair. If that happened, we would allow that to
continue. What happened then was that the individual
members of the Law Reform Committee elected the
member for Murray Valley as chair of the committee,
as I recall — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — What was it?
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — I think it was, because it was
Victor Perton who was subsequently used to dethrone
the member for Murray Valley. Irrespective of which
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committee it was, the circumstances are correct as I
described them earlier on. Government members
believe in the principle that committee members should
have the right to choose the chair of their committees.
But what really lies behind this amendment from the
Liberal Party — and I thought the member for
Gippsland East would have seen this and been alerted
to it — is that it is a sneaky and cunning manoeuvre for
members of the Liberal Party to get the higher paid
jobs. They know that later on members of those two
committees will get salary increases because of
movements that are coming, so they say, ‘Those salary
increases ought to be reserved for the Liberal Party’ —
and government members reject that.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I do not think
some of those comments should go unchallenged.
Whilst the tradition in this place is that the members of
committees do elect their chairs, I think a fair few of the
factional warlords around this place would question
why they have spilt all the blood within the factions
over the last few months to select who should get some
of these plum jobs. It is all very well for the Leader of
the House to say we have to allow the committees to
decide who should be elected as chairs, but everyone in
this place — and most of the people outside it — know
that that is not how it has been done or how it will be
done. The chairs are pretty well decided, and if anyone
votes differently, like the honourable member indicated
earlier, they would be dealt with very seriously, like
when the member for Murray Valley, who was
probably — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr INGRAM — A number of people would have
said they would have supported the member for Murray
Valley as a very good chair, because they would have
known that he would have done his duty very well.
That is the issue. I do not think those comments by the
Leader of the House can go unchallenged.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Noes, 60
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
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
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Amendment defeated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! As the house
has not agreed to the amendment, the member for Kew
will not be able to move amendments 8, 9 and 13, as
they are consequential. We will now deal with the
amendments removing the additional salary for the two
chairpersons. I advise the member for Kew that he can
now move amendment 7 only in an amended form, as
part of the amendment as circulated fails, being
consequential on an amendment already defeated. I call
the member for Kew to move amendment 7 in an
amended form.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I move amendment 7 in
an amended form, namely:
7.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 15 to 20, omit “for an increased
amount of additional salary for the Chairperson of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and the
Chairperson of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and”.

This is really what I can perhaps flippantly call the
money shot. It is the very essence of what we find
offensive about this.
In reality this is just part of a factional deal inside the
Labor Party. As I pointed out, of the 74 members of the
Australian Labor Party who are sitting in this chamber
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or elsewhere, some 53 have got a salary increase as a
result of jobs for the boys. Some 72 per cent of Labor
Party members have got some form of additional
salary, be it from ministers right down to chairs of these
two committees. Certainly, one would have expected
with the salary — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to
interrupt the member for Kew, but I say to those on the
government benches that from my position here the
conversation is extremely loud, and I cannot hear the
member for Kew, so I ask members to please be quiet.
Mr McINTOSH — In relation to this amount of
money, somebody would have expected a better case
than just to say, ‘They are busy, important committees’.
What should have happened is that a business case, as
we heard from one minister today, ought to have been
made out as to the justification for a salary increase.
That has not been made out. It just appears to be jobs
for the boys; it appears to be part of a factional deal to
keep people from the last Parliament quiet while they
get dudded.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The government will not be
supporting this amendment which has been moved on
crude, unbridled envy — nothing more, nothing less. It
is a disgraceful attempt, and it now follows on from the
previous amendment moved by the member for Kew,
in which his party said it wanted the positions; now
they are saying, given that they have lost that
amendment, that if they cannot have it, they do not
want the well-deserved pay increases that will be going
to these two members going forward. As I said, it is
crude, unbridled envy and we will not be part of it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Because this
amendment deletes words from the clause, the question
is that the words proposed to be omitted stand part of
the clause. All those supporting the amendment should
vote no.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 59
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr

Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
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Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr

Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Robinson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment defeated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! As the house
has not agreed to the amendment, the member for Kew
will not be able to move amendments 10, 12 and 14 in
his name as they are consequential.
We will now deal with the amendment for the removal
of an additional salary for the two deputy chairpersons
referred to in clause 1. I call on the member for
Gippsland East to move amendment 6 in his name and
advise that if he loses on this amendment he cannot
move amendments 17 and 18 as they are consequential.
He should therefore address the principles of all those
amendments when moving amendment 6.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I move:
6.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 20 to 23, omit “and an
entitlement to additional salary for the Deputy
Chairperson of each of those Committees”.

I will speak briefly on the amendment, which I touched
on during debate on the previous amendment. When we
are dishing out additional salary to deputy chairpersons
of committees I think we have to justify that to the
public, and I do not think we have necessarily done so.
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I have no problem with the chairpersons of committees
receiving adequate pay, because they play a significant
role, but I have been a deputy chairperson on a
committee and I believe that is part of the role of a
member of Parliament serving on a committee. The
remuneration from a normal backbench salary covers
that role, and that is why I have moved this amendment.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The government will not be
supporting this amendment. It will be watching which
way the Liberal Party votes on this because it goes right
to the question of what the member for Scoresby will
be doing and what Mrs Peulich, a member for South
Eastern Metropolitan Region in another place, will be
doing in terms of whether they will be going for the
deputy chair positions on the two committees referred
to. The Liberal Party has not foreshadowed or flagged
its intention in relation to this amendment, but if it
supports the member for Gippsland East, that would
rule out those two members and others from the Liberal
Party from standing for those two deputy positions
because it would place them in a hypocritical position.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
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Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr

Ryan, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thomson, Ms
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Clause agreed to.
Clause 10 agreed to.

Mr BATCHELOR — The member for Bass cannot
see the obvious hypocrisy there, but I can assure him
that everybody else can.

Bill agreed to without amendment.

Amendment defeated; clause agreed to; clauses 2 to
8 agreed to.

Passed remaining stages.

Remaining stages

Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Clause 9
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:

NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES (PROHIBITIONS)
AMENDMENT (PLEBISCITE) BILL

That clause 9 stand part of the bill.

Statement of compatibility
House divided on clause:
Ayes, 57
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Carli, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr

Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Powell, Mrs
Robinson, Mr

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) 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 Nuclear Activities
(Prohibitions) Amendment (Plebiscite) Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions)
Amendment (Plebiscite) 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.
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Overview of bill
The bill amends the Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions)
Act 1983 to facilitate the holding of a plebiscite in Victoria in
the event that the commonwealth government takes action to
support or allow the constructions of a prohibited nuclear
facility in Victoria. A plebiscite may be conducted as an
attendance ballot or by postal voting only. In the case of an
attendance ballot, the bill applies the provisions of the
Electoral Act 2002 relating to referendums. In the case of a
ballot by postal voting only, the bill applies the postal voting
provisions of the Local Government Act 1989 and the Local
Government (Electoral) Regulations 2005.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 18 (1) of the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities provides that every person in Victoria has the
right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination,
to participate in the conduct of public affairs, directly or
through freely chosen representatives. The United Nations
Human Rights Committee considers voting in an election or
referendum to be an example of this right.
The bill is compatible with this right because it will enable
Victorians to vote, without discrimination, on an issue of
public importance.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

The bill does not restrict or limit the above right but rather
enhances it.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it raises a human
rights issue but does not limit that human right.
PETER BATCHELOR, MLA
Minister for Energy and Resources

Second reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill provides for the holding of a plebiscite of
Victorian voters if the commonwealth government
takes action to support or allow construction of a
nuclear facility in this state.
Such facilities are banned in Victoria under the Nuclear
Activities (Prohibitions) Act 1983 which became law
under a Labor state government. The bill will amend
that act to ensure the voice of all Victorians will be
heard if the commonwealth tries to ignore this state’s
nuclear free laws.
The government is opposed to the introduction of
nuclear power in Victoria. Electricity produced from
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nuclear generation may be effectively carbon free, but
high capital costs, long-term waste storage problems,
security concerns and high water usage remain
significant hurdles.
The government believes that if the Victorian people
vote against nuclear power in this state, it will be
morally reprehensible for the commonwealth to
proceed along that path.
There are alternative sources of energy that offer better
opportunities for the future and that will not leave a
legacy of health and safety problems for our children
and grandchildren. Rather than relying on a single
technology to meet the needs of a carbon constrained
future, the government is adopting a portfolio of
technologies.
The government is supporting, for example, the
demonstration of clean coal technology at Hazelwood
power station, the demonstration of a large solar plant
in north-west Victoria, a trial of carbon storage in the
Otway Basin, and the deployment of renewable energy
through the Victorian renewable energy target scheme.
I now turn to the features of the bill.
The bill will insert a new part III into the Nuclear
Activities (Prohibitions) Act 1983. That part will apply
if the minister administering the act is satisfied that the
commonwealth government has taken, or is likely to
take, any step to support or allow construction of a
prohibited nuclear facility in Victoria.
Under the new section 12 amending a commonwealth
law, exercising a statutory power or adopting a policy
position in favour of construction of a prohibited
nuclear facility in Victoria will be a step that will attract
the operation of the new part III.
The new section 14 requires the minister to arrange for
the conduct of a plebiscite to obtain the views of
Victorians about the construction or operation of a
prohibited nuclear facility in this state. The minister
will determine the timing of the plebiscite and the
question to be asked.
The minister will also decide whether a plebiscite is to
be held as an attendance ballot or by postal voting only.
A plebiscite may be held in conjunction with a future
state election.
Under the new section 14A the provisions of the
Electoral Act 2002 relating to referendums are adapted
and applied for the purposes of a plebiscite, including
preparation of arguments to assist voters.
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The new section 14B adapts and applies the postal
voting provisions of the Local Government Act 1989
and the Local Government (Electoral) Regulations
2005.
The government believes plebiscites should be used
sparingly. They may be appropriate for issues that raise
concerns about sovereignty or are of constitutional
significance. We consider that the introduction of
nuclear power in Victoria is such a matter. It comes at a
time when the commonwealth is failing to respect the
boundaries of our federal system of government. It is an
exceptional situation that warrants the amendments
contained in this bill.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.

MAJOR EVENTS (AERIAL ADVERTISING)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) 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 Major Events (Aerial
Advertising) Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Major Events (Aerial Advertising) 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 the bill
The purpose of the Major Events (Aerial Advertising) Bill
2007 is to prohibit aerial ambush marketing at major events in
Victoria.
The bill requires commercial aerial advertising at specified
events to be authorised, and makes it an offence to undertake
unauthorised commercial aerial advertising in airspace within
sight of the venues for those events.
The events which have been specified in the legislation are:
the Boxing Day Test, the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Australian Formula One Grand Prix, the
Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix, the AFL Grand Final and
specified race days during the Spring Racing Carnival. The
bill provides that additional major events may be made
subject to the legislation by Governor in Council order.
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Further, the bill provides civil remedies in relation to aerial
ambush marketing, namely the ability for the state or event
organisers to seek injunctions and for a person to take action
for damages.
The objective of these criminal and civil measures is to ensure
that Victoria can provide an attractive commercial
environment for the sponsors and promoters of its major
events, and can retain its competitive advantage in the major
events industry.
The major events sector is a vital segment of the Victorian
economy. Major events are estimated to generate an
economic benefit to the state of over $1 billion per year. They
are also an important component of the government’s strategy
to promote Victoria as a place to live, work and do business.
The investment of sponsors is crucial to the viability of
events. Sponsors invest significant sums of money in
exchange for valuable marketing opportunities and high
levels of exposure at events, in some cases including
television coverage to millions of viewers around the world.
Aerial ambush marketing is an unfair practice that enables
rival companies, which have not paid for sponsorship rights,
effectively to take a ‘free ride’ and exploit these opportunities.
This undermines the value of the advertising rights bought by
official event sponsors. As a result, there is a risk that
sponsors could withdraw their support for future events,
which would impact on event revenue streams, or that
international rights holders could withdraw events from
Victoria altogether.
Ultimately this would damage Victoria’s reputation as
Australia’s leading host of major events.
The controls being imposed by the bill are designed to
provide a strong deterrent to aerial ambush marketing at
specified major events in Victoria. The controls only relate to
aerial advertising of a commercial nature. Aerial advertising
of a non-commercial nature — for example, an individual
making a personal statement that is not designed to sell or
publicise goods or services — is not subject to the bill.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The Major Events (Aerial Advertising) Bill 2007 makes it an
offence to display commercial aerial advertising without
authorisation.
The principal relevant right under the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities upon which the bill would have
an impact is identified as:
s. 15: Freedom of expression.
(1) Every person has the right to hold an opinion
without interference.
(2) Every person has the right to freedom of
expression which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all
kinds, whether within or outside Victoria and
whether —
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(a) orally; or

(c) in print; or

restricted by the bill. It is significant for the discussion in this
statement, however, that the courts have historically afforded
less protection to freedom of commercial expression than
either political or artistic expression.

(d) by way of art; or

(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation

(b) in writing; or

(e) in another medium chosen by him or her.
(3) Special duties and responsibilities are attached to
the right of freedom of expression and the right
may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary —
(a) to respect the rights and reputation of other
persons; or
(b) for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality.
An additional relevant right under the charter which was
raised by the bill was identified as:
s. 20: Property rights
A person must not be deprived of his or her property
other than in accordance with law.
The bill is relevant to this human right to the extent that it
enables authorised officers to apply to a magistrate for a
search warrant to enter specified premises and to search for
and seize items that are reasonably believed to be connected
with an offence under the bill.
These powers are part of a comprehensive enforcement
scheme set out in the bill. Their inclusion in the bill is
necessary to ensure that authorised officers have the powers
required to investigate and gather evidence relevant to
suspected offences under the bill.
In any application for a warrant, an authorised officer must
demonstrate the need to exercise these powers in specific
circumstances and must exercise the powers in accordance
with the directions of the Magistrates Court.
The requirement for powers of entry, search and seizure to be
exercised with a warrant is intended to ensure that these
powers are exercised with due process and restraint, and that
deprivation of property in these circumstances is not arbitrary
and is undertaken in accordance with law.
It is therefore considered that the human right relating to
property as expressed in section 20 of the charter, while
relevant to the bill and requiring consideration, is not limited,
restricted or interfered with by the bill.
2.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of expression is often described as
essential to the operation of a democracy. In particular, the
right to freedom of expression enables people to participate in
political debate, to share information and ideas which inform
that debate and to expose errors in governance and the
administration of justice. It is an important right in
international law.
It is considered that the right to freedom of expression
includes commercial advertising in the nature sought to be

The purpose of the limitation in the bill is to protect the
commercial interests of legitimate sponsors from the
unauthorised ambush advertising of their competitors. This is
to ensure that Victoria’s major events provide an attractive
commercial environment for sponsors and promoters. This is
considered to be an appropriately important purpose and
objective to be protected by legislation in a modern,
commercially competitive environment.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The bill limits the ability of individuals to impart, seek and
receive advertising information in airspace within sight of the
venues of specified major events.
However, the bill only prohibits deliberate aerial ambush
advertising of a commercial nature and does not seek to limit
the rights of individuals making statements of a
non-commercial nature.
The restrictions apply only to advertising within sight of
specified major events on each day of the event. Further, they
only apply within prescribed times, which are intended to
minimise the duration of the restraint and yet provide
reasonable and appropriate advertising opportunities for
authorised advertisers and sponsors.
Under the bill it would be open to an individual wishing to
engage in aerial advertising to purchase legitimate advertising
opportunities within sight of the venue of the major event.
That is, the bill only limits unauthorised aerial advertising and
does not prevent an individual from pursuing other
advertising opportunities.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
It is considered that there is a rational and proportionate
relationship between the limitations imposed by the bill and
the purpose of the limitation.
This is because ambush advertising is generally undertaken
by corporations and not individuals. In practical terms, this
means that the limit on an individual’s rights in the bill is
largely a limit on their right to seek and receive alternative
advertising information. Balanced against the important
purpose of securing sponsorship at major events, these limits
are rational and proportionate, particularly as individuals
attending major events can readily access these alternative
advertising messages in other forums.
(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
As previously stated, the nature and scope of the limits in this
bill are designed to ensure that only commercial aerial
advertising is restricted, and that the restriction only applies to
advertising within sight of the venues of major events.
Further, the limits only apply for a defined period of time
which is designed to minimise the restrictions while still
meeting the purpose of the legislation.
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The bill makes unauthorised aerial advertising an indictable
offence subject to significant penalties. The penalties are
400 penalty units for an individual and 2400 penalty units for
a body corporate ($42 972 and $257 832 respectively for the
financial year commencing 1 July 2006).
It is considered that the penalties need to be substantial in
order to provide a sufficient deterrent, and that they are
proportionate when set against the potential damage to an
event’s commercial agreements, image and reputation.
Further, the penalty for an individual (as for a body corporate)
is a maximum penalty and it would be open to the court to
impose a lesser penalty depending on the circumstances of the
case.
In order to encourage and protect commercial sponsorship at
major events in Victoria, a legislative response is considered
to be a practical and reasonable response to ambush aerial
advertising.
(f)

Any other relevant factors

Ambush aerial advertising has the potential to undermine
legitimate commercial sponsorship of major events and there
are currently no other legal avenues available to prevent it in
Victoria.
A similar legislative response has been adopted twice
previously in Victoria: for the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games and the 12th FINA World
Championships in 2007.
Conclusion
I consider that the Major Events (Aerial Advertising) Bill
2007 is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities because it does limit, restrict or interfere with
a human right, being the right to freedom of expression under
section 15 of the Charter, but that limitation is reasonable and
proportionate. This is in view of the important objective of the
legislation, which is to encourage and protect commercial
sponsorship at major events in Victoria, and the measures in
the bill to minimise the nature and scope of the restrictions, as
detailed in this statement.
JAMES MERLINO, MP
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs

Second reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Victoria is Australia’s leading host of major events. The
government recognises the importance of major events
to the Victorian economy and is proud of this state’s
reputation as a host of major events that are the
benchmark for the rest of the world.
The purpose of this bill is to prohibit aerial ambush
marketing at major events in Victoria. This is in order
to preserve an attractive commercial environment for
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our events and protect Victoria’s competitive advantage
in the major events market.
Victoria has previously legislated to prohibit aerial
ambush marketing at the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games and the 12th FINA World
Championships.
This bill will place a similar prohibition for other major
events in Victoria and will also allow the state and
event organisers to pursue civil remedies. The aim is to
provide the strongest possible deterrent to aerial
ambush marketing at our major events.
Ambush marketing involves the exploitation of events
by rival non-sponsor companies, either by suggesting
an association with an event where none exists or by
intruding at an event through the display of
unauthorised advertising. There are currently no legal
avenues available in Victoria to prevent ambush
marketing in airspace in the vicinity of major events.
The issue of aerial ambush marketing gained
prominence around Australia last year with the arrival
of the Holden airship, which appeared at the 2006 AFL
Grand Final and is visiting events around the country.
Event organisers are heavily dependent on sponsorship.
Ambush marketing threatens not only the financial
viability of their events, but potentially their ability to
schedule events in Victoria, particularly in the face of
fierce competition from other states and nations.
Peak sporting organisations including Cricket Australia,
Tennis Australia and Racing Victoria have written to
the government seeking protection for their events, and
the issue has been raised with state governments around
Australia. Other jurisdictions including New Zealand
and Queensland have recently proposed or introduced
legislation to ban aerial ambush marketing at their
events.
This issue is of particular concern in Victoria. We have
a prestigious calendar of major events including the
Boxing Day Test, the Australian Open, the AFL Grand
Final and the Australian Formula One Grand Prix, to
name just a few.
These events — as well as our program of one-off
events — bring enormous economic and social benefits
to this state, contributing over $1 billion each year to
the Victorian economy.
The investment made by sponsors is absolutely vital to
the financial viability of these events. Sponsors pour
millions of dollars into major events to enhance

MAJOR EVENTS (AERIAL ADVERTISING) BILL
558

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

awareness of their brands, in some cases via television
coverage to millions of viewers around the world.

Council on the recommendation of the minister, and
published in the Government Gazette.

In return, event organisers provide exclusive
advertising opportunities for their sponsors and are
expected to make reasonable efforts to prevent ambush
marketing. Where they have entered into agreements
with international rights holders, those agreements
require them to provide advertising opportunities to
certain stakeholders.

In making a recommendation, the minister must be
satisfied that the event is a major event at the
international or national level, and that its commercial
arrangements and operations would be adversely
affected by aerial ambush marketing.

Ambush marketers choose to exploit these valuable
marketing opportunities without paying for them, in
essence taking a ‘free ride’. This not only undermines
the value of the advertising rights purchased by official
sponsors, but puts event organisers at risk of being
unable to retain or renew their agreements with
sponsors and rights holders.
If no action is taken, the risk for Victoria is that
sponsors could withdraw their support for future events,
which would have a serious impact on event revenue
streams. Further, international rights holders could
decide not to bring their events back. These outcomes
would clearly damage Victoria’s reputation as a leader
in the major events industry.
If Victoria is to continue to build on its highly
successful investment in major events, we need to take
decisive legislative action.
I turn now to key areas of the bill.
Declaration of events
Some of Victoria’s most high-profile major events have
been specified in the bill to give them immediate
protection. These events, set out in clause 3 of the bill,
are the Boxing Day test, the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix, the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix, the AFL
Grand Final, the Caulfield Cup, the Cox Plate and the
four days of the Melbourne Cup Carnival at Flemington
racecourse.
The bill specifies the venues and the event organisers
for each of these events. To minimise impacts on the
aerial advertising industry, the bill also specifies the
precise times of the day during which the bill will
apply.
To enable other major events, including one-off
national or international events, to be brought under the
jurisdiction of the legislation if necessary, clause 4
enables additional major events to be declared by
means of an event order made by the Governor in

Should a venue, time or event organiser specified in the
bill or in an event order need to change for any reason,
clause 5 enables the relevant details to be altered by
means of a variation order made by the Governor in
Council on the recommendation of the minister, and
published in the Government Gazette.
Control of aerial advertising
Part 3 of the bill establishes an authorisation process for
aerial advertising within sight of the venues of specified
events, and makes it an indictable offence to display
unauthorised aerial advertising within sight of those
venues.
It is important to note that these controls only relate to
aerial advertising of a commercial nature.
Non-commercial aerial advertising — for example, an
individual displaying a personal statement not intended
to sell or publicise goods or services — will not be
subject to the bill.
Authorisations to display commercial aerial advertising
may be issued by the Secretary of the Department for
Victorian Communities if the advertising in question
would not adversely affect the commercial
arrangements or conduct of an event. The secretary
may delegate this authorisation power to a public
service executive or a statutory body established for a
public purpose, such as the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation. The relevant event organiser must be
consulted before any authorisation is issued.
Clause 10 of the bill sets significant penalties for the
offence of displaying unauthorised aerial advertising.
These penalties are 400 penalty units for an individual
and 2400 penalty units for a corporation. The penalties
are intended to provide a strong level of deterrence,
particularly to large corporations, and are considered
reasonable when set against the potential damage to an
event’s commercial agreements, image and reputation.
The offence provision will not apply to emergency
services aircraft or aircraft gathering footage for news
and current affairs purposes, which are specifically
exempted under clause 10. It should also be noted that
under the definition of ‘aerial advertising’ in the bill,
commercial airlines or charter flight operators
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displaying their normal livery and undertaking their
regular flights will not be subject to the controls
established by the bill. Hot-air balloon operators
undertaking early-morning scenic flights will also
effectively be excluded by virtue of the fact that their
flights conclude by 9.00 a.m., before the restrictions of
the bill commence on the day of an event.
Civil remedies
In addition to the offence regime, part 4 of the bill
enables the state and event organisers to seek
injunctions, and enables any person suffering loss,
injury or damage as a result of unauthorised aerial
advertising to take action for damages. The inclusion of
these civil remedies will provide event organisers in
particular with a greater range of options in responding
to the problem of aerial ambush marketing, and will
boost the deterrent effect of the legislation.
Enforcement
It is intended that authorised officers will enforce the
offence provisions of this bill. Part 5 of the bill enables
the secretary to appoint authorised officers who have
appropriate skills and experience. Part 5 also outlines
their inspection powers, including powers under
warrant to enter specified premises and to search for
and seize items reasonably believed to be connected
with an offence under the bill. Part 6 of the bill enables
the secretary or a person authorised by the secretary to
bring proceedings.
Finally part 7 makes relevant amendments to other acts,
including an amendment to the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 to enable the indictable offence under clause 10 to
be tried summarily in the Magistrates Court.
Aerial ambush marketing has the potential to
undermine legitimate commercial sponsorship of major
events and to damage Victoria’s ability to retain
existing events and win new events. The measures
presented in this bill provide an effective regime to
deter aerial ambush marketers and to put a stop to this
unfair and unwelcome practice.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOTSIRAS
(Bulleen).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.
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LEGAL PROFESSION 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 Legal Profession
Amendment Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Legal Profession Amendment 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 bill amends the Legal Profession Act 2004 to enact
national model provisions agreed by the Standing Committee
of Attorneys-General for the regulation of the legal
profession. The provisions improve the rights of consumers of
legal services as well as ensuring that the regulation of the
legal profession is consistent with other Australian
jurisdictions.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 13: Privacy and Reputation
A person has the right:
(a) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with;
and
(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Clause 70 of the bill substitutes a new section 5.6.6 into the
principal act. This new provision raises the right not to have
privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The provision will require ‘authorised deposit-taking
institutions’ (ADIs) to disclose to an external intervener the
bank account details of associates of law practices and third
parties. An external intervener may be appointed by either the
Supreme Court or the Legal Services Board to intervene in a
law practice where there are serious issues of financial
mismanagement. The external intervener may require access
to bank account details held by an ADI in the course of
conducting their investigation. This may have implications for
the privacy of the associates of a law practice and in limited
circumstances, third parties who are not associates of the law
practice.
Whilst it is relevant to consider the human right relating to
privacy, the provision is not considered to unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfere with the right because of the criteria set
out in the new section, namely:
the ADI does not have to disclose the information to the
external intervener unless the intervener produces
evidence of their appointment
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there are additional criteria for requiring disclosure of a
third party’s bank account details. This is that the
external intervener has reasonable grounds to believe
that trust money has, without the authorisation of the
person who entrusted the money to the law practice,
been deposited into the account of the third party.

Consequently, the bill is compatible with the right to privacy.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

The bill 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 raises human
rights issues but does not limit human rights.

Second reading

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

Victoria, all other jurisdictions have been working
steadily towards implementing the updated model bill
and the national framework is expected to be fully
operational by the end of 2007.
Other amendments
Since the current act commenced in December 2005,
ways of improving and finetuning the Victorian
legislation have been identified in consultation with the
Victorian legal profession and the statutory bodies
charged with regulating the profession. This bill
implements a number of those improvements and I
thank the profession and our local regulators for their
ongoing commitment to the improvement of regulatory
standards in Victoria.

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:

I shall now turn to the most significant amendments in
the bill.

That this bill be now read a second time.

National practice

The legal profession plays a crucial role in the way that
justice and the rule of law are delivered and perceived
in Victoria. The Bracks government is committed to
ensuring that the regulatory framework governing the
legal profession continues to hold practitioners to high
professional and ethical standards and provides
consumers with protection and redress against those
members of the legal profession who do not meet those
standards.
Through the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General, Victoria has played a key role in the
national legal profession project. This major initiative
has been driven by the need to respond to changes in
the legal services market in Australia to ensure that we
have a modern, consumer-friendly regulatory
framework for the legal profession.
To that end, the government enacted the Legal
Profession Act in December 2004. This act was a major
milestone in Victoria’s contribution to the creation of a
national regulatory framework for legal practitioners
across Australia.
National model amendments
It is fair to say that the national reform of the legal
profession has been a work in progress over a number
of years. It has been necessary to introduce the myriad
of changes in stages. A first national model bill was
agreed by all the partners to this project in 2004.
Further amendments to that bill were necessary and a
second model bill was agreed in mid-2006. This bill
amends the Legal Profession Act 2004 to maintain
uniformity with the updated national model. Like

The facilitation of a national legal profession was the
main aim of the states and territories in developing a
national model bill. Many clients’ legal problems cross
borders and thus many law firms and legal practitioners
work across borders. Legal practice by Australian legal
practitioners is dealt with in part 4 of chapter 2 of the
act. An amendment will be made to remove the
requirement that an interstate practitioner must give
notice to the Legal Services Board about their practice
within 28 days of establishing an office in Victoria.
Notice will only be required to be given if a practitioner
becomes authorised to withdraw trust money in any
jurisdiction in which they practise. This will reduce the
regulatory burden on law firms that work across
jurisdictions for short periods of time.
Government lawyers are also an important part of the
legal system and increasingly they also work on matters
that cross jurisdictions. An amendment to the act will
increase the ability of government lawyers to work in
this way.
Amendments will be made to the interjurisdictional
provisions to clarify that a legal practitioner is required
to advise a local regulatory authority of any orders
made interstate affecting their practising certificate and
any disciplinary action taken against them overseas.
The amendments will also clarify the
information-sharing arrangements between Victorian
legal profession regulators and other types of regulatory
bodies in other jurisdictions, such as the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission. This will
allow the Legal Services Board to make better informed
decisions about whether a legal practitioner is fit to
practise in Victoria.
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Foreign lawyers
Part 8 of chapter 2 of the act governs legal practice by
foreign lawyers. Amendments will be made to relax the
registration requirements for foreign lawyers who do
not practise regularly in Victoria. Foreign lawyers will
be able to practise foreign law in Victoria without the
administrative burden of having to register, unless they
practise for more than 90 days in any 12-month period,
or they become a partner or director of a local law
practice. This will reduce the regulatory burden on
foreign lawyers who for example work on international
trade and business matters on a short-term basis.
For those foreign lawyers who are required to register,
the act will be amended to clarify the trigger events that
can lead to a foreign lawyer’s registration being
amended, suspended or cancelled. Foreign lawyers will
be required to notify the Legal Services Board of any
regulatory action taken against them in their home
jurisdiction. This measure will allow the board to use a
wider range of information on which to make decisions
as to whether or not a foreign lawyer should be allowed
to practise foreign law in Victoria.
Trust money
Having rigorous standards for how the legal profession
deals with money entrusted to them is of the utmost
importance and is still an area where some members of
the legal profession fail to fulfil the standards required
of them. Trust money and trust accounts are dealt with
in part 3 of chapter 3 of the act. This is an area where
the model bill requires all jurisdictions to adopt uniform
provisions and several significant changes have been
made since the first version of the model bill was
settled.
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properly informed about the costs of using a lawyer,
and that there are appropriate independent avenues for
resolving disputes between clients and legal
practitioners about costs. The bill includes a significant
amendment to the procedure for having a bill of costs
reviewed by the taxing master in the Supreme Court.
This includes extending the time for a client to apply
for a costs review from 60 days to 12 months, with a
provision allowing out-of-time applications to be
considered by the Supreme Court in special
circumstances.
Third-party payers — costs disclosure and costs
review
These rights will also be extended to a person who is
liable to pay the legal costs but is not themselves the
client of the law practice. These people will be defined
as ‘third-party payers’ through a new definition in the
act. For example, in some cases borrowers are required
to pay the legal costs of the lender in the preparation of
mortgage documents. The amendment will give such
borrowers the option to have the lender’s legal costs
reviewed if they believe they are too expensive.
The bill also includes amendments to extend costs
disclosure to these ‘third-party payers’. One
circumstance where this might arise is where parents
pay for the legal fees in a matter in which their child is
the client of the law practice.
Interest on unpaid costs
The act will be amended to introduce a national
benchmark rate of interest that law firms can charge
clients who do not pay their bill on time. The rate of
interest will be prescribed in regulations by reference to
the Reserve Bank of Australia cash rate target.

Amendments include an explicit prohibition on law
firms dealing with clients’ money by way of cash
withdrawals, ATMs or telephone banking. Stiff
penalties will apply for any law firms that do not
comply. The trust money amendments also clarify how
the provisions apply to incorporated legal practices and
multidisciplinary practices, which are relatively new
forms of business structures for law firms and require
specific provisions dealing with these entities.

The remainder of the bill makes a range of other minor
definitional or machinery amendments to enhance the
operation of the current legislation and achieve greater
uniformity with other jurisdictions.

Costs

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).

Costs review

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.

Disputes about the bill for legal costs are a common
area of contention between consumers and legal
practitioners. It is an issue that can be fraught with
miscommunication and misunderstandings. For this
reason it is important to ensure that consumers are

Other clauses

I commend this bill to the house.
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DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF
PART X) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) 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 Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Repeal of Part X) (Amendment) Bill
2007.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Repeal of Part X) (Amendment) 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 the bill
The bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 by repealing part X. This will result in
the closure of the Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund.
Upon the closure of the fund, revenue from fines collected in
relation to drug-related crimes will be redirected to
consolidated revenue. A future appropriation adjustment will
ensure that the various programs and projects funded by the
Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund will continue.
There will be no change to the powers that enable fines in
relation to drug-related crime to be imposed and collected,
and there will be no change to the types of drug education and
prevention projects and programs funded by the collection of
these fines.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill has no human rights impacts.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill has no impact on human rights it is not necessary
to consider section 7(2) of the charter.

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

This substantive provision in the bill contains an
amendment to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981.
The bill repeals part X of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981. The proposed
amendments will result in the closure of the Drug
Rehabilitation and Research Fund and provide for the
transfer of all money standing to the credit of that fund
to the Consolidated Fund.
The bill also repeals spent transitional provisions in the
Confiscations Act 1997 related to the Drug
Rehabilitation and Research Fund, as well as making a
statute law revision amendment to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Act 2006.
The amendments are to be effective from 1 July 2007
and will result in revenue from all fines collected in
relation to drug-related crimes flowing to the
Consolidated Fund instead of the Drug Rehabilitation
and Research Fund.
Funds from the Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund
have been allocated each year to a range of drug
education and prevention initiatives, such as the School
Rock Eisteddfod, and the Mirabel child/parent services.
The proposed amendment will result in an
administrative change and will not affect the revenue
from fines collected or the level of funding allocated to
drug education and prevention programs.
An appropriation adjustment will take effect from
1 July 2007 in respect of the closure of the Drug
Rehabilitation and Research Fund to provide ongoing
funding for commitments currently funded from the
Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.

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.
HON. BRONWYN PIKE MP
Minister for Health

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

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(REVIEW PANEL) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) 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
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compatibility with respect to the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Review Panel) Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Review Panel) 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 and effect of the bill is to establish an
independent review panel to report to the Minister for
Gaming on the processes conducted by the Steering
Committee for the Gambling Licences Review, the Steering
Committee for the Lotteries Licence Review and the
Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation in their
preparation of reports and recommendations to the Minister
for Gaming on the Lotteries Licence Review and the
Gambling Licences Review.
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.
2.

judge. They will report to the Minister for Gaming on
whether the review is meeting the high standards of
governance and probity that the public is entitled to
expect of a project of this significance.
The review panel will independently look at the
processes for reviewing the regulatory structure and
associated arrangements for gaming machines,
wagering, approved betting competitions, and Club
Keno and the racing industry funding arrangements that
are to apply after the current licences expire.
It will also be reporting on the processes for awarding
the next licences or authorisations for public lotteries,
gaming machines, wagering, approved betting
competitions and Club Keno.
For the review of the future regulatory structures and
associated arrangements, the review panel will report to
the Minister for Gaming on a range of issues that
include —
(i)

Have all parties, interested in one of the
licensed or authorised activities, been
treated impartially and have they been given
the same opportunity to access information
and advice in relation to the review process?

(ii)

Has information received from interested
parties been managed in a way that ensures
the security and confidentiality of
intellectual property and proprietary
information?

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.
HON. DANIEL ANDREWS, MP
Minister for Gaming

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

During this term, the Bracks government will be
conducting the most significant review in Victoria’s
history of the regulatory structure and associated
arrangements for the major forms of gaming and
wagering.
The government has always been, and continues to be,
committed to adhering to the highest probity standards
for the review process.
This bill upholds the commitment of the Labor
government to establish a panel to independently and
publicly report on the Public Lotteries Review and the
Gambling Licences Review.
The independent panel members will be drawn from
outside government and the chair will be a retired
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(iii) Has every relevant entity involved in the
review process been required to declare any
actual or perceived conflict of interest prior
to participating in the review process? Have
any actual or perceived conflicts of interest
that have been declared been appropriately
addressed?
(iv) Has there been any improper interference in
the process of the making of
recommendations or reports?
(v)

Does the preparation of a recommendation
or report disclose bias or anything that could
lead to a reasonable apprehension of bias?

Similar questions will apply to each licence awarding
process for the next licences, as well as —
(i)

Have all applicants been evaluated in a
systematic manner against explicit
predetermined evaluation criteria?
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If the review panel reports to the minister that it finds
there may be a matter of concern in relation to these
questions, the minister will have the power to direct the
relevant entity to take all reasonable steps to address the
matter of concern. The review panel will then be asked
to report to the minister on whether the matter of
concern has been remedied. These reports and the
processes they report on will be made public by the
minister.
The Minister for Gaming will publish a report by the
review panel when the minister publicly announces a
decision on the regulatory structures and associated
arrangements for gaming machines, wagering,
approved betting competitions, Club Keno and racing
industry funding.
The minister will also publish a report by the review
panel when the minister publicly announces a decision
on the awarding of any of the future licences after the
current licences expire.
The review panel’s findings will be made public,
excluding any information that is protected from public
disclosure under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 or
is the subject of legal professional privilege.

Wednesday, 28 February 2007

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) 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 Livestock Disease Control
Amendment Bill 2007.
Overview of bill
The purpose of bill is to ensure that the state of Victoria has
adequate powers to respond in the event of a disease outbreak
affecting livestock.
The bill amends the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 (‘the
act’) to:
ensure that Victoria has the powers required to
adequately respond to a disease outbreak. The changes
will address a small number of shortcomings of the act,
identified during the simulated outbreak of avian
influenza conducted in 2005 (Exercise Eleusis);

The establishment of the review panel will guarantee
that the public lotteries licensing process and the
gaming machine and wagering licences review and
licensing processes will continue to be conducted with
the highest level of probity, transparency and
accountability.

allow Victoria to implement a nationally agreed
approach for compensation for tuberculosis in cattle.
Currently, the act provides for part of the funding to be
paid by the minister. The new approach will allow the
removal of the requirement for the minister to pay
compensation for tuberculosis in cattle, and provide for
all compensation to be paid by industry via the Cattle
Compensation Fund; and

The Public Lotteries and Gambling Licences Review
processes have been characterised to date by openness
and transparency with —
The release of issues papers,

clarify which milk and milk products can be fed to pigs
by amending the exemption to the prohibition on swill
feeding of pigs under the act.

Inviting public submissions,
The conduct by Mr Peter Kirby of public
consultations on the review of gaming machine
licence arrangements after 2012; and

Human rights issues

The release of Mr Kirby’s report on the public
consultations in October 2006.

The Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill 2007 (‘the
bill’) has been assessed against the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities (‘the charter’). The two rights that have
been identified as being impacted on by the bill are:

The review panel will provide the public with an
additional layer of scrutiny and assurance as to the
integrity of the Public Lotteries and Gambling Licences
Review processes.
I commend this bill to the house.

1.

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

Section 11: freedom from forced work
The bill will expand the situations in which an inspector may
issue a disinfection notice. A disinfection notice can require a
person to disinfect a vehicle, premises, place, fodder or
fittings within a specified time period. This requirement to
take action falls within the exemptions contained in
sections 11(b) and (c) of the charter as the work would be
required because of an emergency threatening the Victorian
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community and forms part of normal civil obligations. The
bill therefore does not limit the right of freedom from forced
work. Accordingly, this right is not discussed further in this
statement.

2.

Section 20: property rights

Conclusion

Section 20 establishes a right for an individual not to be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. This right ensures that the institution of property is
recognised and acknowledges that the state of Victoria is a
market economy that depends on the institution of private
property.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities.

The bill will allow an inspector to dispose of fittings and
fodder which have been in contact with diseased livestock.
This is an expansion of the current power of an inspector
under section 15 of the act to dispose of livestock or livestock
products which have been in contact with diseased livestock.
The bill also provides a broader definition of ‘fittings’ which
can broaden the application of the disposal powers under the
act. However, ‘fittings’ are limited to certain equipment or
products.
The disposal of diseased fittings and fodder is critical to
prevent the further spread of the disease to livestock and
property. If disease to livestock is not prevented there would
be wide social and economic implications to farmers and
society as a whole.
The potential cost of a livestock disease outbreak is
significant. For example, the Productivity Commission1 has
estimated that a 12-month outbreak of foot and mouth disease
in Victoria, New South Wales and South Australia would
reduce GDP by $2 billion in the first year, and have a total
impact on GDP of between $8 billion and $13 billion.
The deprivation of property proposed by the bill is in
accordance with law.
There are many safeguards built into the bill. Under
section 15(3) of the act, as amended by the bill, the power to
dispose of fittings or fodder can only be exercised in the event
of a disease outbreak if certain articulated criteria under the
act are met. These are:
the inspector knows or reasonably suspects that the
fittings or fodder have been in contact with the diseased
livestock;
the owner cannot be located after reasonable inquiry, or
there is no person apparently in charge of the livestock;
and
the inspector has the approval of the secretary.
Only if these criteria are satisfied can the inspector dispose of
the fittings and fodder. Additionally, if it is possible to
effectively disinfect the fittings and fodder instead of
disposing of the fittings or fodder, a disinfection notice under
section 113 of the act will be issued instead of disposing of
fittings and fodder under section 15 of the act.
The right not to be deprived of property other than in
accordance with the law is therefore not interfered with or
limited. Accordingly, this right is not discussed further in this
statement.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not limit human rights, it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.

JOE HELPER MP
Minister for Agriculture
1

Productivity Commission — Impact of a Foot and Mouth Disease Outbreak
in Australia, 2002.

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

The Livestock Disease Control Act 1994, as its name
suggests, is the principal legislation for ensuring that
livestock disease is minimised and controlled, and for
the monitoring and eradication of exotic livestock
disease. It also secures public health against diseases
which can be transmitted from livestock to humans.
The proposed Livestock Disease Control Amendment
Bill will make some minor amendments to improve the
administration of the act. The bill will ensure that
Victoria has the legislative powers necessary to respond
to an animal disease outbreak and provide for
nationally agreed industry funding of compensation for
tuberculosis.
Exercise Eleusis was conducted in 2005 based on a
hypothetical outbreak of avian influenza in Victoria.
The exercise identified some shortcomings in the act
where the powers in the act restrict the ability to
adequately respond to a disease outbreak. In particular,
the proposed bill will expand the definition of ‘fittings’
to include equipment and other items which have been
in contact with livestock products, rather than only
when the items have been in contact with livestock.
The bill will enable an inspector who knows or
reasonably suspects that fittings and fodder have been
in contact with diseased livestock to dispose or destroy
or order the disposal or destruction of the fittings and
fodder.
The power of an inspector to issue a disinfection notice
is currently limited to vehicles, premises or places
where livestock or livestock products are commonly
exposed for sale, exhibited or processed, but does not
allow such action in respect of a vehicle, premises or
place where such livestock or livestock products are
kept. The proposed amendment will close that possible
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loophole by providing the power for an inspector to
issue a disinfection notice if he or she believes on
reasonable grounds that a vehicle, premises or place
where livestock is or livestock products are kept is
infected with a disease.
In addition to the shortcomings in the act identified
during Exercise Eleusis, it has become apparent that the
wording of the exemption from swill feeding of pigs
has caused confusion about which milk and milk
products can be fed to pigs. The proposed change will
make it clear that milk from any source, not just a
licensed milk manufacturer, can be fed to pigs and will
allow milk products and by-products from a licensed
milk manufacturer to be fed to pigs.
A new national approach has been reached with
industry which provides that compensation for
tuberculosis in cattle will in future be paid by the cattle
industry. In Victoria the compensation will be provided
through the Cattle Compensation Fund established by
the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994. The act
currently requires that up to 40 per cent of
compensation for tuberculosis in cattle is to be paid by
the minister, with the balance to be paid from the Cattle
Compensation Fund. The act does not currently allow
for contributions from national livestock industry
bodies to be paid into the fund or any reimbursement of
industry bodies to be paid out of the fund.
The act is, therefore, being amended to facilitate
implementation of the new national approach by
allowing contributions to the Cattle Compensation
Fund by industry bodies, the ability to reimburse
industry bodies out of the fund and to remove the
requirement for the minister to contribute to these
compensation payments. No compensation for
tuberculosis in cattle has been paid in recent years, but
the change to funding will quarantine the state from a
requirement to fund up to 40 per cent of any future
compensation for tuberculosis in cattle.
The livestock industry has been consulted and supports
the proposed amendments to the act.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 14 March.
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GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 27 February; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to join the address-in-reply debate. I congratulate the
Governor upon his appointment and I am confident that
he will continue the very fine tradition of former
governors, including Sir James Gobbo, John Landy and
a former constituent, Richard McGarvie. I wish
Dr de Kretser and his wife all the best in the fulfilment
of their responsibilities.
In looking at the key issues which we confront as a
state and a nation, I will start with a line from a speech
that was delivered by Sir Arvi Parbo where he noted
that a worthwhile society must be underpinned by a
prosperous economic base. The challenge that we
confront as a state and as a nation is to maintain a level
of innovation in every sphere of production and in
every sphere of service delivery that enables us to
improve not at a rate equal with that of our competitors,
but at a rate greater than that of our competitors so that
we can gain advantage.
In Australia today there are still 500 000 people who
are unemployed and many who are underemployed and
it is important that we have systems in place — skills
training and the development of new industries and
enterprises — that provide people with hope and with a
future.
I note that the Australian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry has developed a six-point plan for 2007. The
six priority areas include implementation of workplace
relations reform and resisting its rollback. The plan
places importance on occupational health and safety
reform. There are important objectives in the area of
skills and labour shortage development strategies.
Australia’s trade with China and entering into
appropriate agreements with our trading partners is a
key area. The recent fiasco of the position of the
Victorian government regarding the joint arrangements
for the management of the Murray–Darling Basin water
supply reflects some of the problems inherent in
commonwealth-state relations.
Another area which we need to tackle is climate change
and related environmental issues. The Bracks
government is saying that it can save 40 000 tonnes of
greenhouse emissions through a range of measures
while at the same time ignoring the devastation that has
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taken place in the high country of Victoria, where it is
estimated more than 100 million tonnes of greenhouse
gases have been emitted into the atmosphere under its
watch over the last few years, through the fires in the
north-east and also in the Grampians and at Wilsons
Promontory. There also needs to be an emphasis on
continuing taxation reform.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to keep
the level of conversation down.
Mr THOMPSON — For those members in the
chamber who take a keen interest in taxation reform, I
again draw the attention of the house to the tragic
closure of the Tulip Street tennis centre as a
consequence of the impost of land tax. The centre was
designed and constructed in 1979. It had been run by
the family for 18 years. Comprising 13 synthetic courts,
it attracted about 1000 players a week. The owners
commented when they closed the premises that it was
due to the massive land tax increases.
They had occasion to write to the Herald Sun, which
letter was published on Tuesday, 10 May 2005, under
the heading ‘Land tax disbelief’:
Land tax relief? We have gone down from $30 000 to
$24 000, which is still a 1543 per cent increase from the 1998
‘reasonable’ level of tax.
Mr Brumby says last week’s state budget was ‘family
friendly’. No, businesspeople have families, too. Heartless?
Yes. Thieving? Yes.
After the government has taken our $24 000 this year, we are
now a ‘non-profit’ business, so we assume we are exempt
from land tax next year. Mr Bracks and Mr Brumby, please
advise.
A great chance to fix the system and save businesses has been
lost, but they really don’t seem to care.

It would be fair to point out that there were some
changes made to the land tax regime, but they were not
enough to stop this important local facility and venue
from closing. At a time when the government is
promoting the importance of physical wellbeing and
trying to counteract the effects of obesity, a facility that
served the Sandringham community for a couple of
decades has closed, and it will be a great loss.
Turning to other aspects, I have a number of key
employer groups in my electorate. One is Ronstan
International Pty Ltd, which employs about 160 staff
and runs a sheltered workshop exporting product to 45
or 46 countries around the world. It is an example of
what can be done with innovation and endeavour.
Another fine business is Metaltec Precision
International, formerly TED Engineering, started by
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Tab Fried, a migrant from Hungary, who came to
Australia with just his suitcase in his hand and later
ended up owning the factory where he started the
business that he later went on to sell.
He was one of the three developers of the Eureka
Tower in Melbourne, and TED Engineering, which did
the design tooling for the Boeing 777, has now changed
names and is known as Metaltec. It achieved
world-leader status on the Victorian synchrotron project
where its specific role was to provide engineering
development and manufacture of the critical and
extremely precise magnet positioning structure of the
system. This represented a complex arrangement of
some 70 girders and beams used to support and align a
series of giant magnets. With the expertise developed
through the project the company is seeking to export
that skill set to other sites around the world.
Leigh Mardon, which specialises in security
documentation, has been subject to some pretty
significant industrial action in the last couple of years.
As I had occasion to point out to a number of people on
a picket line once, there are examples of companies in
Melbourne which have been seriously impaired through
union industrial activity. Saizeriya is one such example.
It was a multistage project, but owing to the company’s
failure to develop its production to the levels required,
on my understanding it scaled back production, leading
to a loss of jobs around Melton and Caroline Springs,
an area that seriously needs ongoing employment
opportunities and real jobs for Victorians.
In terms of local infrastructure funded by government
there are a number of important facilities. One is the
Sandringham hospital, developed through community
funding. It took some 20 to 25 years before the first bricks
were laid, and from inception to its establishment many
lamingtons funded its construction, brick by brick. It is
now in a position where its future needs to be evaluated
and reviewed so it can continue to provide important
health services. I am pleased that in the mid-1990s I
staked my political future on its continuing as a viable
community entity, and it has gone on to provide many
valuable services. There would not be a family in the
district that has not had occasion to take advantage of its
excellent emergency facility. In 2005–06 the hospital
treated some 17 500 inpatients and 6845 outpatients, and
it is heavily funded at the present time.
Another important facility in the electorate is the
Sandringham police station. In 1988 the Labor Party
promised it would build a new police station in
Sandringham, but it failed, as it failed to keep its
commitment on the Scoresby freeway, now to be a
tollway. Just as it failed to construct the Dingley
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bypass, it failed to build a new police station in
Sandringham. I am pleased to note, though, that a day
or two after the Liberal Party announced that it was
prepared and committed to build a new police station in
Sandringham, Labor came to the party, and I look
forward to holding the government to account and
attending the opening of the new Sandringham police
station during the course of the next couple of years.
In relation to crime in my local area, it is interesting to
note that while a number of members, including the
member for Mordialloc, had the opportunity to point to
a reduction of crime in their electorates according to the
last end-of-financial-year police crime statistics,
unfortunately in the bayside area there was a significant
increase in crime across a number of important areas
that were statistically relevant. There was a 50 per cent
increase in robberies, a 55 per cent increase in
burglaries (other), a 26 per cent increase in property
damage, a 24 per cent increase in thefts from motor
vehicles, an 18 per cent increase in shop theft, a 14 per
cent increase in assault, an 80 per cent increase in
harassment and a 120 per cent increase in
behaviour-in-public offences. These figures were
obtained from the Victoria Police website. I note that at
one point last year they were removed from that
website. I have not had a reasonable explanation as to
why that was the case, but I understand they were
placed back on that site.
If you conducted a test in my electorate on what word
comes to people’s minds when you mention public
transport on the Frankston or Sandringham train lines,
the answer is ‘anger’ — and also ‘delay’. There is also
concern that the Bracks government’s Arrive Alive
strategy has not been introduced to the public transport
system, where commuters are jammed into crowded
trains with poor or no air conditioning, particularly on
hot summer days. For the month of December the
Sandringham line had the largest number of
cancellations of any train line in metropolitan
Melbourne — 85 trains were cancelled.
There is a solution, and it has been put forward by the
shadow Minister for Public Transport. I understand in
some overseas jurisdictions the down time for rolling
stock might be at a level of 5 per cent. However, in
Victoria it is nearer the level of 18 per cent, which is
unacceptable. There is an opportunity to use idle
V/Line locomotives and cars on the Sandringham and
Sydenham lines. We are yet to get a constructive
response from the government on that suggestion.
Last year there were reports that the Labor Party was
spending some $80 million on government advertising.
If you asked people who send their children to state
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schools in the Sandringham electorate whether they
would rather have $80 million worth of government
spin or $80 worth of paint for use on a local school door
or classroom, they would go for the $80 worth of
paint — but no such funding has been available. At one
local school five or six teachers spent a number of
weeks of their holidays painting their classrooms for the
2007 school year. I congratulate those teachers for that
level of initiative and enterprise. It is reflective of the
Australian spirit, where hope has been one of the
greatest soldiers Australia has ever had. However, I
condemn the government for its misallocation of
resources and its failure to look after local schools.
In relation to Sandringham College a report in the Age
newspaper of Saturday, 30 September, says:
Sandringham College is well known for its performing arts
program and broad range of VCE subjects. But to some
students, it’s simply the ‘pov school’.
…
Problems include rotten window frames, a leaking heating
system and worn-out electrical wiring that is a potential fire
hazard. At the Beaumaris campus, where buildings are in
their 50th year of service, a boys’ change room has holes in
the walls …

It goes on to say that there is no hot water to service one
of the toilets. The article then quotes the principal as
having said:
We don’t need a swimming pool. What we do want are good,
modern, safe facilities …

Other schools in my electorate like Beaumaris North
Primary School, Black Rock Primary School and
Sandringham East Primary School all have important
maintenance needs.
A further area of expenditure concerns beach
renourishment. The Bracks Labor government allocated
no funds for beach renourishment in the period 1999 to
2002. The Sandringham beach near Royal Avenue and
Southey Street has had some works undertaken that
have been a cause of great concern to local residents.
Part of the beach has been gouged out, and residents are
concerned about the impact of those works.
I would like to now turn to a number of people I would
like to thank, including my electorate office staff.
Annette Burrows, Robyn McNaught, Ryan Bolger and
Jenni Howell have been of invaluable assistance to me
as we work to assist local constituents while also being
engaged in the wider issues of research and policy
development. Their duties have ranged from advocating
on behalf of public housing tenants to dealing with
people with complex psychiatric issues and the wide
range of other issues that are dealt with in a busy
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electorate office. They have represented me at
community functions and worked well beyond regular
office hours and through lunchtimes. They have
willingly accepted the challenges and tribulations while
relishing the triumphs of achieving positive outcomes
for constituents. I would like to thank my campaign
manager, Colin Gourley, who did an outstanding job at
the recent state election. I also thank my family for their
invaluable support through many tribulations and
challenges over the last 14 years. To them I will always
remain grateful.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — First of all I would like to
congratulate Professor David de Kretser on his
appointment to the office of Governor of Victoria. This
is the first time I have had the opportunity to place that
on public record. Professor David de Kretser emigrated
to Australia in 1949. He was born in Colombo, Sri
Lanka, in 1939. To achieve this high office in Victoria
is certainly a mark of esteem and a mark of the man’s
ability and commitment to community and our society.
He came from what was known in those days as Ceylon
from a community that even today still has strife with
ethnic differences. He came from a Burgher
background; in those days you were only able to come
to Australia if you were descended from a Caucasian
line, because it was still the White Australia policy. I
well remember that. When I migrated here in 1956
there was still the White Australia policy, and you had
to prove that you were of Caucasian descent. I am
pleased we have changed those policies. I congratulate
the Governor and his partner on achieving this high
office. I am sure that many people in Victoria already
have met him.
On the several occasions that I have been at functions at
Government House many people have commented to
me on his kindness, his approachability and his
willingness to talk to people and make them feel
comfortable when they meet and have photos taken
with him.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
If honourable members wish to have conversations, I
would rather they have them outside the chamber or
away from where they are interrupting the member on
his feet. The honourable member, without interruption.
Mr SEITZ — The Governor in his speech opening
the 56th Parliament also outlined the Bracks
government’s plans for the next four years. They are
outlined in the document we are speaking to now.
Every day I see the government working towards to
meeting those plans as outlined by the Governor,
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particularly in my electorate of Keilor, which I am very
proud to represent.
I am very thankful to the people of Keilor who keep
re-electing me with a greater margin every time. Keilor
is not the same seat that I started off with. It has gone
through a number of boundary changes — looking back
to 1982 you would not recognise it — and it is a growth
area. After the last redistribution there was an increase
of 9000 voters at the last election. It is certainly a
fast-growing area — the ‘new Keilor’, as I call it. It is a
new geographical area with new families, new
problems and new infrastructure required to meet the
needs of the people.
Meeting the needs of the people is important to me, as it
is to the Bracks government. To that extent we have
been very well at the forefront in our planning
processes and in delivering the infrastructure,
particularly with regard to schools. I well recall in 1982
that I spent most of my time lobbying ministers to get
primary schools established within the St Albans area
because there was a shortage of schools and
overcrowding problems.
Kings Park Secondary College was overcrowded, and
we had to start planning to build other schools in the
area. This has now taken place because the government
has been through a proper planning process and
allocated funds for the work. That is not to say that all
the work has been completed in the education field in
my electorate; there is a lot more still to be done as our
society changes, as needs change and as the population
in the area grows, particularly under the Melbourne
2030 planning scheme.
Caroline Springs is a big growth area and more houses
are going to be built, so there will be a greater need for
facilities. But we have put in place facilities to deal with
the primary needs of the community, such as the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) fire station, which used
to be in a tin shed. Everybody had to fundraise and pay
for their own uniforms. We now have a modern facility
at the Sugargum station at Hillside. It is an excellent
facility for the CFA and its volunteers. We also have a
new station for the fire brigade at Taylors Lake, which
again services the community. It greatly enhances the
safety of the people in the area.
Employment has been created by the growth of the
economy in the region. The Watergardens shopping
centre is one of the biggest employers in my electorate.
It is a commercial enterprise comprising supermarkets,
small novelty shops, food courts, cinemas, hardware
stores, furniture stores and everything else. The
government decided to develop, encourage and support
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the Sydenham transit city and the shopping centre,
which provides for people living in the high-density
developments around the transit area.

federal government wakes up to the fact that it must
provide the funds for the desperately needed overpass
at the Calder.

We have also electrified the railway line to Sydenham,
so there is an electric rail line to the newly renamed
Watergardens station. The planners underestimated the
popularity of that — —

It is not only the people of my electorate who are
affected, people from Bendigo and further afield want
to be able to travel safely through that section of the
Calder so that they do not have to slow down. At the
moment it has a speed limit of 80 kilometres per hour
for safety reasons. I would like to see that limit
removed and an overpass built as well as safety access
ramps on that part of the Calder.

Mr R. Smith — Acting Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr SEITZ — I would like to thank the member for
Warrandyte for noting the state of the house and asking
the Acting Speaker to form a quorum so I have an
audience to speak to. It was very nice of him to do it,
but it will not stop me from presenting my speech this
evening. I will remember it in the future when he is
speaking and there is no quorum present.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
would like to hear the honourable member without
interruption, particularly from members on my right.
Mr SEITZ — As I was saying, the Watergardens
shopping centre is the biggest employer in my area. As
well the government has provided for the electrification
of the railway line to the station there so that people can
commute not only to the shopping centre but also to
work. It is a popular place. The car park at the station
has been expanded because it was not able to cope with
the parking needs of the commuters who use that line.
That is how popular it is.
The building of road infrastructure has also been carried
out by the Bracks government, and further funding has
been committed. We were duplicating Kings Road to
that section, and we are still waiting for the federal
government to come good with its share to be able to
make a safe overpass and interchange at the Calder
Freeway, which is desperately needed. I am sure
nobody in this house would disagree with me that that
project needs high priority.
With the federal election coming up I hope the federal
government will see fit to provide the funds. The state
government has put up funding for half the cost, and I
am waiting for the other half to come from the federal
government. After all, the Calder is a major arterial
road and is of national importance, therefore the federal
government should be coming good with its funds on
that part of it. I will be campaigning right through to the
federal election on that issue to make sure that the

The government has provided the Tullamarine and
Bulla interchange, which again has provided good
service and safety for the people in my electorate. That
was always an accident-prone area, and people can now
safely commute to the city to work, which they
certainly do from my electorate of Keilor. That is
another important step the government has taken in that
area.
My electorate has also experienced growth in the
private school sector. Western suburbs members
collectively lobbied to convince one developer to
provide land for one of the private schools — a primary
school in particular. But all of a sudden the land that
had been set aside and committed to by the developer in
the early stage of the development of the estate
disappeared. The government’s commitment to fund
that project will meet the needs of people who choose
to educate their children in private primary schools.
After all, people who live in the western suburbs should
be able to choose where they send their children to
school, like people anywhere else. I have always been a
strong proponent of freedom of choice and believe
services should be available and encouraged.
As it happens the Overnewton Anglican Community
College in Taylors Lakes has developed a new big
campus, which it is expanding continuously. The
school also has a campus in Keilor, which is constantly
being improved. Education opportunities in the
electorate of Keilor are first class.
That brings me to the people of Keilor. I thank them for
supporting me, for showing their confidence and trust
in me and for continuously working with me to
improve the area and meet its needs. That is important.
We need to work together as a community and with
local councils — Melton and Brimbank councils — to
develop and improve facilities and meet people’s needs.
There was a shortage of child-care centres in my
electorate about two years ago, but now private
enterprise has moved in and we have overcome that
shortage. Child-care centres in Melton shire now show

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Wednesday, 28 February 2007

ASSEMBLY

vacancy signs, which did not happen two years ago.
The state government also put in funding for
kindergarten expansion and development in my area.
The Bracks government has delivered for the
community in growth areas. We have also expanded
services offered by ISIS Primary Care. That
organisation has received a lot of funding from this
government to develop its services in Taylors Lakes
and across the region, and it is looking to expand
further in Delahey. ISIS is cooperating with the
government, and I will be supporting the project all the
way to ensure that those services are provided.
All I have to say to those poor unfortunate people at the
Age who portray themselves as journos is that they
should be printing the truth and not perpetuating lies
and untruths continuously in their newspaper. That a
newspaper I once held in high regard has gone down to
such a low ebb and is held in such low esteem is
certainly disappointing to me and must be
disappointing to the management and the company
itself. Its stance has not washed or taken root with the
voters in my electorate, because they have shown
confidence by continuing to come into my office to
help me. They worked for me during the election
campaign.
Last week’s article showed once again that Age journos
cannot print the truth. It is unfortunate that they are
unable to do that, and I am disappointed that some
journos I respected have stooped to that level. It is very
disappointing, because after all they have a
responsibility to print the truth and to present the news
in a balanced way. They should not be vexatious as
they have been while trying to chase me out of office,
saying, ‘He has never got any promotion’.
I assume the Age will be proved wrong in the long run,
and I will outlast those journos, because I will stay a
member of this house for another two terms. They can
still keep writing the same sort of stuff, from which I
will get the publicity and the support of my community
and party. That will allow me to represent the
constituents of Keilor. If ever there is another electoral
redistribution, for historic reasons the seat of Keilor
should remain in place, with someone from Keilor
representing the people here.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — It is a pleasure to rise
and speak in the address-in-reply debate. I must admit I
am quite excited about the challenge of again
representing the Swan Hill electorate for four years.
Many members of Parliament speak about how their
particular electorate is the best part of Victoria. I know
for a fact that the Swan Hill electorate is the best part of
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Victoria, so there is no debate in my mind about which
is the best part of Victoria.
Swan Hill is a big electorate, and I will come back to
that shortly, but the size and the diversity of the
electorate means you never get bored in this job. There
are never 2 hours the same, let alone two days the same,
given the breadth of the issues that you deal with in the
electorate office. One of my key challenges over the
next four years will be making sure that my electorate
gets its fair share of whatever government
appropriations are made over that time.
The Swan Hill electorate is a bit over 28 000 square
kilometres in area. If you sit down and do the
arithmetic, you see that geographically you could fit
75 of the other Victorian seats inside the area covered
by Swan Hill, so getting around the electorate presents
some logistical challenges. There are six local
government areas within the electorate: Swan Hill,
Gannawarra, Loddon, Buloke, Yarriambiack and
Northern Grampians.
If you look at the shires that are struggling to make ends
meet, you will see that quite a few of them are
represented in that list. One of the policies that we put
forward as we approached the election — and one of
the challenges we would give to the government on the
other side of the house — is that we need to change the
funding formula for local government. We need local
government to have a share of a growth tax. What we
suggested coming up to the election, and what we still
believe should happen, is that the government should
allocate a share of the GST to local government.
The large rural shires will not be able to survive just on
rate revenue and the grants available at the moment.
We believe that as part of the process of giving those
shires a share of the GST there should also be a change
in the grants commission formula so that there is a
weighting for large geographic shires with low
population density, because they have so many
kilometres of road to maintain per head of population
and so many services to deliver to the small towns
within them.
Another issue facing several of the shires in my
electorate, particularly Swan Hill, Gannawarra and
Loddon, is the separation of land and water from a
rating point of view. Two years ago legislation passed
through this place that has taken the value of water out
of the value of land for the purpose of levying rates, and
that is going to have a major impact on the rate base of
those shires. The shire councils have been lobbying for
some form of staged assistance over the next four years
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to ease that burden on their ratepayers, and I would
support that position.
There are also three catchment management authorities
that partially fall in my electorate: the North Central
Catchment Management Authority, the Mallee
Catchment Management Authority and the Wimmera
Catchment Management Authority. Again a local
member faces the challenge of so many different
organisations to deal with. Four rural water authorities
also fall within the electorate: Lower Murray Water,
Goulburn-Murray Water, GWMWater and Coliban
Water. In total there are 38 towns and 59 schools —
44 government and 15 non-government schools — in
the Swan Hill electorate.
One of the challenges in the Swan Hill electorate is the
number of children going on to tertiary education. If
you take the parliamentary library research and look at
the rankings of the 88 electorates here in Victoria and at
those that have populations of people who have
achieved less than year 10 in education, you find that
Swan Hill is unfortunately ranked the second highest of
those, with only the seat of Rodney ranked higher. If
you look at the proportion of people who are attending
tertiary education institutions, you find that Swan Hill
has the lowest proportion — and in this case the
electorate of Rodney just beats us. If you look at the
proportion of people who have tertiary qualifications,
you find that Swan Hill fares a little bit better, rated at
83 out of 88.
One of the challenges that I want to accept in this term
of Parliament involves the work I am currently doing
with a group of people in my electorate called the
Central Murray University Working Group. One of the
things we are trying to achieve is to get a university to
start delivering to Swan Hill so we can get over the
issue of people deferring or people having to travel
outside the electorate to get a tertiary education. The
work we have done has identified significant demand
for nursing, teaching, business studies and social
worker courses. Not only is it so for school leavers, but
there is a significant demand among adults who want to
go back to college and upskill, particularly those
working in the teaching and health areas.
One of the challenges in having so many towns in an
electorate as large as mine is that there are 13 hospitals,
9 community health care services and 6 aged-care
services. I believe the health issue in my electorate is
the biggest issue we face in the foreseeable future, as
much around health infrastructure as around the actual
medical practitioners needed to deliver that service.
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Swan Hill District Hospital currently has funding for
master planning, but at some stage in the future there
will be a significant demand for capital to carry out that
master plan. It is my understanding that this is going to
be a staged development, probably over four different
stages. The Minister for Health was up there two years
ago and viewed the aged-care facility at that hospital.
She realises that it is in desperate need of a major
upgrade.
The Kerang hospital is also doing master planning. One
of the challenges we have in Kerang is that there are
two health services. There is Kerang District Health,
which is the hospital, and there is the Northern District
Community Health Service, which is the community
health service. We have some real struggles getting
those two health services to work together to achieve a
good outcome for the community. They need to be able
to work together to increase their chance of getting
capital funding.
I recently went to my old home town of Boort and
visited the hospital and the hostel there. The hostel,
because of the drought and major soil movement, has
significant cracks in it, and that will be a real issue
going forward because it cannot be repaired and will
need a major replacement. The Sea Lake hospital faces
some challenges. It is an old bush nursing hospital that
still has not come into the state system, and it is really
struggling to survive going forward.
The East Wimmera Health Service has five campuses
and has some major issues, including the need for
capital at Birchip and St Arnaud. The Murtoa campus
of Dunmunkle Health Service has effectively been
eaten out by white ants and is in desperate need of
repair. The ants have eaten through the floor, and staff
are working out of a portable room at the back of the
facility. The minister gave us money for master
planning at short notice, but the health service will
desperately need capital in the not-too-distant future.
We have had some successes. Rural North West Health
got $22 million in last year’s budget for a major
upgrade. The Dingee Bush Nursing Centre — a great
little health service — got money for a building
upgrade, and the Pyramid Hill aged-care facility got
money for its kitchen. But there are some real
infrastructure issues out there in the health services
sector. It is a focus of mine, and no doubt the Minister
for Health will get plenty of correspondence and
lobbying from me on behalf of health services in that
area.
One of the other things I should mention is that with so
many towns in my electorate there are also a lot of
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police stations. One of the pleasing things that we
achieved in last May’s budget was to get an allocation
to buy the land for a new emergency services precinct
in Swan Hill, and we have since had a commitment
from the government for a new police station and a new
State Emergency Service office there. Rural
Ambulance Victoria has the funding and will be
building on that site, and eventually I hope the Country
Fire Authority will also build on the site. I hope that in
four years time there will have been a major change in
the buildings and in the delivery of emergency services
in Swan Hill.
In the last four years new police stations have been
opened in Boort, Culgoa, Koondrook, Lake Boga,
Manangatang, Nyah, Pyramid Hill, Quambatook and
Serpentine. They are all principally one-man stations,
and we have a great commitment to making sure our
small towns keep one-man police stations.
I turn to the issues relating to the portfolios I will have
responsibility for over the next four years on behalf of
The Nationals. One of those portfolios is agriculture,
where I think we have a real challenge because the
Bracks government has continued to underfund and
underresource the Department of Primary Industries,
particularly with regard to the extension services that
are delivered into country communities.
Mr Delahunty — What extension services?
Mr WALSH — The member for Lowan asks,
‘What extension services?’, and that is a telling
interjection. I am afraid the agriculture department is a
shadow of what it used to be, and Victoria is missing
out on the economic activity and the drive and change
that used to happen in agriculture, because it no longer
has those extension services getting new ideas and new
research out there and stretching people’s minds as to
what can be achieved.
I have spoken a lot in this house about water, and no
doubt I will speak a lot more about it in due course, so
it is probably not the time to talk further about it in this
particular debate. I remind the house that when we talk
about water and about transferring water from one
community to another community, we are talking about
transferring wealth out of those communities.
One of the things I will never tire of saying is that we
need to think about decentralisation in Victoria and
about how we grow all of Victoria. Growth should not
be just about taking resources out of northern Victoria
in particular to let Melbourne grow bigger. We have to
think about how we shift businesses and jobs out of
Melbourne and into country communities.
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Mr Delahunty — Where the water is.
Mr WALSH — Where the water is. If, for
argument’s sake, water from our dairy farms needs to
be put into industry, if that is done within the
community where those dairy farmers are located and if
it creates 500 jobs over time, that will give real value to
that community rather than transferring that water to
Melbourne into the future.
The other portfolio I have responsibility for is climate
change. Climate change is an interesting topic, and a lot
of people ask the question, ‘Do you or don’t you
believe there is climate change?’. I honestly do not
know. There are indicators that things are changing, but
we need to make sure we consider all the facts that are
on the table. At the moment there are too many people
having a knee-jerk reaction to the current drought. I
think we have to separate the current drought from what
may or may not be happening with climate change.
One of the things I have said previously is that whether
or not the federal government signs the Kyoto protocol,
it will not make it rain tomorrow. One of the challenges
we face with climate change is that despite the impact it
may be having here in Australia, the growth in China
and the growth in India will potentially have a greater
impact on Australia’s climate than anything we do here
in Australia, so we need to be very careful that we do
not saddle our industries with huge costs and gain very
little for us.
I want to touch on another issue that I have no doubt is
an issue in a lot of areas around Victoria. I believe one
of the measures of our society is how we treat those
who are less fortunate than ourselves, and one of the
things I constantly come across in my office —
something which I had not had exposure to until I came
into Parliament — is disability funding. In a lot of the
towns in my electorate there are people with disabilities
who are now adults and who are being cared for by
their parents. Many of those parents are getting quite
elderly now, and they are quite concerned and
distressed about who will look after their children when
they can no longer do it. It is a real challenge that I will
spend more time on over the next four years, trying to
get some help for those people.
The job that we carry out as local members, particularly
in such a diverse electorate as mine with so many
towns, would not be possible without the staff who
work in our offices. I particularly thank Fay and Janet
who work in my office. They do an absolutely fantastic
job of helping the people who come through the door or
who ring up every day. On the days I spend in my
electorate office as the local member I am just blown
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away by the amount of traffic we get through the office,
the number of inquiries we get and the number of
people out there who need our help.
I also thank my parliamentary colleagues in the local
area over the last four years: Barry Bishop, who has
now retired from the upper house; Damian Drum in the
other place, who was the other half of North West
Province before the changes to the upper house and is
now a member for Northern Victoria Region; and the
member for Lowan, whose electorate borders mine and
who has been great to work with.
I particularly pay tribute to the federal member for
Mallee, John Forrest. One of the great things about
having a federal member of the same political party is
that you can work together to achieve good outcomes
for your joint constituency. It is a lot easier than if you
are in conflict with the federal member.
In closing I congratulate the new member for Mildura
and the new member for Rodney on entering this place.
Again, both of those electorates share boundaries with
my electorate. I look forward to the opportunity to work
with both gentlemen to achieve good outcomes for not
only northern Victoria but for all of Victoria and
particularly all of country Victoria, because we want to
make sure that we get our fair share of appropriations
from the state government.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak in the debate on the motion for the adoption of
the address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech outlining
the third-term agenda of the Bracks Labor government.
At the outset I thank the people of Bentleigh for
returning me to this place with an increased majority. I
also want to particularly thank my staff over those four
years — Holly Cooper, Anna Daniels and Simon
Keleher — who did a great job with me in servicing the
needs of the electorate. I also want to place on the
record my thanks to Noel Pullen, who was the only
Labor member ever elected for Higinbotham Province
in the other place but who did a fantastic job in ensuring
that the needs of the non-Labor-held parts of the
province were properly met. He was a tremendous
representative for the area.
I was re-elected to Bentleigh because we are doing the
things that people want us to do. One of the most
important lessons out of the election from my point of
view is that we are meeting the aspirations of voters in
Bentleigh for good-quality schools. We are rebuilding
the schools in my electorate, and in contrast to the
Liberal government, which closed three schools that
serviced my electorate, we have a major building
program under way at Bentleigh Secondary College, at
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McKinnon Secondary College, at Cheltenham
Secondary College, which is in Mordialloc but which is
attended by a lot of Bentleigh students, and at
McKinnon Primary School. We have committed to
rebuilding Bentleigh West Primary School.
If you look at a school like Bentleigh West Primary
School, you see that it has every species of Bristol
classroom used post the Second World War. It is a
virtual museum piece of all the types of historic
buildings in our public education system. It is
interesting to reflect that even though the Liberal Party
held Bentleigh for the 10 years from 1992 to 2002,
barely a cracker was spent on any of the schools in the
electorate. By contrast we have committed to rebuilding
the schools that I have nominated, and there will be
more.
Over the next five years we are committing $2.3 billion
to rebuilding our schools — 500 in the next term. I
know that expectations are high and that many people
are hoping that their schools will be upgraded within
the next year or two. It is going to be difficult to meet
those expectations because of the chronic neglect of
schools over the last three decades. But we are the party
that is committed to rebuilding them, and I am proud to
be part of that party, because by contrast the Liberals
spent only $200 million on maintenance — there was
not a single commitment to rebuilding education
facilities in this state. The other commitment we have
made is to build tech wings in our major government
schools.
I want to reflect on one initiative that has already
opened in my electorate at the Holmesglen Vocational
College. We have provided a vocational college which
has already taken in 150 students who want to learn a
trade. They are not academically inclined; they want to
do hairdressing, building and construction, electrical
engineering and hospitality. Those students will have
the opportunity to learn trades in areas of skill shortages
and to become active and dynamic contributors to the
growing Victorian economy.
I was recently appointed as the Parliamentary Secretary
for Infrastructure. I listened very carefully to the speech
made by the member for Hawthorn, the Leader of the
Opposition. In his speech the Leader of the Opposition
essentially said the Governor’s speech was not the
speech of a great nation builder. The government is
building more infrastructure than the opposition ever
dreamed of when it was in government, out of
government, in opposition, in its promises or in its
dreams. In its seven years the Kennett government
spent on average $1 billion a year on infrastructure. In
the past seven years we have spent over $13 billion on
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infrastructure. In the last year alone we have spent
$4.9 billion on infrastructure. The Bracks Labor
government has spent almost as much in one year as the
Kennett government did in seven years.
Mr O’Brien — And what do you have to show for
it?
Mr HUDSON — The member for Malvern, who
has just turned up, asks what we have to show for it.
What we have to show for it is, for example, the major
upgrade we have just done to the Bendigo–Echuca line.
The previous government neglected it. We have
invested in it and we now have 18 weekly services
running between Bendigo and Echuca. These are the
things we are investing in.
In contrast, every piece of infrastructure the opposition
promised at the last election was underfunded. Let us
have a look at your promise to upgrade level crossings,
which included a crossing in my electorate — the North
Road crossing at Ormond. You committed $200 million
to upgrade four crossings at an average cost of
$50 million. Everyone who knows anything about
crossings knows that work would have cost at least
double that.
Let us look at the commitment to do the train extension
to Doncaster for $35 million. That has been costed by
the department as costing at least another $25 million.
Then there is the commitment to extend the rail line
from Epping to South Morang for the princely sum of
$12 million. The only way you could have upgraded
that railway line — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Bentleigh will address the
Chair.
Mr HUDSON — Indeed I am, Acting Speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
am not responsible for some of the things the member
is saying, so I ask the member for Bentleigh to respond
in the third person.
Mr HUDSON — I am, Acting Speaker. The only
way it could have been done for $12 million is if you
created three more level crossings. It is the same with
the Cranbourne line. You committed to spend — —
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Cranbourne East for $6 million is by agreeing to create
level crossings. Members opposite come in here and
talk about getting rid of level crossings but they put out
a policy at the election which would have created more
level crossings. What we need to have in this place is a
recognition that if you are going to make commitments
like that, you have to make sure they are consistent with
the rest of your policies. In this instance they were not.
This is what the Liberals continually do. The Liberals
are continually acting as if they are committing to
infrastructure when they are not. The Leader of the
Opposition claimed that Victoria had inadequate plans
to provide power, water and improved public transport.
He said we had no plans to deliver water for
Melbourne. The Liberals went to the last election
making two promises: a desalination plant and a new
dam, neither of which would have been built in the next
four years. They therefore would have had no impact
whatsoever on the water shortage currently confronting
Melbourne.
In contrast this government has already delivered some
major water conservation programs which have saved
significant amounts of water for Melbourne. You only
have to look at what this government has done. Since
the late 1990s we have saved 22 per cent of water on a
per capita basis in Melbourne; this represents a saving
of more than 100 billion litres of water. The proposed
Maribyrnong River dam would not have held anything
like that; it would have held 8 billion litres of water.
The Maribyrnong River dam was a puny response by
the Liberal Party.
Since 1999–2000 we have also reduced leaks in the
water reticulation system by 20 per cent. The leak rate
in Melbourne now is one of the best in the world; we
have the lowest rate of water leakage in the world. We
have also introduced a water conservation program
with industry. I note that the member for Brighton is
continually in the media, claiming that all of the burden
and weight of the water issue is being put onto the
domestic user, not on industry. Industry has saved
nearly as much water as residential customers over the
same period; it has saved 24 per cent. We have also
introduced legislation requiring energy and water
saving for major industries — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member should take notice of what I
said.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Malvern should stop
interjecting.

Mr HUDSON — Yes, Acting Speaker. The only
way the opposition could have extended the line to

Mr HUDSON — The member for Malvern asks,
‘Have you introduced water restrictions so that industry
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can only use water for two days per week?’. I hope the
member for Malvern does not have that as part of his
economic blueprint for the state. I hope he is not
proposing that we drive industry into the ground so it
can only operate for five days a week, because if he is,
the state would not grow in the way in which it is under
this government.
We are also committed to upgrading the eastern
treatment plant to produce class A water. If the business
case is in place, we are going to send that water down
to the Latrobe Valley power stations. This will cool
them, and then the fresh water will be brought back to
Melbourne. That will create 88 billion litres of water,
which is 11 times the amount of water you proposed for
the Maribyrnong River dam.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HUDSON — This assumes that you could fill
the proposed Maribyrnong River dam — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Bentleigh should address
his comments through the Chair. I am not responsible
for any developments that take place in my role as
Acting Speaker.
Mr HUDSON — I apologise, Acting Speaker.
Members opposite are being provocative.
The Leader of the Opposition has talked about the
shortage of power generation in this state. This is the
same Leader of the Opposition who has come into this
chamber and opposed every piece of legislation to
facilitate the development of the wind and solar power
industries in this state. Members do not have to take my
word for it — they only have to think about what would
happen if the Liberal Party were ever elected to
government in this state. Its commitment was to get rid
of the Victorian renewable energy target (VRET)
scheme. The government has introduced this scheme to
facilitate the development of renewable energy in this
state.
In the Age of 26 October 2006 David Holland,
managing director of Solar Systems, said the following
in regard to Liberal Party policy:
The Victorian renewable energy target scheme was central to
our decision to invest $420 million in building the world’s
largest solar power station in Victoria. If the scheme is
scrapped, solar systems may be forced to set up interstate.

If the Liberal Party had been elected to government,
Solar Systems would not be investing in what will be
the biggest solar power station in the world — in
Victoria.
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The Liberal Party also had a policy of abolishing the
VRET scheme which threatened the wind industry.
Stephen Garner, general manager of Keppel Prince, the
Portland wind tower manufacturer, said in a notice to
his employees:
The Liberal Party’s policy to abolish the Victorian renewable
energy target (VRET) scheme ‘ … will effectively kill the
wind industry in this town’.

It will kill the wind industry in this town, so I say to the
Leader of the Opposition: do not come in here and
lecture us about infrastructure when you closed schools,
hospitals and railway lines. Not only that, when you
awarded the tenders for public transport the successful
bidders were bidding under the market by $300 million
or $400 million — that is how well you handled the
franchise arrangements in relation to public transport.
That is what a mess you made of it. You made such a
mess of it we had to inject over $1 billion just to make
the system sustainable.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HUDSON — Not only that, we are now
investing in signals upgrades, using new electronic
systems to control the train network because frankly the
present system is archaic. You did nothing as a
government, nor did you promise to do any of those
things at the last election. Do not lecture us on
infrastructure. I commend the speech of the Governor
to the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
remind all members that they should be careful how
they address their comments. I note that many of the
comments made by the member for Bentleigh seemed
to be addressed by the member directly across the
chamber and not through the Chair. I also remind the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party that she might be
setting a bad example for new members with her
constant interjection across the chamber.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker, and I certainly do not blame you for many of
the ills that affected Victoria through those seven dark
years of government by the Liberal Party and The
Nationals up to 1999.
I rise to contribute to the debate on the address-in-reply
to the Governor’s speech, and it is important for me to
thank the people of the Seymour electorate for again
returning me to the position of member for Seymour. It
is a position that I feel is a privilege, and I know that it
is at the behest of the people that I remain in the job. I
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thank them for voting for me and realising that I care
about every town and every community across the
Seymour electorate.
I would also like to thank my family for their great help
in the campaign: my wife, Gail, who is a great stalwart
and is always there helping us along and making sure
that the administration of the campaign is done and that
we run a very professional outfit; and the boys, Lachlan
and James, who obviously miss us a lot over weekends
and at night as I go about my member duties, as I know
every member here in the chamber now and in the past
has also done. Our families give up a great deal for us,
especially during the lead-up to the election.
I had a great campaign team who were always there to
help out with the many activities that must take place to
win an election. Without them and other supporters and
friends I would not have been able to get the message
across the electorate. I really thank them for the help
they gave in particular ways. It was a hard campaign in
Seymour. We had a very keen Liberal candidate, Mike
Dalmau, who worked very hard, and he made sure he
knew what the issues were and did all within his power
to win the seat for the Liberal Party. I thank him for
taking part in the democratic process and I wish him
well for the future.
There were a number of issues across the Seymour
electorate. Over the last seven years we have addressed
many of those, but it seems that as you address one,
another one comes along. Often they are difficult to
solve, particularly when they are new matters. It takes a
lot of lobbying, a lot of work with ministers and
bureaucrats, and a lot of work with communities to find
a way to address those issues, whether they be in health,
education, agriculture, water, community safety or any
other area for which the state government takes
responsibility. We have done a lot of that, and I will
talk about some of those issues later.
We also have much more to do, and I think that is
always a theme of the Bracks government. Labor has
been returned to government with its second greatest
majority ever, and I think the key to that — I know the
Premier would probably agree, because we hear him
talk about this a lot — is that we have not allowed
ourselves to become arrogant. We are very concerned
about what people in the electorate are thinking and
saying. We have been listening to the people, and when
we have needed to change direction a little or improve
things, we have done that. I think that comes through,
and that is respected and rewarded by the Victorian
public.
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I am particularly keen to see a number of schools in the
Seymour electorate benefit from the $1.9 billion that
will be set aside to modernise or rebuild 500 schools
across the state. In the election campaign we promised
funding to just two in the Seymour electorate, Kinglake
West Primary School and Upper Plenty Primary
School. Both those schools are in need of upgrades.
Kinglake West Primary School is a fantastic school,
with great parents and kids, and the students do very
well academically, particularly in mathematics. But the
school is pretty run down. The school community
campaigned quite hard and worked really well with me
in the lead-up to the state election to make sure that the
government saw its needs — and now the community
is in the process of getting a new school. Hopefully we
will deliver the funding for that in the budget this year.
I also look forward to seeing a lot of other schools
across the electorate being done up. Like other places
across Victoria, many of the schools in my electorate
were built in the 1950s and 1960s and are probably not
appropriate for education in 2007, when we use a lot of
technology, which takes up a lot of room, and use a
number of different teaching methods.
It has been great to see Yarra Glen Primary School get
an upgrade, Broadford Secondary College almost go
through a rebuild, Healesville Secondary College get a
new science and technology centre and Alexandra
Secondary College get a new technology centre.
Seymour Technical High School will be completing its
performing arts centre with the assistance of some
grants provided over the last year, which is fantastic.
The project that has probably been most dear to my
heart throughout my time as a member — it took a lot
of convincing and a lot of hard work by the community
and me to get it to this stage — is the development of
Wallan Secondary College, which now includes
years 7 and 8 and has had an increase in enrolments in
year 8 compared with enrolments in year 7. A number
of people, from bureaucrats to communities in
surrounding schools, were sceptical about whether the
school would ever be very big. Its enrolment is
probably at the 260 mark, and it still has four more year
levels to add — and the community is also growing
significantly in the Wallan area.
The Bracks government has an impressive record in
health in the area. Again there is always much more to
be done, but whenever I survey my electorate and ask
what is the most important issue, 50 to 60 per cent will
tell me it is health. That is because people are very
concerned that they get great health services. In this
election campaign we promised $15 million to rebuild
the Alexandra District Hospital. Alexandra is not a
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town that would be considered a Labor Party-voting
area — it is a conservative town — but the hospital did
need an upgrade. I am really pleased that at the last
election the Minister for Health promised $15 million
to rebuild our hospital, which provides a great service
for the area.
During the election campaign the Whittlesea
ambulance station was also promised, and that got a bit
of media coverage. Whittlesea is not in my electorate
anymore — it has been redistributed out — but the
people of Kinglake West especially were very keen to
see a new ambulance station built at Whittlesea so that
they could get a timely service in emergency cases.
The Yea ambulance station is being upgraded, which I
am very pleased about. Examples of some of the
fantastic work that has happened across the electorate
can be seen in those ambulance services. We have also
upgraded the service provided by the Kilmore and
Seymour stations, basically to look after the Mitchell
shire, from one-officer crewing with one ambulance on
duty at all times to two-officer crewing and two
ambulances operating during peak times. We have also
built new ambulance stations at Kilmore and Seymour.
In aged care, which is also under health, we have rebuilt
the Darlingford Upper Goulburn Nursing Home at
Eildon, which looks after the Alexandra part of my
electorate, and Barrabill House Nursing Home, which
is in Seymour. The Yea nursing home and hospital
have also been upgraded to the standards that are
expected today. All other hospitals have had their
funding increased significantly. In the seven years that
we have been in government we have more than
doubled the funding for the Kilmore and District
Hospital. That is a great record.
Policing is a large issue. People would understand that
at the 1999 election and the last election we focused on
health and education, with the third issue being
community safety. We have upgraded stations right
across the electorate. I think at the moment we are up to
six in the Seymour electorate. One of those is a
brand-new station at Kinglake. They had never had a
service in that area before and now they have their own
police station. It has made a real difference to the
quality of life and the amenity of people in the area.
We have also upgraded the Seymour and Broadford
stations. We have built a 24-hour-capable station at
Kilmore. It is not quite up to 24 hours yet, but the
number of police there has grown significantly. At the
moment we are also doing an upgrade at Wallan, which
will have a 24-hour-capable station as well. That will
meet the needs of that rapidly growing community.
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At the last election we also promised to build a new fire
station at Wallan, which again will be an important and
pivotal piece of infrastructure for the general
firefighting capacity of the area. We also promised to
build new fire stations at Badger Creek and Christmas
Hills North. Those volunteers really do deserve the best
possible equipment, including vehicles, and stations to
be able to carry out their work in the most safe and
healthy way. Those promises are fantastic.
During the last election campaign I was asked by a
reporter for one of the papers to nominate the three
major issues. I considered that education and health
were still major issues but that this time the third one
was water. Obviously that was an issue right across the
state. We still have issues in the Seymour electorate,
and there is a lot more to be done to address those
issues over the next few years. What we have done is
connect Wallan to Yarra Valley Water with a pipeline,
which has taken a lot of the pressure off the Sunday
Creek Reservoir.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Bushfires: firebreaks
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change. I ask the minister to take action to
protect not just water storages in metropolitan areas but
also those that supply rural and regional Victoria by
creating and maintaining permanent firebreaks around
water catchments and storages. In early February
officers from the Department of Sustainability and
Environment stated that they intend to construct and
maintain a permanent firebreak around the Thomson
Dam catchment. As usual the environmentalists say that
such a firebreak would introduce weeds that are
sensitive to the regenerating bushland and that they
may harm endangered species of frogs. Does this
suggest that frogs are more important than we humans
and our water supply? I have no need to answer that.
I suggest that the minister, the department and even the
environmentalists get up from behind their desks and
out of their comfy office chairs and actually visit the
Thomson Dam area, talk to the locals and find out what
logical solutions are on offer. Wilma Prentice, a local
from my electorate of Narracan, more specifically
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Moondarra, near the Thomson Dam, has made some
good suggestions to me recently. If the department
cleared a 20-metre width of vegetation on either side of
major roads in the area, such as the Moe–Erica road and
the Rawson–Tyers road, not only would the road and
cleared area act as the best form of firebreak, it would
also improve safety for locals in the area when the next
fire unfortunately challenges the area again.
During a visit to the area not only would the minister
and the department have sensible solutions put to them
but they would also be bombarded with questions from
the locals like, ‘Why is it that only the Melbourne water
catchment matters?’, or, ‘Why is the Thomson Dam the
only catchment that the department proposes to
protect?’. Let me not be misunderstood. I support the
idea of a permanently maintained firebreak, but why
would the department be so arrogant as to suggest that
it would maintain a firebreak only around Melbourne’s
main water supply?
The Thomson Dam, although located in Gippsland,
supplies water to the Upper Yarra Reservoir and the
Silvan Reservoir for distribution to suburban
households in Melbourne. I can tell members that this
has totally ruffled the feathers of many country
Victorians all around the state. What a totally
city-centric view put forward by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment: yet again rural people
and their lifestyles do not even hit the radar. Let us not
forget that regionally located water-dependent
industries supply the rest of the state with fresh produce
and make a major contribution to Victoria’s export
activity. I call on the Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change to take action to consider all
Victorians when protecting Victoria’s water supplies
from the threat of bushfire.

Consumer affairs: consumer education
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
It is an important matter which affects a large number
of Victorian consumers, including a very large number
of migrant constituents in Derrimut and the western
suburbs generally — that is, the issue of scams and
frauds. I ask the minister to take action to educate
consumers about preventing frauds and to work with
other governments and enforcement agencies to crack
down on fraudsters.
The Bracks government is committed to informing and
educating Victorian consumers. On this side of the
house we believe this is the best way to prevent
consumer detriment. Additionally we are committed to
making sure that consumers have somewhere to turn
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when problems do arise. Consumer fraud can affect
people in many ways. With the increasing use of
technology in our society, scammers have taken the
opportunity to prey on people by using new
technologies, such as the internet, email and mobile
phones, as well as by more traditional means, such as
mail or even door-to-door sales.
The increase in the quantity and sophistication of global
scams and frauds has resulted in many people falling
victim to these criminal activities. Unfortunately
consumers who fall victim to scams and frauds nearly
always lose their money, and they have their identities
stolen as well. However, if consumers are armed with
information, that will go a long way towards protecting
them from being scammed. I reiterate those aspects as I
ask the minister to take action to assist in the provision
of information and education to consumers.
You would know, Deputy Speaker, that this particularly
affects the most vulnerable members of our
community. It is not surprising that many people with
disabilities, certainly people from non-English-speaking
backgrounds in my electorate, senior citizens or older
members of the community can fall into this trap.
Consumers lose of the order of millions of dollars. In
fact tens of thousands of Victorian consumers are
affected by scams every year. It is important that we do
something to protect consumers, but let us not forget
that state taxpayers have to invest millions of dollars
into protecting consumers. It is a good idea to continue
to provide information to protect consumers.

Patient transport: rural and regional Victoria
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My issue is with the
Minister for Health. The matter I wish to raise for
action concerns the late or outstanding reimbursements
from the Victorian patient transport assistance scheme
and also the inadequacy of the VPTAS kilometre
reimbursement rate, the need for reimbursements to be
provided for a broader range of specialist services and
the lack of flexibility in accessing competitive
commercial air travel. The action I seek is that the
minister review this service to ensure timely payment
of claims and flexibility in travel options. This review
should include stakeholders and users of the scheme.
There is a drawback to living in a rural or regional
town — that is, the lack of specialist medical services
that country patients must deal with. To make it easier
for country patients to visit specialists in major
metropolitan centres, they use the Victorian patient
transport assistance scheme. This system is good in
theory, but lately I have been contacted by a number of
constituents who are having trouble with it.
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I have written to the general manager of the Loddon
Mallee regional administration arm of the scheme to
voice the concerns raised by my constituents. Some
examples are as follows. A constituent in Ouyen has
written to me stating that her refund, submitted to the
VPTAS in October 2006, still has not been processed.
This is an outrageous amount of time for someone in an
isolated rural community — who is likely to be on
assistance — to have to wait to be reimbursed.
A constituent’s daughter under 12 months old has to
visit a specialist audiologist in Adelaide. This
audiologist, unlike our resident ear, nose and throat
specialist, is able to provide the ear moulds needed for
such a young child. She also receives audio testing to
check her hearing — another service unable to be
provided locally. A loophole in the VPTAS prevents
the parents from receiving any assistance with travel to
provide this service for the child.
Another user of the scheme is concerned that he is
affected by the inability of the VPTAS to pay
accommodation suppliers directly. Instead he pays for
his Adelaide accommodation and then waits six to eight
weeks to be reimbursed. He is also concerned that the
VPTAS vehicle reimbursement rate is 14 cents per
kilometre, which is far below the par of government
rates.
Another constituent rightly points out that the VPTAS
program does not acknowledge the electorate’s
isolation as enough reason to fly. Unless the patient is
deemed too ill to travel by road, the Department of
Human Services will not support air transport.
However, at certain times it is far cheaper to fly than to
drive, given the accommodation and other costs. It is
not uncommon for regional airlines to offer $90 fares
versus a cost of several hundred dollars to travel by
road.
I am mindful that over the years the VPTAS has
allowed families and individuals to receive specialist
attention to which they would otherwise not have
access; however, I am also mindful that in light of the
recent spate of complaints about the system — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Water: Frankston supply
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — Tonight I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change concerning the
accessibility of water from the eastern treatment plant
for Frankston. The specific action I seek is for the
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minister to urgently investigate the potential for local
government to access alternative sources of water —
including recycled, storm, grey and bore water — to
provide further information to municipalities and work
with local government to clearly define the access to
and cost of recycled water.
I recently met with a councillor and senior council
officers at Frankston City Council to discuss this
crucially important issue for my local community. I will
be arranging for a delegation to also meet with
representatives of appropriate instrumentalities and
authorities.
The drought conditions over the past decade, and
especially over the past six months with the incredibly
low winter and spring rainfall, have had a massive
impact on Frankston as well as right across the state.
Frankston has certainly not been immune from the
effects of climate change and below-average rainfall.
Frankston City Council and local sporting clubs are
very well aware that they are able to water some of
their grounds during stage 3 water restrictions but that
they are expected to help save water along with the rest
of the community and industry. Municipal councils
such as Frankston are struggling to ensure that the
community can still access and use public open spaces
such as local sporting facilities. Without the continued
active intervention of both the state government and the
Frankston council many of the municipality’s sporting
facilities will soon be unusable. The most obvious
effect of this will be the disenfranchising of many
sporting clubs, including those which cater for children,
and the consequential health impacts.
Our alternative water supplies hold the key to a
sustainable water future, and the project being proposed
in Frankston is consistent with the Bracks
government’s plan to secure the state’s water supplies.
In mid-2005 the minister joined me in Frankston at
Ballam Park when the Bracks government provided
$250 000 to the Frankston City Council to develop a
plan to pipe recycled water to irrigate the park. The
project will ultimately save 200 megalitres of drinking
water each year and help Victoria achieve its aim of
20 per cent water recycling by the year 2010. The
project will divert recycled water from the eastern
treatment plant, which members will know is being
upgraded with a $300 million investment from the
Bracks government. This massive upgrade will be
completed by 2012 and will allow 135 000 megalitres
of treated water to be available for various recycling
projects.
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Frankston City Council has a very innovative proposal
which would see much public open space in Frankston
drought proofed — from McClelland Drive in
Langwarrin and west all the way to the Frankston
foreshore. There are a number of issues which need to
be addressed before this proposal can be further
advanced, not least among them infrastructure — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Wantirna Road, Ringwood: pedestrian crossing
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. I call
on the minister to take action and investigate the
immediate need for a pedestrian crossing on Wantirna
Road, Ringwood, between Canterbury Road and the
Dandenong Creek.
Waldreas Lodge retirement village is an independently
run, high-standard precinct for elderly residents, some
of whom are in need of constant care but many of
whom are still young and healthy enough to live
unassisted. The village has provided excellent
accommodation for many years and is currently
undergoing major building expansion works. These
works will mean additional residents, many of whom,
like those who already live there, will need access to
public transport to local shopping centres such as the
Wantirna Mall to the south and Eastland to the north.
This part of Wantirna Road is in effect four lanes wide
and vehicles travel at up to 70 kilometres an hour.
There is no traffic island and crossing is just plain
dangerous. In order to link the residents with the
broader community, including potential visitors who
rely on public transport to visit their loved ones, a
pedestrian crossing is absolutely essential. Residents
such as Margaret Confoy have been lobbying the state
government for several years to make passage across
Wantirna Road safe.
As recently as last week VicRoads claimed there are
not enough pedestrian movements to warrant a
crossing. May I suggest to the minister that this is
perhaps a chicken-and-egg situation. We have all seen
the ads on television advocating fitness for all ages. The
government would like older Victorians to ‘Go for
Your Life’ but have not taken into consideration that
some of its target audience who would dearly like to
exercise and be mobile cannot due entirely to a lack of
access to safe transportation. Studies show us without
doubt that the more active we are as we age the less
likely we are to gain weight and develop diabetes and
that with the help of mental stimulation we can slow the
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progression of cruel conditions such as Alzheimer’s.
These ailments can make life miserable for sufferers
and their families and also have huge financial
ramifications for society as a whole.
I call on the minister to think to the future and take
action by committing to a pedestrian crossing linking
Waldreas village to the bus stop opposite so that these
valued residents of my district can be given the
opportunity to continue living full and active lives.
Residents are scared of being hit and killed by cars and
trucks. I only hope it does not take such an accident to
initiate action.

Cycling: Upfield shared pathway
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports.
The action I seek is that the minister, who also has
responsibility for cycling, instruct his departmental staff
to ensure that there is sign-off within the department
and its agencies, particularly with VicTrack, for
construction of the Upfield shared pathway between
Boundary and Box Forest roads. The path would start
near Fawkner police station and border the Fawkner
Cemetery.
The Upfield shared pathway is a really fantastic project
that has been constructively worked on by the member
for Brunswick and me, the City of Moreland and
Moreland bicycle users. That work has been
progressing for a number of years. As a result of the
work of the Bracks government improvements have
been made including the installation of the Bell Street,
Upfield, shared pathway pedestrian lights which are
linked with the Bell Street and Sydney Road
intersection and the rail crossing and Hudson Street.
That set of lights was a major investment. Also we have
extended the off-road area between Bell and O’Hea
streets and installed lights at Dawson and Park streets.
I trust that the minister will see this as an important
project. It is 1.6 kilometres of track which would finish
the pathway through my electorate. It would really be a
moment I would be particularly proud to share with the
Minister for Roads and Ports. I have just checked with
him about whether he is a member of Bicycle Victoria,
which is a great organisation. Membership includes
insurance, so if we can entice the minister out to my
electorate and encourage him to get on his bike, we will
make sure that he is well and truly covered for
insurance. I am not suggesting he might need it, but if
he chooses not to walk the pathway but hop on his bike,
we will spend a very enjoyable hour or so travelling the
pathway.
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After four years of very hard work by the local
community I trust that the minister will see fit to ensure,
particularly within the department, that that great
agency VicTrack listens acutely to the minister’s staff
when they say that they need its undivided attention to
make sure this project is ready for sign-off and funding
in the not-too-distant future.

Wild dogs: control
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change and ask that he take appropriate action
to eradicate the problem of wild dogs in Victoria.
I stand in this place tonight, as did the previous member
for Benambra, continuing the call to eradicate the
problem of wild dogs. The effects on farmers,
particularly in my electorate of Benambra, are extreme
because there are no boundaries for these dogs. The
biggest problem is where private property adjoins
public lands. These dogs see no fences, and the effect
on native quolls and other native wildlife is that there
are none. There is nothing left, and that is why the dogs
are attacking the livestock.
Leading up to the election in November the Bracks
Labor government was dragged kicking and screaming
to conduct an aerial baiting program. In fact that was a
Liberal Party policy that was adopted by the Bracks
government. In December a minimal trial was kindly
conducted over 10 000 hectares. However, we are
experiencing a continuing drought and fires. Being wild
animals, the dogs had hightailed it out of the place, and
the aerial baiting trial was ineffective. I call on the
minister to continue to take action through aerial baiting
or some other alternative means, but more importantly
the minister should come to the electorate and see
firsthand the effects of these wild dogs.
A community meeting will be held some time in late
March. I had an opportunity to speak with the minister
today. I caught him in the lift and mentioned to him the
community meeting in Tallangatta that will be held
towards the end of March, hoping that the Artful
Dodger himself would come to Tallangatta and face the
farming community of Corryong, Tallangatta and the
Tallangatta Valley. However, moving along, the
biggest thing is to come up and see and hear firsthand
from the farmers.
The Bracks Labor government has to get over the
romantic idea that farming is a lifestyle where you drive
your Mercedes-Benz, sit back and watch the grass grow
and the cows graze. Farming is a business. Farmers are
active, hardworking people who work their businesses.
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Spending time fighting the effects of the wild dog
slaughter is taking time and effort away from
concentrating on their businesses and seeing their
businesses flourish. In the last couple of seconds of my
contribution to the debate, if we are not going to
conduct aerial baiting, there are many other methods
that should be considered. I reiterate that the minister
should come up to the electorate of Benambra, face the
people and discuss these alternatives.
An honourable member — Contraception?
Mr TILLEY — That’s the thing — these wild dogs
are not making love to the sheep!

Kings Road, Sydenham: duplication
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I wish to raise a matter for
the Minister for Roads and Ports. Firstly, let me
congratulate the minister on being appointed a minister,
as this is the first opportunity I have had to address a
matter to him.
I ask the Minister for Roads and Ports about work that
is going on in my electorate, and in particular I ask that
he take up with VicRoads the notion of giving residents
sufficient notice prior to commencing rock blasting for
the tunnel at Kings Road. The minister is aware that
works going on in my electorate will lead to road
duplications, as will other works in the western suburbs.
I am pleased that the minister is from the western
suburbs, where we have the Deer Park bypass being
built and only last week we had the opening of the
Bulla–Tullamarine interchange, which will be an
important asset to my community and electorate. For
that reason I know that the minister will take this matter
up so that the residents will be able to adjust their
lifestyles. Consideration needs to be given to the school
holidays and people working shiftwork in the area.
Previously when works were carried out — one single
lane of the tunnel was constructed by the City of
Brimbank — they caused a great deal of angst amongst
people because of the rock blasting and removal of the
rocks from under the tunnel to create access under the
railway line. Therefore I ask the minister to liaise with
VicRoads. I ask that it takes great care and consults
with the community so my constituents and people
affected are made aware early, before the actual works
start. People in my area regard VicRoads with a lot of
goodwill and it has a good reputation in Keilor because
of the work it carries out so efficiently and readily for
the community.
If the minister takes this matter up with VicRoads it
will smooth things out, as it has been consulting with
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the people planning this tunnel. It actually put a high
buffer fence in one area at the request of the residents. It
has had consultation meetings in several communities
before starting construction so that everybody was
aware that there would be some inconvenience while
the construction work took place, particularly in the
summer months, when the dry weather causes the dust
that people have to put up with.
I am pleased to say my office has not received any
complaints on those matters, so I congratulate
VicRoads on the work it is carrying out before it
actually starts blasting to work through that tunnel,
which work I know can be hazardous. From past
experience in that area I know the workers will be
dealing with basalt rock, which has to be broken up
with jackhammers and then blasted. I hope the job is
completed with everybody being pleased and happy
and that the minister comes out and officially opens the
tunnel when it is completed.

Colac High School and Colac College:
amalgamation
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I call on the Minister
for Education in the other place to provide the Colac
community with an up-to-date report on the Colac High
School and Colac College amalgamation project, which
is strongly supported by the minister’s department,
Colac Otway shire and the Colac community. I am also
getting in early and calling on the minister to ensure
that this project receives funding in this year’s budget
allocation so that works can proceed. I am sure that the
minister is well aware of the new secondary school
project, because when I raised the matter in my
address-in-reply the Minister for Skills, Education
Services and Employment, who was at the table at the
time, commented, ‘It is a very good project.
Members of the local community are hearing all the
right noises. The Colac Herald of Monday,
19 February, reports:
An education department spokeswoman said the department
had seen the preliminary plans for the proposed Colac
secondary schools regeneration project, which forms part of
the Colac education, recreation and community precinct, and
more advanced planning was under way.

The spokeswoman went on to say:
The state government has made an election commitment to
fund a number of regeneration projects during its term in
government, including Colac …

The Colac community has heard from the school
councils, the Colac Otway shire and the Department of
Education about the new school. However, it would be
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reassuring for the community to hear from the minister
about this vital project for the region. Plans presented to
a community forum last week show new school
buildings including a sports stadium, library and
performing arts space. The new facilities will sit
alongside and complement the Bluewater Fitness
Centre and the Central Reserve.
It is estimated that, if the project were to receive
funding in the 2007–08 budget, the earliest date that the
buildings could be occupied would be 2009. The
community, the local council, the school councils and
the minister’s department have worked diligently on the
project, and they are to be commended for the work that
has been undertaken to date. All that is needed is for the
minister to provide the assurances and let us know
where the project sits in relation to funding, and what
further steps are required in order to commence work.
Planning days for both schools are being undertaken to
ensure that the best outcome possible is achieved at the
new facility. Given the importance of this education
precinct, I am sure Colac would welcome a visit by the
minister to the 21-hectare site of the proposed school.
The existing schools comprise very old buildings, and
the school councils are working around the clock, along
with the principals, to ensure that they do not become
run down while we wait for this important project to
receive funding. We have dedicated teachers at both
schools, we have strong school councils and we have a
community that are really pushing and supporting their
schools and school councils to get this project up. I
implore the minister to look at this project, give us an
up-to-date report and, as I said, provide funding in this
year’s budget.

Rail: Merri Creek bridge
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the
duplication of the railway line between Clifton Hill and
Westgarth stations, and I ask the minister: what action
will be taken to ensure that the residents are consulted
in order that their concerns over the design and
construction of a new bridge over Merri Creek are
addressed?
The Bracks government’s Meeting Our Transport
Challenges blueprint for Victoria’s transport system
was launched last year. An integral part of the action
plan was to upgrade the junction of the Epping and
Hurstbridge rail lines between the two stations.
Currently during peak times up to 20 trains per hour
must use the single-track section, causing a bottleneck
on the network. The benefits of the upgrade will be
significant. Fewer trains will be delayed, improving
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reliability and reducing overcrowding. The capacity of
the line will be increased, which is an important
consideration with the planned extension of the Epping
line to South Morang.
As part of the upgrade it will be necessary to build a
new bridge over the Merri Creek. The current
single-track bridge was constructed in the late 1890s
and has significant heritage value. Demolishing it is not
an option. It is proposed that the new bridge will run
alongside the old one and, in addition to the Merri
Creek, cross Urquhart Street and Creek Parade. The
proposal will have an impact on the creek, the
surrounding land and nearby houses and will affect
pedestrian and cyclist access.
In short, while residents can see the benefit of the
project for commuters, they want to ensure that the
construction has as little impact as possible on their
environment. Moreover, wherever possible we seek to
improve the area concerned — for example, local
residents and the Friends of Merri Creek are keen to see
improvements undertaken to Merri Creek as part of the
project. The removal of foreign plants and rubbish is
one such measure. Landscaping of the area following
construction is another. Residents would also like to see
more open space and improved access to the nearby
railway station. As I mentioned earlier, the old bridge
has significant heritage value, so the design and
aesthetics of the new bridge are crucial. Residents are
also concerned about an increase in noise. All of these
issues and more need to be addressed to ensure the
success of this project.
This is an exciting development for the Northcote
electorate and an integral part of the Bracks
government’s vision for public transport in
Melbourne’s north. I commend the minister and her
team on the way they have engaged the local
community to date, and I ask what action will be
undertaken to ensure that local residents and interested
groups are consulted in the future as we move forward
towards the completion of this important project.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Prior to
calling the minister I point out that I think the member
for Northcote meant to ask what action the minister will
take to ensure that residents are consulted about their
concerns, not ‘what action will be undertaken’.

Responses
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — The
member for Bayswater raised an issue concerning a
pedestrian crossing at a location in Wantirna Road. The
Bracks government obviously takes seriously its
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concerns with regard to spending on road safety, and
we are particularly conscious of the fact that that
obligation brings with it a requirement to make a
continuing investment. We have increased our
investment in road safety by about 280 per cent, and
that has meant that over the last seven years this
government has put in place something in the vicinity
of 2000 individual road safety initiatives.
I note that the member brought to my attention that the
matter has already been the subject of a VicRoads
analysis, and as a consequence of that analysis the
activity obligation requirements for a pedestrian
crossing have not been met. I also note that the member
has drawn to my attention the desirability of increased
mobility for people, and as a consequence I will ask
VicRoads to review the situation and to have direct
dialogue with the community in an effort to ascertain
what options are available for improved access for the
community.
The member for Keilor raised an issue concerning the
Kings Road duplication, which is a $19.7 million
project that involves the duplication of 3.3 kilometres of
existing main road to provide a total of four lanes
between Taylors Road in the south and Melton
Highway in the north. The Kings Road duplication is
one of a number of initiatives that the Bracks
government is putting in place in respect of outer
metropolitan growth and development. This growth and
development is quite outstanding and demonstrates that
the growth and vitality of our outer western suburbs are
continuing to place greater demands upon the
government in respect of the need to make greater
investments. In Meeting Our Transport Challenges the
government has committed $1.3 billion over the next
10 years to deal with the question of outer metropolitan
arterial road growth. We remain committed to that
process, which already has seen a substantial
investment in outer metropolitan roads. Something in
the vicinity of $400 million worth of specific projects
has already been undertaken in outer metropolitan
Melbourne.
The Kings Road duplication is one of the many outer
metropolitan projects being constructed to meet the
traffic demands in this rapidly growing area. The traffic
demands that confront Victoria and outer metropolitan
Melbourne in particular will be consistently in the mind
of this government as we move forward and deal with
our challenges relating to congestion. Of course we
know congestion has a varying degree of cost for this
government, the community and ultimately the
economic activity of the state, about $2.5 billion being
the most recent estimate of the negative impact that
congestion growth can have. As a consequence we need
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to be eternally vigilant in terms of the systems we put in
place.
The works to be undertaken in respect of the Kings
Road duplication, for the information of the member for
Keilor, will include roadworks such as new pavement,
the construction of kerbing and channelling;
intersection improvements including the signalisation
of several intersections; landscaping works; and the
removal of rock at the Sydenham rail and road
underpasses to allow for construction of the new
carriageways. To my knowledge there is no rock
blasting proposed. If in the future rock blasting
becomes necessary, a communications plan will be
developed around the issue to ensure that the
community is informed and sufficient notice is given. I
want to reassure the member for Keilor of the strong
community support for this project, which will result in
less congestion, improved safety and better access to
adjacent residential and commercial precincts for
people who reside in the surrounding communities.
Finally, the member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter
concerning the Upfield shared bike and pedestrian
pathway. I must say that I was somewhat surprised to
imagine that the member for Pascoe Vale would be
mistaken in any material respect about whether I
possess anything other than a finely tuned cycling
body! In fact only as recently as last October, when the
government opened the 23-kilometre Federation Trail, I
managed to successfully traverse the entire trail. Then,
due to an unfortunate breakdown in communication, I
traversed the trail back again. I must say that it was a lot
more fun getting there than it was coming back.
Nonetheless, cycling is a wonderful undertaking, and it
is increasingly becoming not only a social and
environmentally responsible activity but an important
way in which to deal with our congestion issues. I have
made my contribution to the environment by vowing
never to wear lycra, and under its Meeting Our
Transport Challenges initiative the government will
invest in the vicinity of $73 million over the next
10 years in what is effectively the biggest injection of
funds into cycling in Victoria’s history.
This investment recognises the importance of cycling
and walking as travel modes, especially for shorter
trips, and it is increasingly becoming a legitimate form
of activity and travel, both to and from work. That
means there are increasing demands upon the
government to provide adequate facilities, and not only
provide for cycling routes but also provide for the
appropriate housing for cycling routes so that an
effective interface between cycling facilities and public
transport facilities is available. The potential to grow
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these cycling routes substantially as the community
seeks more sustainable forms of transport is
consistently apparent to the government.
The proposed 1.6-kilometre extension of the Upfield
bicycle path from Boundary Road to Box Forest Road
in Fawkner will cost $1.1 million. I will ensure that my
department works cooperatively with the City of
Moreland to assist with any concerns it may have to see
that this project progresses for the benefit of all cyclists
in the electorate of the member for Pascoe Vale.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
I am pleased to respond to the member for Derrimut,
who has raised the important matter of scams and a
whole range of fraudulent and predatory behaviour that
sadly too many Victorians fall victim to each year. I
want to also acknowledge the member’s interest in
consumer protection issues.
Consumer fraud is a significant issue facing Victorian
families. Research commissioned and conducted by
Consumer Affairs Victoria has found that over a
12-month period around 370 000 scams were
committed at a cost of around $130 million. That is a
very substantial amount of money and a very
substantial burden on the individuals involved. If you
break that down, it is about $346 per incident in terms
of money lost directly, as well as the cost in time and a
whole range of other burdens that are imposed because
of this predatory behaviour. That is perhaps more than
the average family spends on food in a fortnight — all
lost to this unconscionable conduct.
As a government we are working hard through
Consumer Affairs Victoria and through partnerships
with a whole range of other agencies to try and better
inform the Victorian community about these risks. We
want to make sure that people are aware of them and
perhaps put in place practices to protect themselves. We
also want to try to ensure they have the confidence to
come forward and get themselves the support, advice
and assistance they need if they have fallen victim to
this predatory behaviour.
It is timely that the member for Derrimut raises these
matters, because March is National Scams Awareness
Month. The government will work in a very concerted
way, in partnership with a whole range of international
and interstate agencies, including New Zealand, as part
of that National Scams Awareness Month to promote
and elevate awareness of these issues and to make sure
that people have the confidence to come forward to get
the support, assistance and advice they may need if they
have fallen victim to this sort of predatory behaviour.
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The four-week campaign mounted by the Australasian
Consumer Fraud Task Force coincides with the global
consumer fraud prevention month. This is a global
program and these are issues that are important right
across the world. As a government, we are committed
to doing everything we can to advance these issues. We
have worked with vigour to uncover and prevent scams
that capture consumers. We have sought court actions
and injunctions, issued formal warnings and monitored
mail and email for repeat offenders. That is an
important part of the enforcement side of things.
However, the member for Derrimut asked for and
sought action about educating consumers. Perhaps the
most important thing we can do is to educate
consumers about scams that have been committed or
may be committed so that they can be wary and have
the confidence to come forward to get the support they
need. Perhaps the golden rule in terms of consumer
protection is to understand that, if something sounds too
good to be true, then it almost certainly is. A few
simple precautions, a few practical changes in terms of
handing over personal information — just being that
little bit more cautious than we perhaps might have
been — can have powerful outcomes.
The other message that is very important to get out
there amongst the community — and the education
campaigns we run are largely targeted at this — is to
ensure that people understand that they must get past
the embarrassment in order to deal with some of those
issues. They should come forward and get the help and
support they need. In so doing they will not just help
themselves but they will also add to the evidence base
and the database, so that we understand more about this
sort of conduct and can potentially prevent many
thousands of other Victorians falling prey to the same
unconscionable conduct.
Consumer protection issues are very serious. This
government has invested in preventing them. We have
a 1300 number that received more than 500 000 calls
last year and a website that received more than
1.1 million visits. We have a regional network of seven
offices. Consumers in Victoria have never before had
such a well-funded, well-resourced and clear
opportunity to come forward to get the support they
need. I thank the member from Derrimut for raising the
issue. He can rest assured, as can all honourable
members, that the government will continue to invest in
making sure that the community is educated,
particularly about these predatory practices.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to respond on
behalf of various ministers to matters raised by the
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members for Narracan, Mildura, Frankston, Benambra,
Polwarth and Northcote.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I will raise those matters with the
relevant ministers for their action.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.43 p.m.
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Campaspe — C45, C53
Glenelg — C33

The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

Greater Bendigo — C80
Latrobe — C44

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR

Manningham — C46.

Members: pecuniary interests

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday during debate
on the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill the
member for Gippsland East sought clarification as to
whether the direct pecuniary interest provisions would
apply to some members on the passage of that bill.

Adjournment

There are two principal requirements in relation to
direct pecuniary interests. Firstly, under the Members
of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 a
member of Parliament is required to make full
disclosure to the Parliament of any direct pecuniary
interest they have in or in relation to any matter upon
which they speak in the house. Secondly, under
standing order 170 a member must not vote in the
house on any question in which he or she has a direct
pecuniary interest.
Part 3 of the bill makes amendments to the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968,
and I assume it is in relation to those provisions that the
member for Gippsland East has raised the issue of
direct pecuniary interest applying to some members.
I can advise the house that section 4 of the Members of
Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 specifically
excludes any remuneration received by a member under
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 from the definition of financial benefit. In my
view this means that the direct pecuniary interest
requirements of that act do not apply to debate on this
bill.
1 would also point out that at the time of the passage of
the bill the committee memberships had not been
established so there was no likelihood of knowing
which members would be entitled to a benefit under
that bill.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
year ended 31 October 2006
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 13 March
2007.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Water: government advertising
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
house’s attention the fact that the government is using
taxpayers money to fund an advertisement which is
misleading. An advertisement currently running seeks
to counter the community feeling that the government’s
water-demand reduction policy unfairly targets
households and does not bind business. The
taxpayer-funded ad states that households use 60 per
cent of water. If you look more closely, you see that the
claim is about 60 per cent of Melbourne’s water
system. This is a dishonest claim, because it is
analysing one water system rather than the whole of
Victorian water use.
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, across
the whole of Victoria households use 8 per cent of
Victoria’s water consumption. It is bad enough that we
have to put up with a $13 million taxpayer-funded
advertising campaign run through Shannon’s Way
telling households to reduce consumption. What we
have now is taxpayer funds being used to try to counter
a political debate the government is losing. That in
itself is reprehensible enough, but even more
reprehensible is the fact that the government is using
figures which do not convey the truth.
Again I would refer the government and the water
minister to Australian Bureau of Statistics
catalogue 4610, which clearly states that households
use 8 per cent of Victoria’s water, not the 60 per cent
the government is falsely claiming in taxpayer
advertising. It is disgraceful.
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Sport and recreation: Active Girls awards
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — Victoria has an abundance of young
female sporting talent, and over the past month I have
had the privilege of recognising the efforts of nine
teenage girls who were the recipients of the 2007
Active Girls awards. These awards were established in
2002 from a proposal developed by the Victorian
government, which linked the Leader community
newspapers annual Sports Star awards and the
Victorian government’s Active Girls program.
Each year over 1000 sportspeople are nominated for the
Leader community newspapers Sports Star awards.
From this large group nine young women who have
enjoyed outstanding success in their chosen fields are
selected to receive the Active Girls awards. This year’s
award winners are a very dynamic group of talented
sporting stars: Brydee Moore, athletics; Rosie Moult,
basketball; Natalie Argiro, swimming; Danielle Byrnes,
athletics; Niki Duckstein, cricket, AFL and tae kwon
do; Renee Caruso, karate; Gulcan Koca, soccer; Diana
Sher, fencing; and Angela Dunn, golf. These girls all
received a certificate, a cheque and an invitation to
attend the Active Girls breakfast as role models. The
breakfast, which will be held later this year, will attract
over 600 secondary schoolgirls and over 80 sporting
role models.
On a local note, I congratulate Melissa Duncan, who
won the Free Press Leader Junior Sports Star Award.
The Upwey High School student is one of Victoria’s
most promising 400 and 800-metre runners and
performed exceptionally well at the Australian Youth
Olympic Festival in Sydney last month.
The achievements of all these young women have been
highlighted in their respective local newspapers, further
helping to promote women’s sport, which is often
underrepresented in the mainstream media.

Rail: Shepparton–Melbourne line
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I have received
numerous complaints about V/Line’s train and bus
services from Shepparton to Melbourne and return.
Many travellers are angry at the downgrading of the
train service with the cancellation of the 4.00 p.m.
passenger train from Melbourne each day.
The Shepparton district Probus club has written to me
asking me to assist in having that service reinstated.
When the new timetables come into effect this month,
there will be no train or bus service running from
Melbourne to Shepparton between 2.30 p.m. and
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6.30 p.m. This last train will not get into Shepparton
until about 9.30 p.m. — far too late for many travellers.
I will read from a letter I received from the Shepparton
RSL:
Many of our veteran World War II members like to travel to
Melbourne for the Anzac Day march and service, which gives
them a chance to spend this important time with their
comrades from Melbourne and other parts of Victoria. They
usually travel on public transport from Shepparton to
Melbourne and return.
With the recently announced changed timetables for train and
bus services from Melbourne to Shepparton, this will cause
them a long wait to return to Shepparton, eventually arriving
home late in the evening.
We seek your support, hopefully in arranging a bus for them
to return home earlier.

Other complaints include air conditioning on trains not
working, overcrowding, breakdowns and trains
continually running late. V/Line’s recent performance
results show that the Shepparton line has the highest
percentage of late train arrivals in the state. Constituents
have told me they have only praise for the local V/Line
staff, who have tried to be helpful.
I urge the government to rectify the problems with the
Shepparton–Melbourne service. The people of
Shepparton district deserve public transport that is safe,
comfortable reliable and responsive to their travel
needs, not a second-class service.

Queenscliff Maritime Weekend
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — On
Saturday I was very pleased to participate in the
blessing of the fleet and to formally open the
Queenscliff Maritime Weekend and couta boat regatta.
This great event commenced five years ago, and I have
enjoyed being part of it since its inception. Saturday
was the 72nd blessing of the fishing fleet in
Queenscliff. It is the birthplace of the couta boat, and
the weekend is a great celebration of the maritime
history of Queenscliff and also an opportunity to reflect
on the important role the couta boats played in the
development of the town. Again we had the pleasure of
the blessing of the fleet by the famed barefoot
fisherman, Louis Ferrier. The 82-year-old is the town’s
last remaining couta boat fisherman and a real
gentleman who has an extraordinary knowledge of
Queenscliff. He has participated in almost all of the
72 blessings, which commenced in 1935.
The weekend event has grown over the last five years
in a partnership between the Couta Boat Association,
Queenscliff Lonsdale Yacht Club and the Sorrento
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Sailing Couta Boat Club and is secured as one of the
highlights on the Bellarine Peninsula’s calendar of
events.
I offer my congratulations to all those who have been
involved, especially Richard and Carmen Bell, Andrew
Scorgie, the various schoolchildren who participated,
the local Sea Scouts and the maritime museum. I also
want to acknowledge Scott Crisp for his hospitality on
the day. This is a great event, and I would encourage
other members to participate next February.

Crime: Malvern electorate
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Recent revelations of
the secret pre-election deal between the Labor
government and the police union only confirm the
political expedience of the Bracks government. But
sadly, our front-line police are still understaffed. In my
electorate, the proof is in the crime figures.
Examining the police’s own statistics for Malvern,
crime has increased by 4.8 per cent over the last
financial year. This represents 232 additional offences
committed in that period. In Stonnington serious
crimes, crimes against the person and drug offences
have each rocketed by over 10 per cent for the same
period. It was hardly surprising to read the article in the
Herald Sun of 18 August 2006 headed ‘Patrols vanish
in “black hole”’. This article starts:
Police patrols have been secretly cut while the Bracks
government has been telling Victorians more police are being
put on the beat.

It also reports that while the number of violent crimes
in the last two years has increased by 5500, the number
of general duties police has been slashed by 748.
We have tremendous police in Malvern. I know from
personal experience that they are absolutely dedicated
to their job, and this is why they are frustrated by this
government’s underresourcing. It is well past time for
the government to support our police with decent
front-line staffing to allow them to do their job and
uphold the right.

Australia Day: Yuroke electorate awards
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to acknowledge
my local constituents who were recently awarded
Australia Day honours. I congratulate them on the
worthwhile contributions they have made to their
communities.
The Very Reverend Fr Victor Rophael of Gladstone
Park was awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia
(OAM) for dedicating his life to helping Melbourne’s
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immigrant community and for the establishment of the
first Coptic Orthodox Church in Melbourne.
Alena Karazija of Tullamarine was also awarded an
OAM for her work with the Lithuanian community. At
84 years of age and still working, she is an inspiration
to us all. For over 50 years she has been involved in the
promotion of cultural activities, such as plays, concerts
and lectures. Alena also assists Lithuanian residents
with interpreting, reading and writing of letters.
Keith Herring is a well-known figure within the
Craigieburn community and a deserving recipient of the
Ambulance Service Medal. Through his membership of
the Craigieburn and District Ambulance Committee,
Keith was instrumental in the development of the
Craigieburn emergency response team, the first of its
type in Victoria and since 1996 a model that has been
replicated throughout Victoria. His ongoing
commitment to the provision of emergency services in
the region — Craigieburn in particular — and his
overall work within the community are greatly
appreciated by everyone who has been the beneficiary
of Keith’s time and efforts.

Youth: mental health services
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
express my concern at the current state of youth mental
health services in Victoria. Under this government
investment in mental health has overwhelmingly
focused on those suffering acute episodes. While the
rest of the health system moved to a preventive
approach years ago, mental health has lagged behind.
The case for a move to early intervention, especially for
young people, is compelling. At least one-third of
young people have had an episode of mental illness,
and an estimated 75 per cent of mental health problems
occur before 25 years of age.
There is a light on the hill. Last week the Minister for
Mental Health acknowledged that we have been able to
develop the evidence that shows the more we invest
early, the better the outcomes. However, the
government’s commitments to early intervention under
the 2006 Council of Australian Governments action
plan total barely one-sixth of its overall investment, and
its 2006 election commitments failed to even mention
prevention and early intervention. This
underinvestment is despite the fact that the Boston
Consulting Group report of last year, which was
commissioned by the Premier and hailed by the
government as a considerable achievement, argued that
there has been limited investment in early intervention
with many children and young people not receiving
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support designed to forestall or avoid the escalation of
mental illness.
In its 2005 annual report the ORYGEN Research
Centre states that there are serious levels of unmet need
for care for young people with emerging mental
disorders. The Liberal Party put forward an innovative
mental health package at the last election. In the
interests of the many young people who suffer from
mental illnesses the minister must read our policy and
get serious about investing in early intervention
programs for young Victorians.

Beach soccer: Torquay
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — On
Saturday last I had the pleasure of playing in the
inaugural Hayden Real Estate Victorian beach soccer
championships held at Cosy Corner in Torquay. Whilst
my soccer prowess was most definitely not a drawcard
and my team of all stars was beaten by the Geelong
Advertiser Hacks, the day itself was a resounding
success. For uninitiated beach soccer watchers, I can
state to the house that the game is physically taxing to
play but offers spectators a wonderful opportunity to
see a host of the game’s most exhilarating skills.
Twenty teams played over 50 games in championship
competitions for men, women, boys, and girls. The
championships featured two Victorian women’s
premier league teams, along with teams of players with
cultural backgrounds originating from all parts of the
globe. Surf Coast Soccer Club took out the under-16
girls championship in a thrilling penalty shoot-out, and
the open men’s championship with a 4–1 victory over
Heidelberg United. The Geelong Rangers reigned in the
under-16 boys championship, also beating a team from
Heidelberg.
The event received extensive coverage in regional and
local media and drew excellent crowds — a clear sign
beach soccer is now on Victoria’s sporting map. The
2007 event was a precursor to the full Victorian beach
soccer championships to be held at Torquay in summer
2008. The 2008 championships will be held in
conjunction with a planned multicultural festival on the
foreshore, which will feature food, music and dance.
I thank the current president of the Surf Coast Soccer
Club, Joe Taylor, past president Richard Dunn, and
Michael Pocklington, Peter Bradley, Chloe Messner,
Rory Flanagan and Gail Russell. Well done on a great
initiative!
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Water: Big Buffalo dam
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I would like to
pay tribute to the resilience and ingenuity of the people
of Wangaratta, who are persevering through an extreme
shortage of water, stage 4 water restrictions and the
difficulties this is imposing on business, industry and
ordinary families. The shortage of water is also being
experienced by people living in the Ovens and King
valleys. This is highlighted by the limited flows in the
streams above Wangaratta and almost no flow
downstream of Wangaratta to the junction of the Ovens
and Murray rivers at Bundalong.
I see great examples of the residents of Wangaratta
trying to maintain their households; some are bucketing
water to gardens while others are seeking relief by
installing water bores. I see the ingenuity of
organisations such as the Wangaratta golf club, the
bowling clubs, the football clubs and other sporting
organisations whose members are carting water from
dams and bores in an effort to maintain their facilities
until the rains come and the drought is broken.
The massive problem for these people in north-eastern
Victoria is the limited capacity of Lake Buffalo and
Lake William Hovell. They really only hold a cupful of
water each and are now at extremely low levels. The
answer is to build Big Buffalo dam and extend Lake
William Hovell. I call on the Premier and the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change to
respond to my representations and allocate funds to
commence the process of building this dam and
extending this lake. The work was planned many
decades ago — the plans are all there waiting to go —
and would underpin water availability for the Ovens
and King valleys, the rural city of Wangaratta and
beyond.

Fr Nguyen Van Ly
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — In
March 2006 I went to Vietnam specifically to visit
political dissidents, one of whom was Fr Nguyen Van
Ly in Hue. I have been informed over the past couple of
days that Fr Ly was recently arrested by 60 Communist
thugs. They went into the Nha Chung building in Hue,
took away six computers and some mobile phones and
placed Fr Ly under house arrest. They have not placed
him in jail this time, as they usually do. He is on a
hunger strike.
What disappoints me more than anything else about this
is the Vietnamese Prime Minister recently visited the
Vatican. I understand that the Vietnamese Prime
Minister, Nguyen Tan Dung, told His Holiness Pope
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Benedict XVI that Vietnam was free and tolerant and
respected the religious and democratic rights of its
people. It is plainly obvious it does not. It is plainly
obvious Vietnam does not like dissent. Fr Ly is one of
the highest profile dissidents in the country. All he is
calling for is basic religious and democratic freedom.
He, along with Fr Loi, has been writing an underground
paper for many years. He has now been arrested, after
spending 10 years of his life in jail under this thuggish
Vietnamese region.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Marlborough Primary School: maintenance
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Recently I had the
pleasure of presenting badges to the hardworking house
captains at Marlborough Primary School in Heathmont.
Marlborough has a fantastic community feel about it,
with parents, teachers and students eager to extol the
virtues of their school. However, while I was there I
had a good look around the school and was surprised to
find out just how desperately the facilities needed
upgrading. Assemblies are held in an outside asphalted
area because the school population, although not large,
does not have a single indoor space capable of housing
it. Needless to say general assemblies are a struggle
during the winter months. Many sections of the
asphalted play area have lifted due to trees, and in some
areas it is too dangerous for children to play, so those
areas cannot be utilised. The toilets can only be
described as an occupational health and safety
minefield, with leaking roofs which lead to decaying
walls.
These proud people deserve better. These students are
our future, and this government is not demonstrating
that it acknowledges their worth by giving them the
facilities in which to work and grow. Over the coming
weeks I will highlight further serious problems within
some of my schools, and I hope the Minister for
Education looks at the history of each of those schools
and realises that the maintenance component of their
strategic results project is inadequate, at best.

Water: biofiltration
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — The Facility for
Advancing Water Biofiltration is an environmental
project funded by the Bracks government under our
science, technology and innovation initiative. Research
is being carried out at Monash University. The team,
led by chief executive officer Dr Tony Wong, in
association with Ecological Engineering, based in
Prahran, is conducting tests on combinations of soil
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types and soil depths and varieties of plants to find the
best examples for use as biofilters. Biofilters are the
soils and plants which are used to naturally filter
pollutants from stormwater. That water can then be
recycled and reused and levels of run-off can be
managed.
Recently I visited the facility at Monash University.
The work being done by the team is very impressive.
The Bracks government is incorporating that
environmental work into our urban planning and design
and landscaping around Melbourne as part of its policy
to make Melbourne a water-sensitive city. I
congratulate Dr Tony Wong and the team at the Facility
for Advancing Water Biofiltration, because the work
they are doing will make a significant contribution to
Melbourne’s being an environmentally friendly city, a
city that uses less water and a city that recycles more of
its water, and overall it will add to the attractiveness
and urban landscaping potential of Melbourne.

Public transport: service standards
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — In the Age on Monday
the Minister for Public Transport was reported as
hinting that the government might further relax the
current 6-minute allowance that suburban rail operator
Connex enjoys before a train is counted as officially
late. The minister was also reported as saying that
Melbourne commuters were obsessed with train
punctuality. I say to the minister: whether in Melbourne
or rural Victoria, travellers have to get to work, home or
hospital appointments on time.
In January, 2038 suburban trains were cancelled and
15.2 per cent of trains on the Frankston line ran at least
6 minutes late, many of them in peak hour. On the
Pakenham line, it was 15.6 per cent; Cranbourne,
13.6 per cent; and Sandringham, 10.2 per cent. There
were 219 cancellations on the Frankston line, 215 on
the Sandringham line, 290 on the Lilydale line and
134 on the Alamein line. In rural Victoria, V/Line’s
performance was terrible, with as many as 39 per cent
of trains to Albury and Shepparton running at least
11 minutes late or more.
The minister must not give Connex or Yarra Trams
even greater allowances before trains and trams are
recorded as officially late, and the minister must not
increase running times on train or tram timetables, as
the minister has with V/Line, which from Sunday will
have the timetables for 670 services stretched. The
reluctant Minister for Public Transport must not be
allowed to lower standards and put Victoria in the slow
lane.
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Schools: Ballarat Link Up program
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to bring to
the attention of members the Link Up education
program, now in its third year in Ballarat. This
program, which operates mainly from the Ballarat
Learning Exchange, is aimed at reconnecting school
non-attendees and other young people identified as not
fitting into the traditional school system and in need of
special support. The project has been driven by Keith
Peters, who has shared this vision with so many
teachers and other people for many years until it has
become a reality. I congratulate him and I congratulate
Ballarat Secondary College for auspicing the project,
and the other secondary schools in the region as well. I
also congratulate Ballarat City Council and the many
other groups that are now helping to support the
program in one way or another.
This year the staff are supporting more than
150 students by providing literacy and numeracy
support and linking them into a broad range of skills
and other activities. Not only are they helping to
provide skill development support for these young
at-risk individuals, helping them to rebuild their lives,
they are also giving them a sense of self-confidence and
self-esteem and an opportunity for a positive future.
Well done, Keith Peters! I congratulate you and your
team of something like eight people now working there.
This is a great program, and I hope it continues for
many years to come, providing great opportunities for
the young people who are going through it.

Health: Albury-Wodonga services
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to condemn the
Bracks Labor government for the lack of progress in
advancing the integration of health services for
Albury-Wodonga. In 2002 a memorandum of
understanding between the Victorian and New South
Wales Labor governments was signed. More than four
years have passed and an integrated health service is no
closer than it was.
I take this opportunity to recognise the tireless efforts of
the members of the board of Wodonga Regional Health
Service, the staff of the hospital itself and in particular
the chief executive officer of the Wodonga Regional
Health Service, Dr Andrew Watson, who has held the
job for the last 14 years. Dr Watson was selected to
oversee the integration of border health services over
the previous five years. Dr Watson has tendered his
resignation to the hospital board and the Department of
Human Services, indicating that he will leave on
31 March 2007. The decision by Dr Watson was taken
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not solely because of the integration not going ahead or
not being achieved in the foreseeable future but also
because of the major difficulties he experienced in
securing funding from this Labor government.
The unwillingness and inability of this Labor
government to recognise a tremendous opportunity to
participate in and create the largest hospital campus
between Geelong and Canberra is just another example
of how incredibly out of touch it is with the demands of
country Victorians. The loss of Dr Andrew Watson’s
leadership, wisdom, vision and ability to manage
Wodonga Regional Health Service on a shoestring
budget will be felt for many years to come.
I call on the government to release the Duckett report
and make it public, and I wish Dr Watson well with his
future.

Ashburton: street festival
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I would like to
commend to the house the excellent street festival we
had in Ashburton last Sunday. Between 10.00 a.m. and
5.00 p.m. the Ashburton shopping centre was
transformed by a festival atmosphere that was
experienced by thousands of people as they poured in to
enjoy what was happening on the day.
The festival, which has been running for many years,
was sponsored by the Ashburton Traders Association in
concert with the City of Boroondara. I congratulate the
shopping centre coordinator and festival organiser, Liz
Webb, for the great job she did with the festival. I also
congratulate Ken Douglas, the chair of the traders
association, and his committee on their support of the
festival.
There were rides for the kids, singers and dancers on
the main stage, wandering minstrels and entertainers,
and stalls of all kinds. Members of local sports clubs
such as the Eastern Willows Cricket Club and
St Mary’s Football Club, as well as the Boroondara
Gardiners Creek Lions Club, cooked sausages and
served food. Local schools and preschools sold cakes
and other goods, as well as providing information on
their programs. The scouts were there, as well as people
from the community health centre, the neighbourhood
houses and many other organisations. A team of face
painters raised funds for The Edge Community Fund,
which assists local kids in Ashburton.
The day was capped off by a jazz concert supported by
the City of Boroondara. The festival was opened by
Cr Mary Halikias-Byrnes. A great day was enjoyed by
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everybody, and long may we have great festivals in
Ashburton!

Lifeline Gippsland: funding
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise to support
Lifeline Gippsland and its fundraising efforts to pursue
improved facilities in Morwell. The current facilities
are totally inadequate not only for the many volunteers
who assist in providing many essential services but for
members of the community in general wishing to seek
personal assistance. The proposed new building will not
only ensure a safer, cleaner working environment for
the hardworking staff and volunteers of Lifeline
Gippsland but provide the capability for the
organisation to expand on the services it currently
provides to the community.
Lifeline Gippsland has already submitted its funding
applications for this $1.9 million project to the Minister
for Victorian Communities, and we urge the minister to
recognise the importance of such a project. Lifeline
Gippsland currently offers a vast array of services,
including a suicide crisis support program, face-to-face
counselling, a 24-hour telephone counselling line and,
pertinent to our region in recent times, bushfire and
drought support.
Part of Lifeline’s objective is to raise $500 000 of its
own funds, which will be contributed to the new
building. Consequently the fundraising launch will
commence tomorrow, Friday, 2 March, and the
member for Narracan and I will participate in that. The
launch is part of the annual Lifeline community leaders
sleep-out, which aims to raise $30 000 with assistance
from local business, local community and local
community leaders. I ask those in the house willing to
donate any funds to this worthy organisation to think of
me and the member for Narracan sleeping out
tomorrow evening in extremely harsh conditions. There
are donation forms here!
On a serious note, Lifeline Gippsland has continually
raised a significant proportion of its own funds to
provide vital services for Gippslanders, and we ask the
Minister for Victorian Communities to fully support its
funding submission as a matter of priority.

Florence Lewis
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — The date 7 March
is significant in history: in 1926 the first successful
telephone conversation was held across the Atlantic; in
1933 it was the launch of the board game Monopoly;
and it also marked the opening of the Suez Canal in
1869. But by far one of the most important events that
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occurred on 7 March exactly 100 years ago was the
birth of Florence Charlotte Emily Lewis.
This Saturday, surrounded by family and friends, I will
join Mrs Lewis to celebrate this most significant of
birthdays. This milestone is not easily achieved and the
rarity of such celebrations is testimony to that. It
requires good genes and the smart choices which
Mrs Lewis has successfully made. Mrs Lewis has made
a wonderful contribution to our community, enriching
all of our lives. She is a proud and happy member of the
Inala Village. Like many others I would like to wish her
a very happy 100th birthday and congratulate her on
this wonderful achievement.

Mount Martha: beach renourishment
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The issue I raise this
morning is the rapidly deteriorating state of the Mount
Martha North Beach. For many years it was one of the
bay’s premier beaches, wide and sandy and a great
place for children. Sadly, it has now become a classic
example of this government’s neglect of the
Mornington Peninsula.
Winter storms devastated the beach in 2000, and it has
never since returned to its former state. Instead it has
fluctuated between being almost adequate and barely
there. It has now become both a major environmental
concern and a major safety concern. Rocky outcrops
line the shore, but without the sand to support them
they are starting to collapse. The adjacent cliffs are also
in danger of slippage. It is just plain dangerous. By
mid-January over a metre of sand was lost in a few
weeks. A decent storm this winter will wipe it out, and
probably for good.
What has been the government’s response? Not much!
Residents have had to get together and hire a consultant
to investigate. Preliminary investigations and schematic
design works will cost about $16 000. In yet another
case of buck passing, the Department of Sustainability
and Environment is prepared to help, but only if the
locals contribute — heavily. Both the federal member
and I have written to the Premier. More than six weeks
later a response still has not been received. Meanwhile
the destruction continues. When is this Bracks
government going to stop procrastinating and act to
protect our precious beaches?

Victorian school sports awards: Yan Yean
electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I offer my
congratulations to the winners of the Victorian school
sports awards. The annual Victorian school sports
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awards recognise outstanding achievements across all
categories of school sports in Victorian government
schools. The awards are presented to students, coaches,
parents and volunteers who have excelled or made an
outstanding contribution to school sports.
I am delighted to advise the house that four of these
talented athletes hail from schools in my electorate. We
are punching above our weight in Yan Yean!
Amazingly, three of these talented young athletes
attended Apollo Parkways Primary School. They
include Casey Hammond, who achieved an award for
hockey — and as the no. 1 ticket-holder for
Greensborough Hockey Club, I am well aware of
Casey’s talent. At age 12 last year he won the best and
fairest award for the men’s team he plays with.
Greensborough Hockey Club has a number of current
and previous national representatives and we expect big
things from Casey in the future.
Also from Apollo Parkways, Matthew Haynes was one
of four statewide winners in the athletics category, and
Emma Wallmeyer was one of two winners in the
netball category. I look forward to offering my personal
congratulations to these students and the school next
week when I do my pleasurable annual presentation of
their leadership badges.
I also want to congratulate Michael Hill of Diamond
Valley College, a promising bowler who has already
represented the state, as one of four winners in the
cricket category. Schools in the Diamond Valley have
very low rates of obesity and a greater participation in
sports, and these awards are a tribute to that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Brunswick has 30 seconds.

Brunswick: festivals
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — Last week I had the
great pleasure of launching the 19th Brunswick Music
Festival, which is a great festival of folk and world
music, including music from Australia — obviously
Australian folk music — and from the British Isles,
Italy, Greece, the Middle East and a whole lot more.
This Sunday we also have the Sydney Road festival,
when we will close Sydney Road and celebrate the
diversity of the Brunswick area.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Membership
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I move:
That:
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Ms Barker, Mr Morris, Mr Delahunty, Mrs Maddigan and
Mr McIntosh be members of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee.
Education and Training Committee
Dr Harkness, Mr Herbert, Mr Howard and Mr Kotsiras be
members of the Education and Training Committee.
Electoral Matters Committee
Ms Campbell, Mr O’Brien, Mr Scott and Mr Thompson
(Sandringham) be members of the Electoral Matters
Committee.
Environment and Natural Resources Committee
Ms Duncan, Mrs Fyffe, Mr Ingram, Ms Lobato,
Mr Pandazopoulos and Mr Walsh be members of the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee.
Family and Community Development Committee
Ms Beattie, Mr Dixon, Mr Perera, Mrs Powell and
Ms Wooldridge be members of the Family and Community
Development Committee.
Law Reform Committee
Mr Brooks, Mr Clark, Mr Donnellan and Mr Lupton be
members of the Law Reform Committee.
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee
Ms Green, Mr Hodgett, Mr Nardella, Mr Seitz and Mr Smith
(Bass) be members of the Outer Suburban/Interface Services
and Development Committee.
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Ms Graley, Mr Scott, Mr Stensholt, Dr Sykes and Mr Wells
be members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee.
Road Safety Committee
Mr Eren, Mr Langdon, Mr Mulder, Mr Trezise and
Mr Weller be members of the Road Safety Committee.
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Mr Brooks, Mr Carli, Mr Jasper, Mr Languiller and Mr Smith
(Warrandyte) be members of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee.

I will speak briefly to the motion by way of
explanation. It takes the pre-existing joint parliamentary
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committee structures and appoints members from this
chamber to those committees. The nominations of the
members who are being appointed today have come
from those individuals or through their representatives,
and it is an agreed position of this chamber to appoint
these members to the 10 joint parliamentary
committees. By way of explanation, members will
recall that after debate in this chamber yesterday we
amended the names of two committees. They will
therefore be established as new committees once the
legislation has passed both houses and been given royal
assent. For those who are mathematically attuned, that
is why this first motion only deals with 10 committees.
The remaining two parliamentary committees will be
dealt with by the second motion, which I will move in a
moment.
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Motion agreed to.

References
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I move:
That under section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003 the following matters be referred to the joint
investigatory committees specified:
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
(1) To the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than
30 November 2007 on the misuse/abuse of
benzodiazepines and other forms of pharmaceutical
drugs in Victoria with particular regard to:
(a) examining the nature, extent and culture of the
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other forms
of pharmaceutical drugs;

Motion agreed to.

Membership
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I move:
That contingent upon the coming into operation of the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Act 2007 —
Rural and Regional Committee
Mr Eren and Mr Northe be members of the Rural and
Regional Committee.
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
Ms Campbell, Mr Crisp and Ms Thomson (Footscray) be
members of the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee.
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Ms Munt be a member of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee.

This motion deals in a contingent way with matters that
flow from the debate yesterday concerning minor
changes to the joint parliamentary committees. Two
committees had their names changed. The first intent of
this motion is to appoint this chamber’s nominations for
those two committees, contingent upon the legislation
being passed. The second intent of the motion is to
appoint an additional member to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee over and above those who
were appointed by my first motion. This is a contingent
arrangement because the changes we made yesterday to
the Parliamentary Committees Act expanded the
number of members Parliament could appoint to the
PAEC. The appointment of the additional member
mentioned in this motion is contingent upon those
changes being passed by both houses and receiving
royal assent.

(b) examining the short and long-term
consequences/harms of the abuse/misuse of
benzodiazepines and other forms of pharmaceutical
drugs;
(c) examining the relationship between
benzodiazepines and other forms of pharmaceutical
drugs and other forms of licit and illicit substance
use;
(d) reviewing the adequacy of existing strategies for
dealing with benzodiazepines and other forms of
pharmaceutical drugs misuse/abuse;
(e) recommending best practice strategies to address
the issue of benzodiazepines and other forms of
pharmaceutical drugs, including regulatory, law
enforcement, education and treatment responses;
and
(f)

examining national and international legislation,
reports and materials relevant to the issue.

(2) To the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than 30 June
2008 on justice and crime strategies in high-volume
crimes such as breaking and entering, which often
involve young people —
and the committee is to recommend on:
(a) strategies that will reduce high-volume crimes with
particular emphasis on residential burglaries being
committed by young people; and
(b) strategies that are effective because they change the
environment in which these offences are likely to
be committed.
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
(3) Contingent on the coming into operation of the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Act 2007, to the
Economic Development and Infrastructure
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Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 31 December 2007 on the key competitive
advantages underpinning the performance and growth in
Victoria’s financial services sector, particularly with
regard to the sector’s presence interstate, and
recommend strategies to:
(a) maintain this growth;
(b) maximise employment opportunities from the
sector’s further expansion;
(c) ensure the benefit of the sector’s growth and
operation are shared across the state; and
(d) identify likely risks and impediments to the sector.

(4) Contingent on the coming into operation of the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Act 2007, to the
Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 31 March 2008 on mandatory ethanol and
biofuels targets in Victoria —
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(g) national and international trends.

(6) To the Education and Training Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than 1 March
2008 on effective strategies for teacher professional
learning with particular regard to:
(a) the relationship between ongoing professional
learning for teachers and teaching expertise;
(b) which factors will support high-quality
professional learning for teachers, including
learning methods and environments for the
development of professional knowledge, and the
pedagogy relevant to professional development of
teachers;
(c) national and international trends regarding ongoing
professional learning for teachers and report on
innovative initiatives;
(d) determining how best practice in ongoing
professional learning for teachers can be delivered
into schools and learning communities;

and in particular the committee is required to:
(a) report on the merits or otherwise of a mandated
target for alternative fuels including biofuels and
ethanol;
(b) report on whether a mandatory target should be
5 per cent by 2010, 10 per cent by 2015 or
otherwise;

(e) examining the potential for greater cross-sectoral
links between industry, training institutions and
schools in the delivery of ongoing professional
learning for teachers;
(f)

examining gender issues in the delivery of ongoing
professional learning for teachers.
Electoral Matters Committee

(c) report on the measures required by government to
facilitate an alternative fuels industry in Victoria
for transport and non-transport applications; and
(d) report on how to maximise the regional economic
development benefits of a mandatory biofuels
target including jobs growth and investment
potential.
Education and Training Committee
(5) To the Education and Training Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than 31 March
2008 on dress codes and school uniforms in Victorian
schools, in particular:
(a) the benefits and costs of mandatory school
uniforms;
(b) the views of school communities about dress codes
and school uniforms;
(c) the most cost-efficient and practical uniform
procurement arrangements;
(d) matters which need to be considered to ensure
dress codes and uniform policies are consistent
with antidiscrimination legislation and health
promotion policies;
(e) appropriate enforcement and sanctions;
(f)

appropriate exemption criteria and processes; and

(7) To the Electoral Matters Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 30 June 2008 on
the conduct of the 2006 Victorian state election and
matters related thereto.
Family and Community Development Committee
(8) To the Family and Community Development
Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 1 March 2008 on the involvement of small and
medium-size businesses in corporate social
responsibility and, in conducting the inquiry, the
committee is to:
(a) investigate current Australian initiatives where
small and medium-size businesses have developed
innovative ways of working with governments and
community groups to support communities;
(b) examine the international context and emerging
trends with overseas initiatives relevant to
corporate social responsibility amongst small and
medium-size businesses aimed at tackling social
disadvantage;
(c) investigate how small and medium-size businesses
could play a role in tackling disadvantage in local
communities and making communities stronger,
particularly how they can partner with government
and community groups to work in the areas of most
need;
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(d) determine the barriers and the drivers for small and
medium-size businesses to become involved in
social responsibility initiatives and options for
addressing those barriers and increasing the
drivers;

relating to strengthening communities through local
economic development initiatives in outer suburban
areas —

(e) examine the barriers to sustainability of business
and corporate social responsibility initiatives for
small and medium-size businesses.

(a) examine existing local economic development
programs being carried out by municipalities in
outer suburban areas;

and in particular the committee is requested to:

Law Reform Committee

(b) identify the barriers to local economic development
and the ways in which these can be addressed;

(9) To the Law Reform Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 30 September
2008 on the effect of vexatious litigants on the justice
system and the individuals and agencies who are victims
of vexatious litigants —

(c) investigate and recommend incentive arrangements
for industry and the respective responsibilities of
each tier of government;

and the committee should:
(a) inquire into the effectiveness of current legislative
provisions in dealing with vexatious litigants;
(b) make recommendations which better enable the
courts to more efficiently and effectively perform
their role while preserving the community’s
general right of access to the Victorian courts.
(10) To the Law Reform Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 31 March 2008 on
property investment and property marketeers with
particular regard to:
(a) reviewing the regulatory framework for the
provision of property investment advice, with the
objective of establishing how best to control the
exploitation of Victorians in the context of keeping
the burden on business as low as possible;
(b) the commonwealth’s role in regulating financial
advice, and the ongoing work of the Ministerial
Council on Consumer Affairs in considering
regulation of this area.
(11) To the Law Reform Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 30 June 2008 on:

(d) investigate the role of council local economic
development units and the types of assistance they
provide;
(e) examine and report on ways in which councils and
government at all levels can encourage economic
development, enhance and promote employment
opportunities and attract new investment;
(f)

identify export-based operations and opportunities
in outer suburban areas and recommend options to
encourage their growth;

(g) identify new and emerging sectors and how they
can assist economic development in outer suburban
areas, including innovative examples of business
incubators, home-based businesses and social
enterprises.
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(13) To the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than the last
sitting day in 2007 on the options for the next phase of
strengthening government and parliamentary
accountability in Victoria —
and in particular the committee is required to consider:
(a) parliamentary committees;

(a) the reach and use of alternative dispute resolution
(ADR) mechanisms, including
government-established ADR schemes and
restorative justice schemes, so as to improve access
to justice and outcomes in civil and criminal court
jurisdictions and to reduce the need, where
possible, for contact with the court system,
particularly in marginalised communities;
(b) whether a form of government regulation of
alternative dispute resolution providers is
appropriate or feasible so as to ensure greater
consistency and accountability for Victorians
wishing to access alternative dispute resolution.
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee
(12) To the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee — for inquiry, consideration
and report no later than 30 September 2008 on issues

(b) question time procedure;
(c) standards of parliamentary behaviour;
(d) overseas travel by members of Parliament;
(e) modernisation of Parliament including the
permanent abolition of wigs and other archaic
practices;
(f)

reform of the process of dealing with petitions.
Road Safety Committee

(14) To the Road Safety Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 30 September
2008 on federal-state road funding arrangements —
and the committee should:
(a) review current arrangements in Australia;
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(b) assess the current arrangements in Australia in
respect of economic efficiency and equity;
(c) make recommendations for improving federal-state
road funding arrangements in Australia.

(15) To the Road Safety Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 31 March 2008 on
vehicle safety —
and the committee should:
(a) identify and prioritise those vehicle safety
technologies that have the most potential for
reducing the number of crashes and/or the
seriousness of injuries sustained in crashes;
(b) compare the level of safety provided by these
leading-edge technologies with the minimum
regulated standards (Australian design rules);
(c) compare the rate of fitting of these leading-edge
technologies in Australia with that of other
developed economies including Europe, the United
States of America and Japan and identify any
impediments to encourage their adoption;
(d) review the level of manufacturers/importers
de-specifying (decision not to fit) vehicle safety
technologies commonly available overseas to
vehicles imported and sold in Australia;

Thursday, 1 March 2007
(b) investment, job creation and exports, which is
occurring in rural and regional areas following the
planned transition period;
(c) net economic impacts on Victoria’s rural and
regional areas over the next five years;
(d) impacts on northern Victoria’s irrigation water
markets; and
(e) anticipated structural changes and the new industry
opportunities in rural and regional areas —
and the committee should make recommendations on
any necessary or desirable actions that could be taken to
assist Victoria’s rural and regional businesses to adapt to
the proposed changes in order to limit the potential
negative impacts of the changes.
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee

(17) To the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee —
for inquiry, consideration and report by the last sitting
day in 2008:
(a) in conjunction with chief parliamentary counsel,
make recommendations on —
(i)

acts of Parliament and provisions of acts of
Parliament which are unnecessary or
redundant; and

(e) seek advice from high-volume local vehicle makers
and vehicle importers as to when the vehicles in
their product ranges will have these high-priority
vehicle safety technologies; and

(ii) legislative instruments made under an act of
Parliament and provisions of legislative
instruments made under an act of Parliament,
which are unnecessary or redundant; and

(f)

(iii) acts of Parliament and provisions of acts of
Parliament which are unclear, ambiguous or
should be redrafted; and

recommend strategies for encouraging vehicle
manufacturers to fit leading-edge vehicle safety
technologies to vehicles sold in Australia and for
increasing the public’s knowledge and demand for
these technologies.
Rural and Regional Committee

(16) Contingent on the coming into operation of the
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Act 2007, to the
Rural and Regional Committee — for inquiry,
consideration and report no later than 30 September
2007 on the potential economic impacts to Victoria’s
rural and regional businesses and communities as a
result of the proposed changes to the taxation
arrangements for managed investment schemes
(non-forestry), which have been recently announced by
the commonwealth; of particular interest are the impacts
on investment, job creation, exports and resource use
(water and land) —
and to this end the committee should consider the core
issues of the:

(iv) legislative instruments made under an act of
Parliament and provisions of legislative
instruments made under an act of Parliament
which are unclear, ambiguous or should be
redrafted;
(b) the implications of the national corporations
regulatory framework and whether as a
consequence of the referral of corporations powers
to the Parliament of the commonwealth any
Victorian acts should be repealed and if so whether
any existing provisions should be saved by
inclusion into other appropriate legislation; this
consideration should include:
(i)

Companies Act 1961;

(ii) Companies Act 1975;
(iii) Companies (Application of Laws) Act 1981;

(a) investment, job creation and exports which have
occurred over the past three years in rural and
regional areas as a result of managed investment
schemes;

(iv) Securities Industry Act 1975;
(v) Securities Industry (Application of Laws) Act
1981;
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(vi) Marketable Securities Act 1970;
(vii) Collusive Practices Act 1965 —
and in the conduct of this inquiry the committee is
requested to pursue the primary objects of reducing
the number and complexity of Victorian acts and
legislative instruments, and ensuring that acts and
instruments are clearly expressed in accordance
with modern drafting practices.

This motion appoints references to both the ongoing or
pre-existent committees and in a contingent way the
renamed committees. When I gave notice of this
motion yesterday there was one additional reference
that is not included in the list. Members who are
arithmetically astute will have noticed that
18 references were mentioned yesterday and
17 references are being moved today.
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back. We await the results of the deliberations by these
committees with great interest.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — In the limited time
allowed to me by the agreement between the parties I
want to comment on three aspects of the motion. First, I
urge a speedy determination of the terms of reference
for the bushfire inquiry. We hear the reasons given by
the Leader of the House, but clearly the recent bushfires
were devastating for many Victorians and caused an
enormous range of damage. People are rightly wanting
answers to the many aspects of the way the bushfires
were handled and the many other implications of those
bushfires, including what can be done to mitigate and
improve the situation for the future. So resolving and
getting on with that inquiry urgently is vitally
important. Hopefully there will be the absolute
minimum of further delay.

An honourable member — How can you do that?
Mr BATCHELOR — I am about to explain the
intent and how I can do it. It is achievable under the
standing orders. You can change a notice of motion by
writing to the Clerk, which is what I did late last night.
The effect of that is that the motion I have moved this
morning does not include a reference to bushfires. The
purpose of explaining that process is to indicate to the
house that Parliament will be giving a reference on
bushfires. Members may recall that the Leader of The
Nationals raised this matter, I think by way of a
question to the Premier, in an earlier parliamentary
session, and since then it has been the subject of
broader discussions.
The form of words contained in my notice of motion
yesterday will be changed essentially to take into
account the issues put forward by The Nationals. We
are happy to accommodate those, and I am sure the
Parliament will find that that is a useful process and
will deliver a better outcome. In that context we are not
moving the words I gave notice of yesterday, but I can
give an assurance that this does not mean that either the
government or The Nationals — but they can speak for
themselves — do not want to proceed with an
examination of bushfires. We will. Once those issues
have been resolved the Parliament will proceed to give
that refreshed reference, if you like, to the
parliamentary committee.
In that context the motion as it now stands and which
we are debating today provides a comprehensive sweep
of work for those parliamentary committees. It not only
deals with all of those committees but also enables a
whole range of important issues to be considered by
members of this chamber and the other chamber jointly
and together — and it will enable those reports to come

The Leader of the House said in moving the motion that
it was intended to give, if I may paraphrase him, a
broad range of important references to the committees.
In relation to the Law Reform Committee I would say
that the references set out here are virtually designed to
keep the committee well way from the most burning
issues that are facing the administration of justice in
Victoria at present. There are three references given.
One is extremely minor indeed in relation to vexatious
litigants, and another is a very niche issue in relation to
property spruikers and other marketeers. The third one,
on alternative dispute resolution, is so vague and open
in a very fluid situation that it is going to be very
difficult for the committee to tackle. What is manifest is
that the really important issues about the administration
of justice are not being referred to the committee.
There are chronic court delays in Victoria. Recently I
highlighted in the house a case of an occupational death
which had been waiting almost three and a half years to
come to trial and which had been adjourned for a
further year. There is no reference being given to this
committee to inquire into the reasons for, and how to
remedy, the chronic delays in the court system that
Victoria faces.
There are important issues about the independence and
standard of judicial appointments that ought to be
examined — in particular the issue of acting judges and
the very strong opposition that the Victorian Bar
Council has to the Attorney-General’s move to appoint
acting judges due to the potential threat to the
independence of the judiciary.
There are major issues about the administration of the
court system in Victoria, such as how the new
arrangements between the department and the judges
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are going; to what extent the standards and performance
of the courts are measured, the ongoing loss of
jurisdiction and in many respects regard for the
efficiency of our mainstream courts, and the diversion
of jurisdiction to the tribunal system and to federal
courts. Last, but absolutely not least, is freedom of
information and the government’s continued
suppression of and refusal to make available documents
that should be made public, and what should be done to
improve the administration of freedom of information.
I also want to comment on the amazing reference
proposed to be given to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. I am honoured to have been a
past member of that committee, and I am proud of a
number of reports that committee has tabled. In regard
to the reference that has been made to the committee, I
do not want to decry the importance of the reform of
the Parliament in matters such as the restricted time
limits that are imposed, the inability to effectively bring
supporting documentation into the debate, the limited
role for public participation, the failure to use
technology to improve the standards of debate and
public involvement in this Parliament, and the fact that
we are in effect using the same techniques for debate
that were being used 300 years ago.
It is bizarre that this reference is being given to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, and on such
distorted terms of reference. The only reference to
modernisation contained in the terms of reference is
focused on the trivial example of wigs, whereas all the
broad issues I have mentioned do not even get a look
in. The reference seems rather designed to stymie the
functioning of the committee, to give the government
members of the committee an excuse not to initiate
other own-motion references so as to avoid looking at
matters such as the continued secrecy in relation to
public-private partnerships; the need to improve
performance measurement and service standards; the
potential for greater disclosure of financial and
management information; and the crucial need for
better forward planning for infrastructure and service
improvements.
One has to ask whether this reference in fact represents
an expression by the government of no confidence in
the President of the other place and the Speaker of this
house, who were appointed by a motion of the
government. Question time, standards of behaviour,
petitions and the modernisation of the Parliament are all
matters that are normally expected to be led by the
Speaker or President in conjunction with the Standing
Orders Committee of the relevant house, yet this
motion appears to demonstrate no confidence in the
current Speaker and to be a very strong adverse
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reflection on the previous Speaker by charging these
matters to a committee with responsibility for far
broader financially oriented responsibilities. I express
great concern about each of these matters contained in
this motion.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is my
pleasure to join the debate on this motion. I refer first
and foremost to the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee and the reference which at the
present time is absent — on the face of it at least. That
is to do with the fact that some two weeks ago I
questioned the Premier about the preparedness of the
government to conduct an inquiry the nature of which
The Nationals have proposed. I moved a motion the
same day to that effect, and there has subsequently been
discussion about it with the government.
My colleague Peter Hall, the Leader of The Nationals
in the other place, moved a motion reflective of that
which I moved in this chamber a couple of weeks ago.
That motion is now listed on the notice paper in the
other place for debate on 14 March. What has since
transpired is that the motion, as it appears on the notice
paper in the other place, has been modified to a slight
degree to expand the matters under consideration, but I
understand that motion will be debated on 14 March in
the other place. Therefore the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee will have its reference by that
mechanism, and we will have the opportunity to
investigate the issues pertaining to the bushfires that are
of particular concern to all Victorians.
As the member for Box Hill quite rightly observed, this
is something we need to do expeditiously. We have
been down this path before, in the sense of having had
major fires in Victoria which have been the subject of
different forms of inquiry. What The Nationals have
proposed is a narrower based inquiry than those which
have been conducted previously.
We have done this because, as I have toured the state
and gone to the different areas affected by the fires,
moving in and out of the communities that have been
subjected to them, the single most outstanding issue of
conversation has been preventive burning. People in
our communities are furious that the preventive burning
arrangements in Victoria are simply not appropriate to
the needs of the state. They want something done about
it; they want answers to it. So the focus of the reference
to the Environment and Natural Resources Committee
will be around the issue of preventive burns.
Looking at it from a multitude of aspects — and I will
not go through them all now in the interests of time —
broadly the matters for consideration will be in the
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nature of those that were contained in the motion which
I originally gave notice of and which is now reflected in
the notice paper in the other place. People want to know
why it is that the government sets a target, for example,
of preventive burns of 139 000 hectares — I think that
was last year’s figure — when in fact we have been
able to achieve only 49 000 hectares in circumstances
where three years ago about 1.1 million hectares of
Victoria was burnt. And over the course of the fires
which commenced on 1 December last year and which
have only relatively recently been contained, about
1.2 million hectares of Victoria has been burnt.
Arising out of all this there are many issues around the
question of preventive burns, and when the reference
goes to the committee there will be an opportunity for
fulsome consideration of the important matters around
that pivotal point. The other benefit of having this form
of inquiry is that the whole of the Parliament will have
ownership of it and, very importantly, we will be able
to do it quickly. There is no reason why this needs to be
protracted. People with a point of view will be able to
put that point of view. I am confident that the
committee will hold sessions in country areas to enable
country Victorians to make a contribution. I am also
confident we will get answers, for a start, coupled with
constructive suggestions as to what can be done in the
future to better contain bushfires in Victoria.
I refer also to reference 16 to the Rural and Regional
Committee dealing with managed investment schemes.
We have misgivings about that reference, and we will
have further discussions with the government about it.
This is essentially an issue of a federal nature with
federal implications as to the operation of the schemes.
Apart from anything else events have overtaken us,
because the federal government has now moved several
initiatives in relation to the way managed investment
schemes operate within Victoria. Therefore we think
the notion of this investigation being undertaken in all
the circumstances is not appropriate.
We would much prefer that the committee examine an
issue which is very contemporary in the minds of
country Victorians, and that is the state of one of our
major industries, being tourism, which has been utterly
decimated because of the bushfires. In a longer term
sense it has also suffered terribly because of the issues
surrounding the drought. As a party we have over the
past several weeks proposed a variety of initiatives to
assist the industry to get back on its feet and to do what
can be done from a future prospective to ensure that this
great industry is able to flourish in country Victoria. It
seems to us that something of that order is much more
appropriate for the considerations of that committee.
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Finally, I refer to the references to the Education and
Training Committee. It seems to me that we should be
able to do better than this, particularly in the context of
country students. I would have thought the minister
would be interested in examining issues arising from
the last year’s examination results of our senior classes
in schools across country Victoria. We have a problem
in particular with the vast difference between the
proportion of country-based students who are able to go
from year 12 into some sort of tertiary education and
the proportion of those who are able to take that path
from a metropolitan perspective. I think in the country
it is about 34 per cent of the students; in the
metropolitan area it is something like 43 to 45 per cent
of students. There is a vast gap there, and the
government needs to have this properly investigated. I
would have thought it would be an admiral thing for the
Education and Training Committee to do.
It would be a much better use of the committee’s time
than for it to tear around the state talking about whether
or not we need school uniforms. That is not to say that
issue does not have its place for examination in the
scheme of things. Indeed as I speak we are in the
presence of a number of school students, and perhaps
the best way for the committee to deal with this is to
interview them all as they leave the Parliament today to
see what they think, because after all it seems to me it
would be pretty well-informed opinion.
In any event I am conscious of the time constraints that
have been agreed between the parties, so rather than
addressing other issues which readily come to mind I
will limit my comments accordingly. I am pleased to
report that I will be the only speaker on behalf of The
Nationals on this issue, so I will allow what I think are
to be three speakers from the Liberal Party to continue
their contributions.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Gaming) — I am
pleased to rise to make a brief contribution in support of
the motion moved by the Leader of the House. This is a
great suite of references for the joint investigatory
committees, and I want to pick up on a couple of them
which I think will be of particular benefit. Obviously
they all have merit, as the Leader of The Nationals
commented.
Reference 1 to the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee relates to benzodiazepines and other forms
of pharmaceutical drugs, and there are a range of
emerging issues in that particular sector. I know from
my dealings with the Pharmacy Guild of Australia and
others in a previous role that there are very challenging
issues in the way we regulate their use and maximise
consumer protection, along with a whole range of
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associated issues. That will be an important piece of
work for the committee, following on from the work it
did in the last Parliament in relation to alcohol.
Reference 7 relates to the Electoral Matters Committee.
I think that committee was formed a year or two ago,
but this will be the first time it will meet to look into the
conduct of the 2006 state election. I think that is a very
important process. There is a lot of money involved in
the conduct of elections, and they are obviously
fundamental to our democratic system. Inquiring into
what worked well and what did not in a mechanical
sense and whether the systems and processes in place
gave people access and provided an open and
transparent democratic system is an important area of
its work.
The Law Reform Committee, under reference 10, will
be investigating a matter which I am particularly
concerned about in relation to property investment and
property marketeers and how we can best protect
Victorian consumers from predatory practices in that
environment. Last night I spoke in the house about a
range of consumer protection issues in relation to
March being National Scams Awareness Month. Again
these are important matters, and the government takes
them very seriously. I am sure this joint investigatory
committee will take these matters seriously as well.
Whilst my electorate is not considered to be outer
suburban, I have a sense of the issues that dominate
those parts of Melbourne. Reference 12 to the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee will allow that committee to look at existing
opportunities for economic development in outer
suburban interface communities as well as any barriers
that might exist. It is an important issue to inquire into
in order to provide advice and develop policy in that
space, given the pressure and sheer magnitude of the
development out in the growth corridors.
Finally, I would like to mention reference 14 to the
Road Safety Committee, which was very clearly
detailed in the discussion on the matter of public
importance yesterday, ably led by the Minister for
Roads and Ports. It relates to the shameful
arrangements whereby Victoria receives such a small
fraction of road funding compared to our overall
contribution to commonwealth revenue. That will be an
important area to inquire into to ensure that we closely
examine why Victoria is not getting its fair share. This
is a great suite of references for joint investigatory
committees, and I commend the motion to the house.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — The reason the Liberal
Party argued for a non-government or Independent
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person to chair the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee was to ensure that we had proper scrutiny of
executive government. When we see the motion today,
we can understand why the Liberal Party wanted to
push so hard to have an independent or
non-government person as chair of that committee. The
Bracks government promised to be open and
transparent, but it has proved to be no doubt the most
obstructive government ever — just look at the freedom
of information process.
If you look at what the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee has been set up to do, you see that it is to
look at:
… any proposal, matter or thing concerned with public
administration or public sector finances;
the annual estimates or receipts and payments and other
budget papers and any supplementary estimates of receipts or
payments presented to the Assembly and the Council; and
audit priorities for the purposes of the Audit Act 1994.

This motion has been designed to be a time-wasting
exercise for the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. That is why it has been brought in — as a
time-wasting exercise. It is going to take up valuable
time investigating whether we should have wigs or not
in this chamber instead of investigating the financial
dealings of the executive government. I have to say that
the government will be held accountable for doing this.
I just do not understand why government members
would want to have an investigation into wigs.
The reason for this motion is that the ALP has no
confidence in the Speaker, the member for Carrum. If
the ALP had confidence in the Speaker, the government
would not have had to put forward these sorts of
motions, because it is the Speaker who is responsible
for parliamentary committees; it is the Speaker who is
responsible for question time procedures; and it is the
Speaker who is responsible for standards of
parliamentary behaviour. If a committee wants to go
overseas, its members have to write to the Speaker to
get permission. The modernisation of Parliament,
including the removal of wigs, is the responsibility of
the Speaker. The process of dealing with petitions,
again, is in the domain of the Speaker.
Had the Speaker referred matters to the Standing
Orders Committee, the Privileges Committee or the
House Committee, that would have been a proper way
of dealing with Parliament. If the Acting Speaker at the
moment, the member for Keilor — I read the other day
about the rising star, in the newspaper — had become
the Speaker, I wonder whether this motion would have
been brought forward. Maybe government members
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would have had confidence in the member for Keilor if
he, rather than the member for Carrum, had been
Speaker. I am just wondering what the concern is.
Can the house see the stupidity of this motion? Rather
than an investigation into the financial dealings of the
executive government, we are going to have an
investigation into wigs. That is how stupid this motion
is. It has been put forward by the finance minister and
the Treasurer, and it is a very carefully worded
time-wasting motion to ensure that the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee spends all its time on this sort
of thing rather than investigating the dealings of the
finance minister and the Treasurer.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I would like to
speak on the motion before the house. Looking at the
notice that was put forward yesterday by the Leader of
the House, I was a bit surprised to see that there had
been a change overnight, particularly regarding the
reference to the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee in relation to the conduct of prescribed
burning and bushfire risks in country areas. When I
looked through that reference I thought it would be a
good reference for the committee to have a look at,
because it concerns one of the very important issues in
my electorate and in country Victoria generally. I just
make the point that that reference is an important one
for the committee to examine, but it has been removed
from the notice. It is very important that it be referred as
soon as possible.
I know that the reason given was that there were some
negotiations on changing the motion. If you look at a
similar notice of motion put forward by the Leader of
The Nationals in the other place, Peter Hall, you see
that there is not a lot of difference between the two
proposed references. To have the reference removed
from the notice means the issue cannot come forward
this week, because there has to be a day’s notice before
it can be moved — unless we were to get leave —
which means it cannot be put up until the next sitting
week. That means the committee cannot get on with the
job of investigating, and basically there is no work for it
to do.
I think it is disappointing that this question could not
have been resolved and worked out here today with the
reference being put forward. That reference should go
through both houses of Parliament. It is such an
important issue that surely the parties could have got
together and agreed on it. Whilst I probably would not
have worded the reference as the government has
worded it, there could have been some slight tweaking
or agreement broad enough to cover most of the issues
that are out there and are of great concern. Why

603

governments over the last two decades have not met
50 per cent of their fuel reduction targets is the issue
most people want to have addressed. They want to have
the opportunity to put that question to a parliamentary
committee or an independent committee.
There are a number of other issues. One of them
regards the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee — and I am not going to focus just on the
wigs. We had some discussion of this yesterday. This is
a reference to a parliamentary committee that will allow
members of Parliament to decide on pay, perks,
overseas trips and things like that, but the public is not
going to accept that members of Parliament could give
an honest assessment of whether the state is getting
good value out of overseas committee trips.
If they are done properly and for the right reasons,
overseas committee trips are an important function of
committees. But if you have a group of politicians
asking for submissions from the public, trying to
determine whether the state is getting good value out of
committee trips and overseeing a report on the topic,
the public will say, ‘Oh yeah, here we go again —
another bunch of politicians justifying what they are
doing’. I do not necessarily know whether this is
something that is a good use of the committee’s time,
because no matter what the finding is, I do not think the
community is going to accept it as a good outcome.
As to standards of behaviour, we could all argue that
the behaviour of members of Parliament in question
time should be improved. But as to the
recommendations of this committee, it really comes
down to the members and how the Chair conducts the
Parliament. Looking at that reference, maybe it is
something that could have been resolved without being
referred to the committee. I think there are some other
reasonable references there, but there are some that will
not necessarily be the best use of the committees’ time
and the committee system.
I would encourage the government to make sure that
the reference to the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee is resolved as soon as possible,
because the issue of bushfires is one of the most
important issues in my electorate and in a lot of other
areas around the state. We have had two extremely
large fires over the last four years, and the community
wants the opportunity to put its point of view to the
committee, to Parliament and to the government.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I would like to talk to
reference 14 to the Road Safety Committee, that being
to report no later than 30 September 2008 on
federal-state road funding arrangements. I do not
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believe the Road Safety Committee has in the past ever
been used as a political tool by any government of the
day. When you look back at the subjects of some of the
inquiries this committee has undertaken — walking
safety, driver distraction, the country road toll, crashes
involving roadside objects, improving safety for older
road users, rural road safety and infrastructure,
Victoria’s vehicle roadworthiness system, incidence
and prevention of pedestrian accidents, motorcycle
safety, and it goes on and on — the issue is that the
Road Safety Committee has always been used to
inquire into matters that relate to community safety and
in particular to road safety.
I find it offensive that we are now being asked to head
down a ‘Let’s help Kevin Rudd get elected as the Prime
Minister of Australia’ path, using the Road Safety
Committee to carry out this work. I know what the
government’s intention is — that we be herded off
around Australia and lined up in front of Labor
councils, where all their Labor mates will be dragged in
to give evidence. It will be an absolute media circus,
and each and every little bit of information that can be
dragged out to attack the federal government will be.
That is what this entire process is about.
At the same time we have issues such as the number of
level crossing accidents. Despite the lack of lights and
any form of protection at about 1500 rural level
crossings, announcements are made that works will be
delayed, sometimes for over a year. Why could we not
be looking at issues such as that? They go back to the
heart of the Road Safety Committee’s work, which is
looking at issues that deal with community safety.
This particular reference is going to turn into an
absolute witchhunt. I am also concerned about the
committee’s role. As I understand, the factional warlord
of Geelong, the member for Lara, has been successful
in rolling his parliamentary colleague, the member for
Geelong, for the chairmanship of this committee. I can
see what is going to happen with that, given that we
have these factional tensions on the Road Safety
Committee. Now we are also being asked to undertake
an absolutely blatant political reference in the lead-up
to the federal election.
It is totally wrong that we are being asked to undertake
this type of work. But if the government wants to play
the game, we ought to have a look at the funding
arrangements between the state and federal
government. Perhaps we should revisit the Scoresby
freeway situation and look at the half a billion dollars in
funding that this government signed up to with the
federal government but then turned around and handed
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back — and then it started screaming, saying ‘We don’t
get enough assistance from the federal government!’.
Perhaps we should have a look at the situation with the
Geelong ring-road. Prior to the last state election the
Premier came out and announced that the government
was going to start stage 4 of the ring-road, which
no-one had heard about before, that it would commit
$62.5 million to it and would be looking for funding
from the federal government to make up the balance,
and that if that did not happen the state government
would go ahead and do it itself. What sort of planning is
it and what sort of budgeting is it to say, ‘Here is half
the money. If we haven’t got the rest to complete the
project, we will go ahead and do it ourselves.’? The
way that project has been handled shows an incredible
lack of planning, a lack of thought and a lack of a
decent approach to the federal government.
In the past the committee has worked extremely well.
We have had members of The Nationals and the
Liberals on it, and we have had Labor people on it. It
has been very disciplined, and we have come up with
great recommendations. That goes back not just to the
previous Parliament but to the one before that and the
one before that, as far back as you would like to go. The
Road Safety Committee has always delivered.
I think it is going to be an absolute disaster, and not just
with this reference. It is going to cause tension within
the committee, and it is going to ensure that further
reference work given to the committee starts off on a
very poor footing.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I want to comment
on the Environment and Natural Resources Committee,
whose work I believe is very important. My area was
heavily impacted on by fires the season before last, so
we need to look at bushfire prevention and preparation,
including fuel reduction burns, access to water and,
importantly, the protection of local adjoining
land-holders.
The Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee is looking at the production and use of
biofuels, and I welcome that. I want to make sure that
we do more work in relation to having the
8000 government vehicles hooked into ethanol. We
need to make sure government transport gets hooked
into biofuels.
Getting access to ethanol is a problem we have across
Victoria. For example, I believe there is only one outlet
for biodiesel in Victoria. The committee needs to look
at that and also at support for this industry, which is a
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growing industry in my area — and that includes
support for local growers.
The other quick comment I want to make is about the
Rural and Regional Committee and the proposal to give
it a reference to look at managed investment schemes.
This is a major issue for my area. There are concerns
being raised about the detrimental impacts of managed
investment schemes on local agricultural industries, in
particular whether the investors in these schemes
receive any advantage or disadvantage over
independent or family agricultural enterprises.
Managed investment schemes have been welcomed as
they put a floor price on the land and give equity to
other land-holders, but many people are now concerned
that the entry of the schemes may be detrimental to
other agricultural enterprises and to the community. If
this reference gets up — and I know there is talk about
whether or not it will be changed — I want to make
sure that that committee comes to western Victoria to
view the impacts and the benefits of managed
investment schemes.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I want to briefly
mention the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee. The member for Lowan has left the door
wide open for me to talk about biofuels and some of the
exciting work that is being referred to us in this motion.
There are two great references, the first being the
inquiry into and consideration of mandatory ethanol
and biofuel targets in Victoria. In the last 24 hours I
have taken a great personal interest in getting onto the
Net and finding out quite a bit about biodiesel and
biodiesel sources, where we have a great opportunity to
look at blending petrol with sustainable, inclusive
components.
We also have a great opportunity to refresh our minds
and recall some of our chemistry lessons all those years
ago. The references that have been allocated to the
Economic Development Committee are really
interesting. We will learn a lot, and I believe we will
also add a lot to Victoria’s economy, biodiversity and
sustainable fuel practices.
The second reference is in relation to the competitive
advantages underpinning the performance and growth
of the financial services sector. This is an area of great
interest to me in relation to venture capital banks,
superannuation funds, financial planning and so on.
Since the Bracks government was elected, Victoria has
made a significant improvement in the financial
services sector. We did not accept that the financial
services sector should be abandoned by Victoria. Not to
let the government’s record lay where it currently is,
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which is very impressive, we have been charged with
the responsibility of further maintaining this growth and
further maximising employment opportunities.
With those few words I wish to commend the motion to
the house. Great results will be delivered for Victoria as
a result of our parliamentary committee references, and
I look forward to those reports and to speaking to them
in the future.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — I would like to thank all those
members who have contributed to this debate. It
demonstrates that the work of parliamentary
committees is valued and appreciated and that the
members of this chamber from all sides, including the
Independent member, take their references seriously.
We ask all members to continue that attitude as they
fulfil their obligations as members of those committees.
Motion agreed to.

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT
(BUSHFIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 February; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the debate
on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill and indicate that the Liberal
Party will be supporting the bill. On 5 January the
Bracks government made a media announcement that it
was going to provide some compensation recognition
through payroll tax exemptions, backdated to
1 November 2006, to employers who release
employees to assist as volunteer firefighters or respond
to other emergencies.
The main provisions of the bill amend the Pay-roll Tax
Act 1971 to provide an exemption from payroll tax for
wages paid or payable to employees who are away
from work whilst performing duties as volunteer
firefighters or in other volunteer emergency service
roles. The bill retrospectively backdates the payroll tax
exemption provisions to 1 November 2006, which was
the applicable date of the current Victorian bushfire
season.
Two new paragraphs will be inserted into section 10(1)
of the Pay-roll Tax Act. Paragraph (ja) exempts wages
paid or payable to employees for any period they take
part in bushfire fighting activities, as defined within the
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meaning of the Country Fire Authority Act 1958; and
paragraph (jb) exempts wages paid or payable to
employees for any period they take part as a volunteer
emergency worker, as defined within the meaning of
the Emergency Management Act 1986.
Whilst paragraph (ja) explicitly details bushfire fighting
activities, the bill does not necessarily restrict the
payroll tax exemption provisions to only those incidents
of bushfire activity. I thank the Treasurer for providing
the department bureaucrats who were able to clarify
that particular point, because initially we had concerns
that if the Country Fire Authority volunteers were only
restricted to go and fight in bushfire activities what
happens to those CFA volunteers who are out fighting
house fires or industrial fires. We thank the Treasury
officials for clarifying that point.
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or in turn their employers, will be beneficiaries of this
provision. It is an important point that we are trying to
encourage as many employers to allow their
employees, who are members of volunteer
organisations, to assist in emergencies, but we have
concerns of just how many will benefit.
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria believes the
provisions do not go far enough and that they leave out
the provision of any financial compensation or
incentives to a large number of volunteers, as I have
mentioned. It also believes a reduction in WorkCover
premiums or some other financial incentive for
employers may be more beneficial. That is something
we lay on the table, but we know it would be very
difficult to implement.
Mr Holding interjected.

Paragraph (jb) is an all-encompassing provision that
could apply to any incident deemed to be an emergency
requiring a coordinated response in which an employee
performs duties as a volunteer emergency worker. The
original media release of 5 January mentioned that the
payroll tax exemptions would apply to volunteers of the
CFA and State Emergency Service responding to fires
and other emergencies, such as storm damage, flooding
and search and rescue.
The bill provides that payroll tax exemptions will also
apply to other volunteer emergency workers, including
St John Ambulance, Red Cross and volunteer
coastguards and lifesavers who assist in a coordinated
response under the state emergency response plan. As
we interpret the bill, it would include organisations
such as the Southern Peninsula Rescue Squad, which is
in the member for Nepean’s electorate and does an
excellent job. If they are called out as part of a
coordinated response by Victoria Police, they would be
part of the all-encompassing emergency service
workers, and if the employer allowed them to leave and
be paid for that, then they can claim the exemption for
that.
The bill provides payroll tax exemptions only where
employees are not already on official leave, such as
annual recreation leave or sick leave. We obviously
have some concerns. The payroll tax exemptions are
restricted only to employers who pay payroll tax — that
is, those employers whose total gross payrolls already
exceed the current threshold on the Victorian
exemption level of $45 833 a month, or $550 000 over
a full year.
Many volunteers are either self-employed or work in
small businesses; a lot of them are farmers in rural
Victoria. We are not sure how many CFA volunteers,

Mr WELLS — That is what they say. In many
instances the amount of payroll tax saved in terms of
monetary benefit will add a certain amount of
accounting expense, but we have been assured by
Treasury officials that it will be a self-assessment on a
monthly or an annual basis and employers will
calculate the amount of hours that have been expended
and put that number in the exemption box.
We are supporting this important piece of legislation.
We are still very suspicious and have doubts about how
effective it will be. I am not sure how much the cost to
Treasury will be — I think it will be very small — but
at least it is being seen to be doing something to assist
the volunteers. Trying to pay or reward volunteers is a
real problem, and it is something that the Liberal Party
has to deal with when looking at its policies. I notice
that this issue has been raised over and over again in
letters to the editor of the Herald Sun over the last
couple of months. One letter from Paul Bannan of Yea
states:
We CFA volunteers go not for reward or glory but because
the job has to be done.
We do not expect payment or to have someone demand that
we be paid.

He says he gets official leave of three days, and if there
is a shortfall in leave he uses his annual leave. Such is
the dedication of these CFA volunteers.
Another letter from Darren Martin of Narre Warren, a
CFA volunteer for 20 years, states:
As a volunteer I do not expect to be paid, but to enable myself
and other volunteers to continue to fight major fires, the
government should be looking at ways to compensate all
employers of volunteers.
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It goes on to state:
I am not against having firefighters from overseas here, but
what person really needs $600 a day in expenses?

The bushfires we have just had have been phenomenal.
Growing up in Bairnsdale, bushfires were a yearly
problem. In those days as soon as the fire sirens went
off, fathers would leave and head off for a couple of
days to fight fires, and it was a difficult situation.
Victoria has had 1.25 million hectares burnt out. When
I was on holidays overseas it was the main news story
there, and the footage was incredible. The fires burnt
for more than 50 days, and a lot of the CFA volunteers
had to leave their families and leave their work to go up
there to fight those fires, which shows the fantastic
spirit that we have among our CFA and State
Emergency Service volunteers and the other emergency
services personnel.
Around 14 500 participating volunteers were up against
it this summer fighting fires which had been burning for
more than 50 days. Unfortunately there was one death,
but when you compare that to the number of deaths in
previous years, it is clear that the way the CFA, the
emergency services and the government coordinated
their fire response placed a lot more focus on the
protection of human life.
It is interesting to note some of the comments made by
Neil Bibby, the chief executive of the CFA, about the
issue of paying volunteers and how it should be
handled, which was an issue addressed in an article in
the Age of 20 January. The reality is that if we had to
pay for CFA volunteers, the state simply could not
afford it. I have been to a number of CFA annual
dinners where it has been stated that if we were paying
CFA volunteers, we would be looking at a figure
around $500 million a year, which is totally unrealistic
and something that could not be done. The article
states:
Bibby, the CFA chief executive, performs a
back-of-the-envelope calculation: 7000 firefighters would
cost about $500 million and still leave much of the state
exposed …

The problem is, who do you pay? Do you pay people
who are away for two or three days attending bushfires?
What happens to the CFA volunteer who leaves for an
afternoon or gets called out at 2 o’clock in the morning?
How do you calculate payment of those volunteers? If
you pay 1, then you have to pay 2, then you have to pay
4 and then you have to pay 16, and it makes it very
difficult.
Gary Lyttle, the president of Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria, says that perhaps the most remarkable thing
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about CFA volunteers is they simply do not want to get
paid and they do it in the interests of the community,
which is something we respect.
What bothers me is that the government has made this
effort to support the CFA volunteers by rewarding their
employers, but I think there is a bigger issue arising
with regard to CFA volunteers, and it will be interesting
to see how the government deals with it. I maintain that
a deal was struck between the government and the
United Firefighters Union prior to the election, and we
will wait to see how that pans out. If the government
were really committed to the CFA volunteers, then it
would make sure that that agreement with the UFU and
the volunteers is sorted out as a matter of priority. That
is the real heart of the issue. It all went very quiet over
the bushfire season, and we all respect that, but when
the bushfires are put out and we get back to a certain
amount of normality, will the government support those
58 000 CFA volunteers or will it back its UFU mates?
There will be a certain amount of political payback, and
we will see how that pans out.
Let us look at some of the impacts that the UFU has on
volunteer firefighters, the first being the issue of
vehicles. A new vehicle cannot be part of the CFA fleet
unless it is ticked off by the UFU. What sort of stupid
system is that? We are talking about a bill that will give
benefits to volunteers through their employers. I also
want to talk about what the UFU and the CFA
volunteers are doing and about what benefits the
government can give the CFA volunteers. My point is
that it is ludicrous to have a system in which only the
UFU can tick off what vehicles can be accepted into the
CFA fleet. The government will not stand up to the
UFU — it never stands up to the UFU.
The second issue is uniforms. This issue has been going
on for two or three years now, and yet before uniforms
can be accepted into the CFA, the UFU has to accept
them. The government says, ‘We don’t give a damn
about the volunteers; we want to make sure that the
UFU is happy first’, and the government will not stand
up to the union.
This bill is all about how the government can assist the
CFA volunteers through the employers. I will give
another example of how the CFA volunteers are being
shafted by this government. It is hard to believe, but a
person might be the very best trainer of CFA volunteers
available but not be accepted unless they are a member
of the UFU or are UFU approved. What sort of rort is
that? That is all about backing your UFU mates and not
the 58 000 volunteers.
Mr Holding interjected.
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Mr WELLS — The finance minister has just
interjected and said that we have to move on. You can
see the writing on the wall. They are going to back the
UFU to the hilt and stuff the CFA volunteers — that is
what will happen. I reckon that in March Len Foster
will sign off on the agreement, because the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services will say, ‘Mate, you’re
going to have to do it’, and the deal between the UFU
and the Labor Party will be resolved. The police
minister will be signing off on it; you can be sure that
will be the situation.
The best person available to train a CFA volunteer — it
might be a university expert — cannot do it unless they
are approved by the union. The volunteers of course
want that part of the deal scrapped, and I think most
people in the community would say, ‘Yes, that sounds
fair. Get the best person. They should not have to be
approved by the union’. That is one thing we will
continue to fight for, because we on this side of the
Parliament are here to support the CFA volunteers in
their every move.
I was disappointed by the now Minister for Finance,
WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission
because he had his chance when he was the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to stand up and back
the volunteers. He allowed things to go dead quiet
during the bushfire season — there are reasons for
that — but as soon as the bushfire season is over you
can count on the CFA volunteers being shafted. The
UFU will get exactly what it wants in regard to
instructors, training, equipment, vehicles and uniforms.
That is very disappointing. However, I can assure the
CFA volunteers that we will be supporting this bill and
we will support them in their fight with the UFU.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise on behalf of The
Nationals to speak on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment
(Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill. I indicate that
The Nationals will be supporting the bill. I would like
to spend my time discussing the provisions of the bill,
noting that it has a relatively small impact on volunteers
and identifying a potential limitation which may have
been addressed as a result of some recent
correspondence. I would also like to put the impact of
this bill into the context of our major reliance on
volunteers and our need to recognise and appreciate
their efforts.
As the member for Scoresby said, this bill provides for
the exemption from payroll tax of wages paid or
payable to employees who are absent from work on
volunteer firefighting or emergency service duty. As
indicated previously, the bill is retrospective in that it
applies from 1 November 2006 to take into account
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people engaged in firefighting activities during this last
summer firefighting season.
As was mentioned by the member for Scoresby, the
first of two new paragraphs to be inserted by the bill,
paragraph (ja), addresses the involvement of Country
Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers in firefighting
activities. Proposed paragraph (jb) addresses the
involvement of more broadly classified volunteers in
emergency service activities. These broader volunteer
groups may include the State Emergency Service
(SES), St John Ambulance, the Red Cross and the
many other groups that step up when the need arises in
our communities.
The limitation I had a concern about relates to the
wording of the bill and the reference to ‘engaging in
emergency activities’. In the Emergency Management
Act an ‘emergency activity’ is defined as including:
… performing a role or discharging a responsibility of an
agency in accordance with DISPLAN or the state emergency
recovery plan …

Having some background in disaster management, my
interpretation was that this meant you had to implement
Displan prior to an employer being eligible for this
payroll tax exemption. However, at 10.43 a.m. today I
received an email from Alison Currie, an economic
adviser to the office of the Treasurer. In it she indicates
that the definition of emergency activity has tended to
be interpreted quite broadly so as to apply to local
emergencies where only one agency is involved. I
believe this email provides an assurance that in
situations where the local SES unit goes out and is
involved, often for many days, in removing trees that
have been blown down in a windstorm — as has
occurred in Mansfield and the Alpine shire in the past
12 to 18 months — the employers of the people
involved would be covered.
If we look at the impact of this payroll tax exemption,
we see that it is very small. According to my
calculations, if an employee is on an average wage of
about $820 a week, with associated on-costs the total
cost to the employer adds up to a bit over $1000. This
payroll tax exemption will result in a reduction of costs
to the employer of $50. We have the government
kicking in $50 to help that volunteer to be out there
looking after our community assets and the employer is
kicking in $1000. I think a little more needs to be done
to assist employers in contributing to the community
effort. Equally, employers with a payroll of less than
$550 000 per year are already exempt from payroll tax,
so there is no benefit there. Self-employed people also
obtain no benefit. Further, as has already been
mentioned, volunteers who take recreation leave or
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leave without pay achieve no benefit. The net result is
there is a benefit in this bill, but it is quite small in
monetary terms and quite restricted in the breadth of its
application.
I will now broaden my commentary to look at the
context in which this payroll tax exemption has been
put forward. I believe everyone recognises our very
significant reliance on volunteers. It has been calculated
that the 59 000 or so CFA volunteers provide about
$500 million worth of voluntary work each year. I am
sure in a year such as this, with the campaign fires, that
contribution will be much more significant. The SES,
the Red Cross and our other volunteers are always there
in an emergency. I know this from experience as in
December I had a small fire at my place and eight units
turned out within 10 minutes. They just turned out.
Some of them had been up fighting the campaign fires
but they were back and they were there within minutes
to help nip in the bud what could have been a serious
situation. I would like to record in the Parliament my
appreciation of my neighbours and my friends — the
volunteers who came out and helped me.
We have a high reliance on volunteers. That reliance
and our expectations are extended greatly when we go
into campaign fire-type activities or major disasters
such as an exotic disease outbreak, which I had
experience of in my previous career as a veterinarian.
At that stage we are asking people to make
commitments of days and weeks rather than hours or
days. We need to separate that off and recognise that
commitment. How can we recognise it? We can do it
through the public acclaim and public recognition we
have given. That has been very broad. I know that
locally the Tolmie pub has a sign up saying, ‘Tolmie
thanks the fireys’. Whitfield and Cheshunt are the
same. The community is very publicly saying thank
you. We are also having community events and inviting
the fireys and the other volunteers along and expressing
our gratitude. That is happening.
I was at a community event at the hall in Cheshunt in
the King Valley. The appreciation of the fireys and the
other volunteers and the emotions are still running high.
There are still people breaking into tears as they express
themselves. When they mention the name of Merv
Holmes, fire captain in that area, he is spoken of in
reverent tones — I think he is lining up for sainthood.
He made such a fantastic contribution as a front-line
firefighter and a decisive, well-respected leader. Other
people like Robert Cook also worked very hard. Robert
is a fellow in his 60s with 50 years experience in
firefighting. We appreciate their efforts. We have had
official recognition and appreciation with the Mansfield
shire, for example, naming all 12 CFA brigades in that
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shire joint citizens of the year. That was public
recognition. Members of Parliament have recognised
their work, and in the second-reading speech for this
bill the government recognised their fantastic
contribution. That is official acclamation, and that is
fine.
However, we also need to look at the issue of meeting
their costs. This payroll tax amendment addresses some
of the costs to the employer, but the cost to the
volunteers can be quite substantial. There is provision
for reimbursement of direct costs incurred in fighting
fires, but there are ongoing issues in relation to
community and volunteer input into the funding of
equipment for local brigades. In the last sitting week I
mentioned the public reporting of the efforts of the
Goughs Bay, Maindample and Tolmie communities,
whose CFA brigades have all been out rattling the tins
to fund another vehicle, a slip-on or some other piece of
equipment to ensure that they can protect their
communities. The Mansfield Courier this week reports
a donation from the IGA supermarket to the Mansfield
brigade. That is not fair. We need a much greater
contribution of state government funds going into the
brigade equipment side of things and into generally
supporting the staff.
That raises the issue of where much of the funding for
equipment comes from. It comes from the fire service
levy (FSL), which in my opinion and that of many
people is unjust. It taxes the people who take out
insurance, and it means that people who fail to take out
insurance fail to pay a levy. Just recently I had
correspondence from a local insurance broker, who
said:
They are at it again. We understand that effective from
23/2/07 Victorian fire service levy will be amended as
follows:
Fire [and] consequential loss will go up to 47 per cent —

that is, up from 43 per cent —
for farm sheds, fencing, hay, livestock, farm machinery
et cetera.
Householders will go down from 22 per cent to 20 per cent.
Again they are hitting the poor old farmer.

My colleague the member for Lowan received similar
correspondence from an insurance broker in his area
who said it is not fair, adding the comment that:
We need this brought to public attention. As a volunteer we
give our time and get nothing back and also get slugged FSL,
the highest in [the] country.
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He pointed out that the fire service levy in New South
Wales, which is the other state that has one, has gone
down to 34 per cent from 36 per cent, whereas ours has
gone from 43 to 47 per cent. The funding of fire
services needs to be reviewed. There is a solution, and
that is a property-based approach, which has been
applied successfully in Western Australia.
Picking up on the need to recognise volunteer input,
and knowing that the vast majority of volunteers do not
want to be paid, there is another solution. Leon Storer, a
firefighter and resident of Tolmie, who along with his
wife suffered emotional pain and physical stress with
the fire damaging a lot of their property, is quoted in an
article in the Mansfield Courier:
… Mr Storer said this season has been very tough and many
people have suffered both financially and emotionally while
helping neighbours, communities, as well as tackling fires on
government land.
He said he spoke out of concern for fellow firefighters when
he said some financial recognition was warranted,
considering sacrifices made during this horror season.
‘This season has been so intense … if we gave CFA
firefighters who’ve been there for three years —

of active service —
registration for cars and third-party insurance …

That would not be too much to offer. The policy of The
Nationals is to consider providing free motor vehicle
registration for active CFA and emergency services
volunteers. We ask the government, when it is
considering recognition of the efforts of emergency
services volunteers, to revisit what can be done to
broaden that support. The Nationals consider that the
payment of motor vehicle registration for active
emergency services volunteers would be an appropriate
strategy.
Another thing that was touched on by Leon Storer is
that a lot of volunteers had their own buildings and
property damaged in the fires. I got a letter from
Brendan Mahoney at Barjarg, who is quite frustrated by
the lack of financial support provided to him as a
volunteer, for example, and to farmers in the area who
have been affected. Basically there was an option of
building containment lines in the bush, which would
have run into bulldozer costs of maybe $50 000. The
Mahoneys actually had the dozers and could have done
it, but they considered it to be a more appropriate use of
public money to establish a containment line on private
land and back-burn from that containment line.
They did that, and in their opinion they saved the
government tens of thousands of dollars, only to find
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that when it came to offsetting those costs, the
government said that it would pick up the tab for the
fences damaged on the containment line, which was a
few metres of fencing, but that the cost of replacing the
kilometres of fencing burnt by the back-burn and the
paddock feed lost in the back-burn would be borne by
the farmer. They have been able to obtain some money,
about $15 000, from Rural Finance, but they are still
out of pocket by tens of thousands of dollars.
In another situation, another person who was burnt out
and lost about 4.5 kilometres of fencing has discovered
that he fails to qualify for any form of assistance
because he has off-farm income and the assistance
measures he was looking at require that more than
50 per cent of income come from the farm.
There have also been problems with the basic
frustration felt by our volunteers. I remind members
that those people were out there protecting community
assets, often at the same time as their properties were at
risk or getting burnt. In relation to the policy on who
pays for what fencing repairs, they have said that
getting clear advice from the government has been like
trying to nail jelly to a wall. I thought that was a dryly
humorous way of describing things. I should say that
country people are remarkably resilient.
People in the King Valley have been flogged pretty
hard. Back in 2003 they had smoke damage to their
grapes, which had a big economic impact. This year
they have seen the cessation of the tobacco industry,
which is impacting on them; they have had the drought
and severe frosts; and now they have had severe smoke
damage to their grapes again. I should say that now we
are looking at having black and putrid water coming
down the King Valley. At this stage there is no form of
help for people who rely on taking water from the King
River to assist them in getting clean, potable water. At
the meeting at Cheshunt last week that issue was raised
with me. People were saying, ‘Why can’t we have
some assistance with putting in tanks so that when it
rains we can actually collect the rain that falls on our
roofs and have that for drinking water? Why can’t we
have access to the tank rebate that is available to people
in the cities on reticulated water supplies?’. I ask the
government: why can the people of the King Valley
and those in other areas who are crying out for clean,
potable water not have the tank rebate?
It is equally so across the Divide. I see from today’s
Stock & Land that during the week there was very
severe rainfall at Licola, where again there is a problem
with access to potable water. On the front page it says:
So far no government body has offered any form of help to
the community with regard to water.
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I ask the government to address that situation
immediately. We do not live in a Third World country.
We live in Australia — a great place to live, work and
raise a family — and people in country Victoria who
have been devastated by the fires should have the right
to access potable water. I ask the government to help
with that.
Another thing about the recognition of volunteers is the
need to listen to them. The government should let them
know that they are being listened to. The key issue that
people put to me, which has been raised by other
members, is the maintenance of permanent containment
lines in the forest. The government has taken an
initiative in relation to protecting the Thomson Dam, a
Melbourne water catchment, and I understand that
some trial work has also been done in the Otways. On
behalf of the people whose land borders the
fire-affected country — the people who went in there
and fought the fires — the call from The Nationals is to
keep the containment lines throughout the bush.
Yesterday The Nationals member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the upper house made a call on behalf of his
constituents for the government to cease the
rehabilitation of containment lines until it has worked
out which are the most appropriate to be maintained
long term and which need to be closed over to ensure
protection against erosion.
Another issue on which people wish to be heard and
which has been raised by The Nationals in relation to
the terms of reference for an inquiry is the ongoing
issue of fuel reduction burns. During December we saw
a lot of proactive fuel reduction burns. Some pretty
massive back-burns went on — and following the
signing off by regional management, 10 000 hectares
went up. But we struggle to have controlled burns in
quieter times such as autumn. I acknowledge that there
are difficulties with windows of opportunity.
As a land manager I am aware that I have the
responsibility to manage the land under my control and
to provide the appropriate resources. If we accept the
principle that global warming is with us and that with it
comes an increased risk of major fires, that alone
should be sufficient stimulus for the government to
make a much greater commitment to fuel reduction
burning and to getting the risks reduced, particularly
around our private assets. One last thing that people
want to be heard on is the need to use more air power to
get in there and squash or quell those fires immediately.
Finally, in the last 40 seconds of my speech I would
like to emphasise the broad impact of the fires, on top
of the droughts, on my electorate. We have a broad
range of businesses being affected. We have the
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15 Mile Creek Camp, an education camp, almost going
into extinction because people have cancelled their
visits to what is a fantastic camp. We have the
Whitfield caravan park running on a shoestring and we
have, as I said, the King Valley people badly affected
by smoke damage to their grapes.
So people are hurting out there. I ask the government to
continue to increase the input into the fire recovery
strategy so that the people that are hurting — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour today to be speaking on the Pay-roll Tax
Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill.
Firstly, let me address some comments made earlier by
a couple of people which suggested that the
government does not really do much for the Country
Fire Authority (CFA). That is a pretty ridiculous
proposition that has been put here today by a couple of
members. If you look at the budget figures for the years
from 2000 to 2007, you see that the operating budget of
the CFA has increased by 99 per cent. I do not know
how much more we could have increased it. It is
ridiculous to have people in this chamber saying that
the government does not care about the CFA, that we
do not do anything about the CFA or that we do not
respect the volunteers or anything like that. It is
absolute bunkum.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DONNELLAN — I was talking specifically
about comments from the Liberal Party.
You cannot really do much more than increase it by
99 per cent. Let us look at the record of the Liberal
Party when it was in government. Did it put forward a
payroll tax exemption for employers? No, it did not do
anything. The Bracks government has provided a
further 100 per cent; the Liberals did nothing. And now
Liberal members are coming into the chamber saying
the government does not care, it does not respect the
volunteers and it does not treat them well, which is
absolute rubbish. The government has increased the
budget by 99 per cent.
Let us look at what the federal government does for the
CFA. It runs fancy ads, marvellous fancy ads. That is
great, isn’t it! So we get ads run on TV by the federal
government for the CFA. I do not know how that
particularly helps. And we get ads run for the surf
lifesaving service. So what? Does that actually help
those organisations operating on a day-to-day basis?
Probably not. It is just trying to steal a bit of thunder for
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the federal government — as if it really cares and really
does much. It does not do much.
At the end of the day we have got a state Liberal Party
that did not do anything when it was in government
telling the Bracks government that we have done
nothing when the government has increased the CFA
budget by 99 per cent. Then we have got a federal
government that just wants to run ads. More smoke and
mirrors — marvellous! The federal government is very
good at running ads. Let us get real. Let us be very
specific about the Liberal Party’s commitment, which
does not exist. There is no commitment.
Now I will get on to the bill and deal with the real
issues of substance. The government is providing an
exemption which no other government has to date
provided, except for New South Wales. The
government is actually harmonising Victorian
legislation with New South Wales legislation, which is
a good idea. It is part of the national reform agenda.
The government would like to see harmonisation across
the states, and the Victorian government is driving it. It
is not being driven out of Canberra, it is being driven
out of Victoria, because the Labor Party is committed
to reform. Labor originally introduced reform with
Hawke and Keating. No-one is going to accuse Costello
of being a brave warrior on reform and no-one is going
to accuse Howard of being a brave warrior on reform.
They have done nothing.
There is nothing to actually look at. They have tinkered
with industrial relations; the GST — not much really.
At the end of the day it is a government that has
collected taxes hand over fist — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Does the member think he might be able to get
back onto the bill?
Mr DONNELLAN — The bill is here; it is what I
am talking about. I am talking about taxes and payroll
taxes, and what I am saying is that this government is
harmonising this with New South Wales, and that is a
good thing — a harmonious environment.
The good thing about it is that the government has also
backdated it. We have backdated this bill to
1 November 2006. I was a little bit horrified the other
day when I heard a radio host ranting and raving and
having a go at the government because we had not
introduced payroll tax exemptions for CFA volunteers
and people like that. Funnily enough I sat on the phone
for an hour trying to get through to the radio station. I
spoke to the producer of this particular show to
highlight that it had gone off half-cocked — it had got it
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wrong! At the end of the day it still did not correct the
record, which disturbed me immensely.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — For fear of retribution I will
not highlight which particular radio station it was, but it
certainly got it wrong.
Mr Dixon interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — That is exactly why I will
not specify which radio station. It got it wrong and it
did not correct the record even after we highlighted to
the producer that we had introduced this on 5 January.
We are genuinely committed to doing something for
employers who allow their staff to go away and fight
fires to protect us all.
The exemption is there to at least help employers, who
usually pay payroll tax, get some recompense for losing
their staff for some time. The exemption will apply to
more than just the people working as volunteers with
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the State
Emergency Service (SES). It will also involve people
working with St John Ambulance, Australian Red
Cross, the Australian Volunteer Coast Guard
Association and Life Saving Victoria. As mentioned
previously by the member for Benalla, it can be a
localised emergency. It only requires a single agency
response, so it can be any one of those particular
agencies which come to the assistance of people; it does
not have to be two, three, four or more.
The exemption is not only for bushfire fighting
activities; it applies to storm damage, flooding and
search and rescue. There were some concerns that the
administrative complexity would be incredibly high
but, as mentioned, it could be included in the payroll
tax end-of-year return, in the column-of-exemptions
section, or it could be quarterly or monthly. It is not a
difficult proposition for employers to claim the
exemption monthly.
The cost to the budget, from what I understand, is
unpredictable, because at the end of the day you cannot
predict the number of emergencies and the number of
employees who will be volunteers, and subsequently
the number of employers who would be eligible for the
grant and who currently pay payroll tax. In many ways
it is just part of our ongoing reform agenda in dealing
with taxes at a state government level.
Looking at our record since we came to government,
we see the taxes that we have reformed are payroll tax,
which we have reduced substantially; land tax; stamp
duty on property; duty on non-residential leases;
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financial institutions duty; duty on quotable marketable
securities; duties on unquoted marketable securities;
duty on mortgages; bank account debits tax; and
business rental duty. We have done a whole lot when it
comes to tax. This year the current rate of payroll tax
has been reduced to 5.05 per cent. It previously sat at
5.75 per cent, and it will drop to a clear rate of 5 per
cent in July 2008. We have increased the threshold
from $515 000 to $550 000, and Victoria now has the
second lowest payroll tax in Australia.
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groups like the United Firefighters Union, which may
want to encroach on the work of our volunteers. It is not
just about money. It is about real support, and that is
why we support this bill.

We have increased the land tax threshold from $85 000
to $200 000; we reduced the top rate of land tax from
5 per cent to 3 per cent in 2007, which is two years
earlier than we proposed previously; and we have
substantially cut middle rates of taxes. For properties of
many values we are the cheapest in Australia. We will
also allow appeals on land tax values when they arrive,
which will probably make it easier for people to appeal
if they believe their property has been unfairly
overvalued. I suspect if it has been undervalued they
will not be half as concerned because they will not
worry about it.

The bill is largely symbolic, because in reality it is not
going to affect a lot of employers of CFA volunteers. I
will refer to a few specific examples in my electorate a
bit later in my contribution. Our volunteers deserve
recognition. Because of the huge fires we have had
recently there has been a rise in the level of recognition
of not only the work of the volunteers but also the
sacrifices they make in their working and family lives,
as well as a recognition of the sacrifices made by the
employers of volunteers. Some employers will receive
some recompense through this legislation, but it will
really only be a minority of those employers. It will be
a very interesting exercise in 12 months to look at the
number of volunteers and what percentage of them and
their employers received a benefit through this
legislation. I do not think it will be many in the end,
mainly because of the trades, jobs and occupations
CFA volunteers hold down.

We have reduced stamp duty on properties. We have
reduced the 6 per cent marginal rate to 5 per cent for the
purchase of a principal place of residence valued
between $115 000 to $400 000, and we have reduced it
by $2850 for home purchases valued between $400 000
and $500 000. We have worked very hard to reduce
taxes, whereas if you look at federal taxes, you will see
that they have increased monstrously during the federal
government’s term in office.

A number of volunteer organisations from my
electorate have been called out to statewide incidents,
not just fires. I think the house recognises that
volunteers do not just work in their own
communities — they are often called out to wider
incidents. We have seen examples of that. Crews from
my electorate have gone through rotations. Luckily we
have had no fires, but our crews have fought fires in
Gippsland on behalf of the communities there.

This is a very appropriate amendment to the Pay-roll
Tax Act. It addresses what is recognised to some extent
as the enormous contribution that employees make by
getting out there as volunteers, and it also recognises
that there is a sacrifice obviously made by employers. It
is appropriate we do it in these circumstances and it is
appropriate for us to bring it into line with New South
Wales so that companies who are across the border will
not end up having two different systems to deal with. I
commend the bill to the house.

We have had a couple of major local incidents while I
have been the member. There was the 1997 fire at
Arthurs Seat — a lot of local volunteer organisations
were involved in that — and we had a major search and
rescue operation around the same time when three
young children drowned at Gunnamatta Beach, which
was a major incident that involved a lot of volunteers
over a number of days.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I call on the member for Nepean, a great friend
of the Country Fire Authority.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Thank you Acting
Speaker. I rise to support the bill and remind the house
that I, and all members of the Liberal Party, support the
Country Fire Authority and the CFA volunteers. I make
the point that support is not just about money but how
you treat organisations and volunteers, how you show
your respect for them and how you work with minority

All our volunteer agencies make both a local and a
statewide contribution. The Sorrento State Emergency
Service unit is based in Rosebud, and my electorate has
CFA brigades at Sorrento, Rye, Rosebud, Boneo,
Dromana, Red Hill, Main Ridge, Shoreham and
Flinders, and they do a fantastic job. St John
Ambulance is often called out to attend major incidents.
The Red Cross in my area — not just the auxiliaries —
is often called out to major incidents, especially for
catering. That is its expertise, and it can be called
anywhere in the state to work on that. There is a
coastguard at Safety Beach and major lifesaving clubs
at Point Leo and Gunnamatta — and the Gunnamatta
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lifesavers have to put up with the sewage at the
Gunnamatta sewage outfall — Sorrento, Portsea and on
the bay at Dromana and Rosebud.

overseas firefighters came in and were paid, but every
volunteer I have talked to wants to remain a
volunteer — they do not want to be paid for it.

My electorate also has a very interesting and, I think,
unique emergency rescue operation, the Southern
Peninsula Rescue Squad, which the member for
Scoresby mentioned in his contribution to the debate. It
receives no government funding for its operational
expenses, although it receives grants occasionally. It
runs a large helicopter with all the infra-red and search
equipment — you would not believe it. It has winch
equipment, a huge rescue boat and a radio van that is
used throughout the state as well. It is an incredible
organisation that does a lot of work. I am pleased to
note that under the provisions of this legislation when it
is called out by the government — specifically by the
police, as is usually the case — the employers of the
volunteers who man the rescue squad, many of whom
are doctors and nurses, will receive some recompense.

One thing they do not want — and it is increasingly
part of their lives — is onerous red tape. Training is one
thing — they have no problem with that. They need to
be well trained to protect themselves and their
colleagues. However, a lot of the red tape and
paperwork that has to be filled out is incredible. You
hear about how a lot of office-bearers in the CFA have
a sort of accountability they have not signed up for.
That is a growing trend. I have a lot to do with my local
CFA brigades, and it is something they complain about.

Volunteers in my electorate fit into two main
categories: they are basically self-employed or retired.
When I say ‘self-employed’, I mean they and their
spouse are basically the business. Very few of them are
employed by companies that pay payroll tax. I do not
think there are any organisations that would pay payroll
tax in my electorate other than large supermarkets and
the local shire, so very few volunteers and employers
would be affected by this legislation. A huge number of
the volunteers are self-employed. A lot of volunteers
are tradesmen working for building companies,
plumbers or what have you. Usually there are only a
few employees in those businesses. The volunteers are
in a position to leave the job and have flexible working
hours, but they will not be helped in any way.
I pay my respects to the huge number of retired
people — my electorate has a large retired
population — who are still very active in voluntary
organisations. The volunteers need to be recognised,
especially the self-employed people and those who
work for small companies. I would welcome any
government initiative to recognise their contribution,
and I would certainly support it.
I would like to finish by making three points that
volunteers have expressed to me. These points have
been especially on their minds following the recent
bushfires in Victoria. First of all, volunteers want to
remain volunteers. They do not want to be paid for
what they are doing. They do it for their love of the
community, their sense of community and their desire
to contribute something to their local community. They
do not want to be paid for it. I know there were a lot of
calls for that throughout the fires, especially when

The final point I want to make regards a disturbing
trend — I hope some of this is discussed in the wash-up
from the bushfires — I have heard a lot of anecdotal
evidence about: that is, not putting any volunteers,
especially volunteer firefighters, into danger. There is a
certain amount of danger you sign up for when you
become a CFA volunteer, especially when you go to
fight a bushfire. It is a disturbing trend, since a lot of the
work that can be done — preventive work and hitting
new fires hard — is not being done because the
situation is deemed dangerous. That is frustrating a lot
of volunteers, because they see fires getting away from
them.
There is a lot of anecdotal evidence of fires where
volunteers have not been allowed to go in and therefore
the local farmers and citizens who are not members of
brigades have been left to their own devices. In many
cases they have successfully put out the fires and saved
a lot of property — not only their own but other
property as well. I think most CFA volunteers would be
more than happy to put themselves in a position to do
that, but they are not being allowed to. They are finding
that very restricting, because it is not what they signed
up for.
In conclusion I fully support this legislation. It is a
small step, and I hope there will be a lot more steps
along the way to recognising the volunteers and their
employers.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill. In that context I would like to join with
other members of Parliament and honour the work of
our emergency services, particularly the Country Fire
Authority volunteers, in this taxing, trying, very
difficult and severe bushfire season.
This bill is a small but meaningful recognition of the
great work which is being done. It provides some
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support for employers, through payroll tax relief and
exemptions, for wages paid to employees who are
absent from their paid work in order to go out and fight
bushfires or else be involved in some emergency
situation. They have done a magnificent job this year.
Our hats are off to them here in Parliament, as we have
said earlier. I want to reinforce our respect for the work
of the people fighting the fires, including the CFA.
Clause 3 inserts new paragraph (jb) in section 10(1) of
the principal act and talks about other emergency
activities within the meaning of the Emergency
Management Act. This of course covers the State
Emergency Service (SES), which I pay tribute to and
which has a centre in my electorate in Box Hill South.
It also covers organisations like St John Ambulance,
which has a centre in Ashwood hall in Ashwood, the
Red Cross, Volunteer Coast Guards and Life Saving
Victoria, as well as other organisations whose activities
fall within the meaning of the Emergency Management
Act 1986.
They are often called out, as we all know, not just in the
country but also in the cities. If there are severe
thunderstorms, sometimes they receive hundreds of
calls in one night. If there are high winds and floods —
and we hope to get some more water, but we remember
February last year or the year before, when we had
some severe storms and the SES came out at very short
notice — they do a wonderful job, particularly in my
area but also through other parts of Melbourne. They
also do that job right throughout Victoria, as does the
CFA. I want to reinforce that. We cannot do that
enough in order to thank those people for the work they
do.
I also note in this context that the Bracks government
has done a magnificent job with respect to the CFA and
the firefighting services. As we have recorded this year
in Parliament, there has been an increase of nearly
100 per cent in the funding that has gone to the CFA
since 1999–2000. I am sure the member for Yan Yean
will agree with me, because she has experienced this
firsthand. There has been an 87 per cent increase in
funding for the metropolitan fire service as well. We
have funded about 400 firefighters not only in the CFA
and the metropolitan fire service but also in the
Department of Sustainability and Environment. We
recognise the marvellous work that the people working
in the department have done in respect of bushfires.
Their contribution has been terrific this year.
We have also provided increased resources. More than
$200 million has been invested to improve bushfire
management. A new communications system has been
set up, and $80 million has been spent on upgrading
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stations and 50 Victorian State Emergency Service
units. There have been some in my local area — I have
been there to see the trucks — and we are really
appreciative of the work they do. The trucks are great,
and I have even had a drive of one of them! The people
really appreciate the additional equipment that has been
provided to enable them to do their work — and I mean
the fighting trucks as well as the tankers. We have put
$28 million towards other equipment and vehicles. We
have reinvested in this area.
I know that we have serious problems with regard to
bushfires and that we can expect this to continue, but
we have invested to make sure that we are better
prepared than we have ever been to manage this. The
CFA centre in East Burwood does a magnificent job,
and I want to praise the work that is done there in the
command centre. The way the people involved have
managed that this year — probably ‘season’ is the right
word, because it includes last year and this year — has
been terrific. The funding that has been put in is really
paying off, right around the state. We have the fastest
response time in Australia in the metropolitan area, and
in rural areas we have enhanced the ability of people to
go out and fight the fires.
This exemption continues the great work that the
Bracks government has been doing in respect of payroll
tax. As has already been mentioned by the member for
Narre Warren North, payroll tax has come down from
5.75 per cent to 5.05 per cent, and it is heading even
further south to 5 per cent by July 2008. The threshold
has been raised to $550 000. We have made
extraordinary reforms here in Victoria in terms of taxes
on business. We have cut payroll tax, land tax and
stamp duty on property. We have abolished the duty on
non-residential leases; the financial institutions duty;
the duty on mortgages — we are the first state to do
that, by the way, and we are leading in that regard; the
bank accounts debits tax; business rental duty — we
lead the way on that as well; and the duty on quoted
and unquoted marketable securities.
We have done more than our fair share in terms of the
abolition of taxes, even though we only get 88 cents in
the dollar back in GST. We have taken a lead in
providing and promoting relief for business. This can
be seen in the economic record here in Victoria. We
might not have a great resources boom such as they
have in Western Australia and Queensland, but our
economy is really well managed. It is a leading
economy — so much so that a third of potential
migrants want to come to Victoria. Payroll tax is a very
important aspect of the economy, and cuts in payroll
tax help promote jobs in Victoria. The fact that we have
a sound economy also means that employers can
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release employees so that they can get out there and
help in emergency situations. This bill provides further
support for them to do that.
The system we have for paying bills is also quite good.
With payroll tax, assistance is provided so that changes
or payments can be done online — 90 per cent of
people can make changes to, seek an exemption from
or pay their payroll tax online. It is going to be a
self-assessing tax that people can pay on a monthly
basis if they like or via their yearly return. There is
flexibility in the arrangements, which is very important
for small businesses. There are two things small
businesses like. Firstly, they want to make sure they
know what they have to do, because being assured
about where they stand is very important. Secondly,
they like a bit of flexibility in the way things are
managed, rather than having them wrapped up in red
tape. That is also very important. The way this system
is going to be run will provide that flexibility in
applying for the exemption and dealing with it online,
and paying on a monthly or yearly basis.
As I have said, this is good for employees, and it is an
incentive for employers to release their staff. I
commend this bill to the house. It is sensible legislation,
and it is a very good bill in terms of supporting our
firefighters and emergency workers.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the bill
and to welcome any measures that will assist
volunteerism in Victoria. Emergency volunteers play a
vital role in Victoria, and hoping for the best while
planning for the worst is their motto. I commend this
legislation, because it addresses a wide range of
emergency workers in the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), the State Emergency Service (SES), St John
Ambulance, the Red Cross, the Australian Volunteer
Coastguard (Victorian Squadron) and Life Saving
Victoria. I am however concerned that volunteerism
appears to be declining in Victoria, a place where
volunteerism is a cultural feature, and that therefore our
volunteers are ageing. This legislation will address one
of the imposts on employers who support volunteerism
for emergency services.
However, there is a particular problem that CFA
volunteers have at the moment — in fact, they have had
it for some time and have raised their concerns with me.
It relates to the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
between the CFA and the United Firefighters Union
(UFU). I acknowledge up-front that much of the EBA
does not affect the volunteer base of the CFA. The CFA
volunteers feel that when matters affecting them are
discussed, they do not have an equitable say. On
matters related to country firefighting, the UFU has a
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veto over any proposed change, thus dismissing the
contribution of the volunteers. Against this background
CFA volunteers, particularly prospective volunteers,
feel undervalued. Their arms and legs are wanted, but
any other contribution is not so welcome, so why
bother?
During emergencies we are quick to praise our
volunteers. In fact much has been said here, in the other
place and beyond about the contribution they make, but
then we deny them an equitable say on matters that will
affect them. What many do not realise is that our
emergency volunteers undertake extensive training.
Gone are the days of just turning up and helping. You
need to have done a course on everything, and you need
to demonstrate your ability on an ongoing basis. Much
of this training is concerned with how to be effective
and safe and work in any situation — something that
has value in the workplace.
In an increasingly sensitive occupational health and
safety world, I urge the government to go further than
this bill does and recognise volunteers skills in the
workplace by offering employers a reduction in
WorkCover premiums based on the skills these
volunteers have acquired. CFA volunteers are
continually reporting to me that the training is
extensive, an imposition on their family and recreation
time, and thus a large sacrifice. The commitment is
onerous, and all the other stuff that goes on about being
listened to is just too hard. It makes volunteers feel
undervalued, and thus community members drop out of
this vital service.
As I said, I commend the bill and I urge the government
to address the EBA issue which means we have too few
CFA volunteers to do a job that Victoria depends on.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Short and sweet! I call on the member for Yan
Yean, who is a CFA volunteer in her own right.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker. It is with great pleasure that I join the debate
on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill. This legislation reflects just
one small part the state government can play in
recognising the enormous contribution the almost
60 000 Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers make
in this state, as do the State Emergency Service (SES)
volunteers — and not just for fire activities but also for
flood and other emergencies, of which we have seen a
number over recent years.
I welcomed the announcement of this measure by the
Premier and the Treasurer in January, and I was also
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pleased to offer clarification to St John Ambulance
volunteers and to assure them they were covered by this
legislation. They are one of our very important partners
in emergency and disaster management, as are
members of the Red Cross, the Volunteer Coastguard
and Life Saving Victoria. I am in the privileged position
of having been appointed by the Premier as
Parliamentary Secretary for Emergency Services and I
have responsibility for dealing with all those agencies.
In my discussions with not only the executives of those
services but also the volunteer associations and the
members themselves I have found that they welcome
this initiative.
In my contribution to the debate I want to respond to
some of the things that other members have said in their
contributions. I welcome the fact that the Liberal Party
and The Nationals are supporting this bill, and that is
appropriate. In times when disaster management is
required it is important that the community sees some
unanimity among their political leaders. It is quite
disappointing that the member for Scoresby and others
have used the opportunity for debate on this bill to
make spurious allegations, to kick the United
Firefighters Union and to promote division between the
paid staff and the volunteers.
Over the 69 days of the major fires this year we saw
fantastic cooperation between all the agencies that I
mentioned before, but in addition between the
Department of Sustainability and Environment as well
as our sister organisations in other states and other
countries. We have to manage the fire threat that we
now see ourselves under every year — and it is not just
a one-off event. Increasingly with climate change this
looks like it is going to be the norm. It is not just about
a break in the drought. The fire conditions I saw out on
the fire ground in the member for Benalla’s electorate
show that the humidity is not dropping at night, and it is
incredibly risky to fight fires in those types of
environments. Across the world it is recognised that we
have a very good fire service with our combination of
paid staff and our surge capacity with volunteers. I
reinforce what other members have said, which is that
volunteers do not want to be paid for what they do. We
take great pride in what we do.
Mr Hardman interjected.
Ms GREEN — I hear the member for Seymour
making a comment. He is also a volunteer with the
Country Fire Authority, as is his wife Gail. The
members for Benalla and South Barwon are also CFA
volunteers. Many members of my family have been
CFA volunteers for a long time and I think we just
reflect the broad base of people across the community.
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There was some criticism from opposition members
who said this is a very small contribution. That might
be the case, but we say it is important. We are matching
what New South Wales does, and I call on the federal
government to have a look at its taxation regime to see
how it could offer relief to our fantastic volunteers, not
just in Victoria but across the country. I talk to CFA
volunteers and they say, ‘It would be really great if we
were to be able to claim some of our personal vehicle
use in getting to turnouts’. The volunteers in my
Diamond Creek brigade respond to about 200 calls a
year. There is also all the training, which other
members have talked about. It would be fitting if there
could be some income tax deductions allowable in the
future, and I call on the federal Treasurer and the Prime
Minister to look at that.
The member for Narre Warren South, who is the
Parliamentary Secretary for Treasury and Finance,
pointed out that one of the minimal contributions from
the federal government has been to put a few spurious
advertisements on the television. It takes more than
advertisements to offer support to our volunteers. The
federal government ought to take seriously its
recognition of the 69 days during which our volunteers
fought the fires in north-east Victoria and Gippsland.
Let us be quite clear; we are still in the peak of the fire
season. During last year’s fire season we still had total
fire ban days in May.
The member for Nepean criticised the amount of red
tape faced by brigade management teams. That
includes dealing with the GST and the costly and
time-consuming reports that brigades have to fill in —
and that is volunteer time. The members for Mildura
and Nepean both criticised the time taken up for
training. The member for Nepean said volunteers
complained about not being sent into dangerous
situations. In the CFA firefighter safety is paramount
and the priority. We have seen dreadful circumstances
in our past, and in our fairly recent past, where
volunteers have died on the job on the fire ground. I
was on the fire ground only 12 months ago when the
captain of the Campbells Creek brigade lost his life in
the fires at Highlands, which is north of Yea. I can tell
members that you never want to be in that situation. I
heard over the radio the terrible news that a tanker had
turned over and the captain had lost his life.
A number of years ago a crew from Geelong West was
lost during the Linton fires. The members for Geelong
and South Barwon are in the chamber, and I know the
member for South Barwon was then a permanent CFA
firefighter. The training regime for volunteers was
changed at that time to put priority on safety. I defy any
calls by the members for Nepean or Mildura for a less
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onerous training regime. The training regime is in place
not only to ensure we have a skilled firefighting service,
but also to allow firefighters to keep themselves safe
and ensure they return home to their families after they
have done an important job on behalf of our
community.
The CFA is one of the largest registered training
organisations in the country. Not only does it contribute
to a great and skilled firefighting service, but the
volunteers can use some of the skills in their day-to-day
jobs. Not only do employers make a contribution —
and we are recognising that in this bill — by allowing
their staff time off work to volunteer to fight fires, but
they are also getting back more highly trained and more
skilled staff because of the training the CFA offers
them.
The member for Mildura said we have an ageing cohort
in our CFA membership. We are attracting a lot of new
volunteers, and I commend the CFA for winning a
national emergency management award for its youth
recruitment and development activities. The CFA takes
seriously the issue of an ageing cohort and has a
program of replacement of our older volunteers.
In terms of the claims by the member for Nepean that
the administrative burden is onerous, the CFA has
introduced Brigades Online, which makes it easier for
brigade management teams and branch brigade
secretaries to undertake their important work.
Recordkeeping is very important in terms of registering
the number of call-outs by brigades as well as keeping
up to date with training and skills.
In conclusion, this is an excellent piece of legislation. I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage. I call on the federal government to look into its
own backyard for our volunteers.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak on
the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill which provides exemption from payroll
tax for wages paid or payable to employees as volunteer
firefighters, or in other volunteer emergency service
roles. Its measures are retrospective. It is pleasing that it
covers first service agencies such as St John
Ambulance, the Red Cross and volunteer coastguards
and lifesavers.
Although the bill is welcome and supported I feel it is
perhaps a token gesture that will cost Treasury very
little. Fortunately history shows us that we rarely have
an emergency event which lasts 69 days, which is what
the last bushfires have taken, and that most of the
volunteers are away for a maximum time of maybe five
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days or one week. The compliance with any reporting
requirements and proof of volunteer service by
employers in order to get relief from payroll tax may
actually outweigh the savings they are able to get
because the majority are on computerised systems, and
amendments to all the systems cost time and money. It
might have been better if the government had looked at
cuts in WorkCover premiums or a rebate on
WorkCover premiums.
The majority of firefighters and volunteers in my
electorate come from small companies or are in fact
self-employed. They generously give freely of their
time on so many occasions. I have much to say about
my local Country Fire Authority brigades, but before I
do I want to make special mention of the Red Cross
volunteers who not only man the evacuation centres
and provide endless cups of tea and food but also give
emotional support, especially during that awfully long
waiting period when the community is waiting to see
which way the fire will go and how big it is going to be.
I distinctly remember the Ash Wednesday fires in 1983
when, from my front lawn, we saw a fire flare up on
one mountain and then saw, in horror — before our
very eyes — a fireball go across the sky and hit another
mountain. We did not know which way the fire was
going or where it was going to go. I remember the
call-out to everyone; some of my own staff went out.
We opened the restaurant to provide emergency
facilities to those who needed some cooling, to have a
drink or just to have a quiet rest.
Powelltown itself was surrounded by bushfires; there
was no way in or out. In fact at one stage the fire cut
across the road in the middle of Powelltown. The town
at that stage had no mains water; it had only tank water.
It was only saved by the selfless dedication of all the
volunteers in that town, who fought hard to put out
those fires.
The next fires I experienced firsthand were in 1987,
when we had fires once again in the Upper Yarra
Valley. These again were fires that moved rapidly, and
we did not know which way they were going to go.
Fortunately for us our property was not in the path of
the fire. We almost lost a large stock of our wines,
which were stored in a cool store where we had put
them to make sure we had a consistent, even
temperature. The bushfires came very close — within
100 metres — to that cool store, which could, of course,
have been disastrous.
When I first came to Australia, I had only been here a
few months when the Lara fires happened. They were
appalling. I remember reading in horror the reports of
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people trapped in their cars on the Princes Highway as
the fire jumped across it, and there was again the
selfless dedication of all the volunteers who rushed to
help them.
After the Ash Wednesday fires and the 1989 fires, my
next close experience was in the 1997 Dandenong
Ranges fires. They were horrendous, because they were
deliberately lit and because they were lit at the bottom
of the hills — and fire travels so fast uphill. We lost
44 houses and, sadly, three lives in those fires. As a
commissioner with the Shire of Yarra Ranges, I was
very involved with all the things that were happening. I
remember standing in the shire offices looking out at
the road and seeing the fire trucks that were coming
from Country Fire Authority units all over Victoria to
help the people in the Dandenongs. I remember just
reading the names on those trucks; those people had
dropped everything to respond to the call for help. It
was very frightening, because the Dandenongs are
heavily populated. People live in the ranges because of
the beauty of their trees, but of course a lot of people
did not have fire plans in those days.
Everybody was pouring in to help. We had the Red
Cross, we had St John Ambulance and we had the
Salvation Army manning the emergency centres. I was
at the Upwey centre where the donations were flooding
in. I remember the member for South-West Coast, who
at that time was the Minister for Youth and Community
Services, arriving with no entourage and no
announcements to the press. He just arrived — —
Mr Wells — As you would expect.
Mrs FYFFE — Yes, he just arrived to see what he
could do to help. He walked in, had a look and said to
me and a couple of the shire staff who were organising
things there, ‘Whatever you need, just ask me. Just tell
me and I will make sure it happens’. He then spent the
rest of his time there comforting a dear old lady whose
husband we could not locate at that time — he had
dementia. She was terribly distressed, and the member
for South-West Coast comforted her for about half an
hour, quietly sitting with her until we were able to
locate her husband, which was quietly and efficiently
done.
We had equipment arriving, and fire victims who had
lost their homes were helping to sort out the donations
that were coming in to the centre. The Red Cross was
fantastic in supplying cups of tea and food, as was, as I
mentioned, the Salvation Army.
The other people who work so hard and give up their
time in such situations are the staff of the State
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Emergency Service, which provides backup support for
firefighters, whether that be removing fire-damaged
trees, delivering firefighting vehicles — as in the latest
bushfires, traffic management or transport of materials
and food to firefighters. We hear very little about this
even as the SES staff dash all over the state to supply
these things. The Lilydale SES spent many hours on the
road transporting firefighting vehicles that were sent
down by train from Darwin to help fight the bushfires
throughout Victoria. They were on the road for hours
delivering those vehicles. The St John first aid
volunteers were attending to myriad injuries to both
firefighters and residents.
There were also the timber contractors and our
wonderful timber workers. This is a much maligned
industry, and yet its members, every one of them, were
out there helping to fight the fires. I have to say we did
not hear much about the anti-timber industry people
helping to fight the fires and save the trees out there, but
the timber contractors were there helping to save the
bush they love. Local contractors from the Yarra
Ranges took $4 million worth of excavators and
skidders to help fight fires at Woods Point.
I would like to make a special mention of Peter
McConachy, who lost over $1 million worth of his
equipment in the fires and was not fully covered by
insurance. When I called Peter soon after he had lost
this equipment he was not bitter or angry; he was just
very concerned for his employees, who would not have
any work, and also for the timber mill workers, who
would not have the timber that he had been delivering
to them. Peter did not even know he had lost his
equipment for a couple of days until he came back from
firefighting; he thought it was safely stored away.
The timber workers know the bush. They are the skilled
operators, and they really put their lives at risk as they
clear back-burn areas so that other people are saved.
Unfortunately some fires are deliberately lit. It is
10 years since the Dandenong Ranges bushfires and,
once again, 10 years later, arson is suspected as the
cause of the fires around Ferny Creek. It is very sad that
people who are as sick as this are deliberately lighting
these fires and putting volunteers at risk.
There is so much I could say about this matter. I would
just like to quickly talk about the fire at Yarra Junction
two weeks ago. I attended the public briefing by the
Country Fire Authority and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, and I have to say the
quiet, efficient and country-humorous way the meeting
was run was impressive. One hundred and fifty people
came, and the briefing was fantastic. We had
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180 people fight that fire, and no property was lost. It
was not a big one by other standards — only
47 hectares — but the management and the teamwork
of everyone involved is to be commended.

is the O’Tooles, who over three generations have
continued to contribute to the Geelong — —

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Like all members in
this house I am pleased to be speaking in support of this
bill because it truly highlights the Bracks government’s
commitment to not only the thousands of volunteers
who contribute their time and service to this state but
also their employers, who sacrifice their businesses in
many ways to ensure their employees can provide
service to this state in a time of emergency.

Mr TREZISE — No, it is not the woodchopping
O’Tooles, it is the Geelong Country Fire Authority
O’Tooles — just as famous and just as committed. I
pay tribute to those types of families. I should not single
out just one family, but the O’Tooles have contributed
significantly to the Geelong CFA.

We are not just talking about the Country Fire
Authority; we are also talking about the State
Emergency Service (SES), St John Ambulance, Red
Cross, the coastguard and Life Saving Victoria, all of
whom make a magnificent contribution to many
communities across the state, including my electorate
of Geelong.
There have been some questions today as to the Bracks
government’s commitment to, for example, the CFA. In
Geelong alone we are seeing a multimillion dollar
rebuild of the Geelong fire station that will be occurring
in the coming 12 months to two years. We will also see
the relocation of the Geelong West Fire Brigade. You,
Acting Speaker, mentioned the Geelong West brigade,
which I have been very pleased and proud to be
working with over the last number of years. The
Geelong West Fire Brigade, as you mentioned, Acting
Speaker, had the tragedy of the Linton bushfire a
number of years ago. The Geelong West brigade will
be relocating out of its present cramped conditions in
the heart of Geelong West across to a new site on
McCurdey Road. I can assure the house that the CFA
has a major commitment from the Bracks government
in my electorate of Geelong.
The SES unit in Geelong, which I have also been
working with over the last 12 months, is currently on a
site owned by Barwon Health. This site will be required
for car parking for Barwon Health employees and
patients, and the state government, in partnership with
the City of Greater Geelong and the SES, is working
with the unit to ensure that it is relocated to a new site
in the coming months. I can assure the house that in
Geelong alone we are seeing a major government
contribution and a significant commitment to
emergency organisations such as the CFA and the SES.
As you are well aware, Acting Speaker, the Geelong
CFA brigade is staffed by many volunteers. We have
families who have contributed enormously to many of
these organisations. One family that comes to my mind

Mr Wynne — Is that the woodchopping O’Tooles?

Of course we are not just talking about volunteers here.
The legislation before us today recognises the
employers of these dedicated people, who contribute
significantly by allowing their employees time off to
serve the people of this state in a time of need or
emergency. The fires of recent months have highlighted
not only to this Parliament but to the Victorian
community the importance of ensuring that our
emergency service volunteers and their employers are
supported to ensure the ongoing strength of those
organisations into the future. It is absolutely vital that
we as a government continue to work with
organisations such as the CFA, the SES and the other
organisations I have mentioned to ensure that their
volunteer numbers are not only maintained but are
increased as we grow as a state. I am sure that with our
commitment as a state government we will see the
numbers within those organisations continue to grow.
The bill before us today takes important steps in
ensuring that these volunteers are given every
opportunity to make themselves available with the
agreement of their employers whilst they are required
to work. This bill, by introducing a payroll tax
exemption, not only encourages employers to allow
their employees to be available but also rewards the
employers by recognising their commitment to
allowing their workers time off in the case of an
emergency. It is important that we recognise this
significant contribution made by employers, because
the absence of even one employee, let alone a number
of employees — that does occur, especially in regional
and rural areas — really does severely disorganise a
business, especially a small business.
Acting Speaker, we all know that volunteers sacrifice
much personal time, and you are well and truly aware
that volunteers sacrifice much personal time and time
away from their loved ones when they are serving their
communities in a time of emergency, but I think it is
also important that we recognise the significant
contribution and the sacrifice made by their employers
in making arrangements to release their workers. This is
especially so for small business operators, who can
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really feel the pinch when even one employee is absent
from their job.
The payroll-tax exemption that is being proposed under
this legislation will also benefit to a large degree many
businesses in other regional and rural areas of Victoria,
as it will in my community of Geelong. For example, a
close acquaintance of mine runs his own small
business — he is a CFA volunteer himself — and two
of his six employees are also volunteers at the local
CFA. I know they will greatly welcome the bill before
us today. It will not eliminate the need for employers to
reorganise or reschedule their business operations at a
time when a bushfire, for example, is occurring, but it
will provide a financial reward for the contribution to
the community.
As I said, the bill is not only limited to the CFA,
although it of course would be the largest organisation
affected by this legislation. Importantly the bill also
assists employers who have workers volunteering in
organisations such as the SES, St John Ambulance, Red
Cross, the coastguard, which is another magnificent
organisation in Geelong that does great work, and of
course the surf lifesavers down along the west coast of
the Greater Geelong area. The thousands of hours
provided by volunteer lifesavers is deeply appreciated
and recognised by the community of Geelong.
We are not just talking about bushfires here today; we
are also talking about rescue, flood, search and
water-based emergencies. This is important legislation.
It highlights the fact that the Bracks government is
committed to and fully supports the work of volunteers.
It also recognises the fact that the Bracks government
supports employers by providing this reward through
payroll tax exemption. It is important legislation, and I
therefore wish it a speedy passage through this house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I am pleased to speak
on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill. In Victoria our emergency
service organisations rely on tens of thousands of
volunteers to deliver a range of services. Volunteers
underpin these organisations. In turn, the state
government is dependent on the volunteers to deliver
services to their communities.
Some of the more obvious benefits provided by the
volunteers to our community include a reduction in loss
of life and injury, less property damage and a greater
sense of safety and community. However, the lot of a
volunteer is getting harder by the day. If people stopped
volunteering, the state government would find it
impossible to afford to offer a comparable level of
service to the community. In fact according to a 2001
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paper prepared for Emergency Management Australia’s
national summit on volunteers, the extra cost of funding
Victoria’s Country Fire Authority (CFA) alone would
escalate to $470 million.
It is also crucial to recognise that a very large
percentage of our volunteers are only able to be
volunteers because of the continuing generosity and
community mindedness of their employers. While the
risk to life and limb is, of course, much lower, the
contribution to volunteerism made when an employer
allows his or her staff to be absent from work to
volunteer with an emergency service is nonetheless a
volunteer service to the community. There are many
situations and circumstances that conspire to make it
harder for our volunteers to volunteer and for their
employers to support them. This bill is a welcome step
down the path of addressing the imbalance that has
developed; however, it is a long path and this bill is a
small step.
From the perspective of our volunteers, social changes
in Australian communities have increased the pressures
of family life and the demands on their personal time. It
is becoming increasingly difficult for volunteers to
maintain their commitments in the face of, among other
things, the escalating requirements for training, which
are set to meet the ever-rising occupational health and
safety demands and the need to come to grips with the
increasingly sophisticated technologies used in
emergency services. Increasing population and urban
sprawl also contribute to the expanding demand for the
services of volunteers.
From the perspective of the employer, the need for
industry to be competitive in the global economy,
combined with policy changes at both the state and
commonwealth levels, has instigated structural changes
in the Australian economy. These changes have
brought about increased pressures on the very
employers that currently make it possible for a large
number of their employees to be volunteers. It is
becoming harder and harder for employers to let their
staff volunteer.
From all of this members will readily recognise that the
roles of the volunteer and the employer of the volunteer
are critically interdependent. They will also understand
that urgent action is required if we are to successfully
preserve the excellent numbers and quality of our
volunteers.
What is the Bracks government’s considered response
to these issues? It is common ground that direct
payments for volunteering services would be unwise.
Direct remuneration could endanger the essential
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component of the volunteer culture. Service given
freely without the expectation of financial or other
tangible rewards is a prime motivator of the majority of
volunteers. Therefore, other ways have to be found to
encourage volunteers to keep volunteering and for
employers of volunteers to keep allowing their
employees to volunteer. The Pay-roll Tax Amendment
(Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill is the Bracks
government’s attempt to be seen to be doing that for the
volunteers and the employers.
Any effort to make it easier for our brave CFA men and
women to volunteer to keep our community safe from
fires is welcome. When all is said and done, the bill
provides some small recognition for the sacrifice made
by the employers of the volunteers. However, it does
not go far enough.
Payroll tax exemptions offer a miserly exchange rate
for the generation of all the manpower necessary for
coordinated responses to emergency events, including
fires, storm damage, flooding and search and rescue.
The Bracks government must recognise that it costs the
employee dearly to be a volunteer and that it costs the
employer dearly to employ a volunteer.
What does the bill really do, and for whom? Let us look
at the facts. There are 312 000-plus businesses in
Victoria, 300 000 of which are small businesses.
Payroll tax is paid by businesses that have annual wage
bills of more than $550 000. I emphasise that to qualify
for any benefit at all, the employer must pay payroll
tax. Of Victoria’s 312 000-plus businesses, only 23 000
pay payroll tax. So less than 7 per cent get over the
initial hurdle to qualify for a benefit under the bill! Of
these 23 000 businesses, a much smaller number again
employ CFA volunteers.
The bill also specifically denies the employer any
exemption where the employee is on annual leave.
Interestingly enough a report published less than four
months ago by the Australian Emergency Management
Volunteer Forum and entitled The Cost of
Volunteering — A Report on a National Survey of
Emergency Management Sector Volunteers identified
that a significant number of volunteers did their
volunteering by taking leave. This means that from step
one the legislation simply does not apply to 93 per cent
of Victorian businesses. This bill proceeds to further
reduce its application to the employers of volunteers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order! I
am sorry to interrupt the member for Hastings’
contribution, but he is not supposed to be reading his
speech. Referring to notes is acceptable, but the speech
needs to be more off the cuff.

Thursday, 1 March 2007

Mr BURGESS — Payroll tax becomes payable
when a company reaches a monthly wage bill of
$45 800. The Victorian payroll tax rate is 5.15 per cent,
and payroll tax is only payable on the percentage of the
wage bill that goes over the threshold. The average
wage in Victoria is around $40 000. The daily wage
paid to an employee on an average wage is $167 per
day. The payroll tax payable on that amount — the
exemption for the employer — is $8.60. We have a
community of volunteers who are under pressure and a
community of employers of volunteers who are under
pressure, but this means that we are saying to
employers that while we continue to need these
volunteers, in return our recognition is going to be
$8.60 per day.
I commend the effort that is being made in the bill, as
far as it goes. However, I recommend that the
government have a closer look at what can be done to
encourage the employers of volunteers and to give them
some incentive to allow our volunteers to continue
doing the wonderful job they do for our state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order! I
call the member for Seymour — another CFA
volunteer contributing to the debate.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I am barely cutting
my teeth as a CFA volunteer, Acting Speaker!
The Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill is a very important bill,
because it starts the process, I hope, of the government
recognising the significant sacrifice that is made not
only by the volunteers and their families who fight fires
but also by their employers.
The bill provides a payroll tax exemption for employers
when firefighters go off to fight fires or respond to
other emergencies, effective from 1 November 2006. It
is a really great start. It applies to employees who are
not on official leave and compensates, in small part, for
the loss of paid work time that occurs if employees are
forced away from their workplaces to respond to
emergencies.
I know from talking to local employers in the Seymour
electorate that they will see this as a step in the right
direction. When they are away a volunteer can
obviously cause a great deal of difficulty for a local
employer who has to employ someone else to come and
do their job. The employer loses that employee’s
corporate knowledge for that period of time and maybe
risks their being injured and off work for an even longer
period. It is quite a burden for the local employer.
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One of my local employers recently allowed one of his
staff to go and fight the fires in the north-east. The
employer would not allow his staff member to take
annual leave but said he would pay him for the time he
spent up there and did not want him to lose his annual
leave because of it. I thought that was a marvellous
gesture. However, at the same time that employer
would like to see greater recognition from government.
I will be happy to inform him that this payroll tax
exemption is a move in that direction.
When you go around to the different brigades you see
that the Bracks government has done a lot of work in
making sure that the Country Fire Authority (CFA) is a
safer place for volunteers. We are also rebuilding fire
stations and providing brand-new equipment. The
community safety emergency support program has
allowed brigades to replace equipment without having
to raise 100 per cent of the cost, as they would have had
to do in the past. It has been an important incentive for
brigades. They know they can do what they volunteer
for — that is, be a CFA volunteer — and not spend all
their time fundraising. However, fundraising is an
important part of the CFA, as it is of any other
organisation. The CFA finds that as a rule communities
are very generous in their donations and their support of
local brigades when they are asked for assistance.
The CFA needs to look very carefully at the fact that a
number of its volunteers are small businessmen or
farmers. They are called out for periods of time and
when they are away their sheep may not be being fed or
they may have to pay someone else to come in and feed
the sheep. Their clients are not being serviced in that
time. If they are plumbers, they might have to put off
some jobs. Obviously that takes some sort of a toll on
their businesses.
An area in which I think the CFA could assist — this
has been brought to my attention only recently — is
where crews go out to fight a fire for several days at a
time, particularly if there are lightning strikes. It can be
weeks at a time if there are large bushfires such as the
ones at Yea in 2006 and Glenrowan in 2002 or 2003.
They have to patrol and go through all of the stumps
and the roadside trees to ensure that the fire will not
start up again on the next total fire ban day or period of
extreme weather. This involves an incredible number of
man hours. It is important that the CFA looks at how it
can address that situation and ensure people are not put
out.
One of my local volunteers was recently up in the
ranges fighting some lightning strikes. It was a local
fire but it took 11⁄4 hours to get there because of the
terrain and having to go slowly. Then there is the walk
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from where you leave the truck. I know a dump of
water from a helicopter costs a lot of money but it could
have meant those people spending a lot less time away
from their businesses and places of employment. That
cost needs to be balanced. I would like to see some of
those systems and processes looked at in the future.
During the last election campaign, as part of the
promises to the Seymour electorate, we promised the
Badger Creek fire brigade a new shed. I am very
pleased about that. Badger Creek has been on the
shortlist for the 7 years I have been in government, and
I believe it was for another 7 or 10 years before that.
They have now been told that in this term of
government they will have a new fire station. They
deserve it. They protect a very important state resource
in the Healesville Sanctuary, not to mention other rural
areas around there. They also get involved in all of the
different events that take place in an area like
Healesville. It is fantastic that Badger Creek will have a
great station.
Christmas Hills North is in the electorate of the member
for Yan Yean. However, it is just outside the Seymour
electorate and people who are part of that brigade
would be living in the Seymour electorate. It is another
fantastic brigade.
We are also building a big, brand-new station in Wallan
in this term. That is on top of the replacement of the
Kilmore station with a much larger and better station,
and the Seymour fire station has been rebuilt. There are
a number of other smaller stations in my electorate.
In addition, a number of trucks have been replaced.
New four-wheel-drive vehicles have been brought on
board for quick fills and command vehicles. Our
firefighters, like our State Emergency Service
volunteers, have much better equipment to wear so they
are safer. The standard equipment is really great. That
cost money and the budget has been increased by
99 per cent since 2000. The government is not just
about uttering platitudes. It is fair dinkum in putting its
money where its mouth is. I am proud to be part of the
Bracks government which does that.
The fires we are seeing now are quite big and they are
burning in different conditions than we have faced
before. The extra Department of Sustainability and
Environment firefighters we have employed and the
extra funds we have been putting into firefighting
equipment have gone a long way to making sure that
the losses of life and property in Victoria are far smaller
than they would have been without those resources.
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I commend this bill to the house. It is great to see the
government recognising the importance of employers
in our emergency volunteer system. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.

It is great to see a number of members of Parliament
have become members of the CFA. I applaud that. It is
great for people to do that and to contribute to their
communities.

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on
the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill. We understand that the main purpose of
this bill is to amend the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971 to
provide an exemption from payroll tax for wages paid
or payable to employees who are absent from work on
volunteer firefighter or emergency service duty.

We understand from the legislation that it is not just
about fires, it is also about search and rescue. We have
a search and rescue squad in Shepparton and there is
one in Echuca. These are the only two search and
rescue squads in Victoria which are supported by the
government. The Shepparton Search and Rescue
Squad, which was established in 1971, is a great group
of volunteers who have community support. I expect
those two squads also to be included in this legislation.

The Nationals will be supporting this bill. We note that
the legislation has some retrospectivity in that it takes
effect from 1 November 2006. While The Nationals do
not always support bills with a retrospective element, in
this case we think it is an important part of the bill and
we understand why the bill has been made
retrospective. It is to allow the legislation to apply from
the start of the bushfire season and include the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers and emergency
service firefighters who are fighting the bushfires now
and have done so in the past.
However, the exemption does not include those
volunteers who are on recreation leave, long service
leave or sick leave. An issue I would like to raise and
perhaps seek some clarification of is whether this
exemption can be applied to CFA volunteers who are
involved in training for a length of time.
As well as volunteer firefighters and State Emergency
Service (SES) volunteers, the exemption also applies to
other volunteer organisations. I was really pleased to
see that, because when we talk about fires, floods and
emergency services, there are a number of other
organisations in the state which also contribute their
time. They include St John Ambulance, the Red Cross,
the Australian Volunteer Coastguard and Life Saving
Victoria. It is important to recognise and pay tribute to
those other great emergency service organisations in
Victoria.
We have a number of these bodies in the Shepparton
district. We have our St John Ambulance brigade,
which works on a weekly and a daily basis on local
issues and provides its service free of charge. We also
have an SES unit, a great volunteer organisation which
is based in Tatura. In 2005 it received new premises. I
have been to a number of its nights when it tries to
encourage other service volunteers. As with other
organisations membership is declining because many of
its members are ageing.

I was pleased to see that floods are also covered by the
provisions of the bill. As the shire president of the then
Shire of Shepparton I was very much involved in the
1993 floods and saw firsthand the great work of our
emergency service volunteers. That work was
contributed by the volunteers over a length of time, not
just for days but sometimes weeks and in some cases
months.
In my area the CFA has many brigades, and I meet with
many of them. I am aware that, while we did not have
bushfires in the Shepparton electorate, many of our
volunteers fight fires in the north-east and have done so
in recent years as well as fighting fires in Gippsland. I
am really pleased to see that the bill will support those
volunteers as well.
Unfortunately the bill does not go far enough, although
it is a step in the right direction. We need to be making
sure that it assists a number of employers. For example,
it does not assist small businesses that are under the
threshold for the exemption from payroll tax. Earlier I
heard a speaker saying that the 7 per cent of businesses
that pay payroll tax will be getting the benefit of the
provisions of the bill.
Another issue relates to self-employed volunteers. In
small communities, including farming communities, a
lot of the people in small business consider themselves
to be very much part of their small community. When
that fire bell goes, they just down tools, whatever they
are doing, and go out and fight the fires. Whether it be a
house fire or a grassfire, they are out there making sure
that the community does not suffer. I know that
employers in small businesses suffer some
disadvantage. When I was a member for the then North
Eastern Province in the other place, the only staff
member I had, Diane Bethell, was a member of the
CFA. I remember that once she came in very tired and
at the end of the day I asked her why she was so tired
and whether she had had a late night. She told me that
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she had been called out to a fire and had spent about
4 hours at the fire scene. She was very tired, because
she went to bed at 5 o’clock and had to be up again at
6.30 to start work.
She did not complain, and had I known and been able
to, I probably would have sent her home. We had a
particularly busy day that day, and while I felt a lot of
sympathy for her, with one staff member I would not
have been able to relieve her of her duties. As I said,
she did not expect me to do so; she just carried on. I
know that many of our volunteers do that. They go out,
spend a lot of time at a fire front and then go in and do a
day’s work at whatever they have to do. Members must
be at mindful of the effect of volunteering on employers
as well. As I said, while I would have loved to have
relieved her from her duties, it would have very
difficult because she was needed on that day.
A policy that The Nationals went to the last election
with acknowledges that volunteers do not want
payment and that that is why they are called
volunteers — they are there to support the community.
We looked at ways we could reduce the costs to active
emergency service volunteers. We consider that the
way to do that is to provide free vehicle registration and
compulsory third-party insurance. The policy requires
that to be eligible they have to be active emergency
service members and the brigade captain or unit leader
will be required to sign the exemption form so that the
volunteers do not have to pay vehicle registration and
third-party insurance. Again that is voluntary: if people
do not want that to happen, that can be the case. I know
the Leader of The Nationals went right around rural and
regional Victoria talking to people in brigades to hear
whether that was something they supported. Most said
they supported the policy, although a few did not,
saying that they wanted to be classed very much as
volunteers.
When the fire season is over The Nationals will be
calling on the state government to undertake a thorough
investigation into the role of emergency service
volunteers. The types of things we would like to have
looked at in that investigation could include whether the
exemption on payroll tax set out in this bill actually
provides the type of benefit employers need, whether it
adds value to businesses that release their staff to go
and fight the fires and whether the government can
provide some further support to either small businesses
or self-employed CFA volunteers. Particularly in some
isolated rural areas a lot of people are called on to be
volunteers because members of their families have
previously been volunteers.
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I know that you, Acting Speaker, have talked about
your family’s active involvement. This is actually the
case in a lot of rural areas: where mum or dad has been
a volunteer, their son or daughter has become a
volunteer. That is just the way it has been, and many
people are very proud of their heritage of firefighting.
Members need to know how we can better support our
volunteers, who do put their lives on the line. They do
not do that for sympathy; they do it because they want
to do that duty to make sure their community is not at
risk and to protect the community.
Maybe those conducting the investigation can also
consider the need to make sure that there is an
exemption of some sort when volunteer firefighters go
away for training. As members heard, since the Linton
fires minimum skills are now required, and that needs
to be addressed. All firefighters must make sure that
they have those skills. Undertaking training means time
away from their families and their businesses, so
members need to consider whether the government can
support firefighters during their training. Obviously
their team mates rely on volunteers to back them up and
have to make sure that they have the obvious
professional skills required. In supporting the bill I take
the opportunity of paying tribute to our great
firefighters and emergency service volunteers.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise also to
speak on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill and do so with pleasure.
Whilst I do not have vast numbers of Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers in my electorate, the first
thing I want to do is pay tribute to those who give
volunteer services to the community in such an
important way. Whilst they actively support their own
communities, quite frankly in listening to the member
for Shepparton I could not help but think that I am
going to Anglesea for the long weekend and I know
that the CFA volunteers there have kept that area safe
and have protected it — so a city resident can
appreciate the work of the many volunteers.
In my contribution to the debate I will highlight a
couple of points. The first is that I congratulate the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change,
who, as Acting Premier, on 5 January announced that
payroll tax exemptions for businesses that have
employees away from work as volunteer firefighters
would be the subject of some debate in this house.
When that comment was made, little did we know the
extent of the firefighting efforts that would proceed
throughout January and February. It is important for us
collectively in our own small way to do what we can to
help the CFA. The payroll tax exemption for businesses
is one significant point.
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A factor that should not go without mention is that
between 2000 and 2007 the Bracks government has
increased the CFA’s operational allowance by 99 per
cent. That was the subject of some discussion in the
estimates process during the last Parliament. It was
clear that that 99 per cent increase in funding to CFA
operations has made a significant positive contribution
to the authority’s very productive work.
Another point I pick up is one made by the member for
Hastings. I sat here and listened to the contribution
from the member for Hastings. He said, ‘But this
applies to only 7 per cent of employers because the rest
of them don’t pay payroll tax’. I could not help but
wonder whether he is seriously going to suggest to this
house that the government wants to extend payroll tax.
That is an absolutely ludicrous proposition. He also said
that employers who are paying payroll tax are paying it
at the rate of 5.15 per cent. Again he was wrong. He
failed to acknowledge the fact that effective from
1 January the Bracks government dropped payroll tax
to 5.05 per cent, something that has been acclaimed
throughout the business community. Further, from
1 July 2008 payroll tax will drop to 5 per cent.
When we are debating in this house we have to be clear
about our facts and we have to be absolutely honest in
presenting our cases. The fact is that payroll tax has
dropped under the Bracks government.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Police: organised crime
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s efforts
to support and resource Victoria Police to deal with
organised crime, and I ask the Premier to update the
house on the recent successes achieved by Victoria
Police in its battle with organised crime.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Prahran for his question. I had the opportunity today,
along with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, to be with the Chief Commissioner of
Police —
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Scoresby!
Mr BRACKS — and with the Deputy
Commissioner and the Purana task force to congratulate
them on what has been a four-year crime fight against
organised crime in the state — when you think that
over 400 charges have been laid over the last four years
and when you think that the back of organised crime
has been broken. Of course the fight goes on, and
eternal vigilance will be the hallmark of the fight
against organised crime in the state. Where there is
money there is always going to be some organised
crime, and of course those who perpetrate misery on
other people through peddling and pushing drugs and
manufacturing drugs will always see an opening for
themselves. It is very important therefore to continue
the fight against organised crime.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
answer yesterday in this house, when he confirmed
receipt of a letter from the police union that culminated
in the secret pre-election deal with the union, and I ask
once again: will the Premier make that letter from the
police union public, or will that too remain secret?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The opposition leader
referred to a secret deal. No such secret deal occurred.
The reality is that, like every other party during a
campaign, we made commitments to a stakeholder, and
those commitments were also reflected in our policy.
That is how it should be.

Nevertheless, I am very pleased and proud of the fact
that some years ago, when the Chief Commissioner of
Police and police command sought extra resources to
fight organised crime, those extra resources were
forthcoming. We provided more than $70 million to our
police, the courts and the prison system to enhance their
capacity to fight organised crime. We provided more
specialist investigators, which we saw the result of
today of course in the successful prosecution of those
who came before the courts — and in the case of Carl
Williams, of course, admitting guilt to several murders
which have been under investigation by the police.
New crime fighting technology has been funded out of
that $70 million. It has meant more resources for police
stings; state-of-the-art security upgrades for the Barwon
and Port Phillip prisons, acknowledging that of course
they need to accommodate high-risk prisoners as a
result of this work; boosting security transport vehicles
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to take offenders to and from the court; and specialised
prosecuting teams.
I can say that the team that has been working on this for
the last four years, the Purana task force and officers
from the Office of Public Prosecutions, who were also
there, are extremely proud of the work they have
undertaken. They were under extreme difficulty: they
knew there was success, but because of suppression
orders — understandably, because cases were ongoing
and guilt or innocence needed to be proved and those
cases could not be prejudiced — they were restrained
from saying publicly how successful they had been.
Now that those suppression orders have been largely
but not totally lifted, we are able to see the result of the
successful work of the attack against organised crime in
this state.
I think this state wants to pay tribute to the police for
what is probably the most successful fight against
organised crime in this state and arguably one of the
most successful fights against organised crime in this
country. It is a great credit to the Chief Commissioner
of Police, Christine Nixon; it is a great credit to Simon
Overland, the assistant commissioner for crime at
Victoria Police; and it is a great credit to the team, to
the courts, to the Office of Public Prosecutions and to
all those who have made sure that after a four-year fight
we are seeing people being brought to justice and those
matters coming before the courts — and in some cases
of course, guilt is being admitted. This is a significant
breakthrough. Victoria today is a safer place than it was
before the Purana task force began its work.

Donald-Swan Hill Road: safety
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer
to the tragic accident which claimed seven lives on the
Donald-Swan Hill Road in September 2006. I also refer
to the Premier’s promise on 27 September 2006 to
make the intersection safer:
We will upgrade that intersection. VicRoads will upgrade that
to a T-intersection.

I ask the minister why the work has not even started,
almost six months on.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question and
join with him in expressing concern about the loss of
life on our roads. Any loss of life is, of course, tragic.
This government is committed to implementing safety
initiatives. We have put $597 million into road safety
initiatives; we have put in place systems that address
over 2000 road safety projects across this state. The
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intersection the Leader of The Nationals referred to is a
matter the government is committed to rectifying. The
work is in progress in terms of planning, and the
government remains committed to implementing the
Premier’s undertaking.

Transport: east–west link
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to planning for Victoria’s future transport
needs and ask the Premier to detail for the house the
most recent example of the government delivering on
that commitment.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Mordialloc for her question. Today I announced the
details of the study into the east–west alternative road
link, public transport link and freight link, which we
indicated in May last year in the Meeting Our
Transport Challenges document would be a needs
study undertaken by Sir Rod Eddington. Today I was
able to announce that that will be proceeding, with
public submissions accepted until 31 May this year.
We have already in Meeting Our Transport Challenges
committed as part of that to a $1 billion upgrade of the
Monash and West Gate freeways — adding an
additional lane, making sure traffic on the on and off
ramps are moving more smoothly and therefore
reducing traffic congestion on that route by something
like 50 per cent. We are taking immediate action that
will have a significant benefit over the next 20 years,
but we have to plan for the future. We have to plan for
the very thing that was reported yesterday — that is, the
population growth we are seeing in Melbourne and
Victoria. It is higher than in any other state in Australia
because people want to come to Victoria. People find
our state an attractive place to live, to work and to raise
a family. Maintaining the livability of Melbourne and
Victoria as we grow our population is very important
for our future. That is why, over and above the Monash
and West Gate freeway arrangements, I am very
pleased that this work will be undertaken, with a report
received by the government at the start of next year.
It will be a comprehensive report. The study will
examine public transport opportunities such as rail and
bus upgrades as an alternative on the east–west link. It
will examine enhanced freight access, because this link
also includes the port of Melbourne and some of our
rail transport infrastructure, and a more seamless
interchange between rail and port infrastructure will be
very important in the future. The study will also look at
expanding road capacity, park-and-ride facilities and
other options.
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This is a needs study. It is not a feasibility study where
the government says, ‘We have a project’. It is saying,
‘We want to assess the needs after we, obviously, fix
the West Gate and Monash freeway issue and examine
what is required and needed for the future, planning
ahead for the next 15 or 20 years, planning for
population growth in this state and planning for the
livability of Melbourne and Victoria as part of that’.
I am very pleased that we are able to commit $5 million
to this east–west needs study. I am very pleased that Sir
Rod Eddington is undertaking that work on behalf of
the government. He has just completed a much larger
piece of work for the UK government. He has great
credentials in the transport industry worldwide and in
Australia, and I am looking forward very much to
receiving his report on what is good, long-term
planning to make Victoria a much more livable state in
the future. We expect to receive that report early next
year.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to his secret pre-election deal with the
police union, which, amongst other items, promised the
completion of a resource allocation audit by 1 March,
and I ask: will the Premier keep the audit secret, like his
pre-election deal, or will he make it public?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Kew for his question. There have been a few occasions
in this house when the member for Kew has misfired.
He has misfired again. He may have missed the point
that the Chief Commissioner of Police has already
released the resource allocation model. The Chief
Commissioner of Police has already indicated where
police have gone and in which region, and she has
indicated that every region in this state has received an
increase in police numbers.
As we committed to a resource allocation model, I want
to congratulate the Chief Commissioner of Police for
undertaking that work and also — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already warned
the member for Scoresby.
Mr BRACKS — It also provides a base for the new
commitments we are making for 350 police in the
future.
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Public transport: fares
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to cutting the cost of public
transport fares, and I ask her to detail for the house how
the government is delivering on that commitment.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Bentleigh for his question and
indeed for his great interest in public transport. This
Sunday will be a great day for Victorians and for public
transport, because this Sunday we will see the
implementation of a commitment that we announced
during the election. This Sunday will see the abolition
of zone 3, and that is very important — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
and the member for Evelyn! The constant interjecting is
not acceptable.
Ms KOSKY — We will see the abolition of zone 3
this Sunday. From metropolitan train stations such as
Berwick, Noble Park, Ferntree Gully and Croydon
transport will become more affordable. Thousands of
bus commuters as well will gain the benefit of this very
popular policy. The cost of a trip to the city from
Belgrave or Frankston will be cut from $7.20 to $5.20.
That is a significant reduction. For yearly ticket-holders
in the current zone 3, the saving will be $366. It is a
very significant benefit for those using public transport.
Consistent with our commitment to govern for the
whole state, we also made a commitment to reduce
V/Line fares by up to 20 per cent. We did not see the
opposition with a commitment to V/Line passengers at
all or to country Victoria and public transport — there
was not a mention in the opposition policy. But we
made that commitment because we want to govern for
the whole of the state. V/Line fares this Sunday will be
slashed by an average of 20 per cent. It is the biggest
reduction in more than 30 years. The fare from
Southern Cross station, for instance, to Ballarat will be
cut from $17.30 to $13.90. For a Monday coach trip
from Mildura to Melbourne, the saving will be $33.20.
That is a demonstration of our commitment, and I am
sure the member for Mildura will be very happy about
that.
This Sunday we will see not only a lot more — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean and the member for Forest Hill!
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Ms KOSKY — This Sunday we will see commuters
with more money in their pockets as a result of these
commitments we have made, but we will also be
encouraging all Victorians and visitors to our state to
use public transport to take up this benefit.
I ask all members of the house, those opposite as well,
to promote these fantastic initiatives, because I know
that Victorian commuters are very keen on these
initiatives — and we will see even more people
travelling on our public transport system in the future.

Public transport: fares
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the
government’s belated move to implement Liberal Party
policy and abolish zone 3 as of this weekend, and I
ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs and the Deputy Premier!
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kororoit!
Mr MULDER — Now that the minister is
undertaking a program to adjust fare zones, will she
also move Aircraft railway station in her own electorate
to zone 1, as she has previously demanded?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for finally having a question and
demonstrating an interest in public transport. This side
of the house has a great interest in it. I would just like to
reiterate that we are in fact abolishing zone 3 on
Sunday, and it will be a great financial benefit for those
travelling from the outer suburbs into Melbourne.
If the station that has been referred to — Aircraft
station — were in fact moved from zone 2 into zone 1,
it would no longer be called Aircraft station!

Geelong ring-road: funding
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer
the minister to the government’s commitment to the
Geelong ring-road, and I ask the minister to advise the
house of the potential impact on this project of the
approach taken by the federal government.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Roads
and Ports should address his answer to state
government business.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for South Barwon for his question
and for his strong advocacy for road projects for
Geelong and the Surf Coast community.
Last November the Bracks government announced that
if re-elected it would commit half the funds to begin the
first part of stage 4 of the Geelong ring-road — that is,
half the $125 million for the Anglesea Road overpass.
We said then that if the federal government persisted in
playing politics with this road and would not match our
funds, we stood ready to build this important overpass
for the people of Geelong and the Surf Coast.
Yesterday we finally received a reply from the federal
government, via a rather unconventional route, which
makes it clear that it will not help to build the Anglesea
overpass — hard to believe, really — nor would it fund
any future connection between the Princes Highway
and the Surf Coast Highway. We will now go it alone,
and we will fund the full $125 million to see the
overpass completed.
The federal government has also indicated that it is
unlikely to help fund stage 4. This is a crushing
disappointment for the people of Geelong and the Surf
Coast. The federal government has let them down
again. If the federal government refuses to help fund
stage 4, then it is unlikely that we could afford an
additional and more westerly link to the Princes
Highway. It is time for those opposite and their federal
counterparts, like the federal member for Corangamite,
Stewart McArthur, to look out properly for Victorian
interests and to lobby their mates in Canberra to jointly
fund stage 4. This stage should be funded by the federal
government.
The people of Geelong and the Surf Coast will not be
forgotten by this government like they have been by the
Prime Minister. Stewart McArthur’s proposal,
implicitly supported by the Prime Minister for further
study, will take longer, cost more and fail to deliver
traffic benefits. It would leave up to 10 000 more cars
travelling through Geelong. It would wreck Waurn
Ponds valley.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I
think the minister is reading his answer, and I ask him
to table the document from which he is reading.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the minister reading
his answer?
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Mr PALLAS — Speaker, I am referring to my
notes.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Polwarth!
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Evelyn!
Mr PALLAS — Further referring to my notes, it
would wreck Waurn Ponds valley, as it would require a
bridge as high as the West Gate Bridge. It would cost
over $100 million more to build, and it would take two
more years to build in order to get the appropriate
planning and construction arrangements in place.
Finally, it would fail to provide a link to the Surf Coast
Highway. The government remains committed to
proceeding with the route determined by the
independent panel, because it is environmentally safe
and sound and provides traffic efficiency.
This project will provide our state’s second-largest city
with the infrastructure it needs for decades to come, and
it will provide a link with the Surf Coast Highway. You
can understand — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I give the member for
South-West Coast one final warning. If he utters one
more word this question time, I will ask him to leave
the chamber.
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I repeat that warning to
the member for Evelyn.
Mr PALLAS — You could understand this
government’s disappointment at reading in the Prime
Minister’s letter, and I quote:
The commonwealth funding is specifically targeted to
projects which provide the greatest national benefit.

What does the federal government consider of greater
national benefit than the welfare of Victoria’s
second-largest city and the Surf Coast? Is it the
proposed $2 billion Goodna Highway, crossing three
marginal Queensland seats, or perhaps a new project for
another marginal seat, the Bennelong bypass?
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister referred directly to a quote. I wonder if he
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could table the document from which he has been
reading.
The SPEAKER — Order! Was the minister quoting
from a document?
Mr PALLAS — I was referring to a letter from the
Prime Minister to the Premier, which the opposition is
in possession of.
The SPEAKER — Order! Will the minister make
that letter available to the house?
Mr PALLAS — I will.
Mr Mulder — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister quite clearly said he was quoting from the
document he was reading from. I therefore ask that he
table the document.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, the matter
had been resolved by the Speaker. The member for
Polwarth is seeking to take a political point. The
Minister for Roads and Ports has indicated that he will
make the letter available. Members of the opposition
had it yesterday, apparently, but nevertheless the
minister will make it available to them again.
The SPEAKER — Order! I had ruled on the point
of order. I do not uphold the further point of order, and
I ask the minister to conclude his answer.
Mr PALLAS — The federal government plays
games while it pilfers $4 out of every $5 in fuel levies
that it does not return to motorists and while it
continues to underfund Victorian roads to the tune of
over $255 million. They do not want John Howard’s
expensive white elephant in Geelong, they want a
genuine accessible ring-road — and that is what the
Bracks government is delivering.
It is not just another in a long line of failures by the
federal government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — It is just another in a long line of
failures by the federal government to give Victoria its
fair share in road funding. Over the last five years — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly reading. I invite you to reconsider the
earlier point of order and ask him to table the document
from which he is reading.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has already
clarified the point and said that he is referring to notes. I
will ask him again whether he is reading or has copious
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notes. I will take advice from the Clerk, but my
understanding is that that is where my authority takes
me.
Mr PALLAS — Finally, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the minister referring
to notes or quoting from a document?
Mr PALLAS — I am referring to notes, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to
conclude his answer.
Mr PALLAS — Finally, I indicate that this
government remains committed to standing up for the
interests of the people of the Surf Coast and Geelong.
Importantly we recognise that spending Victorian
money on Victorian roads saves Victorian lives.

Water: goldfields super-pipe
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the minister for water — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I did not hear which
minister the member was referring to.
Mr RYAN — The Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change.
The SPEAKER — Order! A little bit of silence, or
even gentle quietness, from both sides of the house
would help me in my job.
Mr RYAN — I refer to an article in the Yarrawonga
Chronicle of 21 February quoting the minister’s media
adviser, Geoff Fraser — and I have the clipping here —
who confirmed that the government has no alternative
plan in place in the event that there are insufficient
willing sellers to supply water to the Bendigo pipeline,
and I ask: will the minister guarantee Goulburn Murray
irrigators that it will not under any circumstances
compulsorily acquire irrigator entitlements in order to
provide water for the goldfields super-pipe?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change) — I thank the Leader of The
Nationals for his question and indicate that the relevant
water authority, Coliban Water, has already purchased
the water for the super-pipe. The government is getting
on with the job of delivering the super-pipe to give
security to the people of Bendigo, something that The
Nationals and the Liberal Party clearly do not care
about.
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Film industry: government initiatives
Mr LIM (Clayton) — My question is to the
Minister for Innovation. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria an
international filmmaking destination, and I ask him to
detail for the house how the Victorian economy is
benefiting from this commitment.
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for Innovation) — I thank
the honourable member for his question regarding the
Victorian film industry and indeed the success of the
Victorian film industry. As I have pointed out in this
house before, when the Bracks government was elected
in 1999 it inherited a film industry in this state which
was literally on its knees. Our share of national
productions declined through the 1990s under the
former government. We were losing some of our best
people in the state, and we lost the leadership and the
authority that Victoria had always had as a film state
back in the 1970s and 1980s.
We set about rebuilding the film industry in this state.
We have virtually doubled funding for Film Victoria.
We committed funding, of course, to the Melbourne
Central City Studios, and we have been aggressive in
seeking out major international film investments for our
state. The consequence is that in the last financial year
the state which topped Australian film production, with
36 per cent of total national production, was the state of
Victoria.
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Narre Warren North!
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to the previous answer given by the Minister
for Roads and Ports, I wonder whether we could have a
copy of the document he was quoting from. He said he
would make it available to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at the moment. The Minister for Innovation is
in the middle of answering another question. The point
of order can be raised after the minister has finished his
answer.
Mr McIntosh — On a further point of order,
Speaker, the Minister for Roads and Ports said he
would make available the document he was quoting
from. It is a simple request. Could he give a copy of the
document to the Clerk and make it available to the
house?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
632

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not see that that is a
different point of order from the one that I have already
ruled on. The Minister for Innovation is in the middle
of answering a question. I will continue to hear the
minister, and we can discuss the point of order at the
end of the minister’s answer.

Thursday, 1 March 2007

It was the economics that got us here but really … we got
here and it was a great city and had a fantastic look — we
were really blown away by —

Melbourne. The producer of Charlotte’s Web, Jordan
Kerner said:
Living in Melbourne for the last few months has been a joy.

Mr BRUMBY — We are going to have to make
some funds available for a parliamentary training
program. In my 12 years in this place I have never seen
anything like that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Innovation should answer the question.
Mr BRUMBY — In a period when there has been
increased international competition and a declining
national film production take in Australia, Victoria has
topped the national production figures, with 36 per cent
of all production across Australia. We have gone out of
our way to attract major international films to our state,
and I think we have been extremely successful in doing
that.
Nicolas Cage’s film Ghost Rider, which was largely
filmed in Victoria, prominently features many
Melbourne locations, including the Docklands and the
Treasury Gardens. It opened last month in the United
States of America on what is called President’s Day
weekend, and I am delighted to advise the house it was
the no. 1 film released in the US on that weekend.
Indeed I have been sent information that suggests that
in this decade it is the fourth most successful film to be
released on President’s Day weekend in the US. In fact
in its opening weekend it took $65 million — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The shadow minister hates
success! Not only was the film industry on its knees in
the 1990s, so was the tourism industry — and who was
the minister? Small business was also on its knees, and
who was the small business minister?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Innovation should address his remarks through the
Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — The film took $65 million in its
opening weekend in the US, and it has now grossed
over $150 million worldwide. The children’s classic
novel Charlotte’s Web was also filmed largely in
Victoria and has now grossed more than
US$122 million at the box office.
The director of Ghost Rider, Mark Steven Johnson, said
recently:

The reason why I mention these two films is that
obviously they have been successful internationally, but
their contribution to the Victorian economy has been
extraordinarily strong. In the case of Ghost Rider, some
$90 million went into the Victorian economy, the
audited figures showing the buying of goods and
services from 2137 Victorian companies and the
creation — again on audited figures — of
1716 full-time equivalent jobs. Charlotte’s Web — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — There are standing orders against
continuous interjections! Ghost Rider has been more
successful than envisaged. It took a Labor
government — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Innovation would know there are standing orders
against acknowledging and responding to interjections.
Mr BRUMBY — Ghost Rider and Charlotte’s Web
would not have happened without the investment that
has been made by the Bracks government. The film
industry in this state was great in the 1970s and great in
the 1980s, but we lost it in the 1990s. The Bracks
government has rebuilt it. We have funded the studios,
we have doubled the funding of Film Victoria and we
have attracted major international productions — we
topped international production in the last year. This is
an industry that is generating great jobs and great
opportunities for the people of Victoria.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would ask that the document which the minister said he
would make available to the house, the precise
document he was quoting from, be made available to
the house.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker,
this is just a joke; it is a storm in a teacup. The minister
has made the copious notes he was referring to
available to Hansard. We have just retrieved them from
Hansard and made them available to the Clerk as
requested.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house does not
make my role any easier when I continually cannot hear
the words a minister is saying. I heard the minister say
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that he was quoting from a document. On request he
said he would make that document available, and he
has now done so. I believe that is the end of the matter.

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT
(BUSHFIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The matter we
were discussing prior to the luncheon adjournment was
the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill, and I was highlighting the errors of the
member for Hastings. The member for Hastings
claimed in this house that the Victorian payroll tax rate
is higher than it is. I wanted to put on record that it is
the Bracks government that has lowered payroll tax.
The previous payroll tax rate was 5.15 per cent, the rate
the member for Hastings referred to, but in fact this
year the rate is only 5.05 per cent. I further point out to
the house that the rate will drop yet again in the
not-too-distant future — to 5 per cent on 1 July 2008.
The member for Hastings was also lamenting the fact
that only 7 per cent of Victorian employers will benefit
from this wonderful legislation. Gee whiz, the reason it
is only 7 per cent is that 93 per cent of employers do not
pay payroll tax. What I want to know is whether the
member for Hastings wants payroll tax to be extended
to more employers so that we can have more of them
exempted by this wonderful legislation. I do not think
that would be something any member in this house
would be wildly enthusiastic about — except the
member for Hastings. Where are you, Rosy!
It is also significant, as we discuss the Country Fire
Authority, to note that the Bracks government has
increased funding to the CFA by 99 per cent since
2000. Thus over the last seven years there has been a
massive increase in the allocation of funding to the
CFA. I note that the exemption in this legislation is
backdated to 1 November 2006, and that is something
we on this side of the house applaud. I am pleased to
say that the member for Shepparton also applauded the
fact that the provision was backdated to 1 November
2006 to enable employers to be exempt from payroll
tax during this bushfire season. Given the wonderful,
significant and long contribution by so many CFA and
other volunteers to the bushfire effort, this is good
legislation in that regard.
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I want also to pick up a point made in a contribution
preceding mine. The point, which relates to training,
was raised by the member for Shepparton, who sought
clarification on whether training for CFA volunteers
would be covered by this legislation. Given that I was
the speaker following her, I had the opportunity to
check, and I have been advised that volunteer training
for those involved in such work is covered by the bill
before us. Clause 3, headed ‘Exemption for volunteer
firefighters and emergency service volunteers’ will
amend section 10(1)(j) of the Pay-roll Tax Act of 1971.
The bill will be inserting into that section new
paragraphs (ja) and (jb), which will cover ‘an employee
in respect of any period during which the employee was
taking part in bushfire fighting activities’. I was advised
that ‘bushfire fighting activities’ cover the training that
is required to carry out bushfire fighting activities.
What is absolutely fantastic is that now we are insisting
on training and, as a result of that wonderful training we
now thankfully have less injuries and fatalities. That is
something of which we on this side of the house are
particularly proud, and I am sure that is something
members on the other side would also acclaim. I again
refer to clause 3, which inserts new paragraphs (jb) and
(ja). Paragraph (ja) provides for an exemption of wages
paid to an employee where an employee has engaged in
emergency activities within the meaning of the
Emergency Management Act as a volunteer emergency
worker. I was heartened to hear that and I am sure
others would be also.
In the few remaining seconds available to me I want to
place on record yet again that it is the Bracks
government that has assisted the Country Fire
Authority, its volunteers and employers, and I am
particularly proud to have spoken on this legislation. I
thank them all for their contributions to our safety.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to this debate today. I support the
bill which gives payroll tax exemption to employers
who have staff who are members of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and the Victorian State Emergency
Service.
Finally we are heading in the right direction in
encouraging those who support and fight for the
protection of Victorian communities. The Country Fire
Authority and the Victorian State Emergency Service
volunteers respond to many emergencies — not just
fires, but road accidents, storms and other events of
nature. And what a fantastic job they do. Let us not
forget at this time the unsung heroes of tragic events
like wildfires. There are others in the community who
contribute equally as much, especially when it comes to
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fighting wildfires. There are people in our community
who place themselves at great risk and danger, leaving
their families and their work behind to go off to fight
fires. They do this out of their own selflessness and
their own care for their fellow human beings. These
people ask for no thanks and expect nothing in return.
Around this state you will find many members of the
community who fought the recent fires. It should be
noted I have not labelled them firefighters. They are not
members of the CFA; they just know that in some way
they can help and they will. They will bashfully tell
you, if you persuade it out of them, the contribution
they actually make to the firefighting effort and to the
safety of Victorian communities.
As a regional Victorian I am very grateful to all those
tireless workers, who have worked not just over this
summer period but whenever their assistance has been
required. I would firstly like to commend the timber
harvesting contractors. Many of these contractors shut
down their own businesses to make their equipment
available to help in the firefighting effort. They put that
equipment into many dangerous situations in an attempt
to construct firebreaks and containment lines. They put
at risk their own work contracts to make their
machinery available. They do not receive any tax
exemption or any compensation. They do it out of the
goodness of their hearts and their love and respect for
the land and humankind.
Let us also remind ourselves of the farmers who lose
stock and pasture in a wildfire event. They have their
livelihoods wiped out and also on many occasions their
dams are sucked dry by Elvis and other aircraft that
need water to fight nearby fires. These farmers often
have no choice. They accept that their water must be
used and made available for firefighting. They do not
get to voice their concerns about the impact it will have
on their livelihoods once the fire has passed. As people
on the land often do, they just grin and bear the
situation and get on with the job.
This time, however, that is not so much the case.
Farmers are starting to get frustrated with the
government’s farm dams water refill project. There
seems to be no consultation with farmers about any
form of compensation. It is all very well that farmers
know they have done a good thing and their dam water
has been used to save neighbouring properties.
However, what is a farmer on his farming land without
water for his stock and without water for irrigation? His
livelihood has gone, and once again he suffers long
after the fire has passed.
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We must also acknowledge the tourism industry and
the impact that wildfire has on that industry. Whether
the fire was in that particular area or not, often the
tourism operators suffer for a long time once the fire
has passed. It is important that this government do
everything in its power to assist the tourism industry
and to help it get back on its feet. The ravaging
bushfires we see often on the news each night are not
stories that make up an action film. They are real-life
events in people’s lives. They consume people’s lives,
and it is a tragic tale of people fighting to keep their
heads above water.
With full thanks to our volunteers, the situation is
nowhere near as bad as it could have been. The list
could go on and on of the people who assist in a
wildfire event. People who deserve to be recognised are
from the Lions, the Country Women’s Association, Red
Cross, the lady down the road who opened up her home
for those in need of a bed, the next-door neighbour who
helped out with child care and the firewatchers. The list
is endless.
The true meaning of community spirit really shows
under the strain of the bushfire season. I commend the
Bracks government for starting the process of
compensating and reimbursing Victorians in a small
way for the large contribution they have made to the
safety of our state. We must remember, however, that
those large numbers of small business employers who
have a payroll of less than $550 000 per year will get no
assistance from this payroll tax exemption. This bill is
the first step in the right direction. I believe the more we
can encourage employers to allow their staff to take the
time required away from work to fight bushfires and
other emergencies, the better off our communities will
be.
Let us hope the government will continue to be
approachable so that we can now raise with them other
issues regarding compensation that have been
highlighted during this devastating bushfire season. Let
us hope the government can find a similar way to assist
those who do not work for the large organisations that
will benefit from the payroll tax exemption. Let us find
a way to help all those I have mentioned today — the
farmers, the self-employed, the everyday people who
had no choice but to fight for their lives. Let us
remember that these are the people who are still doing it
tough long after the flames have been extinguished.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — This bill is great news for our
emergency service volunteers and for Victorian
employers. It shows the very real support that the
Bracks government is giving to local communities as
they fight bushfires and respond to other emergencies.
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I would particularly like to pick up the point that the
member for Narracan made regarding the effect of the
bushfires on regional tourism. This government is
probably one of the very few that has responded well to
the call and understands the effect that bushfires have
had on regional tourism. As someone who has had
much to do with tourism in Victoria, I feel profoundly
about the effect that the bushfires have had on regional
tourism. This bill will go a long way to assist and
benefit regional tourism employers. It recognises the
role they have played in sustaining tourism in Victoria.
We depend on the dedication and commitment of our
fellow Victorians who not only protect us from
bushfires but also from other emergencies, such as
storms, floods and other natural calamities. Many
emergency service personnel respond out of selfless
commitment, as has been mentioned by many other
speakers in the chamber. In their role as volunteers
there is often a great deal of personal cost, and also a
cost to their employers.
We have heard from TV programs and publicity in the
media about how much they spend in terms of their
commitment to being effective volunteers just to protect
our assets in country Victoria. We owe them a debt of
gratitude. As many speakers before me have already
mentioned, these volunteers cannot be regarded as
unsung heroes, for they are indeed living treasures, and
in that regard I have enormous respect for their
contribution in helping us during times of emergencies.
The bill we are debating today will exempt employers
from payroll tax on wages paid to employees who are
absent from work in responding to certain emergency
activities. It is a significant and practical way of
supporting employers who are in turn supporting their
local communities and workers. It means that any
businesses or employers who support their workers by
releasing them to fight bushfires and other emergencies
but continue to pay their wages will not have to pay that
payroll tax while the workers are away.
I wish to highlight two important features of the bill.
Firstly, the support we are giving today is not just for
firefighters. It is for the many other volunteers from, for
example, the Victoria State Emergency Service, St John
Ambulance, Red Cross, the Australian Volunteer Coast
Guard Association and Life Saving Victoria, on whom
we depend to protect our lives and property when they
respond not only to bushfires but also to storm damage
and other emergencies, such as flooding and search and
rescue operations.
Secondly, as we are all acutely aware, Victoria has been
experiencing prolonged bushfires for some months. In
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recognition of this the Bracks government has decided
to backdate the payroll tax exemption to 1 November
2006. This is a further way of supporting employers
and businesses who are supporting their communities.
Our volunteer firefighters and other volunteers make an
enormous contribution in defending us. Often they do
so not only at personal financial cost but also by putting
their own safety and wellbeing on the line. Tragically a
few pay the ultimate price. We have a responsibility to
support them as they protect us. This legislation is one
way of giving our support. I congratulate those
employers who are playing their role. I thank our
firefighters and other volunteers and wish them a safe
return to their homes and families.
I hope that the bill will also reach out and touch the
diverse employers from ethnic backgrounds and that we
will see more volunteers of a different face and
different colour coming to share this responsibility. I
come from a background where there is no such
tradition of volunteering. Now, as I spend more of my
life in this country and in this tremendous state of
Victoria, I see how volunteering is very much a part of
this state’s tradition. I hope this bill will reach out to
those employers from different backgrounds and
encourage them to in turn encourage their employees to
volunteer, so that the state can benefit from having
volunteers from diverse backgrounds. I commend the
bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and
Emergency Service) Bill. Victoria is blessed by having
a multitude of volunteers who literally drop everything
and respond magnificently in an emergency. It does not
matter whether it is fire, flood, search and rescue or a
road accident, the emergency service members who
make up our volunteer network respond to the crisis
and often put aside their own self-interest, their own
financial interests and often their family interests to
look after their fellow man and their community. Often
they look after those people whom they have never met
but for whom they have great love and respect as
members of the community in which they live.
I want to use this opportunity to pay tribute to those
volunteers across Victoria, particularly in my electorate
of South-West Coast, in the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), the Victoria State Emergency Service (SES),
Surf Life Saving Australia, St John Ambulance, Red
Cross, the Country Women’s Association, the Salvation
Army and the myriad of other organisations that make
up the volunteer network that makes the community as
great as it is.

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT (BUSHFIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE) BILL
636

ASSEMBLY

I support this legislation because it is a step forward in
providing some assistance to our volunteers and the
volunteer network. It is a very small step, and I will
outline why I say that. There are other things that the
government and the community can and should do to
assist our volunteers, and that does not necessarily
mean financial assistance. The volunteer networks say
to me that there are a number of things that are of a
higher priority to them than any direct or indirect
financial benefit.
This bill, as outlined in its introduction, provides for an
exemption from payroll tax for wages paid or payable
to employees who are absent from work on volunteer
firefighter or emergency service duties. In doing that
we must see who misses out on benefiting from such a
provision. There will be no benefit from this process for
volunteers who are not in the paid workforce, including
retirees and the self-employed. If we look at the
volunteers in the CFA, for example, we find that many
of them are farmers, tradespeople or self-employed, so
they will not benefit. Many of the CFA volunteers who
are employed in country Victoria are employed in small
businesses that are below the payroll tax threshold, so
there will be no benefit to their employer or to them.
Only a very small number of employers — and,
indirectly, their staff — will benefit from this.
That very small number of employers who will benefit
have to go through the rigmarole of getting through an
enormous amount of red tape to qualify. They will have
to have record-keeping systems that record the hours
that their volunteers are away. During an emergency
they will have to record when their volunteers leave and
when they return and have a process to calculate the
cost of that in terms of wages and take that off their
payroll tax. I suggest many employers will simply not
bother to do that for the few dollars it might put back
into their pockets. While the bill is good in theory, in
practice I do not think it will deliver a significant boost
to our voluntary services.
The other query I have is when will this exemption
apply. I would like the minister to respond to that. Our
interpretation from the briefings we were given
suggests it will apply only when a volunteer firefighter
is on firefighting or emergency service duty — that is,
when the police determine there is an emergency and
the volunteers are called. That is when the exemption
will apply. It will not apply to volunteers who are
involved in prevention activities such as burning off or
spraying or slashing roadside vegetation. It will also not
apply when the State Emergency Service, the Country
Fire Authority or St John Ambulance are at a field day
providing community education or perhaps recruiting
new volunteers. Even though they will be doing a very
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positive service for the community, the exemption will
not apply in those circumstances.
I was also advised that the exemption will not apply
when volunteers are involved in training. The member
for Pascoe Vale has said that is not true, but my reading
of the bill before the house and my briefings suggest
that, if CFA members or SES volunteers are on a
training exercise, this exemption will not apply. The
member for Pascoe Vale says it will apply, and given
the confusion I would ask the minister to clarify when
summing up whether or not the exemption will apply in
circumstances of training.
I now come to some of the real issues. This bill is a
token gesture and a small step forward, but the CFA
and other volunteers are telling me that what they really
want is appropriate equipment to help them do their
job. When they go out they want to be able to respond
quickly and effectively. One of the things CFA officers
and volunteers said they would love to have had at the
recent fires in my region at Yambuk, Framlingham and
Stoneyford was more slip-on units available at the fire
shed that they could have quickly put onto a private
vehicle or a brigade vehicle that could have gone out
and responded early to those fires. We know those units
carry only a small amount of water, but they can often
do a tremendous amount of work in limiting a fire or
even putting out a fire in the early stages. While we
appreciate the support given through the fire services
levy to the funding of tankers in country Victoria, I
think we need greater flexibility and more slip-on units.
The other thing they have said to me, whether it be the
SES, the CFA, the police or anybody else involved in
emergency services, is that south-west Victoria needs a
multipurpose emergency helicopter. It is fabulous —
great! — that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is at the table, because the minister has
devastated the people of south-west Victoria. An article
in the Warrnambool Standard of 1 March states:
WestVic said the government agreed to set up a joint working
group in October to examine the demand for a multi-role
chopper in the region.

While that was promised prior to the recent election, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services has now
pulled the rug on it. He has broken his promise to the
people of south-west Victoria, broken his promise to
the south-west region emergency helicopter committee
and broken a vow to the people of south-west Victoria,
who have been working hard to get a life-saving
helicopter. They have done studies that show that such
a helicopter would be used 480 times-plus per year, and
of those 130 — —
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Mr Howard — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I know we normally allow for free-ranging debates in
regard to bills, but this is a bill about payroll tax
exemptions as they relate to Country Fire Authority
activities. I think the member is straying off the topic of
the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I uphold the point of order. I think the member’s latest
comments have strayed from the main point of the bill.
Dr NAPTHINE — The bill is about providing
encouragement and support for our volunteer services,
and one form of encouragement is a payroll tax
exemption. I am suggesting to the government that
there are better forms of encouragement, such as
providing appropriate equipment and support. When
SES volunteers are involved in a cliff rescue or a search
and rescue at sea, whether or not they would qualify for
this payroll tax exemption is irrelevant. They would
say, ‘Don’t worry about the payroll tax exemption, but
give us the right equipment. Give us a helicopter that
can save lives and give us a helicopter that can make
sure that when somebody is injured in a car accident at
Allansford they don’t take 7 or 8 hours to get to the
trauma centre but that they get there within the golden
hour’. That is what they want.
Every other part of the state has a helicopter. The
Minister for Police and Emergency Services has a
helicopter at Bendigo, yet he is so uncaring that he will
not provide a similar service in south-west Victoria. It
is simply not good enough. They promise big before the
election and do not deliver after the election, and
south-west Victoria will never forget.
Mr Howard — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I simply note your ruling that the member was straying
from the bill. The member has continued to do so, but
he seems to have now headed back onto the subject of
the CFA.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member has explained how his comments are
relevant to the bill.
Dr NAPTHINE — The other thing that CFA
members have told me is that they want Parks Victoria
and the CFA to do their job. There would be less need
for people to fight bushfires if Parks Victoria met its
targets for fuel reduction burning and if it kept its fire
access tracks open. If it managed the Crown land, the
parks and the state forests appropriately, then there
would be less fire and less need for these sorts of
exemptions from payroll tax. I support the volunteers,
and I wish the government would do so too.
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Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to support the
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency
Service) Bill. The bill introduces an exemption for
employers from payroll tax on wages paid to
employees absent from work when volunteering for
firefighting or responding to other emergencies. This
bill is about encouragement through the small
mechanism of giving a payroll tax exemption to
employers who appreciate their employees’
participation in emergency work. The exemption will
be backdated to 1 November 2006 to cover the whole
bushfire season so that nobody will miss out. This bill
is another step towards regularising the fantastic work
carried out by not only the volunteers but also
everybody who supports them, including their
employers.
So far over 1 million hectares have been destroyed by
bushfires during this summer. The below-average
rainfall and increasing temperatures due to climate
change have increased the fire risk across the state. The
fire risk during summer periods will be a permanent
feature in Victoria for some time. It is daunting but real.
The volunteer firefighters have played an admirable
role in the past, and they will be expected to play a vital
role during summer periods in the future. The response
of Victorians to this summer’s bushfires has been
extraordinary. The employers’ understanding of the
enormous task carried out by their staff during this long
and hot bushfire season has been remarkable. Victoria
needs more people to take up firefighting and take part
in other emergency services to combat bushfires and
other disasters in the future.
The bill is a sensible piece of legislation to exempt
employers from paying payroll tax on wages paid for
time lost due to their employees volunteering for
firefighting and other emergency services. Over
25 000 employers are registered for payroll tax in
Victoria, and I am sure they are employing a lot of
firefighters and other emergency service volunteers. For
individual employers the savings could be substantial. It
is estimated that an employer who releases
10 employees with an average annual salary of $40 000
to volunteer for firefighting for two weeks would enjoy
payroll tax savings of $792.
The exemption will apply not just to volunteers with the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the State Emergency
Service (SES) but also to volunteer emergency workers
with organisations such as St John Ambulance, Red
Cross, the Australian Volunteer Coastguard and Life
Saving Victoria. The exemption covers a range of
emergency activities such as storm damage, flooding
and search-and-rescue operations.
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At present Victoria is the fastest growing state in terms
of population. This increase is mainly due to migration
from both overseas and interstate. These types of
measures are important in highlighting to new residents
of the state the importance of being involved in
emergency services. As the member for Clayton
mentioned earlier, a lot of migrants come from
countries where volunteerism is not recognised, not just
by employers but by the broader society. These
measures stress the importance of carrying out
voluntary tasks such as firefighting and other
emergency services.
I am sure this legislation will motivate employers to
encourage their employees to participate in such
voluntary services as the CFA, the SES, St John
Ambulance, Red Cross and the coastguard et cetera.
This is good news for Victoria. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am pleased
to stand and speak on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment
(Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill and to support
the position put for our side by the member for
Scoresby in supporting the bill. However, as many
members on our side of the house have said, the bill
does not go far enough. We contend that this is more
about front-page headlines than about providing
genuine solutions for those who are involved in
volunteering and supporting people and businesses
throughout Victoria.
At this stage I would like to congratulate the wonderful
Country Fire Authority volunteers throughout Victoria
for the work they did in the recent fire period. In
particular I would like to acknowledge the work done
by the CFA brigades in my area, and I understand that
some of them sent people to fight these fires. I
acknowledge the Rowville, Ferntree Gully and Boronia
CFA stations, as well as the many other volunteers
from the Knox State Emergency Service unit and
various other groups.
Members on this side of the house recently visited
fire-affected areas of country Victoria. We thought it
was important for us to get out there and see the impact
this fire season has had in rural Victoria. It was very
interesting. We saw firsthand the devastating effects of
fire when you have not undertaken back-burning,
something many people in country Victoria have been
calling for. We saw the difference between a cold burn
and a hot burn. When you have not done any
back-burning and a fire goes through, the countryside is
simply denuded of any vegetation. I read with interest
an article about a CFA captain from the Gippsland
town of Licola, which was affected by the last spate of
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bushfires. I am happy to table this Age article of
29 January 2003, which states:
Captain Ralph Barraclough … said the state’s fire strategy
was more about avoiding litigation than protecting
land-holders.

He was quoted as saying:
To make matters worse, brigade members were incensed that
the so-called fire strategy plan for Licola virtually ensured
that if fire came into the valley, property would be burnt out
that has been saved from fires since settlement in 1863.

I am quoting from an article published in January 2003.
Fast-forwarding four years, we saw exactly what the
captain of the local CFA brigade claimed would happen
as residents of that township suffered property damage.
It is a tragedy. Because the hot burn went through and
the land was denuded, after 28 millimetres of rain the
countryside just fell away and there was devastation.
This captain, who spent most of his time trying to save
his township, was rewarded for his efforts by having his
house flooded. He was reported in the Gippsland Times
of 27 February 2007 as having said that:
… the damage to his house was so bad it could not survive
another similar flood.

So many people in country Victoria have been calling
for this government to do something about
back-burning, and four years ago the captain of a CFA
brigade made those claims in the Age — but nothing
has happened. It is a tragedy.
I am concerned about my electorate, which is bordered
to the west and the south by the Churchill National
Park, the Lysterfield State Park and the Dandenong
Ranges National Park. Residents have come to me
saying that as their houses abut these national parks
they are looking at forests of weeds and blackberries,
but the government is doing nothing about clearing out
those areas. My residents have raised these concerns
because they have seen on television what happens
when you do not control environmental weeds and you
do not do back-burning. They have seen the devastation
suffered throughout country Victoria.
I come now to the bill. I would like to confirm that the
position on our side of the house is that this is a
cobbled-together piece of legislation which is more
about appeasing the media than about providing real
solutions. Given that this provides a payroll tax
exemption, I point out that one of the main groups to be
affected is industry. This government says it wants to
govern for all. I would like to know which industry
groups it has engaged in dialogue with.
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I was talking to representatives of a major industry
association about this bill just yesterday. They said they
had had no dialogue with any member of this
government or any member of the bureaucracy about
this bill, even though it will directly impact on their
membership. However, they said they were not
surprised, because back in 2005 the government made
significant changes to the Long Service Leave Act
through an amendment bill and this organisation, which
represents thousands of businesses throughout Victoria,
put in a submission. What was the response? Not only
did they not have an opportunity to speak to the
minister concerned or a member of the bureaucracy
about the bill, but they did not even get a letter
acknowledging their contribution. This is the disdain
with which this government treats industry throughout
Victoria.
Looking at payroll tax, we on this side have said this
bill will not provide any real benefit to business.
However, you do not have to take the word of the
Liberal Party on that. The member for Pascoe Vale
confirmed this when she indicated in her contribution to
the debate on this bill that 93 per cent of businesses will
receive no direct benefit. What a tragedy that is! If we
extrapolate that across the number of volunteers who
would be entitled to benefit under this bill, we find that
only 7 out of every 100 volunteers will get any direct
benefit. It is more about spin and media advertising. It
certainly is not about delivering any real benefits. Only
businesses with payrolls in excess of $550 000 per year
are obliged to pay payroll tax. Many volunteers,
particularly in rural Victoria, work in a small business
or are self-employed. These are the people who give up
work and put in the hard yards. If any of those people
are in receipt of income from the business that employs
them, that company or small business will receive no
direct benefit from this bill.
We have said that if the government were serious and
wanted to provide real benefits to business, it would
have been looking at WorkCover or something else
which would have provided a benefit to all and not just
to a small group — 7 per cent, as indicated by the
member for Pascoe Vale — of businesses.
Another interesting point in this bill is that new
paragraphs (ja) and (jb) indicate that the payroll tax
exemption will not apply in instances where wages are
payable for recreation leave, annual leave, long service
leave or sick leave. That is quite interesting, because
division 5 of part 7 of the federal Workplace Relations
Act provides for a range of leave, including
personal/carers leave and bereavement or
compassionate leave. These are not new provisions.
They have not been cobbled together in the past
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12 months; they have been around for years. The bill
tells us that if an employee is sick and works on a major
incident, their business cannot get a payroll tax
exemption. But if they were at home caring for their
sick child or if they were in receipt of paid leave to
attend a funeral, the business could get a payroll tax
exemption.
The bill certainly raises more questions than it answers.
Its provisions demonstrate that this legislation has just
been hurriedly cobbled together without any insight
from business and without any discussion with
Victorian industry. The government is interested only
in trying to appease the community by giving it a
perception that the government is trying to do
something. Whilst members on our side of the house
are supportive of the bill, we certainly believe a lot
more could have been done. As the member for Pascoe
Vale has pointed out so succinctly, only 7 per cent of
businesses will receive any benefit from this bill.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I will make a few
brief comments on the Pay-roll Tax Amendment
(Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill. This is a clear
indication by the government that it recognises the
efforts that volunteers, particularly our Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers but also those in the State
Emergency Service (SES) and other groups, have put
into providing emergency services. By providing some
payroll tax support for employers the government is
recognising that those employers have been dealing
with losing their workers for emergencies, so this is an
important bill.
In particular I am really pleased about the work of our
firefighters in so many groups across my electorate. I
have been very pleased over recent years to attend at
the fire brigades at Wallace, Ballarat, Kingston, Tylden,
Meredith, Ellam, Ballan, Napoleons, Hepburn Springs
and other places. Their members are all doing a great
job in looking after their own communities as well as
being prepared to go to other parts of the state to
support people in case of fire. I have also been very
pleased to attend at those brigades to talk to their
members about the support this government has been
able to provide via the community safety emergency
support program (CSESP) funding, an initiative of this
government to help with the fundraising by those
groups. Those volunteers are involved not only in
fighting fires but also in fundraising for new equipment.
CSESP has clearly helped them with gaining more
equipment more quickly, which I have been pleased
about.
As I mentioned recently, last November I also suffered
a fire on my own property. It was fantastic not only to
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have so many CFA brigades on the scene to put out the
fire but also to know that, after the fire was put out, that
night and the next day those brigade workers were still
around my place ensuring the safety of our area and
that the fire did not start up again. The work our CFA
and SES volunteers have done is terrific. This bill goes
some way towards recognising their services by
encouraging employers to support that volunteer work.
I am very pleased to support this bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — On behalf of the Treasurer I
thank the honourable members for Scoresby, Benalla,
Narre Warren North, Nepean, Burwood, Mildura, Yan
Yean, Evelyn, Geelong, Hastings, Seymour,
Shepparton, Pascoe Vale, Narracan, Clayton,
South-West Coast, Cranbourne, Ferntree Gully and
Ballarat East for their contributions to the debate on the
bill. I thank the opposition parties for their support of it.
While the scope of the bill was rather limited, the
debate afforded an opportunity for many honourable
members to make appropriate acknowledgement of the
contribution of volunteers during the bushfire season.
Acting Speaker, I appreciate that in your own area of
East Gippsland the bushfire season has gone on for a
long time, as it has in the north-east. While the fires are
contained, we hope they remain that way, because we
are still in a period of very high fire danger.
Volunteers in our state do a fantastic job. Honourable
members have referred to individual volunteers in their
particular electorates. Those around them are very
tolerant and very supportive and they are people the
government also thanks, as have other honourable
members during the course of their contributions to the
debate.
Post the 2002–03 fires and following the Esplin inquiry
we have seen a significant increase in resources. In
addition, during the terms of the Bracks government we
have seen the budget of the Country Fire Authority
doubled. Those things have been positive. We have
seen tremendous cooperation, with the agencies
working extremely well together over the course of the
fire season. That level of cooperation on the ground and
the work that has been done is something Victorians are
all extremely proud of. After the fire danger period is
over, of course there will be an appropriate
acknowledgement of the tremendous work our
volunteers do. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Consideration in detail
Clause 1
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The opposition has raised a
query about how the provisions of the bill will work in
relation to training. Advice will have to be sought from
the Treasurer’s office so there can be discussions while
the bill is between the houses.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 28 February; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) for
adoption of address-in-reply.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — It is my
pleasure to join the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech. I do so in circumstances where I
have had the honour to represent the electorate of
Gippsland South since 1992. I am humbled and very
grateful for being returned to my role by the electors of
Gippsland South. I will continue, as I have done over
the years, to do my best to represent their interests in
this Parliament. I have also had the honour to be
re-elected by my own party to continue to be the leader.
That again is an honour for which I am most grateful.
I congratulate the Governor, David de Kretser, and his
wife, Jan, on the manner in which they continue to
discharge their responsibilities. I have met them on
many occasions as they have travelled country Victoria.
I give great credit to them for the work they are
undertaking. I pay appropriate tribute to the immediate
predecessor of our current Governor — namely, John
Landy, and his wife, Lynne. They did a magnificent job
in the discharge of their roles. I remember John Landy
telling me in the very early stages of his appointment
that it was his intention to travel to every single
municipality throughout Victoria. He did that, visiting
all 79 of them, and on more than one occasion.
I further offer my congratulations to the member for
Carrum on her election as the Speaker of the chamber.
Acting Speaker, I would be grateful if you would
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convey that sentiment to her on behalf of The
Nationals.
The result of the election on 25 November last year was
a tremendous one for The Nationals. It bears
examination that of the 88 seats in the Legislative
Assembly only 16 are not based on Melbourne,
Bendigo, Ballarat or Geelong. Of those remaining
16 seats, The Nationals now hold 9. We are 20 per cent
of a government in our own right, and we reckon that it
is about the right odds, with the present government.
We reckon we could run the show with the nine of us,
given the chance, but such is life — we sit where we sit
in this place.
We have seen the conclusion of three magnificent
parliamentary careers in the form of the former member
for Rodney, Noel Maughan, the Honourable Bill
Baxter, a former member for North Eastern Province in
another place, and the Honourable Barry Bishop, a
former member for North Western Province in another
place. Each of those members served their electorates
and the Parliament well over many years.
In their stead we have added three new members to our
parliamentary team. The member for Rodney is here
despite the fact that Labor preferenced against him.
They had it in for him. Despite the fact of preferences
going against him, he still did it. He brings to this
Parliament great knowledge in relation to the water
industry in particular and agropolitics generally. His
knowledge, together with that of the member for Swan
Hill, who is the deputy leader of our party, probably
represents the best source of information on the water
industry and goes beyond the combined knowledge of
the rest of us around here. They will bring much to this
place, and I congratulate the member for Rodney for his
success, seemingly against the odds.
Similarly the member for Mildura is here. What a great
win that was! I am sure everybody, including yourself,
Acting Speaker, agrees. It was an extraordinary
achievement. We are delighted to see him in this place.
He has only been here 5 minutes and look at his record.
The toxic waste dump has gone; it is no more; it is
finished. On top of that we have had a resolution, it
would seem, to the managed investment schemes
imbroglio. It has been a great outcome so far. We keep
saying to him that even the good Lord rested on the
seventh day, so he can pause for a little while. There is
plenty of time to go over the course of the coming four
years.
Then of course there is the member for Morwell. What
a victory! The Labor Party held that seat for 33 years
and now it is in the hands of The Nationals. Remember
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this is the seat which encompasses the remains of the
industrial heartland of the state of Victoria. This is the
seat where a minister on behalf of the government tried
to run a scare campaign in relation to WorkChoices.
Here we have the industrial heartland of the state of
Victoria now represented by The Nationals. The
member comes here with a proud record of community
service and an extraordinary record in terms of his
achievements on the football field. He has a strong
association with business and he also will bring much
to this place. We are very pleased to have these three
new members join us.
The Nationals, of course, now represent about
two-thirds of the state, geographically. I ended up with
a primary vote of about 42 per cent, which apart from
that of the member for Morwell was the lowest
achieved by our Legislative Assembly members. I was
only fortunate enough to get an increase of about 10 per
cent — I had to take a note to our first party meeting to
explain myself. We were able to have our success
without the need for Labor Party preferences — and as
I said, we won anyway in Rodney, where Labor
preferenced against us.
It has been a great victory for our party but more
particularly for the people of country Victoria. We
campaigned hard on their behalf. We campaigned
around the slogan ‘I’m for the country’ and we
campaigned around the other slogan of seeking a fair
share on their behalf, and they delivered for us. Since
1917, when John Allan and four of his associates were
elected to this place on behalf of the then Country
Party, we have stood in this place on behalf of country
Victorians as their voice. I am proud to say that we
continue to be the third party in the Parliament of
Victoria and we will continue to do what we have
always done.
I listened to the speech given by the Governor — or
more particularly I listened to the speech that had been
written for the Governor, as the Governor read it — and
I did so keenly, as did all other members who were
present. There were aspects of the speech that were of
enormous interest and other aspects of not such
enormous interest, but be that as it may, the
commentary about this government governing for all
Victoria has become an absolute urban myth — it is no
more than that. When you look at what happened at this
election you see that this commentary by the
government that we hear so often by way of a mantra is
an urban myth. It has been wiped out of Gippsland
politically. It lost the seat of Morwell to The Nationals,
and it lost the seat of Narracan to the Liberal Party.
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The Labor Party has no representation in the
Legislative Assembly of the Victorian Parliament
anywhere east of Dandenong. It has nothing by way of
political representation in the Assembly beyond a
radius of about 160 kilometres from Melbourne. The
general statement about governing for all Victoria has
gone absolutely pear shaped, and Labor will have to lift
its game over the course of the next four years. People
out there are saying that Labor looks tired, that it is out
of ideas and that it has lost any of the inspiration it
might have had when it came into this place as the
government in 1999. People are looking for a better
performance from it.
I will go through some of the areas about which people
continue to express their concerns to us. The first is that
people want the government to control its spending. It
cannot control its own budgets. It consistently runs over
the budgetary figures. Fortunately in the state of
Victoria there is river of cash that comes to us in the
form of the GST. The Treasurer was whingeing and
whining about it yesterday in this place, but in fact it
works out to about $700 million every month which
turns up in the letterbox, and that is on top of the
extraordinary taxation regime that represents an
ongoing burden to Victorians. The government must
control its spending. Fortunately the amount of income
over the past seven budgets has been greater than the
excesses in the budgeted expenditure, but the worry
always is what happens when the music stops. The
government has to control its expenditure.
The government’s management of public land is
appalling, and throughout country Victoria people
consistently make reference to it. The government has
to do much better in its allocation of resources and the
way it directs its capacities to handle public land. The
notion of government being amongst the worst of
neighbours is out there as a matter of fact amongst
country Victorians. The government has to do better.
Of course we are going to have the inquiry into the
management of public land in the context of the
prevention of fires, and that is an initiative that has been
driven by The Nationals. We will be very interested to
see that unfold over the course of the coming weeks
and months.
The government’s management of water has been
terrible. It has taken $1.8 billion in dividends out of the
water authorities in the last seven years and we have got
what we have got. As you look across the state and see
the degree of difficulty in which people now find
themselves, you realise that much of it can be sheeted
home to this government. It cannot make it rain, I
accept that, but it could have, and should have, done
much more in relation to the management of water
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issues. Water issues continue to be pivotal to the future
of country Victoria.
In the area of education the government needs to lift its
game. Our country students in year 12 are simply not
able to achieve to a level anywhere near that which
occurs in the metropolitan environment. Our students
who are leaving country areas to come to tertiary
courses in Melbourne or elsewhere are running at about
34 per cent, whereas in the metropolitan area it is about
43 per cent or 45 per cent — something of that order.
The government must close the gap.
While I am on the issue of education, the government’s
undertaking to rebuild the school facilities over the
course of the next 10 years is a dreadful admission that
what it has done in the last seven years has never been
up to the mark. To think that it has been awash with
cash and that at this last campaign the Premier said the
government was going to rebuild the whole stock over
the next 10 years — it is a dreadful admission to have
made on behalf of the government.
On the issue of roads, the government will have to lift
its game. If you fix country roads, you save country
lives. The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria reported
on this and called for $200 million a year for the next
10 years; the Parliament reported on this in 2005; the
government responded by promising a strategy by the
end of 2006, and it has not done anything about it. The
government is obliged to put decent funding into our
roads.
The issue of policing is uppermost in people’s minds in
a variety of respects. The government has got to settle
this imbroglio between the police union and the Chief
Commissioner of Police. It is the chief commissioner
who should run the police force in the state of Victoria
and should do it unencumbered. The government has
got a problem much of its own making on its hands at
the moment, and the issue has to be resolved. In so far
as the Office of Police Integrity is concerned, we
believe it should be dissolved and we should have a
standing commission on crime and corruption in
Victoria. It is not only police who should be subjected
to the sorts of inquiries in which that office is involved,
it should be of a broader nature. As is evident from
what we are seeing in Western Australia at the moment,
you need something like that structure for purposes of
appropriate examination. It is occurring in other parts of
Australia, and we need to have that here. We do not
need a royal commission, we need a standing
commission on crime and corruption.
The issues of health in country Victoria are pivotal to
our communities. In my own electorate the government

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Thursday, 1 March 2007

ASSEMBLY

has promised to do a rebuild of the hospital at
Leongatha. People are watching anxiously to see that
happen. The delivery of maternity services is a critical
issue, as is the funding of accident and emergency
services in many of our country hospitals. These are all
things that are imperative for us.
The government has got to do more about stopping the
drain of our youth away from country Victoria. We
need more programs from it to achieve that result. The
key to our future in many senses is having our young
people come back and join us, whether they go from
the country for travel, work or otherwise, the
government has to do more to encourage them to
return.
In the area of energy production the government should
be planning now for the provision of a new baseload
generator in Victoria. We should be hearing more about
that. The member for Morwell represents the seat that
powers Victoria. We want to make sure that the energy
industry is looked after properly over the course of the
coming years. The government is also lacking terribly
in the area of planning. That is apparent particularly
with wind farms and across the local government
sector. There is gross confusion and the red tape is a
constant nightmare. With the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund, the government must actually
spend the money it has allocated. It should not just
make commitments or fictional commitments to spend
the money in time to come, it should actually be spent
annually as it is allocated under the fund.
I will refer to the question of recovery from fires and
drought in the very short time available to me, and I pay
homage to the extraordinary people who have fought
the fires over the course of the past few weeks and
months. They are due all the credit they receive. In my
final comments I highlight the amazing resilience of
country Victorians. They are always being called on to
be efficient, productive and globally competitive, and
they contend with and survive natural hazards. Their
resilience is amazing.
These are the benchmarks the government has to satisfy
over the course of the next four years. If it is to win
back the trust of the people — the trust that was
invested in the government by many people in the
lead-up to the 1999 election — it has to lift its game.
We will be here to keep it up to the mark. The
Nationals have been here since 1917: for the last
90 years we have been here proudly on behalf of
country Victoria. Like the rest of my team, I am for the
country!
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Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I want to take this opportunity to
contribute to the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech by spelling out the Bracks
government’s agenda for meeting Victoria’s energy
challenges. Energy policy has really taken centrestage
in Victoria, nationally and even internationally in light
of the widespread concern in the community about
climate change. Right around the world people are
concerned to know what is happening with climate
change. We recognise the significant impact that
climate change is having on the community, and in
responding to this we are committed to making a
smooth transition to a low-carbon future in the state’s
energy supply system.
This Labor government has a strong record in this area.
Since coming to office in 1999 we have worked very
hard to rebuild the energy sector and to attract new
investment after the neglect of the previous period
under the Liberal-National government. While much
has been achieved, there is still more to be done. We
need to continue to attract investment in the energy
sector, including the renewable energy sector, and to
ensure the Latrobe Valley’s long-term future. That is
why over the term of the government we will be
promoting investment in jobs in the energy sector;
leading the way on national reform; protecting
customers who use electricity; meeting the greenhouse
challenges that climate change is clearly imposing on
the community; and keeping Victorian nuclear free.
Victoria has one of the largest reserves of brown coal in
the world. This coal has been used to generate
affordable electricity, which has underpinned the
economy and buttressed growth in Victoria for decades.
In that context it is interesting to note that more than
55 per cent of Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions
come from brown coal electricity generators. To ensure
that we can continue to use our brown coal reserves, we
need to do so in an environmentally responsible way.
One way the Bracks government is doing that is by
investing $50 million in clean coal technologies such as
a new 400-megawatt clean coal power plant to
demonstrate the use of coal-drying and gasification
technology. This $750 million HRL project could
reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 30 per cent
compared to traditional coal technology. At the same
time it is estimated that it will reduce water use by half.
The HRL demonstration plant will also be carbon
capture and storage (CCS) ready, meaning that once
CCS — or geosequestration — is available, greenhouse
gas emissions from this process will be completely
stored underground, reducing emissions virtually to
zero once the storage technology becomes viable.
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We are also investing in updating the current kit of
initiatives in the Latrobe Valley. We are investing
$30 million as part of a $360 million project to retrofit
one of the power generation units at the Hazelwood
power station. This project will reduce greenhouse gas
emissions by up to 30 per cent, saving some
800 000 tonnes of carbon each year.
Why is the government doing this? We want to position
the Latrobe Valley for a low-carbon future. This is one
of the key challenges we will face during this term of
government. The Bracks government believes that by
investing in a clean coal future in the Latrobe Valley we
can remain a hub for energy and resource processing
industries, and that could be the basis for a new wave of
economic growth and prosperity. That is why we are
investing just over $7 million to establish a new Clean
Coal Authority in the Latrobe Valley. We want to
develop new clean coal industries for Victoria and to
investigate technology to capture and store carbon.
Last week I visited Nirranda, near Warrnambool, to
witness firsthand the drilling work supporting a major
trial of carbon capture and storage in the Otway Basin.
To assist members in understanding this technology, I
seek leave to have incorporated in Hansard a schematic
design of geosequestration.
Leave granted; see document page 653.
Mr BATCHELOR — The Bracks government has
contributed $4 million to Australia’s first trial project to
store greenhouse gases some 2 kilometres underground.
This project is being run by the Cooperative Research
Centre for Greenhouse Gas Technologies (CO2CRC).
The project will make it possible to apply the
technology and experience to other depleted oil and gas
fields, particularly those in Bass Strait — right next
door to our brown coal reserves. This will place
Victoria in an ideal position to develop large-scale
commercial carbon capture and storage.
Whilst visiting the south-west last week to see the
CO2CRC test site, I also visited the Woodside gas plant
at Iona, which is near Port Campbell. I saw the future
site of the Mortlake gas-fired power station and I visited
the Pacific Hydro wind farm at Codrington. All of this
illustrated to me that Victoria is developing a new and
emerging energy hub in the south-west of Victoria.
The opening of the Otway Basin gas fields, the
proposals for new large wind farms and gas-powered
stations, combined with the potential for coal seam gas
and the emerging mineral sands industry of western
Victoria, mean that the south-west has the potential to
develop significant energy-dependent industries.
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The government, in consultation with local
communities, businesses, industry and councils, will
develop a blueprint for growth in the south-west and the
Latrobe Valley that will capitalise on the energy and
resources boom and create more jobs and, importantly,
more and new investment.
We are also creating more jobs and investment through
continued investment in renewable energy sources.
Through the Victorian renewable energy target (VRET)
scheme we have mandated that energy retailers must
purchase 10 per cent renewable energy by 2016. That
came into effect on 1 January this year. VRET will cut
greenhouse gas emissions by 27 million tonnes, which
is the equivalent of removing every car off Victoria’s
roads for a period of two years. The importance of
VRET can be measured by the fact that since its
introduction there have been announcements on wind,
solar and hydro projects in Victoria totalling more than
$2 billion worth of investment. More than
1000 megawatts of electricity have come forward as a
result of these investment plans. That is the equivalent
of about half the capacity of our largest single power
station.
Building on the government’s existing VRET scheme
we hope to achieve 10 per cent energy production from
renewable sources. We want to work towards achieving
an even greater target of 20 per cent renewable and
lower emissions power generation by 2020. We want to
increase and stretch forward that target from 2016 and
take it to a higher target by 2020.
At the household level we will also introduce a
feed-in-tariff law to ensure households and small
businesses that feed solar and other renewable energy
back into the electricity grid are paid a fair price for the
power they generate. We will legislate to require energy
retailers to purchase power generated from small-scale
renewables at a fair price consistent with the retail
market price at the time of day. This will provide an
incentive for small-scale renewables such as solar,
mini-hydro and wind power which will reduce
greenhouse gas emissions as well as reducing the need
for more peaking power stations.
At the more macro level we have put $50 million into
what will be the world’s largest solar power station to
be built in north-west Victoria. Solar Systems is a
Victorian company preparing to manufacture and
construct a 154 megawatt solar power station in
north-west Victoria. It will be the world’s largest solar
power station of its kind with more than 45 000 homes
able to be powered by clean energy. The technology,
which was interestingly designed to power satellites, is
able to concentrate the sun’s energy by over 500 times.
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This new solar power station will be pollution free and
will reduce Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions by
396 000 tonnes a year, which is the equivalent to
permanently removing 90 000 cars from our roads. It
will also stimulate investments of more than
$420 million and create more than 900 jobs during
construction and 50 ongoing jobs during its operation.
In order to provide certainty for future investments in
the energy industry we need to put a price on
greenhouse gas emissions via a national emissions
trading scheme. Last week the Energy Supply
Association of Australia, representing 40 electricity and
natural gas companies, joined the call for a national
scheme. They now join with the Bracks government, all
the states and territories, environmental groups,
resource companies, consumer groups and energy
businesses to call on the federal government to
introduce a national emissions trading scheme.
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We will also require energy retailers to help families
reduce their greenhouse gas emissions through
measures such as providing energy-efficient light
globes, insulation, and efficient shower roses through
the introduction of a new Victorian energy efficiency
target (VEET) scheme. The VEET scheme will be a
market-based scheme that will place an obligation on
energy retailers to meet specific energy conservation
targets. It will be designed to maximise benefits and
minimise costs for households.
We will also continue to encourage energy
conservation by raising awareness through the Black
Balloons energy saving campaign. This campaign was
given funding over two years as part of the
$200 million environment sustainability action
statement. We will also put our money where our
mouth is and increase the government’s use of green
power by 25 per cent.

Victoria has been the leader in the push for a national
emissions trading scheme. Out of frustration with the
commonwealth government’s lack of initiative, the
states have pledged to implement a scheme by the end
of 2010 if the commonwealth refuses to do so. As well
as leading the way on a national emissions trading
scheme we will also continue to lead the way in
national energy reform.

This government will work constructively to ensure that
we have an energy policy that looks after the
environment and provides power.

In addition we will continue to work with electricity
retailers to ensure they provide competitive pricing
structures for customers. From 2008 Victorian
electricity customers will start to see the rollout of new
smart meters. They will replace the traditional
electricity meters. Combined with the new technology,
in-house display units will give customers the ability to
slash the cost of their energy bills and cut greenhouse
emissions at the same time.

Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources).

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LANGDON
(Ivanhoe).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

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

Easing the burden on family budgets as we make the
transition to a low carbon future is also part of our
agenda in this term of government. Appliances account
for about 40 per cent of a home’s greenhouse gas
emissions and can cost a family around $500 in energy
bills. We are introducing a rebate program for installing
insulation and replacing old fridges, heaters, coolers
and other appliances with models higher in energy
efficiency.
We will provide some 30 000 rebates each year to help
families reduce energy bills and help fight climate
change. Victoria’s new one-stop-shop agency,
Sustainability Victoria, will administer the rebates
provided for helping households to be green.

School buses: hearing-impaired students
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — The matter I raise is for
the attention of the Minister for Education in the other
place. The action I seek is for the minister to reinstate
the taxi service previously provided for
hearing-impaired students from my electorate attending
the Eastwood and Forest Hill primary schools.
Hearing-impaired students attend these schools in order
to access the state government-funded deaf facilities. At
the beginning of this school year the Minister for
Education changed the system, introducing a bus
service without consulting the parents and without
informing the taxidrivers, who have also been shabbily
treated. The taxidrivers were not told of the changes
and turned up on the first day of term to pick up their
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young passengers. The families were left to explain that
their services were no longer required.
The bus service is having an adverse effect on the
students whom it is supposed to service. The Forest Hill
school students are consistently arriving late and are
requested to leave their classes 15 to 20 minutes early
each day to catch the bus. The students already have to
leave standard classes to get special assistance in areas
such as speech therapy. Deaf and hearing-impaired
children already have considerable difficulties in
maintaining averages with their hearing peers without
having a shorter school day forced on them just so that
this government can save a few dollars.
The starkest condemnation of this new bus service is
that often students at the end of the run are forced to
stay on the bus for over 2 hours, a direct contradiction
of this government’s policy that no child should stay on
a school bus for more than 2 hours.
Another telling indictment is that many of the children
rely on Auslan to communicate. The buses do not have
a supervisor travelling with the driver, so what happens
if there is a problem? Familiarity and consistency are
important considerations for hearing-impaired children.
Already this year there have been four different bus
drivers, who in fairness do their best but are not trained
in Auslan.
To highlight the unfairness of the situation, I will quote
this sentence from a parent’s letter to me:
One morning I noticed the driver calling over his shoulder to
the children from his driver’s seat to buckle up. Hello! These
children are deaf and hearing impaired!

The bus service that has replaced the taxi service is
totally ill conceived. It was not done in consultation
with the transport working group, a lobby group set up
to promote and advocate the right of hearing-impaired
students to adequate transport to school. The transport
working group comprises members of Deaf Children
Australia and the Parents of Hearing Impaired Children
(Victorian federation).
I urge the minister to take action and restore to these
children their human right to a safe and stress-free
journey to school.

Nylex: Mentone site
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter that I raise
this afternoon is for action by the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change. For many years
Nylex has operated a factory plant on Nepean
Highway, Mentone, in my electorate. It has provided a
lot of local employment over that time. Recently,
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however, Nylex decided to cease operations at its
Mentone facility. This site is in the process of being
cleared out at present. It is proposed that the site be
developed for use as a homemaker centre along the
Nepean Highway, with some residential development at
the rear — subject, of course, to Kingston City
Council’s planning considerations.
It has come to my attention, however, that the site has
some areas of localised contamination by organic
chemicals. It is also my understanding that this site is
currently the subject of an environmental audit, which
is due for completion in late April 2007. This audit will
advise whether the land is suitable for its intended use
or advise what is required to make the land suitable for
its intended use. Any clean-up measures will, I
understand, have to be completed to the satisfaction of
an environmental auditor before the audit is finalised. I
therefore ask the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change to pass on this information to our
independent watchdog, the Environment Protection
Authority (EPA), so that it can oversee the clean-up of
the site to the highest environmental standards.
Various methods of clean-up for the site may be
contemplated, but it is my understanding that the EPA
does not support land farming, which is the turning of
soils periodically to allow volatile components to be
freely discharged into the air. The community in my
electorate would certainly not accept this process either.
It is simply unacceptable, because it puts the
contaminants directly into the air, to be absorbed by the
human population through breathing. I am certain that
the local residents would not be very pleased at all with
this process. If the process is being contemplated, I am
reassured that the EPA does not support it — and I
understand the EPA is currently inspecting this site.
My community expects this site to be cleaned to the
highest environmental standards, in line with its future
use. This may include thermal desorption,
immobilisation or proven biological treatment
processes, as determined by the environmental audit
due in April 2007. Our community has an opportunity
to make use of a large piece of land on which to live
and shop. Parcels of land of this size are now very rare
in our middle-metropolitan area. We are now also much
more environmentally aware. For their safety we owe it
to present and future residents to get it right — right
now.

4th World Congress of Rural Women:
government support
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I seek the Minister for
Agriculture’s financial support to provide at least
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$50 000 to assist a group of rural women to represent
Victoria at the 4th World Congress of Rural Women in
Durban, South Africa, in April this year. The
conference will be chaired by Gracia Michelle, who is
also known as Mrs Nelson Mandela.
Australian women founded the international Rural
Women’s Movement in 1994 by holding their first
conference in Melbourne. Since then there have been
conferences in Washington in 1998 and in Spain
in 2002, both strongly supported by respective
Victorian governments. I understand that a former
agriculture minister, the Honourable Pat McNamara,
fully funded 25 women to attend the Washington
conference at an estimated cost of $125 000, which was
an outstanding contribution. Another former agriculture
minister, the Honourable Keith Hamilton, followed up
with a mere $20 000 for the Spanish conference.
Each time competitive travel bursaries were offered and
keenly sought. The rural women’s division of the then
Department of Natural Resources and Environment
provided coordination and training for the chosen
participants. This year there will be a special need for
generous assistance. At a time of severe and sustained
drought, women in farming families can only dream
about the chance of representing their state.
Throughout Victoria women are leading the way on
water, drought and community issues. Women’s ability
to form strong, nurturing networks to sustain them
through good and bad times is part of the reason why
our country communities are so strong, resilient and
connected. Country women deserve the practical
encouragement of their government. They repay the
government’s investment many times over by taking up
positive leadership roles within the community or by
stepping onto a larger stage and assuming high-profile
leadership positions in local government or in statewide
organisations.
The study tour in the week leading up to the conference
is shared with women from all over Australia and is a
powerful way to learn. The conference that follows the
tour challenges our rural women to make a difference in
their workplaces, their towns, their communities and
their regions. In the past they have risen to the
challenge brilliantly.
I urge the minister to give more women a chance to
experience this life-changing experience. The time
before the next conference in April is short. I ask him to
urgently allocate a minimum of $50 000 to support the
attendance of rural women at the conference, and have
his department begin the process by advertising widely
to encourage as many women as possible to have a go.
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Thornbury High School: accelerated learning
program
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Education in the other place. I refer
to the government’s commitment to introduce a select
entry accelerated learning (SEAL) program to
Thornbury High School. The action I seek is to ask the
minister to ensure that the select entry accelerated
learning program is implemented in time for the start of
the 2008 school year. The selection of Thornbury High
School for the SEAL program comes on top of the
range of educational improvements which the Bracks
Labor government has made in the electorate of
Northcote.
Since 1999 the full-time equivalent of teaching and
administrative staff in the schools in the electorate has
increased by 61, or 12 per cent. Since 1999 average
prep to year 2 class sizes in Northcote schools has
fallen from 25.3 to 21.9, a decrease of 13.4 per cent.
The Bracks Labor government has also made
significant investments in school infrastructure in the
electorate. Northcote High School, Thornbury Darebin
Secondary College, Thornbury High School, Preston
South Primary School and Wales Street Primary School
have all undergone significant improvements to and
modernisations of their infrastructure, to the benefit of
students and teachers.
The selection of Thornbury High School as a learning
centre of excellence and proper recipient of the SEAL
program is very welcome. Thornbury High School has
a proud record of achievement for its students — for
example, every Thornbury High School Victorian
certificate of education student of 2006 who applied for
a tertiary course received an offer from a university or
TAFE college. Over 90 per cent of students received a
first round offer and 80 per cent of those offers were
either their first or second preference. For a third year in
a row a student at the school won the Darebin Young
Citizen of the Year award. Kim Nguyen won in 2005,
Rein Kivivali won in 2006 and Anita Samardzija won
in 2007.
The SEAL program addresses the learning needs of
gifted and high-potential students. The students are
capable of working at a significantly faster pace than
their peers. The SEAL program seeks to develop their
potential and commences as a single class in year 7.
The Bracks Labor government has recognised the
potential that a SEAL program can bring to students in
the northern suburbs wishing to reach their full
educational potential. I look forward to the
implementation of the SEAL program and the obvious
benefits it will bring to the student community in the
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northern suburbs, and in particular to Thornbury High
School.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The matter I wish to raise relates to the secret
pre-election deal entered into by the Premier and the
former Minister for Police and Emergency Services
with the police union. The action I seek from the
minister relates to the public release of the resource
allocation audit which was required by the police union.
As a result of public statements made earlier today
there seems to be some confusion about the allocation
of the resource allocation model.
Of course everybody associated with police and
emergency services understands that last February the
Chief Commissioner of Police and the then police
minister made a public statement about the police
allocation model which related to taking police from
low crime areas and moving them to more critical
areas — from the city of Kingston to the city of Yarra is
the only example where that took place. There was an
enormous amount of public controversy at the time
about taking police from Kingston and moving them to
Yarra. As far as I am aware that is the only time that
model has been implemented, and the idea was
supported by the Liberal Party at that time.
The actual audit is quite different. The audit which was
specifically required by the police union — and indeed
we now find out it was entered into as part of the
arrangement with the government and the police
union — relates to an actual audit of where police are
located in the state of Victoria. As you know, Acting
Speaker, there has been some controversy in recent
months about the lack of police — for example, in
Bendigo, which is the subject of controversy and
continues to this day. Similarly in Geelong 70 front-line
police are apparently desperately needed and some
25 police are needed in Ballarat. The Police Association
estimates that there should be some 600 extra police.
We also know that a number of the promises committed
to by this government in relation to 24-hour police
stations at Kilmore, Gisborne, Endeavour Hills,
Bellarine, Rowville and Belgrave have never been met.
They are only 16-hour police stations because of a lack
of resources. This audit was to take place to
demonstrate where these deficiencies occur. It was
specifically required by the police union and indeed
specifically agreed to by this government. It has
nothing to do with the allocation model that was
announced by the Chief Commissioner of Police. It is
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an audit of where there are deficiencies in the police
service.
As I said, this is something that the government should
make available, because I am sure the people of
Victoria would like to know where there are
deficiencies in police services in the state.

Planning: Greensborough development
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Planning in
the other place. The action I seek is for the minister to
provide detailed advice on the planning panel process
in relation to Banyule planning scheme
amendment C51 and to place a high priority on
consideration of that amendment at the appropriate
time.
Amendment C51 proposes planning scheme changes to
allow for the redevelopment of the Greensborough
principal activity centre, which is in my electorate. The
Greensborough redevelopment is a council initiative
that essentially involves the development of a new
aquatic facility for the region, new public spaces, and
new retail and office components that will obviously
provide greater social and economic benefits not only
to the people of Greensborough but also to the wider
region of north-east Melbourne.
Amendment C51 is the planning scheme amendment
that facilitates that development. It entails zoning
changes, overlays, car parking provisions and the
insertion of a number of design and development
overlays into the Banyule planning scheme. The
amendment was exhibited in November last year. After
receiving 41 submissions the Banyule City Council
considered those submissions and the amendment in
February this year and referred the amendment on to an
independent panel with changes.
I must say that when the amendment was originally
exhibited I had some concerns about it, particularly
regarding the height limits at the edges of the
Greensborough principal activity centre. I surveyed the
local residents and received 229 responses to the
survey. The survey response was very clear. The
majority of local residents support the concept of the
Greensborough project. They can see the benefit of the
upgraded central district of Greensborough, the new
aquatic facility and a better layout of the eastern side of
Greensborough. However, they were very concerned
about the excessive height limits that were being
proposed by the council at that time, and I am glad to
say that the council in putting the amendment forward

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 1 March 2007

ASSEMBLY

to an independent panel has decided to reduce those
height limits.
This planning scheme change, like most others, is about
getting the balance right. It is about on the one hand
providing development that ensures there is growth and
there are better facilities for local people — and in this
case for people throughout the region — while on the
other hand providing some protection for the residents
of the immediate area and for the character of the
neighbourhood in which they live. That is the reason
why I ask the Minister for Planning to provide advice
on this particular planning panel process.

Sandringham: beach renourishment
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I seek the
opportunity to lead a deputation of Black Rock and
Sandringham residents to meet with the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change on the site of
significant rectification works, costing what will now
prove to be more than $1.3 million, along the
Sandringham Beach north of Red Bluff. Prior to
Christmas the government completed a groyne there. Its
original project was for a rock revetment, which would
have undoubtedly destroyed the beach. Having
advocated for sand renourishment to be part of the
solution, the government has now installed a rock wall
that one local resident has described as converting the
beach into a prison yard. I quote from a recent
newspaper article:
Frustrated foreshore residents have slammed a 100-metre
rock groyne for ‘ruining’ their beach in Sandringham — and
say the new view is like looking out across a Pentridge Prison
yard.
According to a group of Southey Street beachgoers the
massive million-dollar monstrosity — finished six weeks
ago — has not only helped erode the beach, it has also
completely obliterated views of Red Bluff cliffs.
Group leader Vicki Karalis said since work on the
$1.5 million rock outcrop — designed to protect the adjacent
Royal Avenue beach — had finished in December, the once
beautiful stretch of Southey Street beach had become spartan
and rock strewn.
‘Six weeks ago this was a perfect beach, but directly due to
the groyne, it has been destroyed’, Ms Karalis said.

In addition, in a letter in the following week’s local
paper, Andrew Meier of Black Rock said that he is:
… alarmed to see the outcome of this public works (Southey
Street groyne).
I walk in this area and along this beach almost every day.
I missed the walk when this area was closed off for the
supposed rectification.
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Now not only is the beach in parts disappearing, but the base
of posts belonging to the fence dividing the beach from the
foreshore is being exposed.

This is a critical matter from the point of view of local
residents. It relates to one of the most scenic parts of
Port Phillip Bay in metropolitan Melbourne. I reiterate
that I seek a meeting with the minister on site so that he
can see firsthand the impact of the works that have been
undertaken. I ask him to work with the department and
the Bayside City Council towards a constructive
solution.
In his letter Andrew Meier further noted:
Surely in 2007 Bayside council and engineering firms can
build infrastructure that gets this type of work right.
Not only is Royal Avenue beach still an issue, now we have
another section.
Who is going to rectify this mess?

I ask if the minister could meet with the residents on
site so that a solution which preserves one of the great
beaches of Melbourne can be developed.

Consumer affairs: contact lenses
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs. It is the
issue of safety relating to the use of non-prescription
contact lenses. I ask that the minister take action to
caution consumers about the dangers associated with
using these lenses incorrectly and to encourage
consumers to consult health professionals prior to using
them.
Novelty or non-prescription contact lenses are worn in
the same way as prescription lenses, but they do not
enhance vision and are used solely to change the
appearance of the eye. While these lenses do not
require a prescription, they require the same cleaning,
maintenance and health regime as prescription contact
lenses. If novelty lenses are used inappropriately, they
can lead to serious injury to the eye, including
permanent damage and even blindness. It has been
brought to my attention by one of my constituents that
these novelty lenses are often sold on the internet or at
markets or stores where no advice for their correct use
is available and there is no opportunity to seek advice
from an eye-care professional.
I am concerned that, without proper guidance on correct
use, users may be putting their health at risk. By not
following the correct procedures for cleaning and
maintenance or by leaving lenses in overnight, users
expose themselves to the risk of infections, cuts,
allergic reactions or even blindness. Last month in New
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Zealand a young man lost sight in one eye after his eye
became infected from wearing a pair of novelty
coloured contact lenses that he had borrowed from a
friend. He had worn them for three consecutive days
and developed an infection. By the time he sought
medical attention his cornea had been perforated, and
the emergency treatment failed.
The Bracks Government is committed to educating and
informing consumers about their rights, as well as
promoting product safety, and I ask the minister to take
action to protect Victorian consumers.

Mount Erin Secondary College: Somerville
campus
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education in the other
place. The action I seek is that the minister meet with
the council of the Somerville campus of the Mount Erin
Secondary College and also provide funds to purchase
the 1.5-acre property known as Sinclair’s land. This
purchase would provide sufficient land to complete the
building for year 11 and year 12 education at the
Somerville campus.
The land to which I refer is known as the Sinclair
property because it was a part of the parcel of land
owned by the Sinclair family when some of that land
was compulsorily acquired to build a primary and
secondary college. The land currently has a school for
years 7 to 10. The community expects and certainly
deserves to be able complete the school by adding
years 11 and 12 schooling when appropriate. There
have been numerous approaches to successive Bracks
education ministers by both local politicians and
members of the community, who have asked that the
land be secured by the state government so that the
school can be completed in the future. Unfortunately
those requests have fallen on deaf ears.
The reasoning provided by the state government for not
purchasing the land in question was that the existing
school land is already larger, at 9 hectares, than the
standard size of a stand-alone secondary college in
Victoria — 8.4 hectares. It has been repeatedly pointed
out to successive ministers that a very large part of the
existing land is unusable. A large area of the site has
been classified — —
Ms Green — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Hastings is clearly reading. I think he
needs to be only referring to his notes.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! Is the honourable member for Hastings reading
or referring to notes?
Mr BURGESS — I have copious notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr BURGESS — A very large part of the area has
been classified as Aboriginal heritage land, and another
large part of the area has been declared as wetlands.
When you remove those areas from the existing site, it
drops back to less than half the standard site.
The school is certainly needed in the area. Its
completion is expected by the community, and certainly
the community deserves to have its own secondary
college. If we are unable to buy this land at this stage
and secure it for the future and units are built there
instead, the school will never be able to be completed,
and that would mean that Somerville people would
forever have to send their kids out to other towns to
complete their secondary college education. I urge the
minister to meet with the secondary college committee
and to provide the funds to purchase the land.

Ambulance services: Whittlesea
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of Minister for Health. The action that I
seek is the establishment of an ambulance station in the
Whittlesea township to service the communities of the
Whittlesea township, the Plenty growth corridor and
Kinglake.
I have long been campaigning with the community for
the establishment of an ambulance in the Whittlesea
township. The community group working on this has
correctly identified some issues in terms of reaching
response times for code 1 emergencies. I was
privileged, along with the member for Seymour, to
table a petition on this some 12 months ago. On
9 February 2006 I hosted a meeting with the
community representatives who had coordinated that
petition, and I acknowledge the support of the Minister
for Gaming, who is at the table, in his then role as the
Parliamentary Secretary for Health. We met with the
representatives and heard about their concerns and the
need for that ambulance.
This government has a very good record in improving
ambulance services. We know about the debacle that
we inherited in 1999, and in the northern suburbs there
were virtually no ambulance services at all. Since the
Bracks government has come to power we have, in my
own township of Diamond Creek, established an
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ambulance service for the first time, and it is part of the
Diamond Creek — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Ms GREEN — Yes, an 112 per cent increase in
funding across the state. The ambulance service is
co-located with the police and fire services in Diamond
Creek. We have also established new ambulance
services at Craigieburn, Bundoora and Broadmeadows.
I strongly feel that the Whittlesea township should be
the next cab off the rank. I know the Liberal Party tried
to play politics with this in the lead-up to the election.
After consultation with the community and discussions
with the minister at the table and representatives of the
Minister for Health’s office, we made a firm,
well-thought-out $3.5 million election commitment to
fund the ambulance station. Then we had a
poorly-thought-out commitment to the electorate by the
Liberal Party which was essentially just a bribe. The
Liberal Party does not do its homework. It would have
been like the pub with no beer. There was enough
money for an ambulance station and some staff, but not
for the actual vehicles — or there was enough money
for the vehicles and the station, but not for the staff to
operate it. It had made no allowance for recurrent
funding.
I urge the minister to honour this election commitment
early in this term and deliver a Whittlesea ambulance
station.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! Before I call the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
I advise the honourable member for Bundoora that I
will not rule his matter out today, but I want to remind
honourable members that seeking advice or seeking
detailed advice is not seeking action. An adjournment
matter must ask for an action by a minister.

Responses
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
I thank the member for Preston for raising what is an
important issue, and I also acknowledge his
longstanding commitment to product safety and
consumer protection issues more broadly. As the
member for Preston knows, our government has a
proud record of achievement in relation to product
safety and acting to protect consumers, particularly in
terms of educating them about potentially unsafe
products.
Since coming to office we have become the national
leader in product safety, with the seizure and banning of
record numbers of unsafe products. Just before
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Christmas last year we seized some 31 000 products,
mainly toys, that were manifestly unsafe — and that
was an important thing to do. Being vigilant in this
particular area is important in terms of protecting not
only vulnerable Victorians but Victorian consumers
more broadly. We have a very well-coordinated
approach to these matters, and education is an
important part of it. It goes without saying that we will
continue these efforts to ensure that consumers do not
fall victim to dangerous and unsafe products.
As the member for Preston knows, there is a growing
concern in the community, and in particular across the
eye-care professional community, in relation to the use
of non-prescription contact lenses — or plano contact
lenses, as they are known — and their potential, if they
are misused or not used appropriately, to cause serious
injury and potentially permanent damage. If these
novelty or plano contact lenses are misused, it can even
lead to blindness.
It is therefore important, particularly in light of some
recent examples — and one was quoted by the member
for Preston — that we take action to inform consumers
about the potential dangers of misusing these products.
They are, I suppose, popular products, or at least they
are being seen in the marketplace more often. Misuse
can take the form of sharing them or swapping them
between users as if they were some sort of fashion
accessory. Again, practices like that can greatly
increase the likelihood of infection and other related
harm or damage to the eye.
I have approached my federal counterpart, the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, the
Honourable Chris Pearce, who has responsibility for
consumer protection matters in the commonwealth
Parliament, to seek a uniform national solution to
regulate the sale and supply of non-prescription contact
lenses, and that has been done in good faith. We are
committed to working with Mr Pearce on these issues
and with the commonwealth government more broadly.
In the absence of a national system, which will take
some time to work up, it is important that we take
action to warn consumers about the safety risks
associated with the misuse of non-prescription contact
lenses.
We will strongly encourage Victorian consumers to
consult a qualified eye-care professional, either an
ophthalmologist or an optometrist, in relation to the use
of these products. I can advise the member for Preston
that in regard to the direct request he made of me to
take action to advise consumers, tomorrow I will issue
a public warning notice about non-prescription contact
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lenses pursuant to section 162A of the Fair Trading
Act.
The member for Evelyn raised an issue for the Minister
for Education in another place in relation to taxi
services for hearing-impaired students.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
in relation to future use of the Nylex site in her
electorate.
The member for Swan Hill raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture in relation to supporting rural
women to attend an important conference in South
Africa.
The member for Northcote raised a matter for the
Minister for Education in the other place in relation to
select entry programs at Thornbury High School.
The member for Kew raised an issue for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services in relation to policy
commitments.
The member for Bundoora raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning in the other place in relation to
amendments to the Banyule planning scheme.
The member for Sandringham raised a matter for the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
in relation to a site visit in respect of the protection of
local beaches.
The member for Hastings raised a matter for the
Minister for Education in another place in relation to
the Somerville campus of the Mount Erin Secondary
College.
Finally, the member for Yan Yean raised a matter for
the Minister for Health in relation to the establishment
of an ambulance station in Whittlesea.
I will refer those matters for the attention and action of
those ministers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 4.37 p.m. until Tuesday,
13 March.
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Members statements
Florence Lewis, 593
Points of order, 449

Address-in-reply, 455
Members statements
Tom Cashion, 480
Questions without notice
Transport: east–west link, 627

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk) (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs)

Rulings, 535

Adjournment

NAPTHINE, Dr (South-West Coast)

Responses, 586
Bills
Bills
Major Events (Aerial Advertising) Bill, 411, 555, 557
Members statements

Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill, 412
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 531
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
635

Sport and recreation: Active Girls awards, 588
Members statements
MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)

Portland ring-road: pedestrian overpass, 416
Points of order, 407, 409, 515, 535, 629

Adjournment
Planning: Mornington Peninsula, 470
NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Members statements
Mount Martha: beach renourishment, 593

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 490

MULDER, Mr (Polwarth)
Adjournment
Colac High School and Colac College: amalgamation, 583

Questions without notice
Population: growth, 515
Rulings, 650, 651

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 487

NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine) (Minister for Mental Health, Minister for
Children and Minister for Aged Care)

Members statements
Public transport: service standards, 591

Members statements
Queenscliff Maritime Weekend, 588
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NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)

POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton)

Adjournment

Bills

Morwell-Thorpdale Road: upgrade, 472

Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
624

Members statements
Lifeline Gippsland: funding, 593

Members statements
Rail: Shepparton–Melbourne line, 588

O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern)

Rulings, 449

Members statements
Crime: Malvern electorate, 589

RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote)
Adjournment

OVERINGTON, Ms (Ballarat West)
Members statements
Forest Street Primary School: leaders, 482
Questions without notice

Housing: Northcote, 471
Rail: Merri Creek bridge, 583
Thornbury High School: accelerated learning program, 647
Members statements
Anita Samardzija, 421

Goods and services tax: distribution, 409
ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham)
PALLAS, Mr (Tarneit) (Minister for Roads and Ports)
Adjournment
Adjournment
Responses, 584
Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 484
Questions without notice
Donald-Swan Hill Road: safety, 627
Geelong ring-road: funding, 629

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)

Blackburn Lake: funding, 472
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 532
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill, 424
Points of order, 535

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of The Nationals)
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 519, 545

Bills
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
637
Members statements
Carrum Downs Community Support Group, 479

Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 640
Parliamentary committees
References, 600
Points of order, 514

PIKE, Ms (Melbourne) (Minister for Health)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Repeal of
Part X) Bill, 411, 562

Questions without notice
Donald-Swan Hill Road: safety, 627
Emergency services: Warrnambool helicopter, 513
Water: goldfields super-pipe, 406, 631

Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 441

vii

SCOTT, Mr (Preston)
Adjournment
Consumer affairs: contact lenses, 649
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Members statements
Summerhill Residential Park: tenant rights, 419

SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)
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STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 526
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
614

Adjournment
Kings Road, Sydenham: duplication, 582

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 493

Bills
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill, 434

Members statements
Ashburton: street festival, 592

Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 569

Questions without notice
Economy: national reform agenda, 517

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 537
Members statements
Police: Caulfield assault, 477

Bills
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
608
Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 443

SMITH, Mr K. (Bass)
Governor’s speech

Members statements
Alexandra Secondary College: driver-training program, 420

Address-in-reply, 447
Members statements
Western Port: jetty upgrades, 478
Points of order, 449

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjournment
Sandringham: beach renourishment, 649
Bills

SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte)
Members statements
Warranwood Road, Warranwood: pedestrian crossing, 419

Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 540
Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 566
Members statements

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Jenny Lindell)
Business of the house

Gaming: poker machines, 420
Points of order, 514, 630

Members: photographs, 411
Distinguished visitor, 513

THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)

Rulings, 405, 407, 409, 411, 473, 512, 513, 514, 515, 630, 631, 632

Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 522

Rulings by the Chair
Adjournment debate: guidelines, 410
Members: pecuniary interests, 587

Questions without notice
Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan, 405
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THWAITES, Mr (Albert Park) (Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change)

ix

WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
Adjournment

Questions without notice
Water
goldfields super-pipe, 406, 631
management, 408

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)

4th World Congress of Rural Women: government support, 646
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 536
Public Prosecutions Amendment Bill, 424
Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 571

Adjournment
Wild dogs: control, 582

Members statements
Lions club: Charlton low-flow showerhead project, 478

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 500
WELLER, Mr (Rodney)
Members statements
Health: Albury-Wodonga services, 592

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 491

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)

Members statements
Rail: Echuca–Toolamba crossings, 480

Adjournment
State Emergency Service: Geelong unit, 469
WELLS, Mr (Scoresby)
Bills
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
620
Members statements
Marjory Walkowski, 417

VICTORIA, Mrs (Bayswater)

Adjournment
School buses: Scoresby, 468
Bills
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
605
Governor’s speech
Address-in-reply, 452

Adjournment
Wantirna Road, Ringwood: pedestrian crossing, 581

Matter of public importance
Roads: funding, 494

Members statements
Marlborough Primary School: maintenance, 591

Parliamentary committees
References, 602

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)

Questions without notice
Police Association: pre-election agreement, 517

Adjournment
Trams: accessibility, 471

Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: report 2005–06, 505

Bills
Pay-roll Tax Amendment (Bushfire and Emergency Service) Bill,
638
Members statements
Ferntree Gully Road–Scoresby Road, Knoxfield: safety, 482

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster)
Bills
Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill, 534
Members statements
Youth: mental health services, 589
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WYNNE, Mr (Richmond) (Minister for Housing and Minister for
Local Government)
Adjournment
Responses, 474
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