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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF
TRADITIONAL OWNERS
The SPEAKER — Order! The Parliament today
acknowledges the lands of the tribes and nations of the
Aboriginal people of Victoria.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to pause
to allow members of the Legislative Council to enter
the chamber.
President and members of the Council entered
chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to wait
while the documents are circulated.
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We have made Parliament more relevant —
introducing a more regular sitting schedule, allocating
more time for question time, reforming the
parliamentary committee system and reforming
sessional orders.
We have made Parliament and the executive more
accountable — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby and the member for Bulleen! And I ask the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to cease interjecting
across the table in that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — We have made Parliament and
the executive more accountable — restoring the powers
of the Auditor-General and enshrining the
independence of the Ombudsman, the Electoral
Commissioner and the Director of Public Prosecutions
in the Victorian constitution.
And we have made Parliament and the executive more
accessible — holding regional parliamentary sittings in
Ballarat, Benalla, Bendigo, Colac and Geelong; and
holding 80 community cabinets right across the state.

Documents circulated.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly:
I welcome the President and members of the other
house, who have joined us for this historic occasion.
I want to acknowledge the traditional owners of the
land on which we stand, the Kulin nation.
And I also want to acknowledge that 2008 is the
centenary of women’s suffrage.
Our democracy may have begun in 1856, when the first
election was held, but it did not come of age until
18 November 1908 — when the Legislative Council
passed the Adult Suffrage Bill and women won the
right to vote.
I want to pay tribute to the suffragists who fought so
hard for that cause — a cause that was every bit as
important as the one fought for at the Eureka Stockade.
Speaker, since 1999 our government has built a strong
foundation of democratic reforms. Today’s statement
builds on those reforms.
We have made Parliament more representative —
introducing fixed four-year terms and proportional
representation in the other house.

As a government we are proud of our track record on
democratic reform, but we understand that democracy
needs to keep moving forward to keep pace with the
community it represents and the challenges the
community faces.
That is why we have published the 2008 annual
statement of government intentions.
Copies of this document have been circulated to
members.
This statement sets out our government’s broad agenda
for the year ahead. It will be published on a dedicated
website — www.yoursay.dpc.vic.gov.au — and
detailed consultations will occur through greater use of
exposure draft bills, discussion papers and consultations
with stakeholders.
It details more than 60 new bills and indicates which
ministers will have prime responsibility for each bill.
Those ministers will be required to report on public
comment when presenting the final proposed bill to
cabinet.
Speaker, this legislative agenda is not exhaustive but
reflects the direction Victoria needs to take to meet the
future challenges we face, challenges such as:
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the need to drive greater productivity and workplace
participation;

Sydney and could become Australia’s largest capital
city again within 20 years.

the need to develop a climate change economy;

We are investing heavily in new infrastructure — and
record amounts in our hospitals, schools and water. We
are targeting public safety in Melbourne’s
entertainment precincts, we have substantially boosted
spending on programs to help the most disadvantaged
in our community.

the need to make the hard decisions necessary to
deliver the major projects we need for our state; and
the need to have the right planning and infrastructure
to sustain our livability, population and jobs growth.
But new challenges may well emerge during the course
of the year that demand immediate action. Likewise,
existing issues may be deferred or brought forward as a
result of community consultation.
That aside, the 2008 statement of government
intentions makes our government far more accessible
and accountable because from now on Parliament, the
media and the community will know in advance the
major issues to be debated.
The statement is, in effect, a forward estimate of
government business. It lets the community know what
parliamentary actions we are taking to deliver election
commitments and ensure Victoria is best placed to
respond to future challenges.
That forecast will give Victorians a better chance to be
more informed and more involved in the public debate
of our times — leading to broader and better debates of
government policy, and broader and better outcomes
for the community we serve.
In short, the introduction of an annual statement of
government intentions will go a long way towards
making our representative democracy more of the kind
of participatory democracy it needs to be to thrive into
the 21st century.

And we have focused on the needs of working families
in regional cities, small towns and outer suburbs.
We have done so by staying true to our values of
fairness, democracy and opportunity:
by ‘fairness’ — I mean striving to give every
Victorian every chance to reach their full potential in
their education, in their work, in their family and in
their community;
by ‘democracy’ — I mean striving to give every
Victorian every chance to participate in the debates
and decisions that shape their state; and
by ‘opportunity’ — I mean striving to give every
Victorian every chance to stay healthy, live safely,
get a job, overcome disadvantage and achieve their
ambitions for themselves and their families.
Those values have guided us in the creation and
implementation of a new agenda for Victoria that is all
about achieving greater productivity, livability and
sustainability.
In 2008, this agenda will see us:
investing in the services families need — particularly
education and health, and addressing the needs of
disadvantaged Victorians;

Overview of government priorities
Before detailing the legislative priorities for 2008 I
want to spend a moment explaining the values that
guide and underpin those priorities — as well as the
future challenges we face.
We have spent the past eight years building a more
prosperous and fairer Victoria.
Victoria is now leading the nation in the creation of
new jobs, apprenticeship completions, building
approvals and population growth.
As demographer Bernard Salt has stated, Victoria has
experienced a population boom unprecedented in recent
decades — Melbourne is growing at twice the rate of

building stronger and more livable communities with
a focus on public transport, planning and community
safety;
keeping the economy strong and creating new jobs
through promoting innovation and sustainable
growth;
implementing a huge infrastructure program to
secure our water security in the face of climate
change;
and taking urgent steps to implement effective
strategies at a local, national and international level
to reduce the pace of climate change and help our
community adapt to its consequences.
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We will also be working in partnership with the new
commonwealth government to deliver the kind of
national economic reform I first spoke of in April
2005 — a framework which would later be reflected in
the national reform agenda.

Mr BRUMBY — The next step is to pass a new
public health and wellbeing bill to repeal the
50-year-old Health Act and introduce a modern act
focused on prevention and swift responses to protect
public health.

I would now like to highlight the key legislation we will
introduce to drive those priorities.

Another priority health area is tackling the negative
social and health impacts of alcohol abuse. A
ministerial task force on alcohol will make
recommendations on legislative amendments in
mid-2008 — and its work will result in new legislation
to tackle youth binge drinking and violence in our
community.

Families
Our government believes strong families are the
foundation of a strong society. This year we will
continue to work hard to deliver families the support
and services they need.
Education remains our government’s no. 1 priority.
That is why we are building a cohesive system that
gives every child the best possible start in life.
New legislation combined with new regulations will
improve integration between maternal and child health
services, child care, kindergartens and school
education.
We will tackle underperformance in schools through
direct intervention, support programs and invest in
school leadership. The community will also be fully
consulted in the development of a new blueprint for
early childhood development and a blueprint for school
reform.
The Children’s Services Act will be amended to boost
child-care and kindergarten safety standards, strengthen
enforcement powers of safety inspectors and reduce
administrative red tape for operators.
By the end of the last term of 2009, all kinder parents
will be given a transition statement — or school
readiness report — summarising their child’s abilities
and interests, as well as their progress in achieving
developmental milestones.
Our government has already invested heavily in
Victoria’s health system — expanding our hospitals
and meeting the rapid growth in demand, and placing
greater focus on disease prevention and health
promotion.
Compared to 1999, there are 7200 extra nurses and
more than 1500 extra doctors in our hospital system —
and our health services are treating an extra
500 000 patients a year.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bulleen!
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Besides making our community healthier and safer, we
also need to make it fairer.
In 2008, the Equal Opportunity Act will be updated to
respond to the reform recommendations of the former
public advocate, Julian Gardner. The proposed
amendments will also boost the powers of the Victorian
Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission to
tackle discrimination.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission recently
reported on a range of issues concerning assisted
reproductive technology and surrogacy, following four
and a half years of consultation with the Victorian
community. We will update the relevant legislation to
implement the commission’s key recommendations,
which focus on making the best interests of children
paramount.
Consumers will also receive better protection, under
new ‘lemon’ laws, against faulty products through
amendments to the Fair Trading Act. Residential
tenancies legislation will also be improved to protect
residents of rooming houses, mobile homes, caravan
parks and student housing.
And we will legislate to broaden the role of the
Victorian Multicultural Commission to build on
Victoria’s reputation as Australia’s multicultural
capital.
Communities
If strong families are the foundation of a strong society,
strong communities are the bricks and mortar.
Strong, livable communities — be they suburban or
country, small or large — support the people and the
livability that drives innovation and growth.
Speaker, it is worth noting that last week Melbourne
was again voted one of the world’s most livable
cities — coming second only to Vancouver.
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Our high rating at a time when Melbourne is growing at
the rate of more than 1000 people a week is partly due
to the significant progress our government has made in
developing services that respond to Victoria’s needs.
But more must be done to ensure those communities
are well planned and have the infrastructure and
services they need to thrive.
In 2008, planned amendments to the Transport Act will
provide a stronger, more integrated approach to
transport planning and service delivery — with that
new approach streamlining the delivery of critical road
and rail infrastructure.
In 2008 we will also reform the Planning and
Environment Act, which is now more than 20 years old.
This reform will help make our way of life more
sustainable and more affordable.
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the third bill will replace the Police Regulation Act,
providing a more accountable framework for police
operations and employment.
Another significant law reform project already under
way in Victoria is reform of the 50-year-old Crimes
Act. This process will continue in 2008, with three new
acts to modernise legislation dealing with criminal
procedure, police investigation powers and criminal
offences.
In 2008, we will also implement a new detention
scheme for serious sex offenders who pose a high risk
to the community. Other legislation will simplify
evidence laws to speed trials and modernise the
Coroner’s Court.
Two thousand and eight will also see Parliament debate
some important social challenges.

Victoria leads Australia in new housing starts, but we
know more needs to be done to ensure Melbourne
remains among the most affordable cities in Australia
in the wake of recent price increases.

New laws covering family violence — the product of
extensive consultation with victims groups — will be
introduced to make it easier to obtain protection from
family violence.

The dream of owning a home is becoming harder to
achieve. We have to find ways to take cost pressures
out of the market — such as streamlining the planning
process and providing greater certainty for future urban
development.

An exposure draft has been already released for
legislation to govern the tattooing and body piercing of
people under 18 years of age.

Developing a new Planning and Environment Bill will
require extensive consultation and detailed research.
We will establish an expert panel to undertake this
process and report back by the end of the year.
Speaker, Victoria is Australia’s safest state, and we
want to remain so.
Over the last five years — thanks to the hard work of
Victoria Police and our government’s Arrive Alive!
road safety strategy — Victoria has recorded its five
lowest road tolls.
A new package of measures will be taken as part of
Arrive Alive 2 to achieve new targets to further reduce
the road toll over the next 10 years.
In 2008, a new police act will also be developed in
three stages over more than 12 months:
the first bill will strengthen the effectiveness of
Victoria Police employment arrangements;
the second bill will cement the role of the Office of
Police Integrity as Victoria’s pre-eminent police
anticorruption watchdog; and

The Victorian Law Reform Commission will report at
the end of March on clarifying the law on abortion and
removing from the Crimes Act offences relating to
terminations of pregnancy where performed by a
qualified medical practitioner. This debate will be the
subject of a conscience vote.
We will pass new laws to make it easier for local
councils to enforce planning provisions against illegal
brothels. And gambling legislation will be strengthened
to better regulate the industry and support the
government’s problem gambling strategy.
Jobs
One of the best ways a government can strengthen a
community or a family is to build a strong economy to
drive new investment and growth and create new jobs
across the state.
Our government led the country in job creation last
year — and has created 445 100 new jobs since 1999.
Our challenge — in the face of an uncertain
international market and high inflation — will be to
keep growing the jobs market right across Victoria.
One of the best ways we can achieve that ambition is
through innovation. For example, Victoria’s national
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leadership in renewable energy through initiatives such
as the Victorian Renewable Energy Target has two
major benefits:
first, it is helping us prepare for the challenges of
climate change — VRET will save around
27 million tonnes of greenhouse gases;
second, it is generating billions of dollars in
investment and creating thousands of jobs — VRET
is expected to drive $2 billion in investment in clean
energy and create 2000 new jobs.
And most of those new jobs will be in regional
Victoria.
Speaker, the 2008–09 budget will be brought down on
Tuesday, 6 May.
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Climate change presents a major challenge, but — as
VRET demonstrates — it also brings new
opportunities.
Our response to climate change will be heavily
influenced by national policy decisions, particularly the
introduction of a national emissions trading scheme.
But Victoria will pursue policies that prepare
households and businesses for the impact of a price on
carbon, and will be developing a range of initiatives
over 2008.
A major community summit will be held here on
23 April to listen to the views of Victorians and to
enable Victorians to come to consider the best ways our
state can tackle climate change.
Honourable members interjecting.

It will contain the major financial priorities for the
government and deliver resources to achieve our
objectives for 2008.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast and the member for Warrandyte!

We will also continue to work closely with the business
community to maximise the competitiveness of
Victorian industries.

Mr BRUMBY — The outcomes of that summit will
inform our government’s future climate change policies
and programs. In the interim, a range of immediate
measures are proposed, including legislation to enable
onshore carbon capture and storage in Victoria.

A new Accident Compensation Bill will modernise and
simplify existing legislation and provide more
protection to injured workers.
And a number of measures are planned to help farmers
through the drought.
Particular attention will also be given to tightening the
existing biosecurity laws to control livestock and plant
diseases.
Water and climate change
Victorians are now the most water wise and
energy-conscious people in Australia, buying more
green energy and saving more water than any other
state.
In 2008 our government will continue to invest heavily
to secure our state’s water security.
We will reform the metropolitan retail water sector in
line with recommendations from the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission.
A proposed amendment to the Water Act will also
enable water managers to be more responsive to the
consequences of long-term drought, by adjusting water
entitlements depending on the supply position.

Other environmental legislation to be considered this
year includes:
reforming industrial waste management;
amending the National Parks Act to ensure Point
Nepean has permanent protection as a national park;
and protecting the habitats of several rare or
vulnerable species by establishing the Cobboboonee
national and forest parks.
Leadership on reform
Finally, let me say this about our federation.
The election of the Rudd government heralds a new era
in commonwealth-state relations and offers a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to end the blame game
and wasteful duplication.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask for some
cooperation from the member for Bass.
Mr BRUMBY — The challenge for Victoria and
Australia is to drive productivity improvements, as well
as investment in human capital, physical infrastructure
and regulatory reform.

ASSISTANT CLERK, PROCEDURE, AND SERJEANT-AT-ARMS
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That is why Victoria initiated the national reform
agenda.
That is why we welcome a return to cooperative
federalism.
And that is why we welcome the Council of
Australian Governments decision to meet on a
quarterly basis with the direct involvement of
Australia’s treasurers.
The task before us now is to accelerate the delivery of
the national reform agenda.
And in 2008 Victoria will legislate national schemes
and repeal Victorian-specific legislation in a number of
areas, including product safety, trade measurement,
business name registration, and national gas and
electricity regulation.
We will also reform and simplify the state regulation
of:
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The SPEAKER — Order! I seek the cooperation of
the member for South-West Coast, the member for
Scoresby and the member for Bulleen.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bulleen
is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — Fundamentally, this statement is
about re-engaging the people of Victoria in the
legislative process.
It gives the Parliament and the Victorian public an
overview of the ambitious legislative program this
government will deliver to meet the future challenges
facing Victoria.
As I indicated, the final program of legislation will be
refined as new challenges emerge, and as Victorians,
for the first time, engage in this historic opportunity to
participate in the democratic processes that influence
Victoria’s future legislation.

the food industry;
community organisations; and
fundraising laws.
And in 2008 we will continue to repeal redundant
legislation and consolidate the statute book.

For the first time, Victorians will have greater insight
into the legislative process and a greater say in how
legislation develops.
I invite and encourage all Victorians to participate in
the many consultation opportunities that are a part of
this legislation program.

A comprehensive audit of Victoria’s financial
management framework will commence this year. That
audit will lead to the development of a new, more
financially accountable Public Finance Bill in 2009.

The greater the community input, the better the
democratic outcome.

Changes to the landmark Public Administration Act are
also planned.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte might like to control himself.

Conclusion

Responses to the Premier’s statement will be listed on
the notice paper for consideration tomorrow. I ask the
house to pause to allow members of the Legislative
Council to withdraw.

Speaker, our democracy has a long and proud history,
but democracy needs to keep evolving to keep pace
with the ever-changing needs of our state’s
hardworking families and diverse and growing
communities.
This need for change has driven our government’s
landmark democratic reforms — such as fixed term
elections and proportional representation in the other
house.
The 2008 statement of government intentions is the
next step forward in the evolution of our democracy. It
is the next landmark reform.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.

President and members of the Council withdrew
from chamber.

ASSISTANT CLERK, PROCEDURE, AND
SERJEANT-AT-ARMS
The SPEAKER — Order! Under section 18 of the
Parliamentary Administration Act 2005 the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly has appointed Ms Anne Louise
Sargent to be Assistant Clerk, Procedure, and
Serjeant-at-Arms following the resignation of Mr Gavin
Francis Bourke.

ACTING PUBLIC ADVOCATE
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ACTING PUBLIC ADVOCATE
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise that on
20 December 2007 I administered to Michael Lawrence
Wells, the acting public advocate, the affirmation
required by schedule 3 of the Guardianship and
Administration Act 1986.

OPPOSITION LEADERSHIP
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
advise the house that in the other place David Davis is
Leader of the Liberal Party and Wendy Lovell is
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party.
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Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I want to thank the
member for Prahran for his question. The member for
Prahran is also, of course, the Cabinet Secretary, and if
I could I would just thank the Cabinet Secretary and the
Deputy Premier for the enormous contribution they
have made towards the development of the statement of
government intentions.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the Premier
that the statement is listed for subsequent debate
tomorrow and that he should be mindful that he does
not anticipate debate.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Will the Premier
immediately release the channel deepening project
environment management plan as provided to Minister
Garrett last week, and if not, will the Premier advise the
house why this vital plan has been and continues to be a
secret?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — My understanding of
the process here is that there is a plan which requires
commonwealth approval. It has been submitted as
required by appropriate process to the federal minister.
He will consider it, and obviously upon his
consideration of that matter it will then become a public
document.

Government: statement of intentions
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the government’s commitment to
accessibility and accountability, and I ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition not to bang on the table in that manner. The
job for Hansard reporters is difficult enough without
having that thudding going through their earphones as
well.
Mr LUPTON — I refer to the government’s
commitment to accessibility and accountability, and I
ask: can the Premier outline to the house how the new
statement of government intentions will give the
government another opportunity to listen to Victorians?

Mr BRUMBY — I certainly will not anticipate
debate. The statement of government intentions sets out
the government’s broad intentions in terms of policy
over the next year, and as I have just indicated to the
house in my speech, the government has set a number
of clear priorities in terms of its approach for the year
ahead.
The statement of government intentions obviously
provides the Parliament with great opportunities for
debate about the year ahead which it has not previously
had. All members of the house will have that
opportunity to speak on this statement. Through its
posting on the website members of the community will
have the opportunity to look at the bills which are
proposed over the year ahead, to consider those and to
feed their input to the government and to ministers. All
of that I believe is a significant and positive
parliamentary reform. It does make our Parliament
more accessible, it does open it up for more debate and
it does open it up for more participation by the people
of Victoria — and that, I believe, is a very positive
thing to do.
There are 60 pieces of legislation which are proposed in
the year ahead. Circumstances sometimes can change
and new issues can arise, so there may be more
legislation than that which is introduced, but these are
the key elements of the legislation as we know them at
this point in time. The government will be introducing a
number of new initiatives to support families, including
a new — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, you
have already given advice to the Premier in regard to
anticipating debate. The Premier has spoken as the lead
speaker in that debate, and he is now reiterating parts of
his speech. That is not appropriate, because it is
continuing to anticipate debate and to have a second go
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at the debate. So, Speaker, I ask you to bring him back
to answering the question and not to reiterating his
speech, hollow as it was, and anticipating the full
debate which other members will seek to have on this
issue.

investment in infrastructure and the reforms that we
will put in place through the national reform agenda —
all of these things — will be crucial to sustaining our
rate of job growth and creating new opportunities for
families in the future.

Mr BRUMBY — Do you want open, accessible,
accountable government — —

I was pleased today — —
Mr McIntosh interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew!
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was talking about the proposals for
government policies and initiatives. This is a much
broader contribution and covers a wider field than is
mentioned in the annual statement of government
intentions. In that context, if this abuse of the provision
against anticipating debate were to be allowed, it would
mean that we would not be able to talk about anything.
I put to you that the issue of government policy is much
wider than the annual statement of government
intentions, and therefore he is able to discuss, talk about
and raise issues in relation to government policy.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order at this time, although I ask the
Premier, as I have already asked him, to be mindful of
not anticipating the debate on the statement of
government intentions.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have indicated, the
government has a number of key priorities for the
course of the year: obviously supporting families and
strengthening families, improving the performance of
our education system, rewriting the Health Act,
improving public transport and ensuring — —
Interjections from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
Serjeant-at-Arms to remove that person from the
gallery.
Person escorted from gallery.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have also indicated, one of
the other key priorities during the course of this year is
to maintain a strong economy and generate new job
opportunities for Victorians.
We have all seen over the last few weeks that there are
a number of significant uncertainties in the international
economy. We have seen in particular what has occurred
in the United States of America, and that goes to make
a more challenging economic environment for the state
than we have had in the past. In those circumstances
getting the right set of financially responsible policies,

Mr BRUMBY — I was pleased that the Australian
Bureau of Statistics data on building approvals today
again shows a record level of building approvals for
Victoria in the last month. That means — —
Interjections from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Serjeant-at-Arms
will clear the gallery.
Persons escorted from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I request some
cooperation from the members of the gallery. One more
outburst and the gallery will be cleared and not
reopened for the rest of today.
Mr BRUMBY — As I was saying, Victoria has led
Australia in building approvals in the last year. We
have led Australia in job creation — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Premier is
debating the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Ensuring that we have the right
framework in place in 2008 to continue with that strong
performance is crucial for our state. That is why the
statement is so important and why it provides a
blueprint for Victoria in 2008.

Government: statement of intentions
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. Why should Victorians
believe anything the Premier has told them in today’s
statement of government intentions when the
government’s own track record on commitments such
as not piping water to Melbourne from northern
Victoria clearly shows it will break its promises
whenever it suits?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question and remind the house
that on 1150 occasions the Leader of The Nationals, the
member for Gippsland South, voted with the Kennett
government to remove services from country Victoria.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! While that level of
cheering and jeering may be appropriate at the cricket
or the football, it is not appropriate in the Parliament of
Victoria.
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I seek the cooperation of
the member for Narre Warren North and indeed all
government members.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the member for Bass. The Premier, without debating
the question.
Mr BRUMBY — It is worth bearing in mind that
background — —
Interjections from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! Clear the gallery.
Interjections from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! The sitting will be
suspended until the ringing of the bells.
Sitting suspended 2.55 p.m. until 3.03 p.m.
The SPEAKER — Order! I call the member for
Mordialloc — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, when
the sitting was suspended the Premier was on his feet.
He had just commenced to answer a very important
question from the Leader of The Nationals, and I
believe it would be appropriate and in the interests of an
honest, open and accountable Parliament for the Leader
of The Nationals to be allowed to ask his question again
and to have the Premier answer the question without the
disruptions that preceded the clearing of the gallery and
the suspension of Parliament.
It is my understanding that the Premier certainly had
not finished — in fact he had barely started — and he
had not begun to address the substance of the question.
I would urge you, in the interests of proper
parliamentary process and democracy, to ask the
Leader of The Nationals to ask his question again and
have the Premier address and answer the question.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
the confusion has arisen here because I asked the
question — the Premier obviously heard it — and he
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then commenced an answer which you ruled, with
respect, amounted to debating. I am asking that he
answer the question that I asked him, and I renew that
call. I ask the Premier to answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not consider that the
question needs to be asked again. It is a matter for the
Premier as to whether he has completed his answer or
not. Has the Premier completed his answer?
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! My apologies to the
Premier.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Thank you, Speaker.
As I was saying, the house needs to be reminded that
the member for Gippsland South voted on
1150 occasions with the former government to take
resources away from country Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the Premier
to answer the question without debating. I ask him
again to do that.
Does the Leader of The Nationals still wish to take a
point of order?
Mr Ryan — With due respect, the Speaker has
anticipated my point of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to continue
without debating.
Mr BRUMBY — The Leader of The Nationals did
not stand up quite so tall in the 1990s.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
confine his answers to the question.
Mr BRUMBY — The question I was asked was
about regional economic development.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, it was. It was about regional
economic development. The project to which the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — You do not want me to answer
the question? You do not want me to answer, or you do
not like the answer?
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is continuing to debate the question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! At this stage I do not
uphold that point of order. The Premier has only just
commenced to answer the question following a number
of requests from me not to debate the question. I do not
believe, in the few words he had uttered, that he was
debating the question. I will be listening very carefully.

of the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, which
has now triggered a billion dollars of new investment
across the state; you think of fast rail — a billion dollars,
a Labor initiative linking up all the regional cities — —

Mr Ryan — On a further point of order, Speaker,
the Premier has sought to recast the question. I simply
asked him: they have broken promises before, how can
people believe that they will not break them again?
That was simply the question, on the back of illustrating
it over the north–south pipe issue.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
conclude his answer.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals clearly mentioned an infrastructure project,
which is what the Premier was referring to in his
answer.
Mr BRUMBY — During 2007 it became apparent
to most Australians that we have a challenge nationally
and internationally in relation to climate change and the
way in which that affects drought and water supply. As
everybody in this house knows, we have gone through
a number of years of the worst rainfall totals on record.
We have gone through periods of more irregular
rainfall patterns, and in the last four years we have gone
through three serious bushfire events.
With that context in mind the government was
approached in 2007 by representatives of the
Goulburn-Murray irrigation region — known as the
food bowl group — with a proposal to invest a billion
dollars in the first stage in water infrastructure in that
region to save up to 800 gigalitres of water which is lost
through that system and to share the savings of that
water between irrigators, the environment and
households.
As a government we went up to northern Victoria and
listened to the community. What the community said is
that in this new, more difficult environment — with
lower levels of rainfall, more irregular rainfall and
climate change — you cannot go on any longer losing
800 gigalitres of water a year. This is like a big water
tank, where the top half of it is all rotted out, and every
time you fill it up you lose half the water that goes into
it. We are going to invest a billion dollars in what is the
biggest investment in country water infrastructure that
this state has seen for the best part of 100 years.
When you think of the big investments that have made a
difference in country Victoria in recent decades, you note
that they are all investments which have been made by
our government. You think of the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline, which is saving 80 gigalitres of water; you think

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY — These are the big investments
which have built up country Victoria, and the food
bowl project is one of those investments. When this
project is complete and people look back on it in four or
five years time, they will see a renovated infrastructure
system, they will see more efficient farmers, they will
see a stronger regional economy and they will not see
all farmers with less water, as The Nationals say
repeatedly in their lies to the Victorian public. Every
farmer will have more water, the environment will have
more water and households, including Melbourne, will
have more water as well. That is a sensible investment,
a good investment. It is a win, win, win.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Minister for Roads and Ports, and I ask: can the
minister update the house on what the government is
doing to keep the public informed of developments in
the channel deepening project?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Mordialloc for her question and
her continued support for a responsibly managed and
efficiently delivered channel deepening project.
We of course await the final sign-off by the federal
Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the Arts on
the environmental management plan (EMP). As the
port has already indicated on the public record, if and
when that plan is approved by the federal environment
minister, it will be released — including all appendices
and contingency plans.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — We hear from those opposite that
we should release a half-concluded document. We want
the thing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — Once again, half the story.
Dr Napthine interjected.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister can proceed
when the member for South-West Coast has finished
wasting the chamber’s time.
Mr PALLAS — As I have indicated, when the
EMP and if the EMP is approved by the federal
environment minister, the government is committed to
the full release of the plan, its contingencies and its
appendices. We will ensure that it is posted on the
internet, and copies will be made available in hard form
for the public. But of course that is just part of the
process of keeping the public informed about the
process going forward. Subject once again to formal
environmental management plan approval occurring,
the chief executive officer of the Port of Melbourne
Corporation will hold regular — and at the
commencement of the project, on a daily basis —
project news conferences to advise of all channel
deepening activities over the last 24 hours and those
planned over the next 24 hours.
Additional to that, the Port of Melbourne Corporation
website will provide daily updates on vessel activity
and the location of those vessels, along with ongoing
facts about deepening activities. Regular project
newsletters will be provided, together with stakeholder
and community involvement. Monthly dredge
schedules will be provided on the website. Fact sheets
and frequently asked questions will also be provided on
the website. But that is not all, because our commitment
is to providing useful material. Instead of the big red
button that the Leader of the Opposition advocates, we
support the process of providing usable and useful
information. So if any member of the public has a query
about the channel deepening project, they can call 1800
731 022, toll free, to access a community liaison
officer.
We will be providing quarterly public summary reports
on the channel deepening project from the Port of
Melbourne Corporation, in addition to the ones from
the independent monitor. Additionally there will be
community liaison with both the dive industry and the
broader community to allow for information and news
updates to be passed on directly to those users of the
bay. Community information evenings will also be
provided around the bay where project representatives,
engineers and scientists will be available to address
community issues.
The commitment that this government has to the
provision of this material stands in stark contrast to that
of those opposite. We have a clear view about what
should happen in respect of this project. We have a
plan, and we have a commitment to delivering it,
subject to the appropriate environmental approvals. So
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unlike the Leader of the Opposition and his
predecessor, who have indicated that they want to have
their cake and eat it too when it comes to channel
deepening, we understand that the community actually
needs this project and that it needs adequate and useful
information to be provided.
We know that the Leader of the Opposition, for
example, has indicated to the Herald Sun that he
supports the project proceeding. However, the day
after, he told the Age that he actually did not support
the project.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is clearly
debating the question. The minister, to continue without
debating.
Mr PALLAS — You cannot have a clear position
in respect of this project unless you are committed to
unambiguously indicating to the community where you
stand on the project. Those opposite are prepared to flip
flop and obfuscate in respect of these issues.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, without
debating.
Mr PALLAS — Many proposals will come forward
about how information can be provided to the
community. What we are committed to is making sure
that the information that is provided to the community
is not only factual but capable of being used by the
community to develop an informed view and to adjust
its activities in and around the bay in order to recognise
that this is a project that will be difficult and will take
considerable diligence to manage. This government is
up to that task; this government is committed to
delivering on that task.
I make the final point that plans abound in terms of how
information can be provided and how this project
should be monitored and managed. There are
15 000 pages of technical data and reports, 40 expert
reports have been produced, and independent experts
have advised government, and in addition to that there
are the processes that the government itself has put into
place to monitor this project in an effective way going
forward. That stands in stark contrast to the process that
applied in the past. Between 1992 and 1999,
1.85 million cubic metres of dredged material was
removed from the Yarra and the bay, and nothing like
the environmental safeguards that this government is
proposing to put in place was put in place and openly
disclosed to the community. Where was the Leader of
the Opposition when these issues were being dealt with
back then?
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Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer
the minister to chapter 7, page 65, of volume 1 of the
supplementary environment effects statement on the
channel deepening project, which states that the bund
being created to hold over 7 million tonnes of
contaminated toxic material has a design life of
30 years, and I ask: what happens to all this toxic
material after 30 years?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for South-West Coast for his
question and also his preparedness now to demonstrate
exactly where he stands in respect of this project. On
this — just one more substantial issue that would make
this project effectively unmanageable — the member
for South-West Coast has very clearly indicated that he
does not support the bunding and the capping process
that the independent panel has indicated will be
appropriately managed by the processes put in place.
Let us remember that in the past when dredged material
has been placed in the locations identified within the
bay as locations for the receipt of dredged material,
there has been no capping — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question rather than answering
it. The document I referred to says, ‘The bund has a
design life of 30 years’. The question is: what happens
at the end of that 30 years to 7 million tonnes of toxic
contaminated material? That is what the public needs to
know, and that is what the minister should answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast well knows that that is not the form
in which to take a point of order. It is not the
opportunity to repeat the question.
Mr PALLAS — The member for South-West Coast
will of course recall that he was a member of cabinet
when dredged material was dropped uncapped in the
middle of the bay.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
continue answering the question without debating.
Mr PALLAS — He has simply taken a position to
create community concern around this issue without a
full analysis of the independent panel’s assessment,
which has determined that the environmental
safeguards that the government has put in place are
manageable and appropriate and that the strategic
approach the government is putting in place is
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compelling. All of those things, together with the
research that we have put in place, demonstrate that as a
government we are committed to the effective and
environmentally responsible delivery of this project.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question, not answering the
question. The question was a straightforward question
about the future of the project. The minister has already
indicated to the house that he has presented the federal
minister with only a half-concluded environmental
management plan. This project does not conclude in
30 years, and the minister has been asked to indicate to
the house what will happen. I invite you, Speaker, to
ask him to address the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the minister has
concluded his answer.

Health: government initiatives
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. Will the minister outline how the
government will be delivering on its commitments in
health and advise the house about the government’s
upcoming investments in Victoria’s health system?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Oakleigh for her question and acknowledge
her longstanding interest in advocating for the very best
health care in Melbourne’s south-eastern suburbs.
I am asked about our record in terms of our ongoing
investment in our health system. As all honourable
members know, as a government we have increased
funding for every single health service in every single
year of our term in office — a record to be absolutely
proud of. We have increased funding by a whopping
96 per cent!
Mr Hulls — How much?
Mr ANDREWS — Ninety-six per cent more
funding! And on top of that recurrent boost there is
$4.1 billion — the biggest health asset investment
program this state has ever seen. In every way we are
giving our dedicated health services, those who work so
hard across Victoria, the resources they need to treat
more patients, to provide better care and to meet the
health challenges of the future.
As the Premier has made clear, and as I have made
clear, we can do more and we must do more. As a
government we are committed to meeting the health
challenges of the future, whether it be in relation to the
onset of cancer or the fact that as a community we are
increasingly gripped by chronic illnesses such as type 2
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diabetes and others. These are our priorities as we go
forward, but at the same time we must provide our
health services with the increased capacity and
increased resources they need to meet those challenges.
Recently, as part of a proper partnership with the
commonwealth government, something we have sought
long and hard — for eight long years we have sought
proper investment, shared effort and proper partnership
with the commonwealth government — I am pleased to
be able to say that the commonwealth government has
for the first time invested a dedicated amount of money
in partnership with this government to reduce the
number of Victorians waiting beyond the clinically
appropriate time for elective surgery. We welcome that
increased investment.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I am asked to draw the
comparison. The $34 million from the Rudd
government — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
ignore interjections. I ask the member for Caulfield, the
member for Polwarth, the member for Nepean and the
member for Bass to cease interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I am more than happy on behalf
of every single Victorian to make the point that
$34 million plus from the Rudd Labor government
compared to zero — —
Mrs Shardey interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! the member for
Caulfield! I have just asked the member to cease
interjecting. I ask her again, but I will not ask a third
time.
Mr ANDREWS — It is a very substantial boost, and
one that sits in absolutely stark contrast to 111/2 years of
underinvestment from the Howard-Costello government,
when we did not see one dollar — not one dollar — for
additional elective surgery. A partnership is what we
have sought. That is what this government wants, and
that is what we have delivered in recent announcements.
Not only will we invest that funding from the
commonwealth government appropriately and properly,
but we as a government have announced an additional
$26 million to take to a total of $60 million the
additional elective surgery effort that will be made
through our public hospital system — and there will be
some work in the private sector as well — during
calendar year 2008. To be clear about this, that is the
biggest boost to elective surgery capacity in the history
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of this state — I repeat: the biggest in the history of this
state.
It comes on top of the fact that through our record
funding — that 96 per cent increase I spoke about
earlier — we already perform 132 000 additional
episodes of elective surgery a year, fully 15 000 more
than were being performed when we came to
government in 1999. Record spending and a record
effort, and on top of that a proper partnership with the
commonwealth government to reduce substantially the
number of Victorians who wait longer than the
clinically appropriate time: where I went to school that
is progress; that is a good deal. That is giving health
services the resources they need.
There has been much commentary about this, some of
which is an absolute standout. A particular
commentator thought that ‘the allocation of
$34.2 million is a band-aid measure and will not
significantly reduce the elective surgery waiting list in
Victoria’.
Mr Hulls — Who said that?
Mr ANDREWS — Well might you ask who said
that. I will give you a hint, Speaker: it was the same
person who back in 2002 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
debate the question and will confine his response to
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — It is important that we make
sure that the community understands the context in
which this record investment is being made. This was
‘a bandaid solution’ — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Ms Kosky interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Minister for
Public Transport to cease conversation when the
Speaker stands.
The lack of respect shown on both sides of the chamber
to fellow members of Parliament this afternoon has
been outrageous and atrocious.
Mr Lupton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Prahran
is skating on thin ice.
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I ask for some cooperation from all members. With
some concerted effort we may finish question time by
4 o’clock. The minister, to continue his answer.
Mr ANDREWS — As I said, there has been much
commentary about this record investment. Some have
been very praising of this record spend. Another has
called it ‘a bandaid solution’, and it was also referred to
by that same commentator as ‘a drop in the ocean’.
Mr Hulls — Who said that?
Mr ANDREWS — I have been asked who said
that. It was the original drop in the ocean — the Leader
of the Opposition. It was he who sat idly by when
elective surgery waiting lists went from less than
30 000 in 1992 to more than 40 000 in 1999.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Kilsyth to be mindful of the comments he makes in
interjecting.
Mrs Shardey — On a point of order, Speaker, you
made a request of me not to interject, and I have
acceded to your request. You have requested the
Minister for Health not to debate the issue. I believe he
is clearly debating the issue, and I ask you to bring him
back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, but I suggest to the member for Caulfield that
interjections are disorderly and should not need a
reminder or otherwise from the Speaker. The minister,
to conclude his answer, with no debating.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you, Speaker; I am very
pleased to conclude my answer. This is the biggest
investment in elective surgery capacity that this state
has ever seen. It is an important step forward. It is the
first step in a proper partnership with the
commonwealth government towards a shared effort, a
joint effort, to tackle common health challenges.
At the same time it is important to be frank, open and
honest about the fact that we face challenges — and we
do. A lot has been achieved, but there is more to be
done. And make no mistake, this is the government to
do it.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
overdue and over-budget transport ticketing fiasco and
to his statement on 3AW this morning that, ‘We have
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had two auditors-general who have looked at this and
signed off on it’, and I ask: will the Premier now release
the copy of that relevant audit document which he
claims was signed by the previous Auditor-General,
Wayne Cameron? Or is this just another Brumby
secret?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I have not seen the
working papers; obviously they are the property of the
Auditor-General. When this matter was raised with the
government last week, the journalist who has the papers
believed some of the papers were working papers of the
former Auditor-General. Apparently they are not; they
are the working papers of the current Auditor-General.
Having heard that request, I assumed that she was
correct in her information and that there was
information from two former auditors-general. That is
not correct; she has information from only one.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating this question, not answering it. He
told Victorians this morning that two auditors-general
had signed off on this audit report. If he lied, let him tell
Victorians now.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I believe the Premier was being relevant to the
question.
The Premier has concluded his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Scoresby and the member for Polwarth for
unparliamentary language.

Children: early childhood initiatives
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. Can the minister outline to the house
how the government is delivering on its priority of early
childhood development and any recent announcements
that demonstrate this?
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I thank the member for
Eltham for his question. The Brumby government
understands that quality early childhood services lay an
important foundation for a child’s development and
learning into the future. Parents using early childhood
services want to know that their children are in a safe
and caring environment that gives them the best
possible opportunity for learning and development.
That is why the Premier outlined this afternoon in his
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annual statement of government intentions the reforms
that will be undertaken later this year.
In addition to improving standards through the
legislative reform and regulation of child services, this
government has also substantially increased its
investment in and strategic programs for early
childhood development over the last eight years. Today
the Premier and I visited the Lady Gowrie Child Centre
in Carlton and announced two further measures that
will enhance the quality of the early childhood
experience and also the information provided to parents
and teachers about the children.
When a child makes the transition from kindergarten to
school, parents have a huge appetite for information
about that transition. They want to know how their
children are progressing, and they want to know what
they can do to assist them in that transition. They want
information that provides them with guidance on their
abilities and on what their development needs might be.
So today the Premier and I announced a commitment of
$4 million towards the development of a Victorian
early learning development framework and $4 million
towards the development of plans for the transition
from kindergarten to school.
The framework is going to provide clear and commonly
agreed developmental outcomes for children and is
going to support the work of the early childhood
professionals and give them a common language they
can use in describing a child’s milestones as they reach
them. The framework will then provide the basis for
those transition plans, which will be carried from
kindergarten to school. It will provide prep teachers
with standard information that they can understand, so
no matter which kindergarten a child attends across
Victoria there will be standard information and
milestone checks for that child going into school.
We have a great kindergarten program in Victoria, and
we are going to build on the great work that
kindergarten teachers already do. We know that — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Ms MORAND — I take up the interjection from
the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
take up the interjection, and I ask the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition to cease interjecting across the table.
Ms MORAND — Finally, these plans are going to
make sure that the transition from early childhood to
school is as smooth as possible. They are part of the
reforms we have undertaken in putting early childhood
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education into the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development. They are part of the initiatives
we are introducing to make sure that children have the
best possible start in life in Victoria.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer the minister to the
overdue and over-budget transport ticketing fiasco and
to the contract awarded to Keane Incorporated, and I
ask: will the minister advise the house what
qualifications and corporate experience Keane has in
developing, implementing and operating a ticketing
system?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Polwarth for finally asking a
question relating to public transport in this house. The
new ticketing system is a very exciting system. When it
is up and running it will deliver a lot to Victorians using
public transport. It is a highly complex project. For
those who take an interest in looking at what has
happened in other jurisdictions around the world, there
have been some difficulties in the implementation of
the project simply because you need to make sure that it
is working 100 per cent of the time right across the
system. This will apply to our multimodal system in
Victoria: buses, trains, trams and the country rail
network. It is a very complex project.
As the member would know, we have the Transport
Ticketing Authority, and it is responsible for the
management of this project, including the employment
of contractors and the awarding of contracts. The TTA
makes decisions about the appropriateness — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms KOSKY — You do not like the answer.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
matter of relevance: the minister’s answer in no way,
shape or form gets to the issue of Keane and its
capability to deliver a ticketing system. That is what the
question was about — its capability to deliver this
ticketing system. I ask you to bring the minister back to
answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is being
relevant to the question. As I have mentioned before,
the preamble to a question forms part of the question.
The preamble to this question talked about the ticketing
system. The minister, to continue her answer.
Ms KOSKY — The TTA, in going through the
process of awarding contracts, awarded the contact to
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Keane, known as Kamco here in Australia. It did that
on the basis of all the organisations that tendered and
the experience, background and proposals put forward
as part of the contract. I defer to the TTA in the
decision it has made to appoint Keane.

Water: government priorities
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is to
the Minister for Water. Can the minister outline to the
house how the government is delivering on the
priorities for water for Victoria?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Seymour for his question.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kilsyth!
Mr HOLDING — As honourable members would
be aware, this government is planning to deliver
projects which are vitally important in providing
secure, safe and reliable water supplies for Victorians
for the next 50 years. That is what Victorians know,
and that is what this government is working very hard
to do. As honourable members know, we are
delivering projects which will be vitally important for
Victorians. Included in those projects is the $3.1 billion
desalination project, which will provide our first
realistic non-rainfall-dependent source of water. It is a
very important project for Victoria.
As part of these projects honourable members know
that we are delivering the $1 billion food bowl
modernisation project, the most significant upgrade to
irrigation infrastructure in the state’s history. It is a very
significant regional development project, and the best
possible way to secure the economic future of that part
of Victoria. As honourable members know, we will
also be delivering the Sugarloaf interconnector, a very
important part of the water grid that is required to
enable us to transfer water to where it is able to be used
most efficiently and effectively.
The Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project is part of these
projects. It is a very important part of making sure that
that system works in the most efficient way and that the
system losses that have been occurring are able to be
captured and used more productively. As honourable
members know, this government is also delivering the
Gippsland Water Factory, again a very important
project to secure the water future of a part of Victoria
that I know is of passionate interest to the member for
Gippsland South.
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These are important projects. We know that from time
to time there will be people in Victoria who do not
agree with the government’s water agenda. What did
we see today? We saw people opposed to the
desalination project. We saw people opposed to the
pipeline project. We saw people opposed to the channel
deepening project. We saw people opposed to wood
harvesting in our catchments. We saw people opposed
to fluoride. The poor guy protesting against genetically
modified food was completely swamped by less than
100 people on the steps of Parliament House opposed
to all of these projects. What did we see? We saw the
stunt they pulled in here, aided and abetted by The
Nationals, to try to distract interest from their feeble
protest on the steps of Parliament.
We are going to get on with the job of delivering these
vitally important projects, but we also recognise that we
need to plan for the next 50 years in the most
comprehensive way possible. That is why last week I
was very pleased to release the Northern Region
Sustainable Water Strategy Discussion Paper, which is
the first step in developing the northern region SWS —
sustainable water strategy — for that important part of
Victoria. We have already completed the central region
sustainable water strategy, a very important framework
to take us forward. This is a very important process for
the northern region. Along with the discussion paper it
includes a consultative committee that will engage with
local people. It includes environmental groups — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HOLDING — The interjection is, ‘All the
government’s cronies’. That will be news to the
Victorian Farmers Federation, which is represented on
the committee. It will be news to northern Victorian
irrigators. It will be news to the United Dairyfarmers of
Victoria, which is included on the consultative
committee. It will be news to the fruit growers who
have been asked to participate.
Mr Weller interjected.
Mr HOLDING — The member for Rodney claims
there are two representatives of farming interests. There
are actually four.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
ignore interjections.
Mr HOLDING — I will take your advice, Speaker,
and ignore interjections from the member for Rodney.
This is not the first time he has intervened in the debate
to spread misinformation in relation to the
government’s intentions. We are making sure that the
government has the most comprehensive set — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to come
back to answering the question, without debating.
Mr HOLDING — We are making sure that the
government has the most comprehensive set of plans in
place to provide a safe, reliable and secure water supply
for all Victorians. We are making sure that we are
getting on with the business of delivering these vitally
important infrastructure upgrades. We are making sure
that at the same time we have in place the best possible
philosophical framework to deliver these projects and
all the other work that needs to be done to make sure
that we secure Victoria’s water supply for the next
50 years.
We accept that there will be opposition to some of these
plans. We are happy to continue the dialogue with those
who are opposed to these things, but we will not be
distracted from the important business of providing
water security for Victorians for the next 50 years.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set aside for
questions has expired.
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, I
refer to the ugly, premeditated and organised disruption
of question time today and to the procedures which
exist in this Parliament for the securing or ordering of
seats and the common practice of allowing schools and
schoolchildren to do that. In terms of organised groups
and people who have come in to deliberately disrupt
Parliament, I was just wondering what the policy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby and the Premier! I need to hear the point of
order in silence.
Mr Batchelor — I am inquiring as to what the
general policy is in relation to groups other than
schoolchildren coming in here and making bookings for
question time. I am also inquiring in relation to the
responsibility of individual members of Parliament who
bring groups and individuals into the chamber and into
the Parliament as to who is responsible for those
groups, and in particular the role of the member for
Benalla in advising booking procedures to these ugly,
ugly people.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the House has cast a deliberate and
unfounded slur upon the member for Benalla, and I call
upon him to withdraw it.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The practice of this
house is that the member who feels aggrieved asks for
the withdrawal of any comments.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Speaker, in line
with your ruling, I am offended by the unfounded slur
upon my name cast by the Leader of the House, and I
ask him to withdraw that comment.
The SPEAKER — Order! Will the minister
withdraw his remarks against the member for Benalla?
Mr Batchelor — Speaker, if the member wants
remarks withdrawn — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Batchelor — If the member wants me to
withdraw any remarks, I will withdraw those remarks.
However, Speaker, I still persist with the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kilsyth
should be mindful, as I have pointed out to him already
once today, of the language he uses in his interjections.
The howling down of members who have been given
the call by the Speaker is unparliamentary,
undisciplined and disrespectful not just to the
Parliament of Victoria but to the people of Victoria.
The minister has withdrawn his comments made
against the member for Benalla?
Mr Batchelor — I have withdrawn the comments
that he has found offensive. The comments I made
about the protesters here still stand: they were ugly,
they were disruptive and their actions were
premeditated. I have nothing to withdraw about that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is not asked
to withdraw all comments, only those comments
directed to the member for Benalla which the member
found personally offensive.
On the point of order, discussions have already
occurred between the Serjeant-at-Arms, the Clerk and
the Speaker. Action will be taken. Obviously today was
a disgrace to all Victorians. It is the right of all
Victorians to come to this place and watch the
Parliament in action, but with that right come
responsibilities for them and for the members who
bring their guests into this place. On numerous
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occasions there have been remarks and rulings from the
Chair asking members to take responsibility for their
visitors’ actions.
Today’s events will be investigated, they will be
discussed and there will be further action. It would be
an unmitigated shame if the Parliament of Victoria had
to restrict access to its galleries, as it has had to do
today. It is incumbent on all of us to look at what we
wish the Parliament of Victoria to become and how we
want it represented in the media and in the wider
community.

CROWN LAND (RESERVES)
AMENDMENT (CARLTON GARDENS)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) introduced a bill for an act to amend
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to provide for
the management of land in the Carlton Gardens
Reserve for special events and for other purposes.
Read first time.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
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Water: desalination plant
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria points out to the house
that, given the lack of information and consultation with the
public, we are totally opposed to the proposed desalination
plant on the following grounds:
Desalination is an energy-intensive and unnecessarily
costly means of addressing water shortages. Any
renewable energy offsets need first to be directed to
reducing the impact of current levels of energy use.
The construction of the plant poses potential risks to
marine and marine park environments.
Aboriginal heritage sites are also at risk. Detailed
environmental effects studies have not been undertaken.
Inappropriate siting of the plant has potential detrimental
effects on coastal space, with the likelihood of
destroying the very values which attract visitors and
residents to Bass Coast.
The development is at conflict with state and local
government policies, especially marine protection,
Victorian coastal strategy, Victorian coastal spaces study
and Bass Coast strategic coastal framework.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria directs immediate consultation between
government and the local community’s representative
committee to address the issues as listed above.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (567 signatures)

Water: north–south pipeline

Mr FOLEY having given notice of motion:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the member for
Albert Park that there is a time for members statements.
That should really have been a members statement
rather than a notice of motion.

This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal to develop a pipeline which would
take water from the Goulburn Valley and pump it to
Melbourne.

Further notices of motion given.
Mr WALSH having given notice of motion.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I reminded the
member for Albert Park I also remind the member for
Swan Hill: there is a time to make members statements.
Further notices of motion given.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

The petitioners register their opposition to the project on the
basis that it will effectively transfer the region’s wealth to
Melbourne, have a negative impact on the local environment,
and lead to further water being taken from the region in the
future. The petitioners commit to the principle that water
savings which are made in the Murray–Darling Basin should
remain in the MDB. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria rejects the proposal and
calls on the state government to address Melbourne’s water
supply needs by investing in desalination, recycling and
capturing stormwater.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (267 signatures)
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (576 signatures)

Nuclear energy: federal policy
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the commonwealth government’s promotion of a
nuclear industry in Australia and the strong likelihood that
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Victoria will be selected as a site for the construction of a
nuclear power facility.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reaffirm the opposition of the Victorian
government to the creation of a nuclear industry in Victoria,
including the construction of a nuclear power plant.

By Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) (29 signatures)

Lipscombe Park Reserve: facilities
To the Honourable Speaker and members of the Legislative
Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The petition of the participants of Croydon Hills Auskick
draws the attention of the house to the inadequate facilities at
Lipscombe Park Reserve, Croydon North.
The petitioners therefore request that the government allocate
funds to ensure the needs of the users of Lipscombe Park
Reserve are adequately catered for.

By Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (146 signatures)
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Police Regulation Amendment Bill
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports
Amendment Bill
Relationships Bill
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Bill
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Orders under s. 17D
granting leases over:
Albert Park Reserve
Brighton Beach Reserve

Tabled.

Elsternwick Park Reserve

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).

Lake Wallace Caravan Park Reserve
Torquay Public Purposes Reserves
Wombat Hill Botanic Gardens Reserves

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

Financial Management Act 1994 — Budget Update 2007–08
Health Services Act 1988 — Report of the Community
Visitors 2006–07 — Ordered to be printed (in lieu of report
tabled on 5 December 2007)
Legal Profession Act 2004 — Practitioner Remuneration
Order under s. 3.4.24

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Shepparton be considered next day on
motion of Mrs POWELL (Shepparton).

Major Events (Crowd Management) Act 2003 — Order
declaring a managed access area under s. 7

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Murray-Darling Basin Act 1993 — Revised Schedule G
under s. 28

Alert Digest No. 1
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 1 of 2008 on:
Constitution Amendment (Judicial Pensions) Bill
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill
Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill
Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment Bill
Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Bill
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill
Liquor Control Reform Amendment Bill

Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria — Report for the
year ended 30 September 2007

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Alpine — C16
Banyule — C58
Bass Coast — C80
Boroondara — C63, C82
Brimbank — C95 Part 1
Central Goldfields — C15
Corangamite — C12
Darebin — C70, C82, C89
Glen Eira — C57
Greater Bendigo — C99
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Greater Geelong — C123, C157

Legal Profession Act 2004 — SR 134/2007

Hobsons Bay — C64

Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 142/2007

Horsham — C35

Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990 — SR 131/2007

Kingston — C59, C60, C72, C97
Knox — C65
Loddon — C21

National Parks Act 1975 — SR 139/2007
Owners Corporations Act 2006 — SR 130/2007

Manningham — C73

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 —
SR 144/2007

Maribyrnong — C68

Radiation Act 2005 — SR 148/2007

Maroondah — C66

Road Management Act 2004 — SR 154/2007

Melbourne — C127

Road Safety Act 1986 — SRs 151, 152, 153, 155,
156/2007, 2

Mitchell — C35
Monash — C72, C78
Moreland — C42, C62, C74
Moyne — C29
Murrindindi — C20
Nillumbik — C13 Part 2, C50
Port of Melbourne — NPS1

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SRs 129, 136,
141/2007, 1
Transport Act 1983 — SRs 149, 150/2007
Travel Agents Act 1986 — SR 137/2007
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR 133/2007
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:

Port Phillip — C63, C67
Stonnington — C68, C72
Towong — C14
Victoria Planning Provisions — V6
Wellington — C36, C48
Whitehorse — C81, C86, C88

Ministers’ exception certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 129, 136, 139, 141, 142, 143, 144/2007, 1
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 132, 135, 139, 140, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, 154,
155, 156/2007, 2
Water Act 1989 — Stream Flow Management Plans under
s. 32A (three documents).

Wyndham — C104, C105, C107
Yarra — C52, C94, C120
Yarra Ranges — C56, C59

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 19 December 2006:

Yarriambiack — C14
Professional Standards Act 2003 — Notice and Scheme
under s. 14 (Gazette G1, 3 January 2008)
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Nomination order under s. 6, application order under
s. 8 and a statement under s. 9 of reasons for making a
nomination order (three documents)
State Services Authority — The State of the Public Sector in
Victoria Report 2006–07
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006 — SRs 135, 145/2007
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 — SR 140/2007
Environment Protection Act 1970 — SR 138/2007
Fisheries Act 1995 — SR 143/2007
Gene Technology Act 2001 — SR 147/2007
Health Act 1958 — SR 146/2007
Health Professions Registration Act 2005 —
SR 132/2007

Gambling Legislation Amendment (Problem Gambling and
Other Measures) Act 2007 — Part 1 and ss 7, 16, 17, 18, 51
and 56 — 31 January 2008 (Gazette G5, 31 January 2008)
Justice and Road Legislation Amendment (Law Enforcement)
Act 2007 — Part 2, ss 11 and 12 and Part 5 except ss 14, 15
and 20 — 28 February 2008 (Gazette G5, 31 January 2008)
Liquor Control Reform Amendment Act 2007 — Whole Act
except ss 11, 13, 16, 17(1), 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23 —
19 December 2007 (Gazette S342, 18 December 2007)
National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Act 2007 —
Whole Act except ss 5 and 6 — 1 January 2008
(Gazette G51, 20 December 2007)
Port Services Amendment Act 2007 — Whole Act —
1 January 2008 (Gazette G51, 20 December 2007).
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is important to give it to the wider house and, through
Hansard, to the wider community.

Message read advising royal assent to:
11 December 2007
Agent-General and Commissioners for Victoria
Bill
Animals Legislation Amendment (Animal Care)
Bill
National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Bill
Police Regulation Amendment Bill
State Taxation and Accident Compensation Acts
Amendment Bill
Transport Legislation Amendment Bill
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Bill
Victorian Workers’ Wages Protection Bill
18 December 2007
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Problem
Gambling and Other Measures) Bill
Liquor Control Reform Amendment Bill
Road Legislation Further Amendment Bill.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Constitution Amendment (Judicial Pensions) Bill
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports
Amendment Bill
Relationships Bill.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I desire to 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,
7 February 2008:
Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill
Freedom of Information Amendment Bill
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill.

I move this motion on the government business
program with the need to give members the explanation
that I have provided to the member for Kew, because it

We are structuring a government business program that
has a constrained legislative program this week in order
to allow for responses from the Liberal Party and The
Nationals to the annual statement of government
intentions. As I understand it, following earlier advice
from the member for Kew, it is the desire of the Liberal
Party to commence that response first thing Thursday
morning. That will therefore be followed by the
response by the Leader of The Nationals, and under
these new procedures individual members will then be
entitled to join in the debate.
We anticipate that there are quite a few members of the
chamber who would like to join in that debate.
Accordingly that will occur in this parliamentary week
and the following parliamentary week, and then we will
see where it goes. The government expects that there
will be a substantial opportunity provided to individual
members of all parties and the Independent to
contribute to the debate on this new part of the
parliamentary program.
Acknowledging that you cannot do two things at once,
it is the government’s desire to make sure an
opportunity is provided in a timely way for the bulk of
members of Parliament to join in the response to the
statement of legislative intentions. Given that dynamic,
it is clear that the amount of legislation we are
proposing to progress through these weeks, in which a
large part of the parliamentary timetable will be taken
up with the debate on the annual statement of
government intentions, will necessarily be reduced
from what would normally be the case.
This week it is our intention to bring forward three
pieces of legislation, and at least two of those, I am
informed, will attract quite a substantial amount of
debate in Parliament in their own right. In particular I
imagine that the Freedom of Information Amendment
Bill and the Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill
will attract considerable speaking lists from all parties.
In that context, the government is pleased to provide the
opportunity for members to join in those debates.
As you will see from looking at the notice paper, nine
pieces of legislation have been held over from last year.
This was a deliberate act on the part of the government
to provide a bank of legislation for the early weeks of
this calendar year’s parliamentary sittings. During the
coming weeks we will progressively add to that list, but
it is not our intention to provide an additionally large
swag of legislation, because there would not be the
opportunity in the forthcoming weeks to debate it.
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Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program. It certainly
seems to be an appropriate number, given the limited
time available this week to debate bills. As the Leader
of the House correctly indicated, after discussions with
me and the representative of The Nationals, the
member for Lowan, it would appear that a large
number of members wish to speak on the Freedom of
Information Amendment Bill and the Crimes
Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill.
In relation to that, I want to raise one matter just to
ensure a degree of clarity. In relation to the responses
by the various parties to the statement of government
intentions that was delivered today, the opposition’s
preferred option would have been to treat it as a
ministerial statement per se. That is, we took the view
that it should be delivered after question time, given the
importance of question time to the parliamentary
process as a cornerstone of democracy where the
government can be held accountable.
All other things, like the budget, for example, are dealt
with after question time. Our preferred option would
have been to have question time and then have the
statement of government intentions, to be treated as a
ministerial statement with the appropriate delivery of a
copy of the speech and with responses to be delivered
by the leaders of the opposition parties. Then a select
few would thereafter represent their parties in their
contributions on the matter. This would not take
important debating time away from the chamber.
However, given the fact that we voted on this issue and
the government exercised its numbers and took the
view that the statement would be delivered before
question time and the responses would be adjourned to
the next day, the other option was to lose the grievance
debate tomorrow. The first available opportunity for
responses we felt comfortable with was Thursday
morning, not tomorrow morning, as we would lose the
grievance debate. Accordingly, the responses will not
be made until Thursday.
The opposition took the view that the important party
leaders and perhaps a select few — one or two
others — should be able to make contributions, but it
was made perfectly clear by the Leader of the House
that a large number of members of the Labor Party
wished to participate in what I think will probably
become an enormous amount of drivel, when we
should be dealing with the government business
program in its entirety. There are a large number of
bills. They are, supposedly, important bills, and those
matters should be properly dealt with by this
Parliament. Unfortunately we have been dealt a hand;
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we have no say in the matter. That is why the whole of
Thursday will be taken up with responses.
To make it perfectly clear, we are limited to debating
three bills. This is not at the direct request of the
opposition; in fact it is quite the contrary. We have been
compelled into this position. We have also been
compelled into losing all of Thursday to responses. It is
not a matter of us remaining silent. If the government is
going to drive the agenda, it is important that both sides
of the equation are put by the various opposition parties
in response to whatever the government may say. Our
preferred option would have been to treat the statement
as a short, sharp ministerial statement after question
time on Tuesday. That should have been satisfactory.
However, we are confined to debating these three bills.
I also note that on a day when we are talking about the
government’s intentions for this Parliament and the
greater good of Victoria, the only bill that has been
introduced is about a flower show. Perhaps this says
something about this government’s priorities.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The Nationals will
be supporting the government business program. We do
that on the grounds that there are three bills to debate
and an enormous amount of time will be allocated or
needed for members to respond to the annual statement
of government intentions. My understanding — even
though I have not spoken to the Leader of the House —
is that this will continue on into the next sitting week.
There are three bills, and they are very important, as
are — as I see it — eight bills listed under government
business. The Nationals think this is a common-sense
approach. There are three bills there and, as the Leader
of the House and the member for Kew said, there will
be numerous speakers on two of those bills. They are
very important — particularly the Freedom of
Information Amendment Bill. We have had about
20 000 inquiries about FOI in the last 12 months, many
of them from people who are unhappy with the process,
and particularly with its administration, so there will be
a lot of information. I hope the government will listen
to the debate.
I have to say I am a little bit disappointed. I have been
in this job — whip for The Nationals — for a bit over
12 months. I have had a very good amount of contact
with the Leader of the House. I have his numbers, he
has my numbers — that is, phone numbers and email
addresses — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I do not think either of us is
like that! The reality is that we would appreciate some
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contact in relation to a discussion of the program. I tried
to ring the Leader of the House last week, but
unfortunately I could not reach him. I know he is a busy
man, as we all are. However, it is important that we
keep the lines of communication open to ensure the best
operation of the Parliament.
We are disappointed about a couple of the bills listed on
the notice paper. No. 8 is the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Bill. With the
debt levels across Australia, particularly after
Christmas, I am sure there would have been a lot of
comment about that in the house. There would have
been a lot of discussion about whether there is an
appropriate level of support for people going into debt,
particularly with credit and that type of thing, in
Victoria. There is a bill sitting on the government
business program that is now over 12 months old, the
Water Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure
Projects) Bill 2006, as amended by the Legislative
Council. If my memory is right, the bill was introduced
in this house, it had to go through quickly, it was
brought back — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — It was urgent, as the member
for South-West Coast said. Yet, if I read this paper
right, it was introduced in 2006 and it has come back
into this house. It surprises me when the government
promises a lot on infrastructure projects, particularly
water infrastructure. I feel it has sat on its hands for six
or seven years, and now it is catch-up time.
I was more than disappointed with the comments of the
Leader of the House and some others reflecting on The
Nationals and with the way that people in the gallery
were treated today. It is my understanding that they
were independent people from across country Victoria
who showed their disappointment, as did many
others — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not sure that the
member for Lowan’s comments concern the
government business program.
Mr DELAHUNTY — That is true, Speaker. I take
your guidance, but it did take up a lot of time today.
In finishing I would like to say that The Nationals will
speak on the three bills, as we always do. The Leader of
The Nationals is our lead speaker on all of them, and he
wants to contribute to debate on them. With agreement
from the Leader of the House, my understanding is that
we will run each of those bills through — not like the
times when we get only the lead speakers through. With
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those few comments I repeat that The Nationals will be
supporting the government business program.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I just want to make
some brief comments on the government business
program. At this time in a sitting week I often get stuck
into the member for Lowan, but on this occasion I can
tell him that I appreciate The Nationals support of the
government business program this week.
I will briefly raise a couple of matters in relation to the
comments made by the member for Kew.
Notwithstanding that the Liberal Party is said not to be
opposing the government business program, the
member for Kew always then takes the opportunity to
make a variety of criticisms. In particular it is pertinent
to deal with the issue of the statement of government
intentions and the way in which parliamentary time is
going to be expended this week. The member for Kew
wants people to infer that, because we are debating the
statement of government intentions and all members of
this house are going to be given an opportunity to
contribute to that debate, that in some way will restrict
debate on bills and other matters that come before the
Parliament. Of course that is in fact completely contrary
to the truth; it is completely wrong and needs to be
corrected without delay.
The statement of government intentions debate will
obviously give all members of this chamber an
opportunity to make a contribution to the important
agenda going forward; but notwithstanding that, all the
legislation that would have otherwise come before this
chamber this year will still come before this house for
debate. We make no apology for the facts. We regard it
as a very positive thing for the democratic process in
Victoria that, in addition to all the legislation that would
normally come before the house, we have the
opportunity to know as much as we can about that
legislation in advance and therefore have a greater
opportunity to debate that legislation and the agenda the
government has set going forward. The government
business program this week is a good program; it has an
appropriate amount of legislation in it. The statement of
government intentions debate will start and then will
continue after this sitting week.
Finally I make a comment on the attitude to one of our
important economic drivers in this state, one of the
major areas that contributes to economic prosperity,
and that is the holding of major events. Major events
not only attract the people of Victoria, they attract
people from interstate and overseas to come to
Melbourne and Victoria to attend those major events, to
stay in our hotels and other accommodation, to go to
our restaurants, to spend their money and to find out
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what great places Melbourne and Victoria are. That is
why this government proudly supports major events as
it does. I was dismayed to hear the comments made by
the member for Kew attacking the importance of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show. The
Liberal Party stands condemned for its opposition to
that sort of event and the prosperity that it brings to
Victoria!
Otherwise I support the government business program,
and I commend it to the house.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Parliament House: public gallery disruption
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I rise to condemn the
Liberal Party and The Nationals for organising the ugly,
disruptive rabble in the gallery today. Their actions
have brought the Parliament and democracy into
disrepute, and they show how bereft of ideas, policies
and vision for Victoria the opposition parties are.
The rabble was organised by The Nationals — they
know who they are — in an attempt to be relevant to
country Victoria after abandoning it in the seven long,
dark years when they were in office and part of the
Kennett government. That was when they voted
1150 times with the Liberals to close six country
railways lines, including Cobram, Ararat, Bairnsdale
and Mildura; when they closed 12 country hospitals;
when they closed country police stations and reduced
police numbers by 800; when they closed 126 country
schools; and when they opposed the regional rail
upgrade.
Now they oppose the investment of $1 billion into the
food bowl district where we are creating water for
agriculture through savings, and when the idea actually
came from the local food bowl irrigators! They are
bereft of ideas and policies and are prepared to destroy
our proud democratic institutions to lead the rabble and
mob and to be their mouthpieces here. The Nationals,
through their actions, are anti-agriculture by denying
extra new water to this important food bowl irrigation
district.
The Liberals and The Nationals are rudderless.
Mr Philip Davis from the other place was absolutely
correct when he wrote that they stand for nothing and
continue to remain irrelevant. The cooperation in this
underhand operation may be the precursor to the
opposition parties’ eventual amalgamation in this state.
They stand condemned for disrupting this Parliament,
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bringing it into disrepute and acting in unison with the
rabble and mob in the gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Racing: country meetings
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Country
Victoria is frustrated and angry with the city-centric
Brumby Labor government, which is simply not
listening to and has stopped caring about rural
communities. Country people are shocked that the
Brumby government is stealing their water, selling off
rural police houses, closing country rail freight services
and failing to fund a life-saving emergency chopper for
south-west Victoria.
Now the Minister for Racing is attacking country racing
by taking away race meetings, removing TAB race
dates and putting country clubs and tracks at risk of
closure. In 2006 a parliamentary committee revealed
that country racing generated over $1 billion for the
state and over $800 million for country Victoria.
Country racing creates jobs and economic benefit for
rural communities, yet this city-centric government is
taking 28 race meetings from country clubs,
downgrading five country race dates from TAB to
non-TAB meetings and removing numerous popular
Sunday race days from country Victoria. This is on top
of the government’s decision to close seven country
harness racing tracks only two and three years ago.
I call on the Minister for Racing to stand up for country
race clubs, to stand up for country racing, to stand up
for rural communities and to stop this destruction and
decimation of country racing by the Brumby Labor
government in cahoots with Michael Duffy, a former
Labor federal member.

Parliament House: public gallery disruption
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to express my
disgust at the stunt pulled by The Nationals today,
which sought to disrupt the Parliament. Obviously I
have been under a misapprehension in thinking that The
Nationals was an outfit of old-fashioned gentlemen
who actually had some respect for the traditions and
processes of the Parliament. The member for Benalla
today has shown by his organised stunt that he and his
party have no respect at all for measured, rational
debate, but prefer mob rule and the law of the jungle.
These dinosaurs, these climate-change naysayers,
continue to play politics with the future of farming
families and communities by talking down
much-needed investment in our water infrastructure —
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something they never had the foresight, courage or
commitment to do. The Nationals are the vandals of
country Victoria. On their watch — when country
Victoria was known as the toenails of the state —
186 country schools, 12 country hospitals, 6 regional
rail lines and 26 country rail stations were closed. Local
councils were obliterated, and police, nurse and teacher
numbers were slashed. The so-called toenails of the
state did not just get a clipping; country Victoria got a
double-leg amputation under the watch of the then
National Party.
When the current Premier was the Leader of the
Opposition in the time of the Kennett government he
was the first to stand up for country Victoria under that
terrible rule, and as Premier he continues to govern for
all the state, for all Victoria.

SPC Ardmona: workforce
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — On Tuesday,
29 January, Nigel Garrard, the managing director of
SPC Ardmona, phoned me to advise that his company
will be announcing a reduction of approximately
50 positions in its permanent workforce across its three
Goulburn Valley plants and its Melbourne operation.
This is a devastating blow for the Goulburn Valley and
for the people who will lose their jobs and for their
families. Mr Garrard advised that he regretted having to
make this decision but said that SPC Ardmona would
do everything possible to assist and support people who
lose their jobs.
I ask the government to contact SPC Ardmona to offer
whatever assistance is needed for those who will lose
their jobs and for the company to ensure it can remain
viable and sustainable into the future. Mr Garrard
blames increased costs, the competition from imported
products and the drought for the need to restructure, but
has said that imported fruit and vegetables will not
replace locally grown produce. This will be a huge
relief for local growers, who have been hit hard by the
worst drought on record, hail and frosts over the years
and recent high rainfall, which has affected peach and
tomato crops.
SPC has been operating in the Goulburn Valley for
almost 90 years and has become the largest fruit and
vegetable processing company in Australia. It is one of
the biggest employers in the Goulburn Valley — with
1500 full-time positions, increasing to 3000 during the
season. Over the past 10 years the company has
donated millions of dollars worth of canned food to
charities, with volunteers and workers donating their
time and growers donating their produce. Now is the
time for this government to support SPC Ardmona and
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its people to enable them to move on to further
employment or retraining and to ensure SPC
Ardmona’s continued growth in the Goulburn Valley.

Regional and rural Victoria: community
building initiative
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I rise to congratulate the rural
communities involved in the Brumby government’s
community building initiative. The aim of the
community building initiative (CBI) is to strengthen
small rural communities by bringing local residents
together with government and community agencies to
plan for and address local needs, build leadership and
foster community networks.
Through active participation in community-planning
events the CBI delivers new and improved community
facilities, employs local people and increases economic
activity for small business and tourism. What has
particularly impressed me is that, although in their early
stages of planning, many of these communities have
placed great emphasis on environmental sustainability,
particularly in terms of energy generation and use.
For example, in Donald a key priority for the
community has been to explore sustainable energy
opportunities and particularly the possibility of
installing solar and wind generation. Similarly the
community of Wycheproof has identified as a priority
the possibility of developing Wycheproof as a solar
village, with a view to reducing both the local carbon
footprint and energy costs. These communities are to be
commended for recognising the long-term benefits to
the environment and to the financial security of the
community of clean energy alternatives.
Right across country Victoria community building
initiatives are working with local communities, with
state government agencies and with local government
to deliver better outcomes for rural people.

Housing: affordability
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Brumby government for its appalling
failure to provide urgent assistance to the many
Victorians struggling to buy a home in the current
period of record house prices and record state property
stamp duty revenue. Recent figures revealing that
Melbourne’s median house price surged by 25 per
cent — almost $100 000 — in 2007 mean that the great
Australian dream of home ownership is now in real
crisis.
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It is time the Brumby government used some of its
expected $800 million-plus state budget surplus to
provide genuine relief to home buyers by immediately
cutting property stamp duties. Housing affordability is
in crisis, and the Brumby government continues to deny
that the record level of state taxes it is slugging
Victorians with — particularly property stamp duty and
land taxes — is contributing significantly to that
problem. The fact remains that Victorians are paying
the highest level of stamp duty in any Australian state.
Despite Melburnians paying record house prices and
record state taxes the Brumby government slugs them
$20 619 in stamp duty on an existing owner-occupied
median-priced home costing $463 488, which is
151 per cent, or $12 000, more than stamp duty on a
similarly priced home in Queensland, and 26 per cent,
or $4200, more than in New South Wales. With record
state tax revenue and an expected state budget surplus
this financial year — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Australia Day: Yuroke electorate
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — On Saturday,
26 January, I was very pleased to attend the 2008 Hume
Australia Day celebrations. This day of celebration
included a citizenship ceremony, at which
approximately 150 new citizens took the oath or the
affirmation, and the presentation of the 2008 Hume
City Australia Day awards. Today I would like to
congratulate a constituent, 18-year-old Lucas Ryan,
who was the deserving recipient of the Hume young
citizen of the year award. Lucas, who was nominated
by his school, received this award for his role as a key
organiser of the Hume Youth Summit last year, an
event which provided an opportunity for hundreds of
young Hume residents to voice their opinions on a
range of issues.
Lucas is a member of the Hume Youth Ambassador
and Leadership Group, a member of the Youth Affairs
Council of Victoria and a Victorian young member for
National Youth Week 2008. As an advocate for young
people Lucas has made an outstanding contribution to
our community. Lucas was inspired by other young
people who make a difference in the community, and
he is now an inspiration and a role model for others to
do the same. As Lucas starts his bachelor of arts course
at Melbourne University, I would like to wish him well
in his university studies. I am sure we will be hearing a
lot more about Lucas in years to come.

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

Public transport: violence
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Violence is out of
control on Victoria’s public transport system.
Documents released to the opposition under freedom of
information point to guns, knives, fists and unruly
behaviour ruining our citizens’ day-to-day travel
arrangements on Melbourne’s trains. The documents
provided to the opposition are available to the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services and the Minister for
Public Transport on a day-to-day basis. The question
remains as to why they only acted after this information
was made public by the opposition. The freedom of
information documents provided to the opposition are
only the tip of the iceberg.
An article which appeared in the Berwick Leader of
27 January states that the real figures were considerably
higher. It says that on the previous Monday night ‘we
had 15 reported incidents’. Connex says that across
Melbourne’s 16 lines in the calendar year 2007 there
were 1384 such incidents involving 5110 trains, rather
than the 330 the opposition highlighted in the first six
months of 2007. A government that cannot protect its
citizens is failing in its basic duty of care. The Labor
government claims we have an additional 1400 police
on the beat and a total of 230 transit police and
591 authorised officers across Connex, Yarra Trams
and private bus operators. Where are they? V/Line still
lacks a single authorised officer.
Last Saturday night, 2 February, on the Glen Waverley
line a train driver was confronted at Holmesglen. His
cab was smashed into by a group of youths. The
Connex security guard had his glasses taken off him at
Glen Waverley, and a Connex staff member at Mount
Waverley had to ring police three times. We do not
want stunts; we want announcements and we want
action.

Gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender and
intersex community: events
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to bring to the
house’s attention the successful trifecta of events
recently concluded in our gay, lesbian, bisexual,
transgender and intersex (GLBTI) communities —
namely, the Midsumma Festival, the 13th annual Pride
march, and the first Asia Pacific Outgames — many of
which had a focus in the Albert Park district.
Collectively these events were a coming together of the
GLBTI community to celebrate their bright future,
courage, solidarity, pride and diversity.
Perhaps the Governor of Victoria put it best when he
launched the Outgames last week saying:
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Through playing sport, being involved in the human rights
conference, enjoying Midsumma’s cultural program or by
volunteering, you are a champion. Coming together as a
community to participate, talk and celebrate, you are taking
an active role to create change. Melbourne in 2008 will be a
beacon of acceptance and diversity to people across the Asia
Pacific and for those where inequalities and injustice exist.

More than 1100 participants from 15 countries made
the Melbourne First Asia Pacific Outgames an athletic
and cultural success. I congratulate the organisers and
all the volunteers concerned. The Brumby government
provided over $30 000 to assist these games, including
$5000 towards the Rainbow Conversation Human
Rights Conference. The games were also accompanied
by the Midsumma Festival, which continues to be
Melbourne’s premier gay and lesbian arts, culture and
community event. Finally there was the ever successful
13th annual Pride march, which was successfully
completed on Sunday.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — All members here
today have witnessed the protests of Victorians
desperate to make their voices heard. But thanks to the
draconian measures adopted by the Brumby
government in dealing with people who dare to
contradict its plans to build the north–south pipeline,
their concerns have been ignored. I again intend to lay
them out before you. The government tells us that
225 gigalitres, or 225 billion litres, of water will be
saved by modernising northern Victoria’s irrigation
infrastructure. But last week the Minister for Water
informed my constituents that their future is presently
insecure, as climate change is likely to result in less rain
and inflows.
If such is the case, then the savings the government has
so sketchily calculated do not even exist. The modelling
shows that the Goulburn-Murray water system will
receive a full allocation in only 43 years of every 100.
That means the savings, which have been calculated
using historical averages, simply will not be there in
most years. Then where will Melbourne get its water
from? The irrigators are under no illusion; it will come
from the irrigators’ pool. Little consideration will be
given to the loss of rural jobs or vanishing export
dollars.
It is this attitude — the same attitude that puts Labor
seats first and the interests of the city before those of the
country — that has led many people from across
Victoria here to protest today.
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Roslyn Smorgon
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It was not
long ago that I went to the Brownlow medal dinner as
the guest of the Western Bulldogs’ indefatigable chief
executive officer, Campbell Rose. It was a night of
glamour, fun and player adoration, but the real highlight
for me was how very welcome David and Roslyn
Smorgon made me feel. I gather Roslyn had this impact
on everybody, wherever she was. Sadly, after a long
battle with cancer, Roslyn Smorgon passed away on
27 January 2008.
Roslyn was the mother of Dean, Ricky and Dale and
the grandmother of six. She was made a member of the
Order of Australia (AM) in 2006 for her services to the
community through a variety of fundraising activities.
Mount Scopus Memorial College, the United Israel
Appeal, the Jewish National Fund of Australia, the
Breast Cancer Network Australia, the St Vincent’s
Institute, Monash University and the Peter MacCallum
Cancer Centre all benefited from Roslyn’s generosity
and hard work.
During her life Roslyn taught loyalty to her family, her
community and her faith and of course to the Western
Bulldogs. She practised and enthused others about the
value of serving others, especially the disadvantaged
and ill. Roslyn had a beaming smile, a hopeful voice
and an air of assurance that gave everyone — whether
those familiar to her or strangers — a feeling of being
special while also making sure they took what she said
seriously.
All the members of the Bulldogs family will miss her
being by her family’s side at the footy, cheering and
willing her boys to win. Go Dogs! All of us who are
red, white and blue through and through will miss a
champion lady and our no. 1 Bulldog belle.

Yarra River: Warrandyte swimming hazard
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — On 27 November
last year Alan Alder, president of the local police
community consultative committee — and unit
controller of the local State Emergency Service —
wrote to Melbourne Water regarding a long-time
swimming hazard in the Yarra River through
Warrandyte.
There are deep holes in this section of the river,
possibly as a result of some long-ago mining
operations. These holes are filled with debris, which has
proven to be a major hazard for swimmers who
unexpectedly find themselves out of their depth. The
lack of notices highlighting the dangers that these holes
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hold for unsuspecting swimmers is a concern for local
residents, particularly in light of the drowning in
Warrandyte of a Bundoora man last year and the tragic
loss of a local teenager in similar circumstances a few
years ago.
Mr Alder’s letter, written on behalf of the police
community consultative committee, suggests that while
the cleaning and filling of these holes would be the
most ideal way forward, the more expedient solution
would be to erect signage cautioning swimmers about
the dangers. With such a tragic record of incidents, you
would think some sort of action, or at least a letter of
acknowledgement, would have been forthcoming in the
last two months since his letter was sent. Unfortunately
this has not been the case, and locals have been left to
hope that these current warm months do not bring
another tragedy to the area.
I urge the government to act on the concerns of
Warrandyte residents and commit to ensuring that
everything is done to avoid further misfortune.

Marriott Support Services: employment
initiatives
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I would like to
congratulate Marriott Support Services on the initiative
it has taken to provide employment and training
opportunities to people with a disability in and around
my electorate. Trading as Lewis Industries, the
organisation provides employment opportunities in
packaging, light assembly and blister packing to
80 people on two sites. Recently Marriott Support
Services invested $3 million in a new factory complex
in Keys Road, Moorabbin, to expand its operations.
Marriott Support Services has now joined forces with
Wallara, Ozanam, Woorinyan and SEARCH, with
which Marriott has amalgamated, to form the Southern
Best Practice Group. The group is a partnership of
disability service providers that offer contract
packaging services as well as gardening and
landscaping business services. These organisations
have come together to develop common business
practices and quality assurance systems for the delivery
of their services. This work is being undertaken with
the assistance of a business grant from the Victorian
government.
These organisations know that, if they are to expand
employment opportunities for people with a disability,
they must be competitive with other private businesses.
By focusing on efficient and productive work practices
they will grow their businesses and improve the quality
of the jobs they are collectively offering to their
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300 employees. In turn they will enhance the dignity
and independence of people with a disability.
Congratulations to Marriott Support Services and the
other organisations for the fine work they are doing in
bringing people with a disability back into the
community.

Towong Turf Club: future
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — In 1927 the Towong
Turf Club was robbed of the Towong cup day takings
by Melbourne gangster ‘Squizzy’ Taylor. In 2008 the
turf club is again being robbed by another Melbourne
based organisation, Racing Victoria Ltd (RVL),
supported by this Labor government.
Towong racing commenced in the 1870s. In 1885 the
Towong Handicap was known as the Melbourne Cup
of the Upper Murray. The Towong Cup was first run in
1924. A grandstand was erected in 1884, and thanks to
the hard work of committees and the community over
many years, this grandstand is still in excellent
functional condition and was used in the movie Phar
Lap. The community and country racing has had its
guts ripped out. Towong has been cut to one race
meeting a year, despite exceeding race day criteria and
adapting to Country Racing Victoria policy, and despite
ongoing assurances that it would maintain its two
meetings.
How can country racing survive? How can country
clubs maintain grounds, membership and sponsorship
with decreased meetings? Towong Turf Club attempted
to place an advertisement in the form guide of the
Melbourne paper, the Herald Sun, which read:
The end is near for country racing. Last rites administered by
the new RVL board on Thursday 24.1.08. Deepest sympathy
to all clubs that have lost race meetings and hoping that your
remaining time in existence isn’t too painful.

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

Country Fire Authority: Belgrave South and
Heights brigade
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I was pleased late
last month to hand over the keys to a brand new
pumper tanker to the Belgrave South and Heights
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade. The state
government, through the Community Safety
Emergency Support program, provided $70 000
towards the cost of the $250 000 truck, with the
remainder provided by the Country Fire Authority and,
through an enormous amount of fundraising, by the
brigade. Aaron Carlton, the captain of the brigade,
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expressed his gratitude to all those involved and
showed genuine leadership in encouraging the CFA,
brigade members and the fundraising committee in
their fantastic efforts to raise money for the new pump
tanker.
The Dandenong Ranges area has experienced a number
of devastating fires over the years, and it is important
that we equip local brigades appropriately so that they
are in the best possible position to tackle fire threats.
Over 100 fires started on Ash Wednesday, 16 February
1983, and it is now one of Australia’s most well-known
bushfire events. Fires swept across Victoria and South
Australia, killing 75 people and causing widespread
damage, with 47 lives lost in Victoria. The fires
occurred during one of the hottest and driest Februarys
on record.
Over 16 000 firefighters attended the Ash Wednesday
fires, including park and forest firefighters and CFA
volunteers. My electorate of Gembrook suffered the
most severe damage, with the loss of 27 lives, including
11 from Upper Beaconsfield. On Sunday, 17 February,
I will be attending the commemoration service at
St Luke’s Church in Cockatoo to mark the
25th anniversary of Ash Wednesday.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Latrobe Valley Racing Club: future
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise today to speak on
Racing Victoria’s recent decision to reduce the number
of race meetings in the Latrobe Valley for the 2008–09
season. In particular, the newly formed Latrobe Valley
Racing Club, which operates from Glenview Park in
Traralgon, has lost one of its three meetings for the
upcoming season — that is, 33 per cent of its meetings.
The unique dual-code day which encompasses both
thoroughbred and greyhound racing is the meeting that
Racing Victoria has decided to abolish. This decision is
despite the dual-code meeting exceeding benchmarks
as defined by Racing Victoria, so I wonder how the
decision is justified in this circumstance.
The loss of this race meeting will have enormous
implications not only for the local economy but for the
local racing fraternity and the Latrobe Valley
community in general. It appears that decisions made
by Racing Victoria on the allocation of race meetings
are reliant on the almighty dollar, without consideration
being given to a number of factors, including the
potential for future development and in this instance the
growth of the dual-code day.
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The Latrobe Valley Racing Club and its committee
have worked tirelessly to reinvigorate racing in the
Latrobe Valley, and the decision to abolish one-third of
the race meetings is a kick in the guts to say the least.
Peter Hall, a member for Eastern Victoria Region in the
other place, and I have written to Racing Victoria
requesting it review the decision to abolish the
dual-code day at Glenview Park. Hopefully common
sense will ultimately prevail for not only racing in the
Latrobe Valley but across the board for country
Victoria.

Israel: Beersheba battlefield
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to thank the
Honourable Alan Griffin, the federal Minister for
Veterans Affairs, for his prompt response to an issue I
raised with him regarding the restoration of a famous
battlefield in Beersheba, Israel. The Beersheba
battlefield was the site of the last successful cavalry
charge in history. This charge by the Australian
4th Light Horse Brigade is of great significance to
veterans all over Australia and to many Israeli
Australians. It is noted as having played a major role in
the successful battle against the Ottoman Empire in the
First World War in the Middle East.
Unfortunately the state of the battlefield and wells in
Beersheba is poor and littered with rubbish, and they do
not do justice to the brave actions of the Australian
light-horsemen involved in that battle on 31 October
1917. After viewing these historic sites as part of an
Australian delegation, I wrote to the Honourable Alan
Griffin, the Minister for Veterans Affairs, on 9 January.
I wish to thank the minister for his very prompt reply,
less than two weeks later, and express my gratitude at
the obvious importance which he has placed on this
issue.
The minister has advised me that he has contacted the
Australian Embassy in Israel to seek their advice about
approaches to keep the site free of litter. He has also
informed me that the Australian ambassador to Israel
has written to the mayor of Beersheba municipality
about the condition of the wells. The ambassador is also
seeking a possible joint project to clean up Israel. The
minister has assured me that he is, and I quote,
‘confident a solution to the problem can be achieved by
working with the Israeli authorities’, and he is
committed to such an outcome’.

Dorset Road, Croydon: upgrade
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to draw the
attention of the house to the concerns of residents in my
electorate about Dorset Road, Croydon. Dorset Road is
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a main road travelling through my electorate from its
southern border with Dandenong Creek, Bayswater
North, to its northern most point at the intersection of
Maroondah Highway and Bellara Drive, Croydon.
From Dandenong Creek, Dorset Road is a dual
carriageway to Hull Road, before changing to a single
carriageway, crossing a narrow rail bridge and
traversing along unfinished edges and open drains to its
end point. This section of the single carriageway is in
need of urgent upgrade.
According to the September 2007 response to my
question on the traffic flow on Dorset Road from the
Minister for Roads and Ports, 18 000 cars use the single
carriage section of the road per day. At peak times, this
part of Dorset Road is like a car park; it is a single lane
road and is hampered by a poorly designed intersection
at its end. Added to this mix we have the Minister for
Planning in the other place supporting a decision
resulting in a potential 650 new homes on the Croydon
golf course site, which happens to be on Dorset Road.
With a poorly provided public transport system
presided over by the minister, we will now have an
additional 1300 cars, minimum, using the single
carriage section of Dorset Road.
The minister says that any proposals for improvement
must be considered and prioritised on a statewide basis,
and so I tell him on behalf of the local residents of
Croydon that this section of road should be prioritised.
Let us not keep reacting to problems. Let us see the
Brumby government being proactive and acting sooner
rather than later. It should listen to the concerns of local
residents and prioritise the upgrade of this section of
Dorset Road, including improvements to the
intersection of Dorset Road, Bellara Drive and
Maroondah Highway and an upgrade to the single lane
railway bridge at the intersection of Dorset Road and
Lincoln Road. There are no excuses: fix Dorset Road.

Australia Day: Ballarat East electorate
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Australia Day
saw many celebrations held across the Ballarat East
electorate. While I could not attend all the events held
across the electorate, I was pleased to attend events held
in Moorabool shire, the city of Ballarat and Hepburn
shire.
These included a breakfast barbecue and citizenship
ceremony held in Ballan, a citizenship ceremony held
in the city of Ballarat, a family barbecue event at
Caledonian Park, Creswick, a multicultural event held
on the shores of Lake Wendouree and an evening
barbecue at Glenlyon. Within these municipalities
citizens of the year were also recognised, as were
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community events held last year. It was pleasing to see
that so many people joined these events and celebrated
what it is to be Australian.
I wish to commend those many people who took out
citizenship on the day and became full members of the
Australian community. I wish also to congratulate all of
those who helped to arrange events. It was terrific to see
that so many people were pleased to come out and
recognise that we are very fortunate in this country,
Australia, and it is great to come together and celebrate
that.

Frankston Hospital: equipment
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — Key medical
equipment at the Frankston Hospital will be updated as
a result of the $985 000 in Brumby government
funding. This funding will be used to replace equipment
which is now becoming outdated, providing the
Frankston Hospital with the most modern technology
now available, and will help ensure that it stays at the
forefront of the introduction of new technology. Our
hospitals need to stay abreast of developments in
technology to ensure they continue to provide the best
possible care to patients. This funding will enable our
hospitals to take advantage of advances in technology
and buy the most up-to-date systems to improve patient
treatment and diagnosis.
The Frankston Hospital funding will replace
15 physiological monitoring units in the emergency
department — 3 for resuscitation, 11 in the acute area
and 1 in the high-risk cubicle. It will also provide a new
central monitor in the emergency department, a digital
X-ray in the radiology section and three new
cystoscopes for the endoscopy section.

Frankston electorate: sporting facilities
Dr HARKNESS — In other good news, six
grassroots sports clubs in the Frankston area will be
dressed for success after receiving grants of up to
$1000 to purchase essential sports uniforms and
footwear. Sport in Frankston is as strong as ever, but
many of our local clubs lack the resources and funding
to properly equip their teams. New uniforms will play
an important part in reinforcing the clubs’ identities and
help build morale and character among team-mates.
The Brumby government’s $1.5 million Our Club, Our
Future sporting uniforms grants program gives our
local clubs the opportunity to feel that sense of pride
and belonging. The six local clubs to receive funding
are the Peninsula Fencing Academy, the Langwarrin
Soccer Club, the Ballam Park Cricket Club, the
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Frankston Pines Soccer Club, the Heatherhill Cricket
Club and St Anne’s All-Stars Basketball Club.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member for Clayton has 5 seconds.

Chinese new year: Year of the Rat
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I wish the Parliament and the
people of Victoria a very happy Chinese New Year.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired. The time
for making members statements has expired.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 November 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr CLARK
(Box Hill) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill to amend
the Freedom of Information Act. The government has
gone to the public and the media saying it is a bill to
introduce reforms responding to the Ombudsman’s
report and to make other improvements to freedom of
information. But instead when we examine the bill we
find it is a bill under which the government will be
giving itself enormous power over what information is
made public. It is giving itself sweeping capacity to
extend time limits by a further 30 days; and it is also
giving itself the power to put on hold all requests by
applicants, particularly requests by applicants such as
members of Parliament and journalists, under the
expediency of a spurious claim that applications are
vexatious.
We already know that this is a government that is given
to secrecy, cover-up, obfuscation and corner cutting.
We have seen it with projects such as channel
deepening, the desalination plant and the north–south
pipeline. Some of those projects may have merit in
principle, others may not. But what is common to the
government’s handling of all of them is that decency
and due process have gone out the window.
Community groups across the state are outraged at the
lack of full and frank information that they are
receiving from this government.
In relation to freedom of information, as in so many
other areas, the government has adopted an Animal
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Farm approach. That classic novel by George Orwell is
yet again typified and characterised by the Bracks and
Brumby governments. Having abused the previous
government for alleged misuse of freedom of
information, and after coming to office and promising
what government members claimed would be a new era
of reform and enlightenment, they then proceeded to
abuse freedom of information legislation outrageously
to suppress rather than to release information and to
manipulate public debate.
It is not just opposition members of Parliament who are
saying that now. We had the recent report of the
Ombudsman of June 2006, the Review of the Freedom
of Information Act, which has backed up exactly the
sorts of concerns that opposition members have been
talking about. Just about every member on this side of
the house has stories about the delays, the misleading
responses, the spurious claims of voluminous or unclear
requests that have been used to filibuster our
applications. When that has not worked the government
has poured hundreds of thousands of taxpayers’ dollars
into resisting applications at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal and through the court system.
My colleague Richard Dalla-Riva was put through
years of extended litigation, including the threat of the
loss of his family home hanging over his head, simply
because he wanted to get access to documents that may
have shed some light on what government secret
pre-2002 election plans had been put in place to toll the
Scoresby freeway and to find out how much extra
motorists are being forced to pay as a result of the now
Premier’s extraordinarily costly EastLink tollway deal.
My colleague the member for Brighton and Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has similarly been taken to the
Court of Appeal by this government. But in that case
the outcome, at least to date, has been different. The
Court of Appeal delivered a stinging rebuke of the
government’s interpretation of cabinet-in-confidence
provisions. I quote in particular the judgement of Court
of Appeal judge Justice Buchanan in the case of The
Department of Infrastructure v. Asher (2007) VSCA
272, where he said:
I can readily understand that it is necessary for the protection
of an essential public interest to prevent the disclosure of
documents revealing the views expressed by members of
cabinet as to a matter and the manner in which cabinet treats
and uses information placed before it. I am unable to see,
however, that the disclosure of a document placed before
cabinet, without any indication that cabinet even read the
document, let alone how cabinet dealt with the document,
could jeopardise any public interest.

That remark by Justice Buchanan blows the whistle on
the approach to cabinet-in-confidence confidentiality
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which the government has been asserting over many
years.
As I said, in his report of June 2006 the Ombudsman
has now backed up many of the things that opposition
MPs have been saying for years. One need only refer to
a few extracts from that report and a few of the case
studies that the Ombudsman included in his report to
get the flavour of the Bracks and Brumby governments’
approach to freedom of information. At page 4 of the
report the Ombudsman said:
My investigation revealed that delay in processing FOI
requests is still a major issue within the departments and
Victoria Police. I am also concerned about the lack of quality
in reasons for decisions, the poor level of assistance to
applicants and some internal practices.

He pointed out that, while across the board full access is
given in response to 77 per cent of all requests, when
one looks at departments one sees that only 36 per cent
of requests are given full access. He said:
Delay was a key issue. Only 56 per cent of FOI decisions by
government departments in 2003–04 were made within the
statutory time frame of 45 days. Nearly 21 per cent of
decisions took more than 90 days.

At page 5 the Ombudsman said:
In many of the files examined requests were handled
promptly, diligently and well. However, many files
demonstrated undue delay.
The Attorney-General’s guidelines advise five days should be
allowed for noting by the minister’s office of decisions on
sensitive FOI requests, but this was exceeded in many cases,
often exacerbating delays.
In several cases examined the reasons given for claiming
exemptions were misleading. In some cases departments’
asserted requests were unclear or voluminous with little or no
justification. In many cases they failed to give proper
assistance to applicants in amending their requests. The effect
was to delay answering the request without appearing to
exceed the time limits of the act.
…
Some decisions showed little regard for the objects of the act.
Some responses provided material that might technically be
relevant to the request but was of little or no value to the
applicant. Some took advantage of every available exemption
to provide as little material as possible.
In many cases statements of reason were inadequate. The
material facts on which the decision was based were not
stated and the documents for which exemption was claimed
were not identified or linked to the reasons given.

He also found:
My officers’ examination of cases indicated little evidence
that multiple requests overwhelmed the resources of the
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department. It did not support the need for an extension of
time available to agencies to respond.
The files examined did not suggest that third-party
consultation was necessarily a source of undue delay.

He also observed:
While multiple requests and complex requests for sensitive
documents can be demanding, I consider that is part of the
general flow of work for departments and other agencies for
which their FOI units should be adequately resourced.
The 45 days allowed for processing under the act is already
longer than is allowed by most Australian jurisdictions and I
do not see grounds for the time to be extended for multiple
requests.

He also said:
At present few Victorian agencies fully comply with the
publication requirements …
Departmental record management systems are often not
designed or sufficiently well maintained to be an efficient tool
for an FOI search.
…
Departments frequently claim exemptions on grounds of
confidentiality or personal information without contacting the
third parties whose interests are involved to establish and/or
confirm the grounds for those exemptions.
In many cases information about the reasons for exemption is
prepared for internal use and advice but is not given to the
applicant. In most cases where information such as a schedule
of documents and the reasons for exemption is already
prepared for advice to management or the minister’s office, it
should be provided to the applicant.

The Ombudsman then went on to make a range of
recommendations, many of which I will touch on in
discussing the bill. But before doing so, I want to refer
to some of the case studies that the Ombudsman cited,
because they give a flavour of what opposition and
other non-government MPs are facing on a routine
basis. In relation to the case studies on page 24, in one
case he illustrated the extent to which documents were
held up in a minister’s office, with the freedom of
information officer waiting 26 days for advice that the
minister had been fully briefed on the sensitivities of
the report. He observed:
The act does not authorise agencies to wait for noting of the
proposed decision by the relevant minister. The improved
accountability guidelines issued by the Attorney-General
suggest that the FOI officer should wait only five days for
noting by ministers so that decisions are not unduly delayed.

But clearly that is not happening. At page 30 of his
report, regarding case 5, the Ombudsman said:
A request was made for reports or results produced from a
survey carried out for a department. Having photocopied
some thousands of pages of raw survey results, the
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department then advised the applicant that assessing the
material might be ‘voluminous’ and sought clarification of the
request.
The suggestion that the original request was voluminous was
inappropriate. It should have been evident that the applicant
was requesting reports prepared on the data and not the raw
data itself. Moreover, the raw data did not contain exempt
material and would have been easy to assess.

On case 6 the Ombudsman said:
A request sought access to documents relating to consultancy
services provided by a specified company. The department
adopted a definition of ‘consultancy services’ taken from the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s … guidelines
which excluded ‘contracts’. The applicant was not made
aware of the definition …

On that basis:
… documents were then treated as irrelevant …

He observed:
A file note referred to the exclusion of some documents as
‘lucky’.

The final example I will cite is case 7:
On the 44th day after a request was received, the department
asked the applicant to clarify it and suggested that, if not
clarified, the request might be voluminous.
The request appeared quite clear in its terms. No information
was recorded on the file to indicate how the request was
unclear or to justify the assertion that the request was
potentially voluminous, or to show any assessment of the
resources needed to process it.

These examples should be enough to cause ministers to
hang their heads in shame and any government
backbenchers with decency to clamour for proper
reform and a change of practice by the government. But
instead of saying, ‘Mea culpa’, or instead of saying,
‘We plead guilty, and we promise to change and to
repair the damage and do better in future’, the
Attorney-General has come into this house trying to
represent the Ombudsman’s report as actually giving a
clean bill of health to the government’s practices.
To make matters worse, when we actually examine the
bill that has been brought before the house we find, as I
said at the outset, that far from simply implementing the
recommendations of the Ombudsman as he put them
forward, the government is using this bill to try to wind
back even further the scope of freedom of information
legislation in Victoria.
The Ombudsman made a number of recommendations
that are relevant to this bill. In his report he classified
his recommendations as falling into three groups,
including legislative, process and administration
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recommendations. The measures in this bill come from
both the legislative and the administrative sections of
his recommendations. The legislative recommendations
are incorporated in part 3 of the bill. Many of this part’s
amendments are unexceptional, such as confirming that
FOI applications can be lodged electronically,
empowering the Attorney-General to require agencies
to use the FOI online web service, rewording the
provisions relating to personal information to bring
them into line with the Information Privacy Act 2000,
removing the conclusive certificate provisions, which
have been unused in Victorian legislation, and
providing for various procedural and mechanical
amendments.
This part of the bill also includes an extension of the
time limit for dealing with FOI applications, to which I
will return, and the removal of application fees, which
currently stand at $22, as well as a provision allowing
departments to waive minor charges of up to $11.
Other amendments in this bill, which do not reflect the
intent of the Ombudsman’s recommendations, include
two that arise out of his so-called administrative
recommendations. In his report the Ombudsman
recommended there be a review of part II of the
Freedom of Information Act and that VCAT (Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal) be given the power
to declare various applicants vexatious. The bill
purports to pick up on these two recommendations, but
in one part it imposes a scheme far removed from what
the Ombudsman was pointing to, and in the other part
the government has inserted extraordinarily wide
powers to block FOI applications under the guise of
preventing claims by vexatious applicants.
Starting with part 3 of the bill, the provision that causes
the opposition considerable concern is the one that
extends the time line — by 30 days to 75 days — for
the determination of applications in cases where
third-party consultation is required. The instances
where third-party consultation is required are referred to
in clause 11 of the bill and may involve personal
information, trade secrets or other commercially
confidential information, or information given to the
government in confidence. In principle, of course,
where there is a genuine reason and a genuine need to
engage in third-party consultations, that should occur.
However, the concern the opposition has is that in
practice the time it takes to undertake that consultation,
and the proposed extension of times contained in the
bill, gives the government enormous scope for abuse.
There is going to be a wide number of occasions on
which the government will be able to use the cover of
third-party consultation to gain even further extensions
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of time than that currently contained in the legislation.
The Ombudsman pointed out that the 45 days in the
existing legislation is longer than that provided for in
many other jurisdictions. He found that overall there is
no need for an extension of time.
The Ombudsman suggested an extension of time in
cases involving third-party consultation. But the
concern of opposition members is that, regardless of the
merits of the recommendation in principle, we simply
do not trust the government — and we think there is
very good cause not to trust the government on this
measure — because it will simply be seized upon as a
device for further delay.
As the Sunday Age editorial of 25 November 2007 in
relation to the bill points out:
The only significant change is to slow the release of
information from a dribble to a drip. Brumby has extended
the response time for FOI requests from 45 days to 75 days. It
beggars belief that the best solution to freedom of information
officers failing repeatedly to meet the 45-day deadline was to
give them even more time.

The opposition will therefore be moving an amendment
to delete this extension of time. On the balance we do
not believe it is supportable, given the government’s
track record of abusing freedom of information
legislation and given the enormous potential for future
abuse that would be provided by the extension.
I want to turn now to talk about the changes being
proposed in part 2 of the bill to part II of the principal
act. This is a topic that was canvassed by the
Ombudsman, starting at page 50 of his report. He
assessed the merits and the effectiveness of the existing
provisions, which go back to the 1980s, when freedom
of information legislation was first introduced. Of
course there have been considerable developments in
technology since then. The Ombudsman recommended
that there be reforms to part II of the existing
legislation, but he was very specific about the direction
of the reforms. I quote his recommendation at page 52:
I recommend that government departments and agencies
review their compliance with part II of the act and that DOJ
should monitor the compliance by agencies with part II. I also
recommend that part II is reviewed as a matter of urgency,
giving consideration to adopting a system of publication
schemes on the model of the UK FOI act.

At page 51 he outlined the UK scheme and stated:
One aspect of the UK approach is its flexibility. The
legislation does not attempt to prescribe the range of
information to be published but rather allows each agency to
prepare its own scheme, subject to approval by an
information commissioner.
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I emphasise those latter words, ‘subject to approval by
an information commissioner’. No carte blanche is
given to government under the UK approach, which is
the Ombudsman’s preferred approach.
That can be contrasted with the scheme that has been
put before this house. There is no information
commissioner and no independent scrutiniser or
approver of the scheme for publication of information
under this bill — far from it. The Ombudsman is not
given a say over it. It is the Attorney-General, the
minister administering the act, who is to issue the
standards relating to the information to be published by
agencies under this part. For heaven’s sake, it is the
Attorney-General who has been at the core of the abuse
of the Freedom of Information Act which has taken
place under the current government and which has led
to the appalling results which the Ombudsman
documented in his report and which are recognised far
and wide across the state, particularly by the media and
anybody else who has tried to obtain information from
the government.
Yet it is this Attorney-General — without any scrutiny
and without any independent check or safeguard —
who is going to be given total power to decide what is
to be published under the regime for publication of
information that is contained in part 2 of this bill. There
is no way that the opposition is going to have a bar of
that approach. I would certainly hope that the other
non-government parties will support us in that. I would
also hope that any government backbenchers — or
indeed government ministers with any decency —
would realise the folly and inappropriateness of giving
a minister total power over what regime of information
is published. There is certainly scope for the reform of
part II of the legislation, but the regime that the
government has brought to this house would take the
community out of the frying pan and into the fire. It
will be vigorously opposed by the opposition.
The final area that I want to canvass is proposed
part VIA dealing with vexatious applicants, which is to
be inserted by part 4 of the bill. It certainly reflects the
Ombudsman’s recommendation that there be a power
for the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to
declare an applicant to be vexatious. That is something
that the opposition supports in principle. But there is a
real nasty that the government has slipped into this
provision, and it is contained in proposed
sections 61A(3) and (4). Those subsections provide that
if an agency or a minister makes an application for a
person to be classified as a vexatious applicant, the
determination period — which is the time period within
which the application is resolved or determined — is to
be disregarded in the computation of the period for
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notice of an FOI decision or the period referred to in
section 51(2)(b) of the legislation. The determination
period is defined as:
… the period commencing on the day that the application is
made to the Tribunal … and ending on the day that the
application is determined by the Tribunal or withdrawn.

In other words, if the government applies to have
someone declared as a vexatious litigant, every
application that person has lodged with government is
put on hold until the issue is determined by VCAT.
You can just imagine how that could be abused by
government to restrict access to freedom of information
particularly by members of Parliament and by
journalists who, in the course of doing their job
properly, may well have a number of applications to
government under freedom of information on foot at
any one time, and yet the mere making of an
application by government to have that person declared
vexatious will put all their FOI applications on hold.
Proposed section 61C gives an open-ended partial
definition of what being a vexatious applicant amounts
to, and that can be constituted by applications being
made for the purpose of or having the effect of
obstructing or otherwise unreasonably interfering with
the operations of the agency or agencies. In other
words, it does not have to be proved that the
applications have a purpose of unreasonably
obstructing or interfering with the operation of a
government agency; it simply has to be claimed that the
applications have that effect.
The Ombudsman has already been very critical of
unjustified allegations by government that FOI requests
are unduly demanding or unreasonably interfering with
the operation of a government agency, and yet that will
be sufficient ground for an application to be made. Of
course when it gets to VCAT, the application will have
to be heard by the President of VCAT, who will be a
judge. It may be that the application will be thrown out
on its ear eventually, but in the meantime all of that
person’s FOI applications will have been put on hold.
We believe the unilateral power the government is
proposing to give to itself is completely unacceptable,
and we will be proposing that those two subsections in
proposed section 61A be deleted.
Let me also point out that it may well be that not only is
this manifestly and on ordinary principles a breach of
the rights of citizens, it may also infringe on the
government’s much-vaunted charter of rights and
responsibilities, because the charter prohibits arbitrary
interference with people’s rights and abilities to gain
access to information. The government’s statement of
compatibility on this bill claimed that the provisions are
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neither unlawful nor arbitrary as they are sufficiently
circumscribed and reasonable. But is it reasonable and
is it not arbitrary that the mere fact that a government
makes an application is enough to stymie an applicant’s
rights to obtain access to information? The failure of the
statement of compatibility to address that issue is yet
another indictment of how contemptuous the
government is in its approach to its own charter.
In conclusion, the benefits side of the ledger in relation
to this bill is modest indeed. Yet in addition to those
provisions that I have already referred to, we have
potential concerns about provisions such as clause 8, in
terms of applicants having their FOI applications
rejected on the basis that a document can already be
obtained on a website. All the government has to do is
point to an internet site where that document can be
obtained; and, as we all know, documents can be buried
very deeply within internet sites. But the main concerns
we have are those I have described in relation to the
potential abuse of the extension-of-time provisions, the
enormous power that the government is grabbing for
itself to determine the standards of publication of
information, and the power that it is giving itself to
stymie the work particularly of members of Parliament
and journalists by spurious allegations that they are
vexatious applicants.
We will be moving amendments to deal with those
three particular vices, as I have foreshadowed. I hope
they will be well received by the house. Regardless of
the outcome of that, in this place we will not be
opposing the bill. But if the government does not accept
our amendments in this house, we will certainly be
pressing them in the other place. We will be making
very clear to Victorians that yet again this government
is being shifty, duplicitous and secretive, and I think the
public of Victoria have had enough of it.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Freedom
of information legislation always generates plenty of
passionate comment, and it is no less the case with this
bill. The legislation in its infancy was introduced to the
Parliament of Victoria in 1981 by the Thompson
government. The act now before us was introduced by
the Cain government in 1982. There have been
subsequent amendments by governments of all
persuasions, and that process continues to this very day.
Inevitably when those amendments are before the
house, they generate an enormous amount of
discussion, conversation and contention.
It is important to reflect upon that in this debate,
because of course the legislation itself is intended to
move towards some of the very basic aspects of what
makes a democracy tick. In the principal act the objects
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of the legislation are set out in section 3, which talks
about the base principles being, I suppose, essentially
twofold. The first of them is making available to the
public information about the operations of agencies
and, in particular, ensuring that rules and practices
affecting members of the public in their dealings with
agencies are readily available, and so on.
I pause to say that within the second-reading speech on
the bill now before us the Attorney-General made the
observation that something of the order of
1000 government agencies of all sorts, shapes and kinds
doing myriad things are now impacted upon by the
provisions of FOI legislation. Accordingly it can
obviously be said that the import of this legislative
instrument is extraordinarily broad and very important
in the way in which the state functions. The second
principal object of the act is creating a general right of
access to information in documentary form in the
possession of ministers and agencies, limited only by
exceptions and exemptions which are necessary in a
manner which the act defines.
They are the twin pillars upon which the whole
legislative structure stands, and, of course, with all
these things it is a question of balance. It is important
that, where appropriate, government has a capacity to
be able to investigate and to be able to conduct its
affairs on behalf of the people of the state in a manner
which is appropriate to the times, and there are,
therefore, instances where there are protections that are
necessary to ensure that cabinet in particular is able to
have that conversation in a manner where FOI
legislation does not apply. But beyond that, the
tendency has been for government to be more intent, I
think it can reasonably be said, upon attempting to
make material available to the public at large in a
manner which leaves a general degree of dissatisfaction
in the public arena.
The second-reading speech makes reference to events
that are said to have occurred in the time of the former
government, and that is a matter for the public arena for
people to comment upon as they may like. But I can tell
the house that whatever commentary may have been
made about the performance of the former
government — that is, the Kennett-McNamara
government — in relation to FOI, it never, ever copped
anything like what the Ombudsman has had to say
about FOI legislation under the hand of this present
government.
As we know, the Ombudsman prepared a report in
2003. Subsequently, on an own-motion reference, he
prepared a further report on the act in June 2006. That
latter document is compelling reading for those who

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

have an interest in this legislation and its operation in
Victoria. It is replete with commentary the general
tenor of which can reasonably be said to be absolutely
damning of the place FOI legislation has had under the
Labor government.
I will refer to only one small part of the report, because
I am conscious that the member for Box Hill has
already referred to a number of the more juicy parts of
it. However, I cannot resist that part which appears on
page 18 under the general heading ‘Examination of FOI
processes in departments and Victoria Police’ and the
subheading ‘Delay’. The Ombudsman said:
Delay in handling FOI requests is the largest single cause for
complaint to my office about the administration of FOI.

He further said that that complaint prompted the early
investigation by his office in 2003. He referred to the
fact that the same sort of problem was the foundation of
his own-motion investigation of the legislation in 2006.
He said:
Agencies are required to provide a decision on FOI requests
within 45 days of receipt of the request.

A compelling and damning couple of sentences follow:
Of the FOI decisions by government departments in 2003–04,
only 56 per cent were made within 45 days. A further 23 per
cent of decisions were made in between 46 and 90 days and
21 per cent of decisions took more than 90 days.

The Ombudsman went on to say that the Department of
Human Services was by far the greatest offender. In
fairness, he also observed that DHS was also the
department to which most of the applications were
directed. Nevertheless I think it is reasonable to assert
that the commentary by the Ombudsman on the
performance of FOI under this government — that
commentary being encapsulated in the conclusions to
which I have just referred — is something of which this
government should be absolutely ashamed. It should be
ashamed of it in any event, let alone on the basis of the
rhetoric it has been visiting upon the people of Victoria
for many years.
This is an issue of which the Premier made great play
when he came to the position he now occupies some six
months ago. Observations were made at the time about
the introduction of legislation to amend the FOI act
prior to the end of 2007. Of course the clinical
assessment might well be made that the Premier had
absolutely no option but to introduce legislation with a
view to ensuring some compliance, at least, with the
recommendations of the Ombudsman. Had the
government not acted, one can only imagine what
would have been in the next report, given that the
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events of 2003 saw a report and those of 2006 saw a
further report. Had the situation remained unaddressed,
then I am sure the Ombudsman would have had plenty
more to say over and above the compelling and
damning material contained within his report of 2006.
Across the community there is in so many forms access
through the act to those areas that the act permits access
to. It is very important in terms of the work done by the
media. We regularly see such material published in the
Herald Sun, the Age and the other major dailies
available here in Victoria and across Australia. It
applies across all aspects of the media, not only the
print media. The legislation is used for the purposes of
keeping readers and those who follow media matters
properly informed. It is used by many individuals and
community groups, all of whom rely upon its terms to
get access to information. For those of us in Parliament,
there are occasions when the legislation is used to
enable access to government documents and the
documents of government agencies.
One has to cast one’s mind back only a touch to
recognise that in bygone days the Labor Party in
opposition used this legislation extensively. I must say
that that tradition has continued. That is a very
reasonable thing on the part of all concerned, because
after all the legislation is designed to do exactly what it
says — to make this material available, subject to
various legislative constraints. Therefore it is only
proper that the legislation is used in a manner
appropriate to the needs of those who wish to exercise
their right to act under its terms.
I have been involved in making applications under the
FOI legislation. In 2004 I sought information from this
government on issues pertaining to the dispute over the
toxic waste dump, as it was then known. It was
ultimately found through a sequence of events that the
government had under consideration something of the
order of 100 potential sites for the location of the toxic
waste dump. Through an agonising process over a
period of a couple of years those sites were eventually
whittled down to three. Ultimately, of course, the three
became one — and even more ultimately the one fell
over, so the whole thing disappeared into the ether. I
pause to say that I am still not sure what the
government has done about the policy that was driving
the process of establishing a toxic waste dump. That
policy also seems to have disappeared into the ether,
but that is a story for another day.
I sought documents under FOI to identify the sites the
government had under consideration. The government
resisted the application on the basis that they were
cabinet documents under section 28 of the act. That was
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the primary basis for resisting my application. I sought
a review and was again refused access. I took the matter
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT), and the final determination of Justice Stuart
Morris appears in VCAT no. 2346 of 2004 under my
name versus the Department of Infrastructure.
Ultimately I won the battle and lost the war in that I got
access to some of the documentation but not to the
broad sweep of it. But the whole exercise was
instructive from the point of view of demonstrating
how a government mounts its defences in an endeavour
to avoid the sort of public scrutiny which was so vitally
important, certainly in that case, to the people who were
affected by it. But apart from those people it was also
vitally important to all Victorians, because none of us
knew where the other 100 sites were that the
government had under active consideration from time
to time.
Insofar as this legislation before the house is concerned,
there are elements of it that we support, and there are
other elements that cause us concern. The report from
the Ombudsman had three principal areas of
recommendation: those areas were legislation, process,
and administration. I received a briefing on this bill. I
was advised by departmental officers that the process
and administration recommendations have in fact been
implemented already and that the legislation now
before the house reflected what the Ombudsman had to
say in the report tabled in June 2006.
The principal concern of The Nationals with this bill is
the repeal of part II. In the recommendations from the
Ombudsman, at page 50 there is a section under the
subheading ‘Part II statements’. The Ombudsman sets
out the general summary of what constitutes a part II
statement under the act. Interestingly, at the top of
page 51 the Ombudsman goes on to say:
A number of agencies expressed support for repeal of part II
in their submissions to me.

The Ombudsman says that those propositions from
those agencies were based on a number of criteria.
Further down the same page the Ombudsman goes on
to say that other agencies favoured retaining part II but
with a full review to ensure it was aimed at providing
relevant and useful information without imposing an
unreasonable burden on agencies, and so on. The point
is that the Ombudsman in his report specifically
referred to those agencies that had proposed the
absolute repeal of part II as opposed to those agencies
who suggested a review with appropriate amendments.
The member for Box Hill has already referred to the
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recommendation by the Ombudsman, but I do it again
in context; it appears at page 52. The Ombudsman said:
I recommend that government departments and agencies
review their compliance with part II of the act and that
DOJ —

Department of Justice —
should monitor the compliance by agencies with part II. I also
recommend that part II is reviewed as a matter of urgency,
giving consideration to adopting a system of publication
schemes on the model of the UK FOI Act.

Now, what did we get? In this bill the government has
actually repealed part II of the principal act. That is not
in keeping with what the Ombudsman recommended.
That is not the Ombudsman’s recommendation.
The bill also introduces a new part II, and the content of
that new part II concerns us considerably. New
section 7(1) in clause 4 under the heading ‘Publication
of certain information’ states:
The responsible Minister of an agency, other than a council,
must cause the agency to publish information for the purposes
of this Act in accordance with the standards issued under
section 8.

The part that particularly troubles us is the standards for
publication of information by agencies set out under
new section 8. Proposed subsection (1) says the
minister administering the act — the
Attorney-General — must, and I emphasise the word
‘must’, issue standards relating to the information to be
published by agencies under this part. Subsections (2)
and (3) of this provision use the word ‘may’ — for
example, the standards may relate to certain categories,
or a standard under this section may be expressed in
certain terms.
This causes us great concern, because we believe that in
the contemporary era there needs to be a system in
which benchmarks which are set for the provision of
material into the public arena should not be in the hands
of executive government. It should not be the
Attorney-General who is setting those standards. We do
not believe that is the Attorney-General’s task, and we
think, in the context again of the public commentary
about all of this, it is a clear conflict of interest from
which the Attorney-General ought properly remove
himself.
For his part the Ombudsman, in making reference to
what ought to be done, referred to a system of
publication schemes within the UK FOI act. I have that
act before me. I have about 90 seconds so I am not
going to read it all — it is about 500 pages — but
sections 19 and 20 are particularly relevant for the
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consideration of members. Section 19 sets out the
responsibility of every public authority to adopt and
maintain a scheme which relates to the publication of
information by the authority and is approved by the
commissioner. In this context the commissioner refers
to the information commissioner, which is a separate
entity away from executive government.
Section 20 talks about establishing model publication
schemes whereby the information commissioner has a
capacity to set out basic schemes that any agency can
simply adopt. It has therefore removed any contention
about what is actually produced by that agency insofar
as compliance of the act might be said to be effected.
That is a model to which the Ombudsman specifically
directed the Attorney-General and the government; that
is a model upon which the government has turned its
back. We need to have a degree of independence
involved in the actual operation of the legislation in a
manner which does not now exist. It is no longer any
good. I do not believe, given all the commentary within
the Ombudsman’s report and the general outrage in the
community about the way in which this act is given
effect, that we can any longer leave it in the hands of
executive government. We should have an information
commissioner or something of that ilk who is able to set
the benchmarks in the way that the United Kingdom
legislation does. More particularly that would reflect
with much more precision the core recommendations
made by the Ombudsman in his report. That, amongst
other things, is a principal area of concern for The
Nationals.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am very pleased to be
able to speak in support of the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill today and applaud the government for
introducing these important reforms to freedom of
information here in Victoria — reforms that are largely
based on recommendations of the Ombudsman in his
report, but importantly reforms that go even further
than those that were recommended by the Ombudsman.
I will set out the main purposes of the bill. In the first
instance it will abolish freedom of information
application fees, which were introduced in this state by
the Kennett government. When the Cain Labor
government introduced freedom of information
legislation there were no application fees set out in the
legislation to apply when people sought information.
Early on in its seven dark years of power the Kennett
government made what can only be regarded as a very
retrograde move by introducing application fees under
FOI. What was found was that when the application
fees were introduced the number of applications for
information under the act initially fell by some 10 per
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cent. That was the sort of attitude the Liberal-National
government, elected in 1992, had to freedom of
information, and that was the type of effect it had on the
number of applications and the ability of people to gain
access to information in this state. A little later in my
remarks I will go on to deal with some of those other
historical matters.
An additional objective of this legislation before us now
is to implement all the legislative recommendations
made by the Ombudsman in his report on FOI to
improve the operation of this legislation. There are
some non-legislative recommendations that the
Ombudsman made, which I understand have already
been implemented by all relevant agencies, but this
legislation implements all the legislative
recommendations made by the Ombudsman — that is,
changes that require legislative amendment in order to
put them into effect. This legislation, however, goes
further than that and fulfils our government’s election
commitment to the people of Victoria to remove
conclusive certificate provisions in relation to cabinet
documents. This means that in the future conclusive
certificates can only be used in cases of national
security.
Further, the legislation also modernises the FOI act to
take into account the increasing public use of the
internet — for example, by increasing the ability to
lodge FOI applications online and requiring all
government departments and agencies to increase the
information that they freely provide on the internet
about how government functions. That last item I
mentioned goes to an evolving and continually
improving culture of giving access to information on a
broader scale. Part of this legislation is underpinned by
the concept that the maximum amount of information
should really be made available to people as
appropriate without the necessity of making an FOI
application in order to get it — if it is not really
necessary for it to be part of an FOI application, it
should be available accordingly — and that is put into
effect by this legislation.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals make a lot of
noise about FOI. They say they are committed to FOI,
but of course we know that when they were last in
government their record in relation to these types of
activities was a sad and sorry one.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LUPTON — They can attempt to twist and
change history as best they can, but the people of
Victoria are well aware that the former Kennett
government was particularly savage when it came to
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freedom of information matters. What we did on
coming back into government in 1999 was to repair the
damage that had been done by the Kennett government
to freedom of information in this state.
We all recollect those appalling stories of the shopping
trolleys going into the cabinet room and going out again
at the other end, full of documents that would thereby
be classified as cabinet documents although they had
never been considered by cabinet at all. We remember
the stories of enormous volumes of material being
appended to cabinet submissions purely for the purpose
of trying to give them cabinet confidentiality when they
were in no way cabinet documents. When the Liberal
Party was in government it expanded the definition of
‘cabinet document’ in an attempt to bring more of those
sorts of documents under its regime of confidentiality.
It is interesting that there are some members of the
opposition at the table as I am speaking, particularly the
member for Box Hill and the member for Brighton,
who, back in 1993, supported amendments introduced
by the Kennett government which brought in the
application fee I mentioned earlier which reduced the
number of FOI applications in Victoria and extended
the definition of ‘cabinet document’. These members,
who are sitting here today, voted for those amendments,
which quite severely restricted freedom of information
in this state. That is the history the Liberal Party has,
whereas our approach in government has been one of
expanding and continuing to change the culture of FOI
so that people have proper and appropriate access to
information in this state.
Before concluding my remarks I need to make a couple
of points about our record over those years to put all this
in context. FOI requests have increased by 50 per cent
since this government came to office, and in 2006–07
there were more than 20 000 applications for the fifth
year in a row. Under our government documents have
been provided in 97.4 per cent of cases in relation to
access decisions, and less than 1 per cent of FOI
decisions have been appealed to VCAT (the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal) — and of those
decisions that have been appealed, most have been
upheld. In 2006–07 there was the lowest percentage of
internal reviews of FOI decisions ever conducted.
What we see is that for every year that this government
has been in office since 1999 the percentage of
documents released under FOI applications in this state
has been over 95 per cent — in fact it has been
something of the order of 98 per cent every year since
Labor has been in office. Prior to our coming to office
there had never been a year in which the percentage of
documents released under FOI was more than 95 per
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cent. There has been a clear trend in this state since
1999 of more information being made available. A
higher percentage of the documents sought under FOI
has been released. But we know that times change and
that we have to continue to keep up with technological
and cultural change.
We need to make sure that the common use that is
made of the internet these days is taken into account in
the way FOI applications are made and assessed. We
need to make sure that the culture of dealing
appropriately with the applications that are made to
government departments is being improved. That
process is the sort of thing that is being developed by
this piece of legislation. It will mean that the approach
to freedom of information in this state as evidenced by
the percentage of successful applications under FOI
since 1999 will continue.
We support freedom of information in this state. Our
record in this regard is significantly better than — in
fact a world apart from — the approach that the
Kennett government had towards FOI. The
amendments that are being made by the legislation
before the house will continue this trend by putting into
effect the recommendations of the Ombudsman and
putting into effect our election commitment to abolish
conclusive certificates. The cultural changes that are to
be driven by this government will continue to improve
freedom of information for the people of this state. I
support the bill and commend it to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — This bill is in part a con
and a sham. If the member for Prahran actually believes
what he has just articulated, then he needs to put in an
FOI application himself to understand how difficult it is
to use freedom of information legislation in this state
under the Brumby Labor government, as indeed it was
previously under the Bracks Labor government.
We have a number of key concerns, and the member
for Box Hill has addressed these and flagged a range of
amendments. In brief, we are concerned about the
procedure in relation to vexatious applicants. Again, I
understand — and I have read the government’s press
release accompanying this legislation — that the
government has referred to prisoners who are
vexatious, and with that we have no dispute. However,
my concern is that this government may well wish to
declare opposition MPs — or indeed members of
community groups — as vexatious in their use of FOI.
It is, of course, the core business of MPs to scrutinise
the government. Now ministers, agencies and ministers
may apply to VCAT — —
Mr Lupton interjected.
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Ms ASHER — I have read it — and the
Attorney-General must approve this. Again, one cannot
help but make the observation that the
Attorney-General, probably one of the hardest political
players in this Parliament, is now going to be approving
applications for declaring who is vexatious and who is
not. Another element of the vexatious component that
causes concern is that all applications before VCAT are
stop proceedings, and we have raised an amendment in
relation to that.
We are also opposed to the government’s proposals for
an extension of time to process FOI requests. The
government’s proposal is to increase the time from
45 days to 75 days. You cannot help but make the
observation that the government clearly cannot cope
with expediting FOI requests under the current 45-day
rule and that the solution — notwithstanding the words
of the Ombudsman — is not to give it more time but to
provide the resources or indeed change the culture to
enable the proper processing of FOI requests. I am also
concerned about a blatant untruth in the second-reading
speech, in which the minister claimed:
Key reforms made over the last seven years include that
documents cannot be attached to cabinet submissions merely
for the purpose of avoiding release …

That is not true, and VCAT and other bodies have
found that that statement in the second-reading speech
is not true. Again, we are all accustomed to spin in
press releases, but to have untruths in second-reading
speeches is disgraceful.
I also flag as a concern the reference on page 4 of the
second-reading speech to the ‘greater use of the
internet’. I am suspicious that the government may well
place people’s FOI requests on the internet. Again I
seek an assurance from the Attorney-General in his
summing up of this debate that that will not be the case.
Beware government spin on FOI!
I also refer to the government’s repeated claims that
97 per cent of requests for FOI are granted either in part
or in full. One need only look at the report tabled by the
Attorney-General in this Parliament, which states that
78.6 per cent of requests are given full access but that
part access is given to 18.8 per cent, which last year
represented over 4000 FOI applications. I can inform
members of the government that there are many
occasions on which we get blank pieces of paper with
‘Released under FOI’ stamped on them, yet under this
categorisation the government is claiming that such
blank pages are released documents, which is clearly a
joke.
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Others have referred to the fact that some of the clauses
are based on the Ombudsman’s report Review of the
Freedom of Information Act of June 2006. I refer to
page 18 of the report, where the Ombudsman was very
critical of delays in handling freedom of information
requests. I also refer to page 23, where the Ombudsman
makes the following observations:
I am disappointed to see that in many of the files the time
taken for noting —

that is, by minister’s offices —
exceeded the five days provided in the Attorney-General’s
guidelines.

Indeed he went on to say at that page:
There were also … indications that members of the executive
or of the minister’s staff had suggested changes to the
proposed decision.

Blatant political meddling in the FOI process as
identified by the Ombudsman! Again at page 27 he
went on to provide examples of ‘needless delay’ in the
whole process of FOI applications, in particular from
the opposition. But the key issue is not the bill before
the house; it is the practices of this government in
handling FOI requests. First of all, many people who
use FOI regularly find that there are ridiculous requests
for clarification. In fact I would like to provide an
example.
I asked the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust
for board minutes, agendas, papers and reports relating
to the expansion of the Melbourne Convention Centre,
and I got back the following letter:
Before I can proceed with your request I require
clarification … of the meaning of the term ‘papers’ …

For goodness sake: as if you do not know what board
papers are! Again, this is part of the culture of this
government, which allows the public sector to process
FOI requests this way.
I put in another request, this time to get documentation
relating to the Spencer Street station redevelopment’s
original opening date. Again I received a stupid letter
back from an FOI officer — Michelle Grech — who
wrote that there were ‘no documents’ fitting the
description of what I had asked for, and:
During the course of the redevelopment the station has always
been operational in some shape or form and has never closed
for business. On that basis an official ‘opening’ date has not
been planned, considered or evidenced in any documentation
that could be located by the authority.

What absurdity is that? I might add that in press
releases ministers used the term ‘open’ as well.
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Unfortunately we are seeing in this state absurd
requests for clarification by bureaucrats who know that
they can write anything they wish as long as it is
stopping the opposition from getting freedom of
information documentation.
The latest iteration of this is storage off site. I have put
in a number of FOI requests to which authorities have
replied, ‘Terribly sorry, all the documents have been
packed up and stored off site and archived. Therefore
we cannot get them; it would take a lot of staff time’. It
is almost policy under this government that, if
government departments have packaged up their
documentation and stored it off site, FOI requests are
therefore made invalid. That is a corruption.
I also note that there is a huge difference between the
ridiculous spin put out by the government and the
reality. For example, the Attorney-General on
21 December 1999 made reference to a so-called
change regarding documentation in relation to
cabinet — which is not a change — and also made the
following comment:
… the $170 appeal fee to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal is no longer payable by applicants
where a government agency has failed to respond to a request
within the statutory time limit of 45 days …

Guess what, I have had a case go to the Court of
Appeal, and I had to file the VCAT fee. This press
release is a nonsense. The government issues these
press releases time and again, but what it writes in the
press releases is not reflected in actuality. Of course if
you want to lodge a case at VCAT you have to pay the
fee. The Attorney-General’s press release is about as
useless as his bill before the house. Opposition
members of Parliament — and this has certainly
happened in my case — have been threatened with
costs on multiple occasions, including an occasion
where threats were made about costs in a Court of
Appeal case where the government had chosen to
challenge a VCAT ruling. If this government thinks that
sort of financial bullying is open, honest and
accountable, then it has another think coming. The
government needs to stop this constant threatening of
costs against government MPs, which never happened
under the Kennett government.
I have also had FOI documents withheld until after
elections — for example, in July 2002 I put in an FOI
request on the film and TV studios. Documents were
sent to me on 28 November 2002; the election was held
on 30 November; the documents arrived at my office
on 3 December. I have other examples concerning
documents requested well in advance of the 2006 state
election — for example, one document requested on
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16 September did not arrive until after the election. This
government’s handling of FOI is corrupt, and this bill
will do nothing to change these sorry circumstances.
With this record of FOI documentation being withheld,
FOI requests being manipulated and opposition
members being threatened with costs, the government’s
handling of FOI is corrupt, and it stands condemned.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise with
enormous pride to support the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill 2007. The Freedom of Information
Act gives Victorians a guaranteed right of access to
government information. Access to government
information is absolutely critical. It is given in the belief
that the government of the time, and indeed our
government, will perform well, will perform
transparently and will perform openly. When it comes
to openness, when it comes to transparency and when it
comes to accountability, ours is the government! I am
very proud to stand up on this side of the house and say
that this bill brings about improvements to the Freedom
of Information Act and makes provision for more
Victorians to have more and better access to
information.
This government believes that in doing this it will be
improving our governance, our accountability, our
openness and the way in which we govern — given that
we use people’s taxes, assets and wealth to do so. I
think this government can stand very proud because of
the fact that with this bill we are now improving the
provisions covering FOI.
Clause 1 sets out the purposes of the bill, which include
providing for information to be made available on the
internet for access to the public. Acting Speaker, you
would know that when the Cain government first
introduced the FOI legislation there was no internet —
such services that are today available to Australians as a
matter of course were certainly not available then. We
seek to take full advantage of new technologies in order
to ensure that they help Victorians understand better the
way we do business in government and that Victorians
can have better access to information.
Speaking of the internet, one of the great changes in this
bill in terms of new provision-of-information
measures — and I commend the minister and his
department on the bill — is that it says that government
departments and agencies should provide certain
information as a matter of course. There are some
examples of the types of information that a standard
may require a given agency to publish, including a
description of the structure and functions of an agency,
a description of the services provided by the agency,
details of when the agency is open for business and
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service delivery options, and a statement on the
legislation under which the agency operates and which
it administers.
This is all new, and this is all good stuff in terms of
Victorians having access to information. Let us be
absolutely clear: from the opposition we have heard
criticisms, reflections and remarks in relation to the
Ombudsman’s report of last year which reviewed the
Freedom of Information Act. This bill adopts and
implements all of the Ombudsman’s recommendations.
It is significant to indicate that fact, and we on this side
of the house should be proud to say that we as a
government have embraced all of the Ombudsman’s
recommendations on freedom of information.
Further, we believe that we could and should do better
and that there is always room for improvement. For
example, we have gone further than the
recommendations made by the Ombudsman in his
report. We have abolished application fees. Members
who have been in the chamber much longer than me
will remember, as I remember when I was a member of
the community but not a member of Parliament, what
happened with application fees during the period of the
Kennett government. I will refer to some commentary
in the press about that issue.
In addition, the legislation does something good beyond
the Ombudsman’s recommendations, because it deals
with exemption certificates for cabinet documents. This
is a major step forward and is not insignificant or to be
underestimated. In my judgement and the judgement of
the government this provision will be one of the
legacies we will leave behind for future generations of
Victorians. Any documents that the Kennett
government did not wish to disclose, usually
commercial documents, were given certificates which
prevented the community and members of the then
opposition accessing those documents.
We have gone further by normalising freedom of
information with the use of the internet, which I think is
terrific. The changes to section 2 of the principal act
will modernise freedom of information by ensuring that
government agencies provide certain levels of
information and minimum standards, which, if you
think about it, logically and rationally the community
should have. It should have greater access to
information about government agencies and the way
they work, and it should not necessarily have to resort
to FOI applications.
It is important to remember what actually happened
during the dark seven years of the then Kennett
government, particularly in relation to FOI requests. I
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wish to cite some of the headlines in the media at the
time. An Age article carried the headline ‘The FOI act:
closing one cabinet, opening another’. Spencer Zifcak
said:
Since its introduction by the Cain government, the Freedom
of Information Act has been surrounded by controversy.

Also in the Age, an article by Paul Chadwick is entitled
‘Danger in watering down FOI scheme’. Other
headings include ‘FOI changes rushed through’ and
‘No reason offered for fee to appeal against FOI
rulings’. That article relates to the then
Attorney-General, the Honourable Jan Wade. An article
by Lyn Dunlevy is entitled ‘The silent strangling of
freedom of information’. She talks about the role the
then Minister for Major Projects, the Honourable Mark
Birrell, played when he was in opposition and the
opposite action he took when he was a minister of the
government. Another article is entitled ‘Libs’ turn to
play hidey’.
It is important to reiterate that this government asked
the Ombudsman to review the act; the Ombudsman
conducted a review and made recommendations; the
government embraced all the recommendations, but it
went even further or beyond what he recommended. It
has done more.
It is also important to remember that in 2006–07 the
number of FOI requests had increased by 50 per cent
since the government came to office. There were more
than 20 000 applications for the fifth consecutive year.
Under our government, there are more and we do more.
Documents were provided under FOI in 97.4 per cent
of cases and less than 1 per cent of decisions on FOI
requests were appealed to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal; of the decisions that were
appealed, most were upheld by VCAT.
I take the opportunity to commend the
Attorney-General in relation to the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities. Speaker, as you would
know, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee,
so ably chaired by my colleague the member for
Brunswick, examines legislation. As a member of
SARC, let me say its members were very happy with
the statement of compatibility provided by the minister
on this bill, because it is comprehensive in setting out
the human rights issues. It refers to the discretion to
consult and the provisions in section 13. It refers to
vexatious applicants. The government will ensure that
while it has to deal with vexatious applicants, it equally
recognises and is cognisant of the fact that the rights of
vexatious applicants should be dealt with. They can go
to VCAT to be heard, where, I am confident, they will
get a fair hearing.
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In conclusion, when it comes to freedom of
information, to transparency, to accountability, to
openness and delivering good governance for all
Victorians, this is the government at work. I proudly
commend the bill to the house. It will enhance
democracy and make our government a better
government by providing more information to the
public.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure that I
stand to speak on the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill. I was not too sure whether the
previous speaker had actually read the bill or had any
experience in seeking freedom of information
documents from the government.
I have to say that what he said during the last
10 minutes of his contribution was not true. In fact,
under this government ‘FOI’ stands for ‘fear of
information’. The government is afraid to give out
information because it is afraid it will show it is
incompetent and should not be governing Victoria.
The government claims it is open and transparent, but I
say this is nothing more than a sham and an insult to all
Victorians. The government is trying to play a game of
hide and seek. It hides the documents and then it has
you find those documents before it decides whether it
will release the documents to you. On two occasions I
was lucky enough to obtain documents from someone
in the public service through the mail. On both
occasions the government was embarrassed.
The first time I had requested the Ombudsman to
investigate why this government refused to provide me
with one document which it said did not exist. After his
investigation the deputy ombudsman wrote to me and
said:
I believe its interpretation of your request was too narrow.
This, in my view, is contrary to the objects of the Freedom of
Information Act … In the circumstances, I have
recommended that department provide you with an apology.

The deputy ombudsman requested the department
provide me with an apology because it was wrong.
The second time occurred at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. I took the Department of
Premier and Cabinet to VCAT because it refused to
provide me with all the documents. The department
spokesperson, the FOI officer, said at VCAT that the
documents did not exist. I have a transcript of the
hearing. At the hearing she was asked:
Apart from the earlier draft of the slides themselves there’s
never been anything else in the last period — —
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She said:
No, we’re actually trying to put into a style guide and also
onto the website a more interactive …
You told us that there have not been any speaker’s notes?

She said:
No.
No notes used by yourself of any sort?

Again she said:
No.
I’d like you to have a look at another document, please.
Would you be good enough to show that to the witness, if you
wouldn’t mind?’

At that stage, after a few more words, the Deputy
president asked that I and others leave the chamber, and
I think at that stage he asked the witness to provide me
with those documents because she was shown to have
not told the truth while she was a witness. As a result of
that I received in the mail some documents that she
initially claimed did not exist.
I have another document which fell off the back of a
truck on its way to my office. It is headed ‘FOI requests
for 2006–07 currently on hand on 6 July 2007’. They
put all the FOI requests in a document with a column
entitled ‘Sensitive’, and they write yes or no. In this
situation the two documents which are sensitive are one
requested by the Herald Sun and the other by the
member for Polwarth, which has to do with documents
regarding statutory audits carried out on Connex. Here
we have a government that tries to ensure that anything
that is embarrassing or sensitive goes firstly to the
minister’s private office so the minister’s advisers can
decide whether the documents should be made
available to the opposition.
The government claims to be open and transparent, and
yet it plays games. It plays the game of hide and seek. It
will hide the documents, and it is up to you to try to
find them. And if you find those documents, it will try
very hard to ensure that you do not receive them. The
government has four steps when it comes to this hide
and seek game. The first step is to claim ignorance and
seek further information on the FOI request. I have a
few examples. The first one occurred when I requested
all documents relating to any reviews or investigations
undertaken by the Premier’s office. A few weeks later I
received a response asking me to explain what I meant
by ‘reviews’ and ‘investigations’.
The second example occurred when I asked for all
expenditure and purchases. A few weeks later I got
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back a letter asking me to explain what I meant by
‘purchases’ and ‘expenditure’.
Another example occurred when I asked for
documents. The department wanted me to explain what
I meant by the word ‘documents’. If it had had a look at
part 5 of the act, it would have seen that the word
‘document’ is explained in full. This was a stalling
tactic by this government to ensure that it did not
release any documents.
If that step fails, the government tries to stall for time. I
submitted a request again on 22 July 2003. I did not
hear anything from the department until 5 December
2003, five months later. The response I received states:
The response to this FOI request is now overdue, and I regret
to advise that I have been unable to provide you with
decision.

Five months later it was not able to decide! Another
example occurred when I submitted a request on
30 January 2004. I received a response on 6 July 2004,
six months later, again with no answer.
On 15 October 2007 I put in an FOI request. Would
you believe I have had no response! I have not even
received an acknowledgement that it has received my
letter. It has cashed the cheque — that is not an issue.
The cheque has gone into its account, but it does not
even have the decency to acknowledge my FOI request
for a document. I find it appalling that this government
claims to be open and accountable — —
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr KOTSIRAS — Before the dinner break I
advised the house that this government has a four-point
plan for FOI and that under this government FOI stands
for ‘fear of information’. It plays this new game called
hide-and-seek — it hides the documents and we have to
try to find them. If we find those documents, it will
deny us access to them. It is a game that it plays, and it
is all because the ministers are afraid of the truth. When
the Attorney-General was in opposition often he would
come in here very upset — in tears — and accuse the
former Premier of being a bully, and then he would
criticise us because of the FOI process. Under this
minister — the Attorney-General — everything is kept
secret. Even the Ombudsman has advised me that this
government is late with FOI requests because of the
offices of the ministers. In a letter to me the
Ombudsman said:
The department further advised of a delay of five days in
briefing its minister regarding your FOI request.
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Nothing can come out unless the minister and the
political adviser have approved it.

member for Box Hill and the member for Gippsland
South, because they were in the house at the same time.

I have this one-pager, and this is how the departments
work out FOI. They list all the FOIs down and put a
column next to them, and on the column it says, ‘Is the
document sensitive — yes or no?’. If the document is
sensitive, it must go to the minister. One request is from
Ellen Whinnett from the Herald Sun. She made an FOI
request, and the department officers said it is sensitive
and therefore it should go to the minister’s office. The
other one is from Terry Mulder, the member for
Polwarth. Terry Mulder put in an FOI request, and they
said it is a sensitive FOI request and therefore it must
go to the minister before the minister’s office agrees to
release those documents.

I remember that one of the first acts of the Kennett
government, in May 1993, after having complained
about the inadequacies of the freedom of information
legislation, was to bone the Freedom of Information
Act. The Liberals removed the $100 ceiling as far as
FOI claims were concerned, making it more expensive
for anybody to go through the process; they introduced
the application fees for FOI applications, which we are
removing today; they changed the definition of what
actually came under the FOI act by putting restrictions
on large and voluminous requests; and they bought in
restrictions on what they called ‘repetitive requests’.

It is a sham, and it is a disgrace. This government,
especially the Attorney-General, should be ashamed for
hiding documents that he said, when he was in
opposition, should be released. Yet in government,
because he likes the perks of office — he likes his
driver, he likes his 500 staff, he loves the bonuses and
he loves the travelling — he turns a blind eye to the fact
that the government is hiding documents.
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — We have
obviously heard a lot of lofty comments from the other
side of the house tonight. When it comes to matters of
freedom of information, though, at the end of the day
you judge people on what they do, not on what they
say.
The Labor Party promised to introduce freedom of
information legislation prior to its election to
government in 1982. It was resisted by the Liberal and
National parties when they were in government, but it
was actually introduced by the Cain government. Mind
you, when it was introduced it was used voraciously by
members of the Liberal and the National parties.
Having resisted any semblance of freedom of
information legislation when they were in government,
they actually started to complain about how restrictive
the legislation was and that they could not get the things
that they wanted.
Year after year the Liberal Party complained about
freedom of information legislation. The previous
member for Doncaster whacked in something like
14 000 FOI requests, completely clogging up the
system, and then complained about how the system was
not servicing his needs, despite the fact that the Liberal
Party had refused to introduce any sort of freedom of
information legislation when it was in government. The
Liberals came to office in 1992, the year that I was
elected — and it was interesting earlier to hear the

One of the areas I found most interesting was the way
the Kennett government changed the treatment of
commercial-in-confidence provisions — for example,
in relation to private prison contracts. Running prisons
is an activity that happens behind closed doors. It has to
be highly accountable. The Kennett government
introduced three privatised prisons in this state, but
when you actually wanted to see how those prisons
operated and what the conditions were under which
those prisons operated you were not able to get that
information because it was deemed commercial in
confidence. Similarly, you could not get information on
things like the CityLink contract — all of these areas of
government activity were hidden behind the veil, the
cloak, of commercial confidentiality.
I spoke to one particular company that had a contract
with the then government and asked, ‘Why do you have
an objection to this information being out there in the
public eye?’ And they said, ‘Look, we didn’t want that
in the contract; the government wanted that in the
contract’. So you actually had the Kennett government
specifying things to go into contracts with the private
sector so they could use commercial confidentiality to
stop the then opposition seeing what was actually in
those contracts. That is the way these people do
business when they are in government.
It was quite interesting, because when we got the
private prison contracts we got to see why. Some of the
private prisons had allowances for two or three escapes.
That was acceptable! That was why they were hiding
the contracts. Yet these people come in here and
complain about what we are doing — not only restoring
the FOI act to what it was in pre-Kennett days but
actually creating the most liberal, democratic and free
FOI act anywhere in the country. They say, ‘It is not
enough’, but what they say and what they do are always
two different things. They did it the last time. They
complained about the FOI act under the Cain
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government — the FOI act they did not want to bring in
when they were in government before then. When the
Cain government brought in the freedom of information
act, it was not free enough for them, but the moment
they got into government they tried to close it down —
in fact they boned it. It is absolute hypocrisy for these
people to complain about the FOI act.

what they would do if they ever got back into
government in this state. The very first thing they
would do is bring in amendments to the freedom of
information act to make sure nobody could see what
they were doing. The Kennett government slipped and
slid around in the half light. That is the way they
operate in government.

They have a few complaints about FOI requests that
have not been granted. Regarding most of the requests
they have not been able to get up, I have to say that it is
largely because of their own incompetence and
laziness. They put in FOI requests as part of a trawling
expedition that would make the Japanese fishing fleet
proud. Quite frankly not a lot of thought goes into it.
When I was Minister for Manufacturing and Export and
Minister for Financial Services I got an application
from one Liberal MP seeking FOI documents from the
Minister for Manufacturing and Export and Minister for
Financial Services going back to 2002. The portfolio
was not actually created until after the 2002 election.
They do not put a lot of thought into it at all.

Opposition members come into this chamber and you
can see the smirks on their faces. They talk about
freedom of information with absolutely no conviction.
They come in here knowing that if they get back into
government they will rip the guts out of the Freedom of
Information Act, because that is the way they work.
They have no commitment to democracy; they have no
commitment to transparency. For them to criticise this
government is absolute hypocrisy.

Sometimes you get applications for things that are
available in the annual reports of departments —
publicly available documents — yet these guys have
not worked that out. Sometimes what they are asking
the departments to do involves addition, subtraction and
processing that — with a little bit of hard work and
elbow grease — they could do themselves. What the
members of this lazy, incompetent, derelict and
directionless opposition are complaining about is that
the departments will not do their homework for them.
That is what we have here — they are lazy,
incompetent, directionless and derelict.
I am very proud to be part of a government that is
bringing in these changes to the FOI act. It addresses all
the matters that were raised by the Ombudsman. This
government has a very proud record when it comes to
FOI requests. It has increased by 50 per cent the
number of requests that have been processed. Under the
government some 97.4 per cent of requests for
documents have been granted. That is something that
neither the previous government nor the
Liberal-National government before that, which had no
FOI act, could say in its own favour. The government
has a very proud tradition of openness and democracy,
particularly when it comes to freedom of information.
The sort of nonsense we hear from the opposition over
FOI is all about crying crocodile tears. It is like the
firebug who burnt down the school complaining that he
does not have a place to study. That is the sort of
hypocrisy we get from these people. Fancy them even
having the nerve to talk about FOI! I know exactly

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Freedom of Information Amendment Bill.
As members have said, the purpose of the bill is to
amend the Freedom of Information Act. This is to
reflect what the Ombudsman has put in his report and
to take into consideration his recommendations. We
have heard a number of government speakers talk about
how proud they are of the history of the way they treat
FOI requests. Non-government members have put on
the record that this is not the case: when you read the
Ombudsman’s report, you realise that there are some
very big flaws in the way that the government deals
with freedom of information requests.
One part of the report is worth putting on record. It
gives a reason why the Ombudsman started the
investigation. The report reads:
The concerns that led to this investigation included allegations
by applicants of:
delay in processing FOI requests, including delay in the
release of documents for political reasons;
unreasonable claims that requests are unclear or
voluminous;
a lack of assistance to applicants in trying to reformulate
requests;
inadequate or misleading advice;
misuse of exemptions to deny access to sensitive
documents;
use of internal review and VCAT as mechanisms for
delay, with documents released on the eve of hearing by
VCAT.

The report shows that there is a history of the
government using delaying tactics. The Ombudsman
said that the delaying of FOI requests is one of the
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reasons for his investigation and one of the biggest
complaints that the Ombudsman receives. A number of
those complaints were made before 2003; the
Ombudsman then investigated. A damning report was
the result. In his review of the Freedom of Information
Act in 2006 the Ombudsman described some important
matters regarding government departmental delays,
including the use of tactics so that freedom of
information requests were either delayed or not
fulfilled.

I called on the government to release the documents so
that the community could see how bad that road was,
and I also paid the $20 for the FOI request. I received a
letter many months later saying that the government
was returning my $20. It said if I were to remove my
FOI request, it would make the document available to
me. That was rather interesting, given I had been
calling for it for a long time, and it was only when I
made the FOI request that the government decided it
would look better if it released the document to me.

There were also allegations expressing concern. The
report says:

After I received the document I understood why the
government did not want to make it public. It came
about that that road, which is part of the Midland
Highway, did not even meet VicRoads’ own minimum
safety standards for that type of road. In effect, a
planning study was brought forward supporting what
was said in the safety audit and eventually $6.3 million
was allocated in the budget. By the time the road was
built, the cost had blown out to $10 million. Again this
highlights that sometimes if the government has
information that does not make it look good, it will not
release that information or there will be a long delay
before it is released.

Agencies are required to provide a decision on FOI requests
within 45 days of receipt of the request … in 2003–04, only
56 per cent were made within 45 days.

That is appalling. Only half of all FOI decisions were
made in that period. There are no penalties if the
government does not comply with FOI requests. The
Ombudsman has made a number of recommendations.
I hope the government takes them on board, because
the way that departments are dealing with FOI requests
shows that the government does not take the requests
seriously. It is making sure that information remains
secret or is confidential, to be used only by the
government.
The second-reading speech says that there are:
… a number of further initiatives to increase the accessibility
of government information to the Victorian public.

The second-reading speech then states that there are
20 000 freedom of information requests a year. That is
a substantial number. It shows that if the government
were more open and accountable, as it said it was going
to be, there would be no need for freedom of
information requests. The government can make
information available in all sorts of ways: the
information could be put online or in annual reports.
The government obviously keeps a lot of information
secret.
A number of members have raised the number of FOI
requests that they have made to the government. I have
made only one FOI request; I made it in 2001. I called
on the government to conduct a road safety audit of the
Peter Ross-Edwards Causeway after a number of
accidents and deaths occurred on it. I wanted to know
whether that road or driver behaviour caused those
accidents. I asked VicRoads to conduct a safety audit.
VicRoads completed the audit but it would not release
its report. I spoke to some people from VicRoads who
said that it was a fairly damning report and that it would
cost millions of dollars for the upgrades the report
suggested.

The government said that business or financial
information will only be exempted from release where
disclosure would expose a business organisation
unreasonably to disadvantage. The Minister for
Planning in the other place holds but has not released
the document about bay dredging. People have been
asking for that document, but it still has not been
released. The government also said it was going to put
information from departments on the internet for easy
access by the public. I hope the information it puts on
those websites is going to be provided in a timely
manner.
On 10 January this year I read a report in the Herald
Sun headed ‘Call to help ban piercing’. Obviously The
Nationals were quite keen on this, because it was an
initiative that we brought forward. The article states:
The exposure draft bill is available at www.justice.vic.gov.au
and submissions close on 14 March.

We tried to download that draft bill, only to find that it
was not on the website. My office phoned the
Department of Justice, to be told that it was not their
department and that we had to contact consumer affairs.
My office contacted consumer affairs, but they said
they knew nothing about it. They were very helpful, but
they also said, ‘It is not us, it is the Department of
Justice’. A bit later that afternoon the document was
posted on the web page. If the government is going to
say it will do it, before it releases the information or
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enables people to actually access it, hopefully it will put
the document on a website.
The government also talks about information being
available in annual reports. During the last sittings of
Parliament we saw many annual reports being tabled on
the last sitting day. That was obviously because of a
decision by the government to avoid scrutiny, because
you cannot scrutinise that many documents. If that
information is going to be available in annual reports,
we want to see it there so government members and
non-government members can scrutinise it to make sure
that the information that they need is in those reports. It
is no good putting the reports out, but that after
12 months we find we are not able to access any
information or the type of information that members of
Parliament or the media are hoping for.
The government talks about going to VCAT (Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal) for vexatious issues
resulting from multiple requests, obviously from
opposition MPs and journalists. The Ombudsman’s
report said that his officers examined the files but found
little evidence that multiple requests overwhelmed the
resources of departments, and they also gave examples
of how multiple requests could be dealt with. Again, it
is the freedom of information office saying that it is
being inundated with vexatious and frivolous requests,
when in fact that is not the case, as the Ombudsman
found.
The government is ignoring many requests or has
delayed responses, and the Ombudsman has severely
criticised the government. This bill is being brought in
because of the Ombudsman’s report, not because the
government believes that it is doing the wrong thing.
Again we hear government members saying they have
a proud history, and they are defending their FOI
history.
Hopefully the initiatives in this bill will make the
government more accountable and the information
more accessible not just for members of Parliament but
for the media and the public at large.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I am pleased to rise
to support this legislation before the house today. I do
so because we have an Ombudsman’s report, and he is
an officer protected by the constitution. It was a Labor
government — in fact the Bracks Labor government —
that secured and protected the Ombudsman under the
constitution because of the practices under the Kennett
regime.
Many members in this chamber have spoken about the
history of freedom of information, and it is true —
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no-one can dispute it — that FOI was first introduced in
Victoria in 1982 by the Cain Labor government. If my
memory serves me right, it was the first piece of FOI
legislation introduced into any Australian Parliament. It
was a great achievement by the Cain government, but
the legislation needs to be updated. A former Premier,
Jeff Kennett, decided it needed to be ‘updated’, as he
put it. Let us have a look at his government’s idea of
updating it. It decided it would introduce an application
fee. That might sound reasonable, but is it really
reasonable for individuals who want to access
information that is important to them? That government
extended the definition of ‘cabinet documents’ to the
point where it became absolutely ridiculous and
inappropriate. Labor opposed the bill in 1993, and that
was no surprise because of its commitment to freedom
of information.
Let us look at those members opposite who still sit in
this chamber or in the other place and say without even
a smirk on their face that they are serious about
freedom of information and we are not. The members
for Box Hill, Scoresby, South-West Coast, Murray
Valley and Brighton in this chamber and Mrs Peulich,
now a member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region
in the other place, all voted to make changes to freedom
of information that actually limited access and
availability to information.
I will go back to what I said when I first got to my feet.
The fact that we have protected the Ombudsman in the
constitution and given him his powers has enabled him
to undertake such an inquiry into FOI and to come up
with recommendations that the government has
accepted in totality and gone further than that. The
government has now abolished the application fee for
FOI, which means that ordinary Victorians can lodge
an application for FOI and have it reasonably
considered in a reasonable time.
The other thing that is important is the administration
behind the legislation, and the fact that the
Attorney-General got the Department of Justice to
develop guidelines to assist departments with FOI
requirements. Not all agencies get a flood of FOI
requests, although I admit the members opposite may
be prolific in their search to try to find something
without having done any work themselves. But the fact
is that some departments and some areas of government
do not regularly receive FOI requests and are not
properly cognisant of their requirements under the
legislation. As the lead agency the Department of
Justice will be working with all agencies and
departments to ensure they do understand what their
requirements are under FOI and that they comply with
them.
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We take FOI seriously. It is not a joke to us. It is an
important access point, not just for political
point-scoring for members opposite but for real access
to information that means a lot to individuals. That is
the perspective from which we come to freedom of
information.
I want to talk about statistics. People have been throwing
statistics around in relation to FOI. In 1983–84 when we
first passed the legislation and it was put in place there
were just under 5000 freedom of information requests.
That figure steadily climbed right through until 1992–93
and then declined. Why was there a sudden drop-off in
FOI requests in 1993? It was because the Kennett
government’s freedom of information legislation
restricted people’s access through the freedom of
information process. Therefore the number of requests
diminished. Basically the figure stayed quite low, pretty
much — it grew very gradually — until 1999. Guess
what happened in 1999? The Bracks Labor government
was elected and reinstated the changes made to the
Freedom of Information Act, which made it possible for
people to lodge requests for information in a reasonable
manner.
Then what happened to the number of requests made
through the FOI process? They more than doubled. By
2006–07 close to 25 000 requests for information were
being made through the FOI system each year, which is
a lot of FOI requests in anybody’s language. Now we
are again getting serious about changes to FOI
legislation. Yes, there will always be ongoing changes.
If the Freedom of Information Act is to be a living,
continually changing piece of legislation that meets
community standards and changes in practices, then
that is what has to happen.
I want to touch on something else in relation to the
changes we are making — that is, putting FOI requests
online. I think this is fantastic. For a long time I have
been a supporter of putting as much information online
as you possibly can, but more importantly, allowing
citizens in Victoria to get as much out of government as
they possibly can without having to go into an office,
fill out forms and then wait around — to actually make
it easy for them to access and engage with government.
That is why today I was really proud to hear the
Premier’s announcement around the statement of
government intentions that we were going to engage
with the community on the web and enable people to
engage with us and be part of the democratic processes
as we move legislation into this house and to be part of
that consultation process on many levels — face to face
through submissions, but also on the web. I was very
proud about that, and I am pleased to see that we are
doing it with FOI as well.

49

We have to be sensitive about what we might put
online. We have to be careful about privacy issues —
we have to be cognisant of them — and there will be
guidelines surrounding how we provide information on
the web. But it is moving to the next stage of how we
engage with one another as more and more we rely on
services being delivered to Victorian citizens online.
We are serious about FOI, and our actions demonstrate
that. Unfortunately from members opposite all we get
are words, and theirs are hypocritical, because their
actions have demonstrated over the years that they are
not serious about FOI. When they are on this side of the
house they do everything they can to limit the public’s
access and right to access information; we extend it. So
I am pleased that they are not in office to be able to go
backwards on FOI, the Ombudsman, the
Auditor-General and the Director of Public
Prosecutions. I am pleased that we are in office to be
able to protect the rights of Victorians, their access to
information and their ability to participate in our
democratic processes.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to debate on the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill. As a shadow minister, naturally I
have engaged in the freedom of information process on
a number of occasions.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr MULDER — I have been doing it for a hell of a
long time. The document the member for Bulleen
produced today during his contribution to the debate
was interesting. I am actually a bit disappointed. When
the member mentioned my name and the word
‘sensitive’, I thought he was talking about me, but he
was actually talking about progress on a request I had
made about a sensitive document.
This document refers in one column to ‘Documents
regarding safety audits carried out on Connex
Melbourne since 6 May 2006’ and says that the status
of those documents is ‘In progress’. It is not in
progress; those particular documents were refused and
we have not been able to gain a copy of them from the
minister. The reason given was that the audit process
carried out by Public Transport Safety Victoria and
Connex is a process whereby there is a great deal of
cooperation between both parties.
Having worked in the area of systems auditing in the
past I know that usually the role of an auditor is to walk
into a room, set himself up and start to look for areas
where he thinks there may be deficiencies within an
organisation. This smells to me a little bit like Connex
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handing over the documents that it wants to hand over
to Public Transport Safety Victoria and that particular
process being ticked off. Therefore I would imagine
that that is the reason those particular audits are not
being released to the opposition. I would have thought,
given the number of incidents we have had, particularly
in relation to rail safety, that the content, the
effectiveness, and the follow-up processes of those
audits would be of great interest to the Victorian public.
But the response is, ‘No, you are not going to get those
particular documents’.
There is another issue I would like to raise about this
government’s handling of freedom of information and
the politicising of the process. I go back to a couple of
years ago now when we sought information, under
freedom of information, from Victoria Police about
speed camera tolerances. The information was refused.
The opposition was not allowed to get access to
information that detailed tolerances — what tolerances
applied and when tolerances changed and so forth. We
ended up taking the matter to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal.
Prior to it getting to the VCAT hearing, lo and behold, a
gentleman approached us with that exact information
which had been released by Victoria Police to a private
individual. That says to me that a member of
Parliament who is seeking information — that is
possibly what ‘sensitive’ means here; that this person
has to be treated in a sensitive manner in terms of what
information you hand out — is treated totally
differently from how a member of the public is treated.
The FOI laws in this state should apply in exactly the
same manner to each and every person who goes
through the FOI process.
I raise some concerns I have about the issue of more
information being made available. New section 7(1)
under new part II states:
The responsible Minister of an agency, other than a council,
must cause the agency to publish information for the purposes
of this Act in accordance with the standards issued under
section 8.

Of course those standards and guidelines will be
developed as we go forward. New section 7(3) states
that if an agency is required to publish information it:
… must publish the information on the Internet site of
the agency or of another agency or a Government
Internet site; and
… may publish the information in any other manner the
agency thinks fit.

New section 7(4) states:
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An agency must review and update, in accordance with the
standards issued under section 8, information that it is
required under this section to publish.

The bill goes on to refer in new section 8(2) to:
… the kind of information to be published;
… how frequently the information is to be published,
reviewed and updated;
… the form in which the information is to be published;
… the circumstances in which an agency may publish
information on behalf of another agency.

This is not about making more information available to
the public. This is about the control of information.
This is completely and totally about a minister being
able to control the information that goes out to the
public. He is able to time the release of that
information, he is able to dictate to the agency in what
form the information has to be published and he is able
to dictate how often the information is to be published.
My concern with that is that quite often we seek
information, and we seek very detailed information —
for instance, in relation to incidents on the public
transport network. Recently we rolled out some media
releases about individual railway stations — about the
number of unruly passengers who had been
misbehaving at stations, about stations where guns had
been involved in violence, about stations where knives
had been involved in violence and about stations where
we have had issues with assaults, authorised officers
being beaten up and passengers being beaten up. We
got that information via FOI incident reports: about
700 incident reports were provided to us.
I would say that under this new regime you will get the
Department of Infrastructure — and Connex providing
the information to DOI — publishing that information
maybe once a year, or perhaps twice a year, but I will
guarantee that you will not get the level of detail that
has been provided in those incident reports to the
opposition. It will be completely sanitised. When we
request this type of information under FOI you know
what is going to happen — our requests will be refused
on the basis that this information is published annually
or half-yearly in such-and-such a document by
such-and-such an agency. We will be refused that
particular information based on the fact that its
provision would be an unnecessary use of resources.
This is what this whole piece of legislation is about. It is
about the total control of government information. You
will not get the sensitive, hard-hitting information
published on a government website. What you will get
is sanitised information. It will be just as we saw here
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last year, with annual reports being wheeled out here
and stacked up on tables as high as you can see in an
attempt to conceal as much information from the media
and the opposition as possible and stifle debate on those
annual reports. We are going to have more of those
reports with this type of information added to them.
The information will not be treated in the manner in
which it should be. It will not be debated, and our
ability to get the truth behind the statistics this
government provides will be totally shut down.
Another relevant instance is an FOI response we got
providing information from the Southern Cross Station
Authority in relation to expenses. You saw, when you
had a look at what the authority was spending its
money on, that it was pretty damning stuff. Cakes from
David Jones — I do not know why the authority would
want a cake from David Jones or a Santa Claus helper’s
suit before Christmas — are a great use of public
money! The government will say to such agencies that
they have to provide information in relation to general
expenses, but I would say you will find that these types
of expenses may come under something that the
minister decides needs to be categorised in a certain
manner that conceals how that money has been spent
and what it has been spent on. This is what I am
concerned about in relation to FOI and in relation to the
provisions before us.
We have issues in relation to another FOI request we
received. There was a serious incident at the Anakie
Road, Bell Park, level crossing on 27 July after
10 o’clock when the driver of an Adelaide-bound
freight train advised train controllers that the boom
barrier arms were stuck in the upright position. I would
say that that particular information would go down in
statistical form as ‘mechanical failure at a level
crossing’. In such cases we will not be able to alert the
people who live in a particular area that they need to be
very cautious in and around, say, a certain level
crossing. Or, to go back to the previous issue I raised —
bashings and assaults on particular railway stations —
we will not be able to alert the public that that is a
problem. We will not be able to put pressure on the
government to do something about that, because the
actual details, the meat of the issue, will be totally
hidden in this controlled mechanism that the
government intends to put in place to deal with FOI.
As I say, this has nothing to do with providing
additional information to the public. It has nothing to do
with making more information readily available. This is
about total control of the flow of information from the
government and government departments and releasing
it in such a manner that that information is not able to
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be dissected and got to the bottom of in terms of this
government’s failure to deliver services for Victoria.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am absolutely
delighted to join the debate in support of the bill before
the house, the Freedom of Information Amendment
Bill. I am particularly pleased to follow along a similar
line that the other government speakers have taken in
support of this bill in this debate. In particular I note the
contribution from the member for Kororoit, who took
us on a very interesting journey through the history of
FOI regarding the position of both Labor governments
over recent decades and the Liberals and The Nationals
when they were in government. I am particularly
pleased to follow the member for Kororoit, who
previously represented — as I now do — the electoral
district of Yan Yean.
The member for Kororoit took us on a pretty amazing
journey, reminding us of that history and most
interestingly the history of the Liberal and National
parties when they were in government. It reminded me
of some things that I had certainly forgotten, probably
in horror, having been a public servant during the time
of the Kennett government. We were not a very desired
species at that time, and I remind people that the then
Premier, Jeff Kennett, said that he preferred to run
government with six public servants and his two
Weimaraner dogs. That was probably pretty much an
example of the lack of esteem he felt for public
servants, but I also think it extended to the community’s
right to know.
Labor in government has always been a supporter of
transparency, accountability and expanding the ability
for communities to know and understand the decision
making of government and have a right to access
information. Conservative parties, when they have sat
on the government benches, have always been about
contracting that right.
The Freedom of Information Act was introduced by the
Cain government in 1982. At the time the Liberal and
National parties supported the bill, but what did they do
when they got into government? In 1993, shortly after
they took the government benches, they severely
curtailed the community’s access to information,
introduced an application fee and extended hugely the
definition of ‘cabinet documents’, while of course the
then Labor opposition opposed that amending
legislation.
It was interesting to hear a number of contributors from
the opposition benches bleating and crying crocodile
tears this evening. I particularly had to get the smelling
salts out when I heard the contribution from the
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member for Brighton, who had sat around the cabinet
table at the time when the Liberal Party contracted
access to FOI in 1993. The member, then in the other
place, certainly was one who actively supported the
Liberal Party’s amendments, along with other members
who still sit in this house and who are obviously going
to condemn this government’s changes.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GREEN — The member for Box Hill, who is
now sitting in the chamber, the member for Scoresby,
the member for Murray Valley, the member for
South-West Coast, the member for Caulfield and, of
course, the member for Brighton, who was at that time
in another place; and Bruce Atkinson and Inga Peulich,
now both members in another place. Not only were the
amendments the Kennett government proposed in 1993
designed to curtail access to information, but it had a
second crack at it in 1999, when it introduced a blanket
ban on the release of information that identified a public
servant or a third party.
I have had a look back at some of the commentary at
the time, and I quote an article from the Age of 1 May
1999 headed ‘FOI faces “white anting” with new
amendments’:
Experts in the field, who were not consulted about the change,
said this was a fundamental shift in the basic rules of
government accountability.
Mr Rick Snell, a lecturer in administrative law at the
University of Tasmania and national editor of FOI Review,
said: ‘No other jurisdiction in Australia or overseas has even
considered returning to such a dark age of public service
cover-ups and secrecy.

That is what this lot on the other side did when they
were in charge, yet they would say this bill does not go
far enough.
In 1997, in a letter to the then Attorney-General, the
Honourable Jan Wade, the then president of the Law
Institute of Victoria, Mr Geoff Provis — who now is
again its president — said:
New provisions related to the definition of cabinet documents
had also stifled the release of politically sensitive
information …

We have recently had some of that on that side, because
we have seen in Canberra in recent years the terrible
curtailing of people’s rights and the closing down of
information.
I was pleased to see an endorsement of the incoming
federal Labor government from a source which I found
quite surprising. The Australian Financial Review and
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the Sydney Morning Herald both reported that former
Liberal Party treasurer, Ron Walker, said that the
defeated Howard government had made the
suppression of public information an art form. He said
he was looking forward to working with Kevin Rudd.
He was reported on 1 December 2007 as telling Fairfax
Media’s annual general meeting:
We want stronger freedom of information laws, protection for
courageous whistleblowers, shield laws for our journalists so
that they are not jailed for doing their jobs, and accountability
in government at all levels.

That commentary on the history of freedom of
information reinforces that what we are doing to
expand access to FOI in this bill is truly
groundbreaking and that we mean what we say. We
made an election commitment to introduce these
changes. Getting rid of the application fees will mean
that many more people will have access to
documents — it may be personal information or
information on government decisions — so it will be
more democratic and easier for people to get access.
In researching this issue I found it interesting to note
that stakeholders said there was no consultation when
conservative governments introduced changes. That
stands in great contrast to the introduction of this bill.
We had an independent officer, the Ombudsman,
conduct a review into these laws and recommend
changes. This government is not afraid of that, unlike
those on the other side who necked the Auditor-General
and completely curtailed his powers. They were afraid
of the public’s right to know.
The changes to the Freedom of Information Act will
modernise the act. In this century, technology and the
availability of the internet means that the public wants
increasing access via that medium. This bill will mean
members of the community will be able to lodge FOI
applications online. It requires government agencies
and departments to freely provide information on the
internet about the functioning of the government.
I am pleased to be part of the Brumby government,
which is committed to open and accountable
government. Freedom of information has been Labor
policy since I have been voting. Anyone can look up
my date of birth in the parliamentary handbook. It is
quite a while ago — —
Mr Robinson interjected.
Ms GREEN — I am not ashamed of it. That is how
long Labor governments have been committed to
freedom of information. We have had that same
commitment whether in government or in opposition,
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not like the lot on the other side, which would never
have introduced anything that expanded the
community’s right to know. Their statements to the
contrary should be treated with the contempt they
deserve by the community. We have seen what they did
at a national level and a state level when in charge of
the government benches.

I refer to a Herald Sun article of 11 January 2008,
where it was reported that the government had spent
two and a half years and tens of thousands of taxpayers
dollars fighting to keep secret documents relating to
major projects and using the same excuse of cabinet in
confidence that was dismissed by the Court of Appeal.
It wasted taxpayer dollars to hide its secrets.

I am pleased to speak in support of this bill and I look
forward to hearing the remaining contributions by
government members and having a laugh at the
hypocrisy of those on the other side. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.

The effect of the government’s culture of hiding
embarrassing documents was essentially summed up
when a document about the details of the 5-star energy
efficiency regulations for new houses was sought. The
planning minister’s spokesman said, ‘It’s not a
document we want to make public’. That in effect is the
standard response from this government, and it is not
one that is given only to the opposition. The Herald Sun
spent 18 months pursuing the education department for
details relating to the paper’s investigation of
schoolchildren’s disturbing behaviour. The Herald Sun
initially wanted copies of all reports between 2002 and
2005 in order to continue its investigations.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is almost
amusing to listen to government members attempting to
defend the indefensible. They never address the failings
of their own government. They attack previous
opposition speakers or, with their skewed recollections,
attack the actions of the government that was running
this state eight years ago. There is a completely
blinkered view of what is happening here and now.
When they take this line, we on this side of the house
know they are having a lot of difficulty justifying their
current position.
I was very interested to hear the contribution from the
Attorney-General. In introducing the bill he said that he
was passionate about ensuring that applications for
freedom of information were free. I also put the
member for Footscray in that bucket. This government
has been in power now for eight years. If it were that
passionate about application fees, why has it not made
any move prior to now? This government has been the
beneficiary of those application fees for longer than the
Kennett government was in power, and yet at no time
prior to now has it even been suggested that the fees be
removed. If that is an example of passion from the
Attorney-General, I would hate to see how slowly he
would move on something he was not so passionate
about.
I also find it interesting to hear the Attorney-General
say that he is passionate about open and transparent
government. My message to the Attorney-General is
that it is never too late to start. This government often
talks about openness and accountability, but its political
interests are far more important to it than disclosure,
and there has been example after example of that in
recent times. There is the example of what happened
when the opposition sought documents relating to the
costing for the EastLink tollway. For four years this
government fought to keep those documents hidden,
with government members screaming out
cabinet-in-confidence excuses.

After running into a brick wall it narrowed that down to
a request for only 13 reports. How many do you think
the newspaper actually got? It got three. The Age also
had a 16-month battle to obtain information on the fast
rail project. When information was sought on the
Melbourne Convention Centre public-private
partnership (PPP) the government released 1000 pages
detailing that arrangement, saying that the documents
showed that the community was getting value for
money. But the government had blanked out every
figure in the payment provisions section, it had
removed crucial numbers from the contract
arrangements relating to interest, payment disputes and
refinancing gains, and it had deleted all the numbers
detailing compensation and the triggers and penalties
for service failures.
When it comes to public-private partnerships the
government rarely wants to say too much. That was
proven in the Age on 1 November 2006, when it was
revealed that a Labor-dominated parliamentary
committee had found that government secrecy
surrounding public-private partnerships meant that
Victorians had absolutely no idea whether they actually
provided real value for money.
Taxpayers are paying hundreds of thousands of dollars
as the government fights the release of documents. On
one occasion it spent $38 000 in one day on a hearing at
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). I will quote from an article in the Age of
13 August 2007 to show how much the government
actually spends on this sort of stuff. The article reads:
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Melbourne Water is using thousands of taxpayer dollars in a
legal fight to block the release of cabinet briefings on the
state’s water crisis.
The Age requested access to the documents this year under
freedom of information laws after sources close to the water
authority claimed that they would show the government had
withheld important information for political reasons.
But the water authority refused the request, arguing the
documents may cause ‘unnecessary debate’ about the drought
and Melbourne’s water supplies.

‘Unnecessary debate’? I would think the more
reasonable term would be ‘inconvenient debate’. The
government does not want any inconvenient debate
about the secrets it attempts to hide.
It is not just through the legal process that this
government tries to hide its many failures. It was
reported in the Age of 11 August 2006 that in response
to an FOI request from the member for Bulleen the
director of the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs
had allegedly hidden documents in her private office to
avoid any embarrassment to the government prior to the
2006 state election.
Further to this it was reported in the Herald Sun of
5 July 2006 that the government had bullied the
member for Brighton — and bullying is unusual for this
government, is it not? It said she had to stop inquiring
about the misuse of taxpayers money and that she
would be personally liable for all costs if she lost her
appeal.
The Ombudsman’s report that was released late last
year showed there was a culture of delays and
misleading details in the way freedom of information
applications to government agencies were dealt with.
The Ombudsman said that complaints were received
where the reasons given for claiming exemption under
the law were clearly misleading and that some agencies
took advantage of every available exemption to provide
as little detail as possible.
The Herald Sun attempted to discover how much
revenue was generated at each speed camera site, but it
was unsuccessful. The excuse given was that ‘details
were not able to be produced by means currently
available’.
It gets worse than that. As reported in the Age, the
Department of Premier and Cabinet apparently had
difficulty defining what a ‘signed contract’ meant. Film
Victoria was unable to define the term ‘all documents’.
It is just ridiculous. The freedom of information annual
report for 2007 shows that almost one in four applicants
was denied access to the documents sought or given
only partial access to information.
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But with some departments that number is much
higher. In the financial year 2005–06 the Department of
Human Services had 956 requests for information, but
it gave full access only 228 times. It denied full access
76 per cent of the time. That is openness and
accountability from this government!
The time taken to process freedom of information
requests has also been a joke. Almost 50 per cent of the
applications are not dealt with within the 45-day time
period. But what does this government do when it
cannot meet targets? It moves those targets. We should
all remember Labor’s pledge in 1999 to cut ambulance
response times. After eight years of failing to meet even
the current response times, what did it do? It extended
the response times. And the same applies here — ‘We
cannot meet the requirements, so let us just extend
them’.
This government over the past eight years has on many
occasions promised openness and accountability but
has fallen far short of delivering on that promise when
it does not suit its political agenda. The reality is that it
does not matter how passionate the Attorney-General is
about making freedom of information applications free,
because there is absolutely nothing in this legislation
that will change the culture of secrecy and obstruction
that has become the commonplace occurrence with this
government.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great delight
to stand in support of the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill 2007. The previous speaker talked
about inconvenience. Let me tell the house an
inconvenient truth, because I do not think the other side
of the house can stand the truth. I will go through our
record and the record of the Liberal Party when it was
in government, because it is really important to
remember what it did in government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order!
The member for Warrandyte was heard in silence. He
should now give the member for Yuroke the same
courtesy.
Ms BEATTIE — This bill abolishes — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order!
The member for Warrandyte has just made a reflection
on the Chair. I ask him to withdraw it. He should know
better, as he is cautioned frequently by the Speaker in
this house to show respect to the Chair, and that goes
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for the Acting Chair. If the member cannot do that, he
should remove himself from the chamber.
Ms BEATTIE — This bill abolishes the application
fee introduced by whom? The Kennett government. We
are going to implement all the legislative
recommendations made by the Ombudsman in the 2006
report to improve the operation of the legislation.
Another thing those opposite will not understand is that
this fulfils the government’s election commitment. We
do not differentiate between core promises and
non-core promises; we make election commitments,
and we uphold our election commitments. We also
want to modernise the FOI act to take into account the
increasing use of the internet by the public. When the
FOI act was originally introduced there would have
been no such thing as the internet. I am a great
supporter of members of the public using the internet to
increase their ability to lodge FOI applications.
I want to go into what we have done with FOI and what
the previous government did with FOI, because it is
important to remember what we are talking about.
Since we have been in government FOI requests have
increased by about 50 per cent, and in 2006–07, for the
fifth year in succession, there were more than
20 000 applications. Documents were provided under
FOI in 97.4 per cent of access decisions.
Less than 1 per cent of FOI decisions were appealed
against to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, and most of those decisions were upheld by
VCAT. In 2006–07 there was the lowest percentage of
internal reviews conducted of FOI decisions, some
1.3 per cent. The Ombudsman said in his 2006 review
of FOI that:
… undue delay —

in processing FOI applications —
occurs in a minority of cases.

In his 2007 annual report the Ombudsman noted that:
… FOI complaints have reduced by 30 per cent … largely
due to the work that departments and agencies have
undertaken following my review …

I want to go back to the record of the Liberal Party in
government. Since 1999 this government has
introduced a series of reforms, a swag of reforms, to
repair the damage done to FOI by the Kennett
government. Members opposite try to distance
themselves from the Kennett government, but we must
remember that there are people still in this house who
voted for the legislation. I will name those people later.
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Mr O’Brien interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order!
The member for Malvern is out of his place and knows
he should not interject unless he is sitting in it, so I ask
him to desist.
Ms BEATTIE — Of course members opposite
want to interject. They want to prevent me from talking
about their record — of course they do. I expect a few
more interjections, and that is not inviting interjections,
Acting Speaker. They want to interrupt; they do not
want their record laid on the line. They do not want me
to talk about when they prevented documents from
being attached to cabinet submissions merely for the
purpose of avoiding release under FOI. They do not
want me to talk about when they introduced a
requirement that documents concerning commercial,
business or financial undertakings would be exempt
from release only where it was unreasonable. They do
not want me to talk about how they removed the appeal
to VCAT when a government agency failed to respond
to a request. They do not want me to talk about how
they repealed the personal information provisions.
Members will remember the stories about shopping
trolleys full of documents being wheeled into the
Kennett cabinet room so the government of the day
could claim the cabinet exemption and avoid releasing
those documents under FOI. It must have been a great
sight. I do not know where they got the trolleys from,
but there must have been trolley after trolley because
you had a devil of a job getting anything from the
Liberal government under FOI. This has been
acknowledged by leading Liberals. I was doing some
research. Ron Walker, a former treasurer of the Liberal
Party, is now chairman of Fairfax. He is also the Liberal
Party’s fundraising supremo — he was the el supremo
of fundraising for the Liberal Party. He told an annual
general meeting of the Fairfax company in Sydney that:
… the previous government —

that is, the Howard federal government —
… have made the suppression of public information an
absolute art form.

If those opposite were so concerned about FOI, why did
they not ring up their mates in the Howard government
and say, ‘Look, you have got a hypocritical position
here, release the documents. We are all for releasing as
many documents as possible. Why don’t you release
them?’. Of course they did not do that. They sat there
mute. They are crying crocodile tears.
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Back then WorkChoices was not on the federal
government’s agenda but then it introduced the
legislation and refused to release documents about it.
Members opposite have absolutely no credibility where
FOI is concerned. In contrast, the Brumby government,
and the Bracks government before it, has a very proud
history on FOI. It has a history of being open,
accountable and transparent. That is why those opposite
hate to be continually reminded of their record.
Reminding them of their record shows us how
hypocritical they are.
I said before that I would name those who voted in
favour of draconian amendments made by the former
Kennett government. They are Robert Clark, Kim
Wells, Denis Napthine, Inga Peulich, Ken Jasper and,
of course, Louise Asher. So we see a history of
shillyshallying around FOI, but — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I believe it is disorderly to refer to members
by their names; they should be referred to by their titles.
Ms BEATTIE — The member for Box Hill, the
member for Scoresby, the member for South-West — —
Mr R. Smith — Acting Speaker, a ruling?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order! I
think the member is acting on the point of order.
Ms BEATTIE — The member for Box Hill, the
member for Scoresby, the member for South-West
Coast, Inga Peulich, now a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other house, the member for
Murray Valley and the member for Brighton. With or
without their names listed here, they stand on record as
having a shameful history on FOI. This side of the
house has a proud history. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to make
some brief remarks regarding the Freedom of
Information Amendment Bill 2007. The opposition has
a number of concerns with the bill and will be opposing
a number of aspects. I will be supporting the
amendments as outlined by the member for Box Hill.
The government has stated that the bill is largely a
response to the scathing review of the Freedom of
Information Act tabled by the Ombudsman in June
2006. That inquiry uncovered massive failures with the
system, with huge delays commonplace, ministers
claiming misleading exemptions and departmental
officials failing to give proper assistance, to name just a
few. The bill will do little to rectify these systemic
issues. Indeed some aspects of the proposed legislation
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will actually make information harder to obtain. The
new part II is a prime example. This part of the
principal act sets out a wide range of information that
agencies are obligated to make available to the public.
The Ombudsman identified concerns with the
government’s response to this part and recommended it
be urgently reviewed — a recommendation that the
Labor government has flatly rejected. In fact under the
new part II the government is intending to remove the
safeguards in the principal act. It wants to give itself
broad powers to determine the amount of information
made public by allowing the Attorney-General alone to
have discretion to decide what the public should see. In
effect Labor is saying, ‘Because we failed to meet our
disclosure requirements we’re going to remove them
altogether’.
Part 4 of the bill is also of considerable concern. New
part VIA would allow a person to be declared a
vexatious applicant, meaning further applications by
that person could be made only after VCAT (Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal) had given its
consent. My concern is that under this government
often it is necessary to use FOI in order to gain access
to basic information, but Labor’s bill contains no
exemptions.
It may well be the case that a number of the FOI
requests I have submitted to the Department of Human
Services constitute obstructing or otherwise
unreasonably interfering with the operations of the
agency. I am sure the minister finds them annoying!
Again this measure, rather than making it easier to gain
information, will simply make it harder.
Part 3 of the bill is further proof that this government is
simply not interested in genuinely reforming FOI.
Clause 11 extends the allowable response time from
45 days to 75. The Ombudsman found that only 56 per
cent of FOI requests are processed within the statutory
time frame and that over 20 per cent take more than
90 days to be finalised. Rather than make the necessary
changes to ensure FOI requests are promptly
completed, Labor is simply moving the goal posts. Put
simply, these changes will mean applicants will be
waiting longer for less information.
This government likes to position itself as open,
accountable and honest. There is a well-worn narrative,
trumpeted often and loudly by those on the other side,
that the previous coalition government was secretive
and antidemocratic and that that damage has been
undone by these Labor-led reforms. But the truth is
different, and this bill demonstrates that fact once again.
After peeling away the layers of spin, the inconvenient
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truth is that the Brumby government has a closet full of
skeletons and is jealously guarding the key. The secret
pre-election deal with the police union, secret figures
about the hospital waiting list to get onto the waiting
list, secret documents regarding the lotteries licence and
tender process and the costing of EastLink are just a
few of these skeletons.
Rather than simply handing over the documents in the
interests of open and accountable government, as
Labor’s spin would have us believe, the government
has gone to great lengths to keep them hidden from
view. In the case of the EastLink tollway the VCAT
battle lasted four years, and under this legislation more
will be able to be kept secret.
Individual ministers are also failing the test when it
comes to openness, routinely failing to disclose basic
information. In his second-reading speech the
Attorney-General lectured this house about open and
accountable government being essential in a
representative democracy. Unfortunately the actions of
ministers do not bear out that lofty ideal. There is no
better example of this than my opposite number, the
Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Community
Services and Minister for Senior Victorians. At the end
of last year the minister had 82 questions overdue in the
Legislative Council alone, accounting for 30 per cent of
all late and unanswered questions. There are now
126 questions awaiting her attention and overdue. I
hope some of these may be answered this week.
These questions that we ask are not trivial in their
nature. They seek important information from the
government about services for vulnerable Victorians.
And even when the questions are answered the minister
is evasive and secretive. For example, in question 634
she is asked about the funding and staffing for
community care units for mental health patients, an
important question that was raised in a
government-commissioned report that said there were
limited accommodation options. The minister simply
said that funding data for the units is contained in the
funding guidelines. In fact it is not. The minister must
not have listened to the Attorney-General’s
second-reading speech when he said:
It is essential to enable citizens to be well informed in relation
to government activities and decisions, to exercise their
democratic rights and responsibilities and to contribute to
government decision making in a meaningful way.

The opposition has to use FOI given the lack of
government respect for the Parliament and its
processes, such as questions on notice. The minister
also routinely flouts FOI requirements, and this will not
be rectified by the proposed changes. Every single one
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of the FOI requests I submitted to her department last
year came back late, despite the legislative requirement
to respond within 45 days, the statutory limit outlined in
section 21 of the act which Labor now wants to extend.
In July 2007 I submitted an FOI request to the
Department of Planning and Community Development
seeking access to documents and expenditure relating to
the government’s $5.9 million elder abuse initiative.
However, it was not until January 2008 that I finally
received the response from the department. The
response was six months late in coming, and 151 days
overdue. The government’s rhetoric about freedom of
information is all about openness and transparency —
language that is no doubt focus tested for maximum
impact — but its actions simply do not match up.
Labor continues to flout the Freedom of Information
Act, as it has done every year over the last eight years.
This bill does nothing to fix Labor’s systemic abuse of
FOI. It will simply mean that the community, the media
and the opposition will be waiting longer for less
information.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on this Freedom of Information Amendment
Bill because freedom of information is Labor policy.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HUDSON — Freedom of information is our
legacy. It is something the opposition will never be able
to claim, because all its record shows is that it is a
record of shame. It is a record of closing down FOI, and
it is a record of emasculating FOI. It is this party and
this government that have opened up the channels to
information. It is this government that has given people
more access to information than the Kennett
government would ever have dreamed of. You only
have to go back and have a look at why we believe in
this. We know this is one of the fundamental pillars of a
democratic society. That is what then Premier Cain said
when he introduced the bill. He said, ‘We are
introducing this because we believe in it’.
We believe members of the public have a right to
know; they have a right to have access to records about
them held by the government. We believe the
government has to be open to public scrutiny and more
accountable to the people who elect it. We believe that
people who are informed about government policies are
more likely to participate in decision making and in
policy making. We are still committed 26 years later to
the same principles that were enunciated in 1982, and
the opposition has the gall, it has the cheek, it has the
front to come in here, to get up and to suggest that this
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bill, which expands access to FOI, is somehow limiting
access to FOI.
Let us go back and have a look at 1982. In the upper
house it was opposition members who imposed the
$100 application fee. They did that because they knew
that that would be a major impediment to people getting
access to information. John Cain accepted that because
he had to get the bill through, but we have never
accepted the notion of those fees and that is why we are
removing them in this bill. We know that when the
opposition introduced the fee in the 1990s, applications
declined by 10 per cent.
Very simply, the opposition knew when it introduced
that fee that it was going to cut the number of
applications. That was the intent of that change and that
is why it was brought in. Not only did it do that but it
extended the definition of what is a cabinet document.
It became a farce because every document that was
discussed, mentioned or just artificially attached to a
cabinet submission became a cabinet document. It
became an exempt document. It became a situation
where basically no-one could get access to any
document of any significance introduced by the
Kennett government. That is a fact. That is what
happened under the Kennett government.
What was one of the first things that the Bracks Labor
government did in 1999 — remembering that one of the
pivotal points for the Independents in supporting it as a
government in 1999 was that they knew it would be a
more open and accountable government? They knew
that if the Kennett government was returned it would
get rid of the FOI act as it had threatened to. It had
already emasculated the Auditor-General; it had already
tried to nobble the Director of Public Prosecutions; and
there is absolutely no doubt that the Liberals in
government again after 1999 would have sought to
further emasculate the FOI act. What we did in
government in 1999 was to overturn the narrow cabinet
exemption that made a farce of every important piece of
information in this state.
We narrowed the commercial-in-confidence
exemption. As the member for Kororoit accurately
pointed out, even if commercial organisations doing
business with the Kennett government did not mind if
that information was released to the public, they were
forced by the commercial-in-confidence provisions to
sign up to a regime which basically denied the public
access to that information.
The other thing we did was to remove the $170
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal fee where
it deemed that refusal of an FOI application had
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occurred because an agency did not make a decision.
We required ministers to explain a decision and give
their reasons for appealing against a decision made by
VCAT. That is an astonishing difference in terms of our
record.
The new members over there chuckle away and say,
‘This is all very amusing’. But this is actually about
how democracy works. This is about the limbs of
democracy; this is about the engine room of
democracy; this is about whether members of the public
actually know what their government is doing, how
their government is making decisions, whether their
government is keeping information on them as a record,
whether that information is accurate and whether or not
they have access to information that allows them to
make an assessment of what their government is doing
as a government.
I am absolutely certain that this question of openness
and accountability was one of those questions that were
pivotal not only for the Independents but also for the
electorate in 1999. That is something that we as a
government have built on. That is why this legislation,
which we believe in, is such landmark legislation. It is
the reason why we are getting rid of the fee that the
previous government introduced in those amendments
in the 1990s and why we are implementing every single
one of the recommendations made by the Ombudsman
in his 2006 report in relation to changes to this
legislation. It will mean that conclusive certificates will
no longer be decided on a whim by the most powerful
bureaucrat in the state. They will not be decided by the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
He will not be the one who will decide whether or not
documents will be released, except in cases of national
security. Where there is dispute, the matter will now be
decided where it should be properly decided — before
an independent umpire, a judicial officer of the state.
That is an important protection for the citizens of
Victoria.
There is also a requirement under this bill for
departments to provide more information on the
internet. Opposition members bang on about the
unavailability of information — but there is more
information available now than they would ever have
dreamed of. There is more information on the internet
and more information released under FOI. The number
of applications and the amount of documentation
released under FOI has more than doubled since 1999.
We now have a situation where over 20 000
applications are being processed every year. That is a
record. It is actually 68 per cent greater than the
applications processed by the Kennett government —
and this has gone on for the last five years.
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We can also see that the vast majority of applications
have been met. Of course the opposition can drag up a
couple of instances where that has not occurred, but the
whole point is that in 97.4 per cent of FOI cases the
documents are provided. Less than 1 per cent of FOI
decisions are appealed to VCAT. In 2006–07 there was
the lowest ever percentage of internal reviews of FOI
decisions. That is an incredibly important fact, because
there were far more internal reviews under the Kennett
government. Not only did the opposition emasculate the
act when it was in government, but it held up the
operation of the act and undertook more internal
reviews.

over it. More importantly, if the previous legislation
was so bad, if it was so heinous, why have they not
done anything about it? Why has it taken them eight
years? We will be happy to do a Hansard search to see
what comments those opposite have made in calling for
legislation in 1999, in 2000, in 2001 — —

This government has a great record in FOI because it is
our legacy. It is our policy, we believe in it, we have a
conviction about its use and we are expanding access to
it. I commend the bill to the house.

Mr WAKELING — But those opposite were in
this place and have had every opportunity to raise this
issue. If it were such an important issue, of course they
would have passionately raised it in this house, but as
we know, the issue has not even been debated or
discussed.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am happy to
make a contribution on the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill 2007. In his second-reading speech
the Attorney-General said:
Open and accountable government is essential in a
representative democracy.

What a joke that statement is! One has only to look to
the other side of the house to see how those in
government view the importance of open and
accountable government, because so few of them are
here. Only four members of the government are in the
house at present. There is only one minister, who has to
be sitting at the table. Not even his friend the member
for Seymour, who obviously has sold out, is here. There
are only four members of this government sitting in the
house. That shows the contempt with which those
opposite treat the people of Victoria.
I am reminded of today’s actions. Here we have a
government talking about being open and accountable
and governing for all, but the opening grab on the
Channel 9 news showed the Victorian community
being thrown out of Parliament and the Premier
scuttling out of the house with his ministers behind him.
One is reminded that that is the way in which this
government is open and accountable. How many times
have members on this side of the house been prevented
from contributing to debate on bills in this house
because the government seeks to gag debate by
guillotining bills on a Thursday afternoon? I use that as
a backdrop when I talk about freedom of information.
Every time those opposite make a contribution they talk
about the Kennett years. I must remind them they have
been in power longer than the Kennett government was,
so perhaps the time has come to build a bridge and get

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — Do you want me to keep
going — in 2002, in 2003, all the way to now, until
finally they realised that they wanted to — —
An honourable member interjected.

In June 2006 the Ombudsman, George Brouwer,
handed down a scathing report on the manner in which
this government has handled FOI requests. Mr Brouwer
said that his investigation:
… revealed that delay in processing FOI requests is still a
major issue within the departments and Victoria Police. I am
also concerned about the lack of quality in reasons for
decisions, the poor level of assistance to applicants and some
internal practices.

This is not the Liberal Party, this is Mr Brouwer’s
assessment of the way in which this government has
handled FOI. He went on to say:
The great majority of FOI requests are for information for
private purposes, with only a relatively small number being
for political or media use. Full access is given in response to
77 per cent of all requests. However, only 36 per cent of
requests to departments and 31.5 per cent of requests to
Victoria Police are given full access.

Damning statistics! Those opposite love to talk about
statistics, but their own statistics demonstrate the poor
manner in which their ministers have overseen the
practices of government departments. The Ombudsman
also went on to say:
Delay was a key issue. Only 56 per cent of FOI decisions by
government departments in 2003–04 were made within the
statutory time frame of 45 days.

What a shame! What a disgrace! Nobody opposite is
putting their hand up and saying that is a great outcome
for the people of Victoria.
Nearly 21 per cent of decisions took more than 90 days.
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I know they want to extend the time frame, but nearly
21 per cent would still not be done within the relevant
time frame. None of those opposite are standing up and
saying how wonderful this information is and how
wonderful this government has been in handling FOI,
because they know Mr Brouwer is telling the truth and
they want it swept under the carpet. They do not want
to talk about the poor manner in which this government
has handled FOI in this state.
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there will still be a number of FOI requests that will not
be responded to even within 75 days. We also have a
major concern with respect to new part II, where the
minister — I am pleased to see that another minister
has joined us; we are up to two ministers in the house at
the moment, so we are doing very well — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order! I
ask the member for Ferntree Gully to continue on the
bill.

He went on to say in conclusion that:
While multiple requests and complex requests for sensitive
documents can be demanding, I consider that is part of the
general flow of work for departments and other agencies for
which their FOI units should be adequately resourced.

What he is saying is ‘You should be doing it properly,
and if you are not doing it properly, put on the staff to
do it properly’. The government has had eight years to
do this. It does not need the Liberal Party to tell it and it
does not need Mr Brouwer to tell it. It should know! It
employs the staff. It puts on thousands and thousands
more staff, and it still cannot get it right. How many
more staff does it need to put on to get it right?
You have got to understand, Acting Speaker, that this is
a government that does not like criticism. This is a
government that does not like being seen in a negative
light. I can tell you one thing: what we saw today
would never have happened under Mr Brumby. That
would never have happened under Mr Brumby,
because he would not have let that get out of control in
the way this Premier did. This is a Premier who
cannot — —
Mr Nardella — You are talking about Mr Bracks,
aren’t you?
Mr WAKELING — Yes, settle down!
With respect to the bill, there are three major issues of
concern that we have already identified on this side of
the house. This is a government that talks about
wanting to create a system that is apparently meant to
be improving freedom of information, but in effect
what the government is going to do is to make a
number of changes in this legislation that will in fact
stymie freedom of information. One only has to look at
the vexatious applicant provisions to see that. What will
actually happen is that as a consequence of those
provisions, when any person is deemed to be vexatious,
any other request that they have within the system can
be deemed to be non-answerable.
We also have a situation where the government is now
calling for extensions from 45 days to 75 days. As we
have already heard from my quoting of Mr Brouwer,

Mr WAKELING — A minister, under new part II,
can simply, with the stroke of a pen, ensure that
information will not be handed out. This is a
government that is quick to laugh and quick to pretend
that it is all a joke, but the Victorian people do not think
this situation is a joke. If it is not so bad, and if the
legislation that the government has in place is not so
bad, then why has the government got this bill before
the house at the moment? It knows there is a problem
with the act. If it thought it was so bad under the
previous government, it has had eight years to fix it, but
it did nothing about it. As stated by members on this
side of the house, we will continue to hold this
government to account.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I will not say
that that contribution was terribly enjoyable, because it
might be misleading the house, but I am very keen to
get up and support the Freedom of Information
Amendment Bill. I would strongly urge the member for
Ferntree Gully to do a little bit more homework in the
preparation of his notes and certainly number his pages
so that he does not get all his premiers mixed up.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I will teach the member
about the history of the last few years and indeed the
history of his party in government and its responses or
lack thereof to opening up government documents to
the public. It is a very sad story and one that might
cause some people to weep, but it might actually cause
the member for Ferntree Gully to do a little bit more
research and homework before he gets up in the
chamber next time. Let us be clear about this. This is
the most significant set of reforms to FOI laws since
they were originally introduced by a Labor government
in the early 1980s, but of course this comes on the heels
of many other recommendations.
The member for Ferntree Gully has accused members
of Parliament of not being here to listen to him, and
now he is refusing to stay and learn good lessons of
history. It seems as if he will be doomed to repeating
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his failures, which were so well presented here tonight
in his contribution to this bill in particular.
Let us be clear that while this bill contains the most
significant set of reforms to freedom of information
laws since they were introduced back in the early
1980s, they certainly come on the heels of a raft of
other initiatives that have been introduced since 1999
by the previous Premier and the Labor government
from that time on. When the Labor government came to
power in 1999 it was confronted by a massive set of
cuts to access to information under FOI laws, the denial
of fair access to FOI laws perpetrated by the previous
Kennett government and by a number of members who
remain members of this house today.
Let us be clear that the Bracks government set about,
through the Freedom of Information (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill of 1999, to narrow the cabinet
exemptions to FOI, narrow the commercial-in-confidence
exemption and remove the $170 Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal fee where it was deemed that a
refusal of an FOI application occurred because an agency
simply failed to make a decision. A minister was
required, from that point on, to explain a decision for an
appeal against a VCAT decision. The raft of reforms back
in 1999 also removed the blanket ban on the release of
information that identified a public servant or a third
party.
So Labor has got a very clear, consistent record, since
the very early days of the Labor government after the
1999 election. Here we are again. It was this
government that initiated a request to the Ombudsman
to conduct a major review of FOI laws back in 2006.
Let it be noted in Hansard that every one of the
legislative recommendations that was made by the
Ombudsman in his report of 2006 has been actioned by
this government, and every non-legislative reform
recommended by the Ombudsman in the 2006 report
has been implemented, by all government departments
and the Victoria Police, or has been noted as having
already been in place prior to the recommendations. So
let us be very clear about whose agenda it is to promote
and augment and strengthen the FOI laws in this state.
It is squarely an area of Labor territory. It is one that we
have carried quite proudly against waves of opposition
from those on the other side of this house in previous
governments and today in their formation as an
opposition.
The slated amendments before the house will facilitate
the public’s access to government documents. They
will achieve this by better managing three key
innovations. The first of these is the way that
information can be accessed, the second is in reducing
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the cost of making an application, and the third is by
placing at arm’s length from the executive and from
government disputed documents on information that
can be released. In these ways government becomes
more accessible, transparent and therefore accountable.
These qualities, I say quite proudly, have been the
hallmarks of the Bracks Labor government and now the
Brumby Labor government. Those governments have
demonstrated that, not only in words but in deeds and in
practice. This bill before us is a very strong and vibrant
testimony to our commitment of transparent,
accountable and open government.
I will take the three points of innovation one by one.
Firstly, in terms of the ways that information can be
accessed, the amending bill will enter the internet
age — for instance, it will allow for the lodgement of
FOI applications online. The bill will require all
government departments and agencies to make
available more information online free of charge. In
fact not only will it be a responsive tool, but agencies
and departments will be required, under very clear
guidelines that will be formulated by the
Attorney-General, to freely make available a lot more
documents online.
To ensure the availability of information via the internet
is consistent with the government’s intentions, the
Attorney-General will develop very clear guidelines on
what would be expected to be put on the internet. The
Attorney-General will also be empowered to direct a
government agency to participate in the FOI online
system.
A spin-off benefit of a modernised, web-based system
for accessing a broader array of documents on the
internet should be a reduction in the number of FOI
applications. In his 2006 report the Ombudsman quite
rightly highlighted that was an area of great concern. As
I said earlier, we have responded to every
recommendation of a legislative and non-legislative
kind by putting into effect all those recommendations to
ameliorate the concerns that were raised. Let us not
forget that it was this government that initiated the
review, and we have now acted on the findings. Getting
back to my first point regarding innovations arising
from the bill, more information will be a click of a
button away, without the need to lodge paperwork.
The second innovation contained in the bill is the
abolition of application fees. We know that is a Kennett
legacy — and that has been discussed at length tonight.
The fee was designed to reduce the number of
applications that were lodged; that is the reality. It was
designed to constrain access to government
information. The logical consequence of that is that it

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AMENDMENT BILL
62

ASSEMBLY

was designed to reduce the transparency of
government, to reduce access to government and to
reduce government accountability. The converse of that
is that every action we as a Labor government have
taken since 1999 has produced the opposite of that. Let
us remember that. When Kennett introduced a fee, we
saw a sharp — 10 per cent — reduction in the number
of applications lodged.
Before I run out of time, the third innovation contained
in the bill is the placing of disputed documents at arm’s
length from government. This will occur through the
removal of the authority of the Secretary of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet to issue conclusive
certificates vis-a-vis cabinet documents. The Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and the courts will
quite rightly be the places for disputes as to whether a
cabinet document should be exempt from FOI laws.
That is as it should be. That is a sign of a healthy,
robust democracy and a healthy, accountable,
transparent government. We do not want to go back to
the days when those opposite were very keen to run
government as a secret business — as a business that
was not listed on the stock exchange, let us say — that
did not have to be open and accountable. That is the
counter to what we have presented.
The record of governments over the last 20 years tells
the story well and truly for anyone who wants to read it.
I recommend that the member for Ferntree Gully
research issues such as this before he presents himself
next time, because I think we would all like to be
informed about the real story of this bill. I commend the
bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the
Freedom of Information Amendment Bill 2007. I start
by quoting from the second-reading speech. It says:
Open and accountable government is essential in a
representative democracy. It is essential to enable citizens to
be well informed in relation to government activities and
decisions, to exercise their democratic rights and
responsibilities and to contribute to government decision
making in a meaningful way. It is essential to build
confidence in agencies, government departments and the
institution of government.

It is a pity that the Brumby government does not
practise what it preaches. It has failed miserably, as the
protest today demonstrated. It highlighted the failure to
implement this basic premise in relation to projects such
as the north–south pipeline and the decommissioning of
Lake Mokoan.
I wish to focus on what appears to be a key underlying
premise of this bill, which is that making information
free translates into an increase in openness and
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accountability of government. It does not. The key
issue is the culture of a government. The culture of this
government is to speak repeatedly about openness and
accountability but to act secretively, withhold facts and
promulgate half-truths and lies. I will use my six-year
battle over Lake Mokoan to highlight the point I am
making. Page 3 of the second-reading speech states:
… the Ombudsman found that FOI officers generally handle
requests promptly and diligently, respecting the spirit of the
act.

That is not the case with my observations in relation to
Lake Mokoan. Of 12 freedom of information requests
about this issue, 4 requests were refused on the ground
of concerns about terrorism; 1 request was refused
because it related to Aboriginal heritage issues and the
party seeking information was not eligible; and
7 requests were refused in part or totally for a variety of
reasons including not having finished work, deleted
costs, little information and no cost information
available et cetera.
Let us look in more detail at some of the refusals and
focus on refusals on the ground of concerns about
terrorism — that is, the risk of releasing information
causing terrorism concerns. This matter related to the
management of Lake Nillahcootie and Lake Mokoan
from a flood prevention point of view for Benalla.
Amazingly the information was released in part on the
eve of a Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
hearing for one of the people who requested the
information, and the information that was made
available suggested minimal risk of increased flooding
to the people of Benalla in the event that Lake Mokoan
was decommissioned.
But there was a concern among the people, given the
timing of that release and the background of the issue,
that perhaps the information was selective. That
concern was heightened in Benalla when the new
McDonald’s premises were built 1.5 metres above
surrounding shops to comply with flood mitigation.
You wonder about the validity of the claims when the
Rural City of Benalla has just completed a Flood Smart
awareness program for the houses located in the lower
parts of Benalla. This suggests that it is preparing for an
increase in the frequency of flooding, but we have been
told that that is not the case.
Moving on to the Aboriginal heritage site issues, a
request was made for information supporting a claim by
a consultant that he found no evidence of burials being
present and that the probability of burials occurring in
the identified land form was negligible. The
information which was supplied in response to the
freedom of information request was a two-page
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document. The key statement in relation to burial sites
says:
… the area was made of both stone wash and clay, making it
extremely difficult to dig suitable graves. I also informed …
that the area was well below the high-water mark and that
Aboriginal people did not generally bury their dead in
water-inundated areas.

But do you know what? The high-water mark relates to
Lake Mokoan, constructed in 1970, and the Winton
swamp existed 40 000 years ago. What we have is a
problem of fact being delivered under the freedom of
information request.
Mr Holding interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister
at the table should stop interjecting. The member for
Benalla is to speak without assistance.
Dr SYKES — It is clear that the minister is seeking
to engage in this issue, and I welcome his engagement.
Minister, I put a question — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Benalla should ignore interjections.
Dr SYKES — In relation to the freedom of
information process and the culture of honesty and
integrity in government which underpins this
legislation, I wrote to the minister seeking information
about the management of the decommissioning. The
minister’s response was that because the DSE
(Department of Sustainability and Environment) was
actively consulting with irrigators on an alternate
proposal he was unable to provide information and
therefore unable to answer the question. That was
signed by the minister on 31 December 2007. The
problem is that the DSE had not consulted with the
irrigators since June 2007. There is a bigger problem, in
that two weeks earlier the minister had publicly
announced that he was proceeding with the
decommissioning of Lake Mokoan. What a farcical
letter to send to me!
It is clear that there is a need for change to increase the
availability of information. This proposed legislation
goes part of the way, but the only way to have a truly
open and accountable government is to change the
culture of government. It would appear to me that that
is mission impossible, given the arrogance with which
this government is being ruled by the Premier of the
day and the repeated withholding of basic information.
The solution is to change the government.
In the 2 minutes I have left I want to come back to the
culture of the government, using the Lake Mokoan
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example. The new Minister for Water agreed to an
independent review of the security of the supply. There
were terms of reference that specifically restricted the
review to one considering only the assumptions used by
the DSE and government agencies in their modelling of
the security of supply. The brief specifically — I repeat,
‘specifically’ — excluded consideration of other
assumptions which may have been equally valid and
would have given a quite different answer. The other
thing is that the consultancy that was reported as being
an independent review that was undertaken at the
request of the minister was in fact done in April, which
I believe was before the minister was appointed.
Looking at another contentious issue in terms of culture
and honesty and openness in government, the minister
has been quoted as saying that the full
decommissioning proposal will deliver 12 gigalitres
more water savings than the irrigators’ mini-Mokoan
proposal. What he has omitted to state is that that
12 gigalitres difference is water that is purchased from
other irrigators. If you compare the savings in
evaporation losses, which is surely the true comparison,
then there is agreement between the DSE and the
irrigators that the losses are about 331⁄2 gigalitres for
mini-Mokoan and 34 gigalitres for full
decommissioning. Then we have the situation of the
minister and the process refusing to include in the
cost-benefit analysis the removal of those 12 gigalitres.
We have a government culture that is about
withholding the truth and spreading half-truths,
mistruths and lies, and this freedom of information
legislation will not solve that problem.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to
rise and make a contribution in support of the Freedom
of Information Amendment Bill 2007. When we think
about democracy, there are a few truths that we
associate with the aims of democracy. Open and
accountable government is one of them, as is the
public’s access to government information. For so
many years prior to the election of the Bracks
government in 1999 the Victorian public was treated
with contempt by the Kennett government, many of
whose members still occupy the same seats for the
Liberal Party. We are still talking, so many years later,
about the culture of the Liberals, which was, is and will
continue to be secretive. This is the same political party
that in government abolished the Auditor-General and
used every trick in the book to keep Victorians in the
dark about every move and decision it made on behalf
of the people it supposedly represented.
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We have seen under the Bracks-Brumby leadership an
unprecedented level of openness and accountability,
and in return — —

police officer had left the residence and left Heywood
there had been an increase in unlawful behaviour and
behaviour which was inappropriate in that community.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Under
standing orders it is time for me to interrupt the
business of the house.

Clearly we have a situation where a decision has been
made to close down a police residence and potentially
to sell that residence based purely on dollars. The fact is
that this government and this minister have not
provided enough resources to police command to
maintain adequate facilities for police officers and their
families in country Victoria. That is what
Superintendent Cole told the public meeting in
Heywood. He made it very clear that it is a
dollar-driven decision, not a community safety-driven
decision. It is in the interests of community safety to
have an officer in residence in the town, and if the
house was suitable that is what Superintendent Cole
would do.

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Police: Heywood residence
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, and the action I seek is for the
minister to reverse the decision to close and sell the
police residence in Heywood. The minister should
commit to building a new police residence in Heywood
immediately and ensure that the requirement to occupy
the new police residence is a part of the job description
for the senior officer stationed in Heywood. Heywood
is a great rural community situated on the busy Henty
and Princes highways in western Victoria. It has three
police positions that operate a 16-hour station when it is
fully staffed.
An honourable member — It had three 10 years
ago.
Dr NAPTHINE — Yes, it had. Until very recently
the senior police officer was required to live in the
police residence. However, upon his departure the local
police commander decided that the residence was not
fit to be occupied by a police family. The police
residence in Heywood is in an appalling condition. It is
unfit for habitation by a family and should be pulled
down immediately.
At a recent community meeting of about 300 angry
local people Superintendent Shane Cole told the
audience that there were no positives for the
community in the decision not to require the police
officer to live in the residence or to live in Heywood.
He said the reasons for the decision were based on the
cost of repairs to the residence and the potential dollars
to be gained from its sale. He listed many negatives for
Heywood from this decision, including a potential
increase in unlawful behaviour and crime. Many of the
people at the meeting highlighted the fact that since the

That is why I am calling on the minister to provide a
commitment that there will be a new police residence in
Heywood, and a requirement for an officer to occupy
that residence to provide the level of protection that
community deserves.

Energy: efficient households
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Energy and Resources. I call
upon the minister to take action to implement a longer
term strategy and plan to tackle climate change through
energy efficiency. I have been a long-term supporter of
energy efficiency. I would like to congratulate the
Brumby government and the minister for the Change
the Globe promotion, which involved giving away half
a million energy-efficient light globes through the
Herald Sun. We managed to cut out the coupon and go
down to our local Bunnings store to get our light globe.
I am sure the member for Bulleen and others would
have done the same thing because this is a wonderful
initiative in terms of reducing household CO2
emissions. But it is a short-term initiative and we need
longer term strategies for this.
I am sure all members of the house are very much
aware that energy efficiency is not just an effective way
to reduce our carbon footprint; it is also a pretty easy
measure for us to undertake to reduce our energy bills.
We all know that energy prices have been going up
with the effects of the drought and a range of other
things, and energy efficiency is becoming all the more
important for households in all of our electorates.
Mr Robinson interjected.
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Mr STENSHOLT — I am sure it is for cake bakers
too; they are probably starting work now. This is
something I have been interested in for many years. I
have worked on many environmental policies before
and attended many international meetings as part of
Australian delegations in the days when we actually
had some credibility. We are now getting back that
credibility.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — If you listened, you would
hear what I asked for. It is because you do not listen;
that is your problem — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Scoresby! I have written down the member’s
request for action. He has asked for action to implement
a long-term strategy to tackle energy efficiency. I
accept the member’s adjournment debate request.
Mr STENSHOLT — As I said, I am strongly
supportive of campaigns. We had campaigns in our
local area. We even had an energy efficiency program
in Ashburton, Ashwood and Chadstone. We had
household audits, and we made improvements in the
energy efficiency of those houses. Simple things can be
done, and I urge the minister to come up with a
comprehensive, longer term plan to tackle climate
change through energy efficiency.
I know this is very important for many people in my
electorate. We had a forum last year, and people from
Sustainability Victoria, as well as the then Deputy
Premier, came along and talked about energy
efficiency, local action and simple things. We listed
10-point suggestions on a little DL-sized card. I
personally distributed them to 7000 households. It is
very important, and I urge the minister to come up with
a long-term plan to improve energy efficiency here in
Victoria.

Rail: north-eastern Victoria
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport. I seek
urgent action to upgrade the passenger rail services in
north-eastern Victoria. Members would be aware of my
long-held support for passenger rail services in country
Victoria, even during the 1990s; however, the situation
in my electorate has become critical because of the
substandard service being provided to north-eastern
Victoria.
I have received more representations on this issue than
any other issue in my electorate in the last 12 months. I
have heard stories about horror rail journeys, train
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breakdowns, air conditioning not working, lack of
appropriate cleanliness in carriages, toilet areas not
working, water fountains running dry, canteens not
open or properly stocked, trains not running on time
and long treks to and from the north-east trains at
Spencer Street itself. Passengers in north-eastern
Victoria are now being subjected to longer travel times
over the summer. Each time the temperature is forecast
to reach over 35 degrees, speed restrictions are enforced
because of the poor condition of the track. Now they
can expect their travel time to be extended by 30 to
45 minutes, and they are given no real indication of
when they are going to leave or when they are going to
arrive at their particular station. It is simply not good
enough.
The state government has now spent over a billion
dollars on upgrading the Bendigo and Ballarat rail lines,
but the so-called fast rail has been discredited because it
is not a fast train anyway. The budget surpluses should
be spent on upgrading the services. The latest reports I
am receiving are that passengers are travelling by buses
to Seymour because of carriages being closed due to
problems with the toilets. Passengers are asking to be
moved from these seats because of the stench from the
supposedly clean toilets. Passenger trains are running
out of diesel before they even get to Wallan. This is a
farcical situation. I was told about a person who was
travelling from Melbourne on Sunday night and was
delayed because the toilets had not been pumped out.
The passengers waited to get on the train, but once they
got on the train the stench in the carriages was so bad
that they were shifted to other carriages in an endeavour
to travel comfortably. This situation is not acceptable, it
must be changed and I seek urgent action from the
minister to do that.
Finally, we require the minister to travel on that train. If
she travelled on the trains to north-eastern Victoria she
would understand immediately that we need corrective
action to look at overcoming these huge problems.
People who live in north-eastern Victoria need a high
standard of passenger rail services and not the
substandard services that are being provided. I believe
that situation must be addressed by the government
immediately. People want to use the service, but it is
just not up to standard, and it is not acceptable to those
of us who live in that part of the state. We want action
right now.

Bundoora Tennis Club: facilities
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. I call on him to fund an
upgrade to the Bundoora Tennis Club facilities.
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Bundoora Tennis Club is a fantastic local sporting club.
It has around 250 members, and I understand the
membership is growing because of the way the tennis
club operates. The club runs a range of activities,
including an open day that is coming up this Sunday,
which I hope to attend with the family. The club has
lodged a proposal with Sport and Recreation Victoria
through Banyule council to convert two of the club’s
existing eight courts to synthetic clay — these courts
are currently a porous material or en-tout-cas — and
also install lighting and new fencing around some of the
courts.

Mornington Peninsula roads as it has many other
services in the area.

The proposal is for the government to fund $60 000 of
the project, the Banyule council to contribute $60 000,
and the club to make a sizeable contribution of $80 000,
which for a club in the area of Bundoora is a big
contribution, a big commitment. I commend the club
for taking on the fairly onerous task of repaying the
loan to improve those facilities for members of the
community. Currently three of the eight courts are
closed because of water restrictions. The en-tout-cas
courts need constant watering. I understand an
en-tout-cas court requires about 300 000 litres of water
per annum. If you were to replace two of those courts
with synthetic clay, which requires no watering, there is
a potential saving of 600 000 litres of water every year.

That was in 2002. It has been six years since I received
that letter, but there has been absolutely no action.

Along with the water savings and the better playing
surface, the lighting would mean that the courts would
be utilised more efficiently and for longer hours. That
would mean that the juniors in particular would be able
to play at night, especially in the winter months when
the days are shorter. The new court surfaces would free
up more courts and result in an increase in women’s
participation in sport through the Mums’ Tennis
Program that the club hopes to run, as well as other
programs, particularly programs for people with special
needs and disabilities and the hot shots program for
juniors. It is a great local club, and I urge the minister to
support the application that has been put forward.

Roads: Mornington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise an issue
with the Minister for Roads and Ports regarding a
number of problems with roads on the Mornington
Peninsula. I would like the minister to allocate funding
to address the problems with our roads.
In the nine years of this Labor government there has not
been one major road project in the seat of Nepean.
There have been just a few minor touch-up jobs and the
occasional pedestrian refuge, and that is about all.
Under the previous government millions of dollars
were spent; this government has just neglected the

I would like to start off with the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway sound barriers. Back in 2002 I received a letter
from VicRoads when it finally recognised that:
… the noise level at this location —

that is, the Mornington Peninsula Freeway —
warrants the consideration of noise barriers. A proposal is
being developed and will be submitted to the government for
consideration for possible funding in a future program.

I have a list of the noise barriers that will be installed
and their order of priority. I notice that the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway is on the list but is going absolutely
nowhere up that list. In its own figures VicRoads talks
about the number of households that are being
adversely affected by the noise levels along the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway. I point out that this is
just the permanent residents, not the holidaymakers
who are down there in their droves. To add insult to
injury to the residents, the road was resurfaced with a
noisy road texture and so the noise increased even
further.
On the same freeway during summer, and on not even a
hot day, a whole section of the road surface of the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway — you can imagine
how busy it was in the middle of summer — just totally
disintegrated. The freeway had to be closed down for
about half a day so it could be patched up. It was still a
mess when the road was reopened, and it has just been
repaired now. The condition of that freeway and the
amount of traffic on it certainly need addressing.
There are two very busy boat ramps on Point Nepean
Road. The overflow of boats and trailers onto the road
totally blocks Point Nepean Road throughout the
summer. It took many motorists 1 hour to travel the
9 kilometres between Rosebud and Rye over summer
due to the gridlocked traffic. It is a huge danger to the
emergency vehicles which have to travel along the
wrong side of the road to get to their emergency
situations. That gridlock has got to be overcome.

Bacchus Marsh Lawn Tennis Club: synthetic
playing surface
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. The action I request is that the minister
consider favourably the application submitted by the
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Bacchus Marsh Lawn Tennis Club for a $60 000 grant
to convert the club’s existing courts to synthetic grass
surfaces which do not require watering.
The Bacchus Marsh Lawn Tennis Club is situated at
Maddingley Park. Through Premier Brumby, when he
was Treasurer, the government announced a $300 000
upgrade to the park, which is currently occurring — but
this request is in addition to that upgrade. The drought
is affecting all the grass courts within Victoria, and
Bacchus Marsh is no different. The Bacchus Marsh
Lawn Tennis Club is a terrific club, with many
committed members and players who stay fit, keep in
touch with friends and fellow players, represent their
club in competition and promote the game to the local
community.
The synthetic court surface will mean that the club does
not need to water the courts. The drought is making it
very difficult for sporting clubs of many codes to
continue using surfaces that require water. The Brumby
Labor government has acted to protect these clubs and
has worked with local government to, for example, be
able to water one in four sporting grounds after a water
plan has been developed. These grants assist sporting
clubs and councils to upgrade their facilities to either
reduce water usage, eliminate it altogether or assist in
providing other sources of non-potable water to get
them through these tough times.
My understanding is that the $60 000 has been
requested of the minister and of the government, with
in-kind support of $480, and with the Bacchus Marsh
Lawn Tennis Club providing a further $49 200. It is
important for all interested people and organisations to
make a fair contribution to these upgrades, and that is
what the Bacchus Marsh Lawn Tennis Club has
proposed.
It is an amazing how critical these local facilities are to
the development of our young players. People like
Mark Philippoussis, Lleyton Hewitt and our very own
up-and-coming Casey all started at the local level.
An honourable member — Casey who?
Mr NARDELLA — It has slipped my mind!
An honourable member — Dellacqua.
Mr NARDELLA — I should have remembered
that; it is an Italian name!
Even my grandson Kyle is learning the game and plays
tennis, especially with Shaun, his father. Tennis is a real
family activity where everyone can play some role in
developing the game and encouraging each other in this
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fantastic sport. We have just had the fantastic grand
slam at the tennis centre; its development is a great
credit to the Honourable John Cain and his government.
It is a terrific tourism and promotion vehicle for
Melbourne and Victoria.

Disability services: support funding
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development to conduct an urgent review of aid
funding for a beautiful little boy in my electorate.
Matthew is six years old and was diagnosed as autistic
three years ago. He has two older brothers and loving
parents.
When Matthew’s condition was diagnosed he began
attending Irabina, a highly specialised early learning
intervention centre in Bayswater. It was specifically set
up to encourage development of skills such as speech
and behaviour in autistic children. In order to give their
son the best start in life, Kylie and Craig were happy to
pay the fees and contribute incredible amounts of time
and effort. On top of this Matthew’s mum ceased
working to ensure she had sufficient time to help her
son and drive him to privately funded weekly
occupational therapy and speech therapy sessions.
These each cost $80 per hour, week in, week out.
Kylie has no regrets. The family’s hard work and
sacrifice has paid off. Matthew’s skills continue to
improve, but to ensure he stays on the right path, he still
needs constant assistance. Last week he joined his
brothers and started prep at Heathmont East Primary
School, an outstanding local school with a nurturing
staff and school community. He is excited to be at
school, but lacks the skills needed to socialise and make
friends. He also has behavioural challenges, which
subject him to some segregation by the other children.
Basically, he is different and desperately needs
specially trained adult assistance to help him settle in,
teach him how to behave, and to ensure he maintains a
satisfactory level in his school work.
However, therein lies the problem. Matthew is not
receiving the contact hours he needs. Children with
disabilities undergo an intense assessment, known as
the essential needs questionnaire. Input is sought from
departmental representatives, a psychologist, a social
worker, parents and any prior learning facilities.
Matthew was deemed by these professionals as
requiring level 3 funding, but a letter sent to his parents
in December only allowed for level 2, giving him
supervision and specialised aid for just 10 hours per
week, approximately half of what the next level would
provide and what he needs.
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Kylie and Craig revisited all the paperwork and spoke
to all those concerned in their efforts to find out why he
has been allocated level 2 funding when every other
child from Matthew’s peer group at Irabina who has
progressed to a government primary school this year,
and some have more advanced skills than their son, has
been granted the extra time — that is, level 3.
All the experts involved agree that Matthew needs
level 3 funding, but a computer has obviously thought
differently. I ask that the minister immediately review
Matthew’s case and offer this little boy a bright future
by overturning the computer’s decision and utilising her
ministerial and above all her human discretion.

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

congratulate the Surf Coast sporting clubs in particular
for their advocacy.
The other project involves $30 000 for the Surf Coast
aquatic leisure feasibility study. Peter Currie, Ron
Lowe and Tony Smailes have spent literally years of
lobbying in this regard. This money will give them a
chance to prove their belief that there should be some
aquatic facility in Torquay, in addition to The Sands
Resort, which is only a small, narrow pool. There is a
need for another training pool, whether that be at the
community hub, which I know the council is looking at
in terms of sporting facilities, or somewhere else. But
wherever it is, I urge the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs to support both those projects.

Surf Coast: sporting facilities
School buses: West Gippsland
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — The
matter I raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I seek the
minister’s support for the Surf Coast Shire Council’s
application for some $90 000 of funding from the latest
round of the Community Facility Funding program.
That $90 000 is for two extremely important sporting
projects in my electorate of South Barwon with which I
know the minister is familiar as he was down in
Torquay some two months ago and is well aware of
both these projects.
Both groups of initiators have worked long and hard
with me and, importantly, the council. They have
convinced the council to apply through this fund. I
congratulate the Surf Coast Shire Council for its
application. These groups have been persistent, to say
the least, about their projects. They are passionate, and
so they should be as they are there to serve the youth of
Torquay and, with respect to the aquatic facility, a
broader constituency.
The first project involves some $60 000 from state
funding to go towards a lighting project at Horseshoe
Bend Reserve, Torquay. This is truly a partnership, if
indeed we are successful. The point of my adjournment
issue is to urge the minister at the table, the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth, to be involved in this
trifecta, which includes both the council and the federal
government. I congratulate the new federal Labor
member for Corangamite, Darren Cheeseman, on his
initiative. One of the initiatives he announced during
the recent election was his commitment to this
particular project. If we are successful, the three tiers of
government will be funding this much-needed lighting
project at this ground. It will allow users to both train
and play at night, and take real pressure off other
sporting facilities at Torquay, something which has
been a consistent thorn for sporting groups in my area. I

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education. I
call on the minister to take action to address the
inequity of the current government school bus policy
and undertake an urgent review of the government
school bus program in West Gippsland.
Towards the end of the last school term in 2007 and
during the Christmas school holidays just gone, my
office has been inundated with parents of
schoolchildren who are unable to access a seat on a
current government school bus service. I have copies of
letters from the government school bus coordinators at
both Warragul Regional College and Drouin Secondary
College advising Marist-Sion College in Warragul that
students from Buln Buln, Buln Buln East, Cloverlea,
Rokeby, Heath Hill, Poowong East, Bunyip, Garfield,
Tynong, Vervale, Tonimbuk, Labertouche and Modella
will not have access to a seat on a school bus for the
next three years. In fact one of the coordinators has
indicated that there may be some government school
students missing out on a school bus seat during the
same period.
The current government school bus policy dictates that
government school students must receive priority and
non-government school students may be permitted to
travel on an existing school bus service provided there
is space available.
The students who are currently being disadvantaged or
discriminated against live more than 4.8 kilometres
away from the closest school of their denominational
choice. They are the sons and daughters of farming
families who are already struggling to overcome the
difficulties of the recent drought, and they are the sons
and daughters of single-parent families, who, because
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of work commitments, do not have alternative options
for getting their children to school.
They are not able to exercise their choice in education
because of the penny-pinching of the Brumby
government, and this is another example of its total lack
of regard for country communities. There is no doubt
that the continued population growth in our area and
higher school retention rates are a significant
contributing factor to this problem. However, I believe
the existing school bus policy is creating barriers to
educational choice and compromising the educational
experience and opportunities for success of students
from outlying rural areas.
The current situation is placing enormous stress on
school bus coordinators and parents alike. The school
bus policy has not been reviewed since 2001. I call on
the Minister for Education to urgently review the policy
so that it can be applied in a far more equitable manner,
and I also call on the minister to take action by
implementing immediately a comprehensive
operational review of the entire school bus service in
West Gippsland.

Automotive industry: service upselling
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I wish to raise an issue for
the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, who
I note is in the house. The issue relates to upselling,
which is the practice of recommending services not
requested by customers. The action I am requesting is
that the minister investigate the practice of upselling in
the motor car service industry.
Six months ago my electorate officer, Stephen Gagen,
took his 18-month old Nissan Pulsar to a company in
Essendon for its 20 000 kilometre service. The car had
had no problems, so he was surprised when he was told
that it needed the fuel injectors cleaned. He told the
company that he found it difficult to believe the fuel
injectors needed servicing in such a new car and that if
they did then surely that should be covered by the new
car warranty. Strangely enough, the company desisted.
However, when in late January Mr Gagen took the car
to the same company for its 30 000 kilometre service,
he was astonished to again be told that the car’s fuel
injectors needed cleaning. On checking with the
manufacturer he found that this was not a normal
recommended service procedure, so he again refused
the offer. A United States magazine called Popular
Mechanics, which is available on the internet, lists in its
September 2007 issue fuel-injected cleaning — usually
at a cost of US$125 or US$200 — as one of five car
maintenance procedures you do not need.
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Another US magazine, Modern Car Care, also has an
interesting article which examined the subject of
upselling. It takes a very different tone, as befits a
magazine servicing the industry itself. The article is
entitled ‘Upselling: the fastest way to higher profits’.
The article lays great emphasis on the need for staff to
adopt a positive and confident tone of voice and
attitude, to use the customer’s name and to make eye
contact with the customer. It describes all of this as part
of the art of being sincere. Mr Gagen is a person who
has significant scientific and engineering experience
and was not taken in by this approach. However, I am
sure many consumers in Victoria may be less able to
make their own judgements about the engineering
requirements of their vehicles.
I request that the minister ask his department to
investigate upselling in the automotive service industry
with a view to warning consumers about this dubious
practice.

Responses
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The member for Burwood raised with
me the need for the government to expand its recent
and very successful Change the Globe campaign and
provide more incentives to encourage energy efficiency
in the home. I know this is an issue that the member for
Burwood takes great interest in. He is a member with a
lot of energy, he is a member of Parliament who knows
a bright idea when he sees one and he is a member who
efficiently looks after his own electorate. The member
for Burwood is certainly switched on and does an
enormous amount of work.
The Brumby government has long said that the most
effective and efficient way to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions is through a suite of initiatives. What we say
is that there is no single solution and there is no silver
bullet.
One part of the suite of initiatives that we will introduce
in the energy area is energy efficiency, which, along
with emissions trading, smart meters, generation of
electricity from clean coal, technological advances
through research and development and the Victorian
renewable energy target, will be an important measure
in reducing greenhouse gas emissions by individuals,
by communities and by society as a whole, now and
into the future. As the member for Burwood pointed
out, energy efficiency is also a very valuable and simple
tool in reducing our energy bills.
It is in recognition of the significance of energy
efficiency that the government has already proposed the
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introduction of the Victorian energy efficiency target
(VEET), which will come into force at the beginning of
the next calendar year. Under the VEET scheme a
target is set for energy savings, and this will happen
initially in the residential sector. VEET will require
energy retailers to meet targets through certain energy
efficiency activities such as providing householders
with energy-saving products or services at a reduced or
no cost.
These energy-saving activities will be accredited via a
certificate system where a certificate equates to a value
of energy savings. Every eligible energy-saving activity
will be awarded a certificate which the retailer will then
surrender to the Essential Services Commission to
achieve compliance with the energy efficiency target.
Retailers will be required to surrender a specific amount
of certificates to ensure they are meeting their
obligations and responsibilities. In short, the program is
really designed to accelerate energy efficiency choices
which are being made by consumers in their own
homes. This is about helping individuals to become
more energy efficient in their homes.
Energy efficiency will also be made easier for
householders as a result of the government’s other
program, the ResourceSmart Retail program. This
program aims to provide Victorian consumers with
quality energy-saving advice at the point of sale of
consumer products. This is a really wonderful program
that has got the support of many retailers including
AGL Energy, Beacon Lighting, Bunnings, Camberwell
Electrics, Clive Peeters, Elgas, The Good Guys, Harvey
Norman, Mitre 10, Origin Energy and a whole host
more.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The member for Burwood
rightly points out that there are a number of these
energy ResourceSmart retailers in his electorate of
Burwood, and I would like go out and visit some of
those retailers in his electorate at the first opportunity. I
am sure the member for Burwood would agree that the
programs I have mentioned — the VEET program and
the ResourceSmart program — are a really effective
way to promote energy efficiency and to change
people’s energy-using habits, not just for now but for
many years to come, in line with the request for both
short-term and long-term action. Not only will these
householders be rewarded with a smaller personal
carbon footprint, but they will also be rewarded with
lower energy bills.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The member for Melton raised the
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issue of converting tennis courts at the Bacchus Marsh
Lawn Tennis Club to a synthetic surface.
The member for South Barwon raised the matter of a
funding application by the Surf Coast shire for the
lighting of a key reserve as well as for a feasibility
study into the aquatic needs of the area.
The member for Bundoora raised the matter of a
funding application by the Banyule City Council for an
upgrade to infrastructure at the Bundoora Tennis Club.
I want to join the member for Bundoora in
congratulating the club on raising $80 000. That is a
magnificent effort.
Deputy Speaker, can I start out by saying that these
members have been strongly advocating for these
projects with my office for several months now, and I
appreciate their commitment to developing improved
facilities within their respective electorates. All of the
requests are for funding from the Community Facilities
Funding program, a program which is very familiar to
all members of this house, as it has touched every
corner of this state.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Absolutely in the north-east.
The program is divided into several categories. The
categories that have been mentioned here tonight are
the minors, which provide up to $60 000 of funding,
and planning, up to $30 000 of funding. There are also
the majors, which provide up to $500 000, and the
Better Pools program, up to $2.5 million.
This program has helped cement Victoria’s reputation
not only as the sporting capital but also as the
community sporting capital of Australia. Our grounds
are bustling even in this time of drought. Our
participation rates are above the national average, and
our local facilities are growing constantly. Victoria is
the community sporting capital of Australia because the
Brumby government invests in community sport.
Throughout December and January I announced the
successful projects under the major and Better Pools
categories, and I am very happy to say that I visited
every single one of the majors and the Better Pools
projects that were awarded funding. From Ballarat to
Bendigo, Shepparton to Wodonga and Drouin to
Echuca — the Brumby government pledged millions of
dollars right across the state to projects that will make
our sporting sector even stronger.
One of those projects, which the Deputy Speaker would
be well aware of, is the $2 million grant towards the
redevelopment of the Oakleigh pool. This is a
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39-year-old pool, which at one stage was earmarked for
closure by the council before a very fierce campaign by
the local community to save it got under way. I want to
take this opportunity to pay tribute to the blue ribbon
community campaign to save the pool; you, Deputy
Speaker; the Monash councillors who voted to change
their minds — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — No, I only want to pay tribute to
the Monash councillors who supported it. We will not
go into that. Most importantly, I pay tribute to the local
residents and the local schools for refusing to lose their
important community asset. That $2 million investment
by the Brumby government really sealed the deal, and it
is going to be completely refurbished.
Our record stands head and shoulders above that of any
previous government. To date our investment through
the Community Facilities Funding program has soared
past $163 million for 1675 projects across the state.
Labor has turned Victoria into the community sporting
capital, and this state will continue to have that mantle
long into the future because we are going to continue
this investment in community sport.
I can assure the members for Melton, Bundoora and
South Barwon that I will strongly consider the projects
they have advocated for both tonight and on previous
occasions. I look forward to making further
announcements in terms of the minors and planning in
March.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the member for Preston for raising
an important issue, the matter of upselling. As I
understand it, the claim made by the member for
Preston involves a practice within the motor vehicle
industry which is equivalent to overservicing, whereby
consumers are at risk of being exploited because of
their relative lack of knowledge by unscrupulous
operators who seek to charge them unnecessarily or for
works which are well beyond what is actually required
at the time they go along and seek the service.
It is an interesting issue. It is not one that has been
raised with me previously. I can advise the member —
he may possibly be aware — that as a general statement
motor vehicles account for a large number of
complaints to Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV). That
has always been the case and will probably continue to
be the case. In a recent list of the top 10 consumer
complaints motor vehicles came in at no. 4 or no. 5, and
that is where they have ranked historically: quite high
up on that list.
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Consumer Affairs Victoria continues to be very active
in the field. It takes lots of calls and conducts lots of
inquiries. It works closely with the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce (VACC) to ensure
high standards. Consumer Affairs Victoria is also
supporting the government’s announced intention to
introduce a ‘lemon’ law, which would certainly apply
in the first instance to new vehicles. That will further
enhance the confidence Victorians can have in the
motor vehicle market.
As I said, upselling, from what I understand from the
member’s contribution, is equivalent to overservicing. I
was very concerned to learn from the member’s
contribution that there is a website operating which
appears to promote this activity. That certainly actively
runs counter to consumers’ interests.
I will refer the matter to Consumer Affairs Victoria for
investigation. The member would be aware that the
agency, under the Fair Trading Act, has quite extensive
and well-known powers in relation to misleading and
deceptive conduct. It also has powers, unlike agencies
in some other jurisdictions, in relation to unfair contract
terms — one of the reforms this government has
introduced. Whether these powers would deal
specifically and directly with the matter the member
has raised will require an investigation; I would not like
to give an opinion on that at this stage. However, I will
ensure that CAV investigates the complaint, that it
liaises with the VACC as to how prevalent the practice
is, and advises the member accordingly. I thank the
member for his interest in this important area.
The member for South-West Coast raised a matter for
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in
relation to the Heywood police residence. I will refer
that matter on.
The member for Murray Valley raised his concerns
about passenger amenity, in particular in relation to rail
services in the north-east. I will have that matter
referred.
The member for Dromana raised — —
Mr Dixon — Nepean.
Mr ROBINSON — Sorry, Nepean — he used to be
the member for Dromana and now he is the member for
Nepean. He raised an issue for the Minister for Roads
and Ports in relation to roads and noise barriers in his
electorate, and I will refer that on.
The member for Bayswater raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Children and Early
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Childhood Development in relation to aid funding for a
disabled child. I will have that passed on.
Finally, the member for Narracan raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Education seeking a review
of the school bus program. I will have that referred on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.42 p.m.
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Wednesday, 6 February 2008
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Member for Ferntree Gully: conduct
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday the member
for Ferntree Gully in his contribution to the debate on
the Freedom of Information Amendment Bill made a
serious reflection on both the authority of the Chair to
uphold standing orders and the manner in which the
Chair does so.
I suggest to the member for Ferntree Gully that he
acquaint himself with chapter 22 of the standing orders,
in particular standing orders 184 and 185. I also direct
him to chapter 27 of Rulings from the Chair 1920–2007
of the Legislative Assembly of Victoria. Hopefully he
will then have a greater understanding of the norms and
practices in this chamber.
For the Chair to order the closure of the public gallery
for any time is regrettable, but the Chair is charged with
upholding standing orders. Part of the Chair’s
responsibility is to protect the right of members of
Parliament to attend their duties in this chamber
unheeded. It is not for the member for Ferntree Gully to
waive away his right or other members’ right to that
protection.
The member for Ferntree Gully has gravely insulted the
Chair, and I seek his apology.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am unaware
of the comments, but I apologise if the Chair has taken
any offence.

Members: unparliamentary and offensive
remarks
The SPEAKER — Order! On Thursday,
6 December, a point of order was taken by the Leader
of the House in response to an interjection from the
member for South-West Coast. The Leader of the
House asserted that the member for South-West Coast
had used an unparliamentary term.
Speaking to the point of order the member for
South-West Coast stated:
… what I said is that he lied, and that is not unparliamentary.

I did not rule on the point of order at the time, but I do
so now. In doing so, I seek to provide some clarity on
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the use of the words ‘lied’ and ‘lying’. Standing
order 118 states:
Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on
… members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly
other than by substantive motion.

Standing order 119 states:
A member must not use offensive or unbecoming words in
relation to another member.

Previous rulings from the Chair by former Speaker
Maddigan and Acting Speaker Ingram state that an
accusation that a member has lied or is lying is an
imputation of improper motive and clearly a
contravention of the standing orders.
The assertion made by the member for South-West
Coast that his interjection was not unparliamentary is
false. It is unparliamentary to state that a member has
lied. It is my intention in the future to seek the
withdrawal of unparliamentary language.

PORT SERVICES AMENDMENT (PUBLIC
DISCLOSURE) BILL
Introduction
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the Port
Services Act 1995 and for other purposes.

The bill I seek to introduce to the house is a bill to
amend the Port Services Act and for other purposes and
essentially to provide for public disclosure in real time,
online, of the monitoring of the channel deepening
project. It is a bill that has had some public attention
already. The channel deepening project is a huge and
complex one. There is huge interest and huge concern
in the community, and there is great concern about the
potential for environmental damage.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the Leader
of the Opposition that the motion is not relating to the
bill but to the fact that he has leave to bring in the bill.
Mr BAILLIEU — Indeed, Speaker, and that is a
question of timing. The dredging is scheduled to
commence at 7.00 a.m. tomorrow. The federal
government, the Labor government — —
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Speaker, this is a
very narrow motion on whether leave is to be granted to
bring in a bill. What the Leader of the Opposition is
now attempting to do is debate the obvious political
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motives behind this bill, and that is not what the motion
before the house is about. It is a very narrow motion
about whether or not leave is to be granted to bring in a
particular bill, and I ask you, Speaker, to ensure that
any comments he makes are within those very narrow
parameters in relation to the motion.
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which he said the government intended to increase its
accessibility and accountability and seek new ways to
engage the public, be accountable and strengthen the
trust the community places in it. The production of this
bill — —

Mr BAILLIEU — I am prepared to continue,
Speaker.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is speaking to the point of order raised by
the Deputy Premier.

The SPEAKER — Order! I will rule on the point of
order. I do not uphold the point of order at this time. I
have reminded the Leader of the Opposition of the
narrowness of this debate, and I will be prepared to
cease to hear him if he strays into a broader debate on
the bill.

Mr BAILLIEU — I am, Speaker. The granting of
leave to introduce this bill is about accessibility and
accountability of this government and its agencies in
regard to a project of intense interest to all Victorians.
That is why now is the right time. Speaker, I invite you
to rule the point of order out of order.

Mr BAILLIEU — If I were to stray into a broader
debate on the bill, I would be describing the content of
the bill, and I do not intend to do that in any way. This
is a moment in time in which the people of Victoria
have an intense interest. This project is about to
commence, and the provisions of this bill go to issues
which the Victorian public have a great interest in. It is
an interest shared by the federal Labor government,
shared by Bayside council, shared by the Property
Council of Australia, shared by the media, shared by
those who were on the steps of Parliament yesterday
and shared by many others. The government has failed
the people of Victoria by not introducing such a bill to
the house itself. There is, as I said, great concern, and
we feel it is necessary to bring this bill to the house
now. This project is of intense interest to Victorians.

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I suggest to the Leader of the Opposition
once again that this is a very narrow debate on the
question that he have leave to bring in the bill. I will not
hear political commentary that would be more
acceptable if the bill were before the house to be
debated.

The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Leader of
the Opposition is straying into debate. The question is
clearly narrow: that the Leader of the Opposition have
leave to bring in the bill.
Mr BAILLIEU — I accept your ruling, Speaker,
but now is the right time to produce this bill. The Age
editorial this morning is headed ‘Dredging of the bay
will need continual public scrutiny’. Now is the right
time.
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Speaker, quite
clearly now the Leader of the Opposition is straying
into a political debate about a major project here in
Victoria. He has strayed well and truly off the very
narrow motion, and I ask you to either bring him back
to the motion or stand him down.
Mr BAILLIEU — On the point of order, Speaker,
yesterday in this house the Premier submitted a
statement of the government’s intentions. It was
accompanied by a long document that included at the
front of the document a statement from the Premier in

Mr BAILLIEU — Indeed, Speaker. The
government can choose to reject this motion — it can
choose to stifle it and refuse leave by rejecting the
motion — and if it does, it will reject the will of the
people of Victoria. There is nothing to prevent the
introduction of this bill, save for government
members — and I invite them, particularly those with
bayside seats, to consider it seriously. Briefings have
been offered and given, and the bill has been in
circulation. I ask government members to support this
motion to allow the introduction of the bill, which is in
Victoria’s interests and certainly in the interests of those
with a passion for Port Phillip Bay and with the
intention of scrutinising the channel deepening project.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — Speaking on the
motion — and I know it is a narrow motion — I think it
is important that all members of this place, not just
government members, have the opportunity to
introduce private members bills and to have them
presented to the house and, hopefully, debated.
Unfortunately there is limited opportunity for members
other than government members through the executive
to have legislation introduced into the Legislative
Assembly. I think that is a problem with our system.
It is important that the house is encouraged to provide
leave to introduce the bill. The government has control
over the business program, so it potentially has other
ways of not allowing this debate to be brought on or
preventing it from being debated in the future. What we
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are discussing here is the opportunity for a member to
have leave to introduce a bill, present it to the
Parliament and have it considered. I support the Leader
of the Opposition on the motion.
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to the motion itself I seek clarification from you
on whether you deem this to be a procedural motion
and, therefore, whether the general rules that apply to
procedural motions in relation to the number of
speakers that are allowed will apply.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have deemed this a
procedural motion. However, it is on a very narrow
question — whether the Leader of the Opposition has
leave to bring in the bill. There will be six speakers,
with 5 minutes each. I have sought the Clerk’s advice
on that matter.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
support the Leader of the Opposition and the
Independent member for Gippsland East on the motion
before the house. The motion relates to allowing the
Leader of the Opposition leave to bring a bill before the
house. The fundamental nub of the argument is the
importance and timing of the bill. I put it to you,
Speaker, and to the house that this is an essential bill to
protect the environment of Port Phillip Bay for the
people of Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! I caution the member for
South-West Coast that this is a very narrow debate on
the matter of leave, not on the bill itself.
Dr NAPTHINE — Absolutely, Speaker; I take your
advice. Therefore it is essential to argue why leave is
needed and why it is needed now, so it is a matter of the
timing of seeking this leave and why it is important that
leave is granted now for this bill to be brought forward
to be debated by the house.
The reason leave is needed now is that we are at a very
critical time in the schedule of the channel deepening
project. Yesterday it was announced that dredging will
commence at 7.00 a.m. tomorrow. Yesterday the
federal Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the
Arts, Peter Garrett, made an announcement with regard
to his approval for the channel deepening process.
Yesterday we had the release of the environmental
management plan.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for South-West Coast that those occurrences have
nothing to do with the question that the Leader of the
Opposition have leave to bring in this bill. As I have
suggested to the Leader of the Opposition, they are
more about the bill than the question of leave.
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Dr NAPTHINE — No. With respect, Speaker, they
are about the timing of this leave — and the timing is
critical to why leave is needed. There was an approval
process yesterday and there was a release of an
environmental management plan, even though the
minister responded yesterday to a half-concluded
document — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
South-West Coast to restrict his comments to the
question before the house.
Dr NAPTHINE — And the question before the
house is: why is leave needed to introduce this bill?
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is that the
Leader of the Opposition have leave to bring in the bill.
Dr NAPTHINE — So the question is: why should
leave be given so he can bring in this bill? That is the
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will not
continue in this vein. The member can take the advice
of the Chair and restrict his comments to the question
before the house, or he can conclude his contribution.
Dr NAPTHINE — To date, nobody has argued
why leave should not be given, why this bill is not
important and why this bill, which will introduce
real-time environmental monitoring to protect the bay,
should not be debated and not be debated now.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not the question
before the house. The question before the house is that
the Leader of the Opposition have leave to bring in the
bill.
Dr NAPTHINE — The argument I am putting is to
why this bill is important and why leave should be
given. I think that is a relevant argument that the
Parliament ought to hear.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for South-West Coast that the time for debate on why
the bill is needed is when the bill is before the house,
not the question that leave be given to bring in the bill.
Dr NAPTHINE — The motion from the Leader of
the Opposition is:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the Port
Services Act 1995 and for other purposes.

I am arguing why leave ought to be given for that — to
make sure we have proper environmental monitoring to
protect Port Phillip Bay and to prevent the channel
deepening project from buggering up the bay because
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of the lack of environmental monitoring that is being
imposed by this government.
The SPEAKER — Order! This morning it has
already been suggested to the member for South-West
Coast that unparliamentary language will not be
allowed. I consider the term that he has just used to be
unparliamentary.
An honourable member — Which one?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not repeat the term.
Dr NAPTHINE — We are not allowed to say
‘bugger the bay’ — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I refuse to hear the
member for South-West Coast.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 33
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 42
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr

Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
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Howard, Mr

Seitz, Mr

Motion defeated.
Leave refused.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Water, the Deputy Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Kororoit. The Chair
will be shown respect by all members in this house.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Gippsland East I wish to advise the house
that under standing order 144 notices of motion 85 to
95 will be removed from the notice paper on the next
sitting day. A member who requires the notice standing
in his or her name to be continued must advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Frankston Hospital: urology unit
To the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Victoria:
Residents who require treatment in the area of urology are
currently required to travel to Clayton to seek medical
assistance. The absence of a urology unit at Frankston
Hospital is discriminative to residents who require medical
assistance.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to request the Victorian
government to provide a urology unit at Frankston Hospital as
a matter of priority.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (623 signatures)

Rail: Stony Point line
To the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Victoria:
During November 2006 state election the Victorian
government gave a commitment to install new Sprinter trains
on the Stony Point to Frankston rail line by the end of 2007.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to request the Victorian
government to honour its commitment to install the new
Sprinter trains on the Stony Point to Frankston rail line as a
matter of priority.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (84 signatures)
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Police: Somerville station
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
That the allocation of police resources in Somerville is
woefully inadequate and is placing the health and safety of
Somerville residents along with residents of surrounding
communities such as Baxter, Tyabb and Pearcedale at
significant risk.
At present Somerville has no police station and despite their
best efforts the wonderful neighbouring police forces of
Frankston and Hastings are stretched by many demands and
find it difficult to provide the service which they would like to
provide.
In particular the rapid growth in population experienced by
both Somerville and surrounding townships will further
exacerbate this very real threat to local law and order.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Brumby government
urgently fund the establishment of a fully manned,
24-hour-a-day police station in Somerville to service the local
and surrounding communities as a matter of vital importance.
In addition, we seek extra police for the current Hastings
police station.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (39 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Local Government: Results of the 2006–07
Audits — Ordered to be printed
Essential Services Commission:
Review of Port Planning
Water Tariff Structures Review
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s infringement
offence consultation certificates in relation to Statutory Rules
151, 152, 153.
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Water: environmental levy
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I draw to the house’s
attention the failure by the government to properly
manage the environmental contributions collected from
water authorities. Originally the levy was to be
introduced from October 2004 to June 2008, and that
has now been extended to June 2012: $227 million was
to be raised from 2004 to 2008, and $295 million in the
subsequent years, yielding a total of $522 million. The
last three Department of Sustainability and
Environment annual reports have shown a total of
$137.3 million being expended under this levy.
As the Liberal Party claimed at the time, the reporting
requirements for this were sloppy. The money has been
diverted into items that sit more easily in consolidated
revenue. For example, $2 million has been expended on
something called a ‘legislative program’;
$2 million-plus has been spent on ‘urban water
regulatory reform’; approximately $1 million has been
spent on ‘institutional/mergers’; $2.7 million has been
spent on ‘sustainable water strategies; and $214 000 has
been spent on ‘Lake Mokoan investigation’, which is a
project the locals do not want.
We claimed at the time that the environmental levy was
a slush fund, but it is the worst type of slush fund. It is a
slush fund to boost consolidated revenue.

Monbulk Aquatic Centre: upgrade
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I rise to congratulate the local
Monbulk community, which has campaigned for a
number of years for a substantial upgrade to the
Monbulk Aquatic Centre. The Brumby government has
just provided $837 500 to redevelop the centre, which
will give it a breath of new life and provide a better
facility for local residents to swim, play and socialise at.
The Shire of Yarra Ranges has also contributed
$1.7 million to the project. This is a fantastic
demonstration of how the state government and local
council are working together to benefit the community.
Speaking of the aquatic centre, I would like to
acknowledge the leadership shown by the Monbulk
Aquatic Club’s Gabbi Mitchell and wish the best of
luck to the 11 members of the squad who are
competing in the state sprints this weekend at the
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre. The team
includes Leigh Yellard, Caitilin Latto, Damon Daroidis,
Josh Latto, Phoebe Yellard, Mitchell Lowe, Dominick
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Edwards-Brown, Lachlan Mitchell, Kathryn Hender,
Hillary Duff and Emily Fitzgerald.

Julie Howard
Mr MERLINO — The residents of Selby can be
very proud of local activist Julie Howard and the
campaign she has undertaken to improve road safety in
their community. Julie has worked tirelessly to improve
road safety for motorists and pedestrians at the
Belgrave-Gembrook Road and Charles Street, Selby,
intersection.
Julie has organised public meetings, collected petition
signatures and ensured the cooperative involvement of
the Shire of Yarra Ranges and VicRoads. The Brumby
government has committed $69 000 to the project,
which will provide for a concrete median strip and
splitter island and improve delineation at the
intersection. This project will make Selby safer, and it
is a great demonstration of how local communities
provide advice and support to government on important
issues such as safety, infrastructure and community
development.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I condemn Brumby
government ministers for their deliberate and continuing
strategy of denigrating country people. What right does
the government have to think it is above the law of
common decency? I thought that in a democracy
individuals had the right to question government
decisions. If you live in country Victoria and exercise
that right, according to the leader of government business
in this house you are an ugly, ugly person. If you sign a
petition against the building of the north–south pipeline
because you believe it will rob your community of
wealth and jobs, you are, according to the Minister for
Water, a quasi-terrorist and a member of a sorry bunch of
people.
If you are a councillor representing your shire at the
Municipal Association of Victoria conference, you will
have the Treasurer forcing his way into the debate to
lecture you and tell you that if you support a motion
against the north–south pipeline, there will be no
money for country Victoria. You will be lectured and
told that unless there is a benefit for Melbourne, the
Brumby government will not spend anything in country
Victoria. Country Victorians have a right to stand up to
the arrogance of this government. I suggest that there
needs to be an anger management course for some
cabinet ministers and some lessons in common
decency.
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Country people are not ‘ugly, ugly people’, they are not
quasi-terrorists in supporting their community in the
right to be heard, and they are most definitely not a
sorry bunch of people. I remind the Minister for Water
that the majority of people do not support the Brumby
north–south pipeline.

Monash Medical Centre: equipment
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — On
21 January I was very pleased to visit the Monash
Medical Centre in Clayton — the latest of many visits I
have made to that fine facility — to announce new
funding for some important medical equipment. I was
pleased, obviously, as Minister for Health, but also as a
local member of Parliament and someone who lives in
that community. It is a great boost to facilities at that
particular health service.
Some $2.159 million is provided to purchase, among
other items, 259 new high-tech beds to increase patient
comfort; 3 new patient hoists; 6 physiological monitors;
other 24-hour monitoring system equipment;
11 defibrillators, and other important equipment. It is
all important equipment to help provide better care, to
treat more patients, and to improve the patient
experience at Monash Medical Centre.
This is part of the $3.7 million provided to Southern
Health in a broader sense in this year’s round and takes
the total commitment of this government to providing
medical equipment across Southern Health since 1999
to more than $16 million. That comes on top of a new
$10 million emergency department at Monash Medical
Centre together with record funding right across
Southern Health — 101.5 per cent additional funding
for more nurses and more doctors to treat more patients
and provide better care.
This is all about the way in which our government has
invested to support one of the busiest health services —
in fact the biggest health service — in our state. We are
proud of our investment. There is more to be done, but
this is a great example of our commitment to continuing
to work to support Southern Health, particularly
Monash Medical Centre, and all who use the first-class
services provided there.

Housing: youth homelessness
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Over the last few
months I have visited a number of key youth
organisations to get a clear indication of the level of
failure of this Labor government. I challenge the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to do
the same. He will be surprised at his government’s
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failure to deal with the many problems facing our
young people.
While this government sits on its hands, is happy to
print colour brochures of the various ministers, and
arranges Hollywood-style media stunts, some of our
young Australians are struggling to find a place to
sleep. Teenagers are the fastest growing group among
Victoria’s homeless. Nearly 40 per cent of the total
homeless population of Australia is aged between 12
and 24; and over 25 per cent of them are young people
aged between 12 and 18. The main reason that young
people are in search of a place to sleep is relationship or
family breakdown, often through violence and abuse.
Yet when this occurs they might have no-one to turn to,
depending on the time of day.
This uncaring Labor government has not increased real
funding for our homeless youth over the last eight
years, nor has it established practical programs that
have made a difference. If we are to give these young
people a chance, this Labor government needs to
commit to providing more housing options and to
increasing funding to agencies that work with the
homeless. These organisations are doing a superb job,
but often they have to resort to begging or simply
relying on volunteers to get some accommodation and
assistance for young Victorians.
This heartless government needs to take immediate
action. It must work with the key stakeholders to
improve the problem of youth homelessness. Strategies
must include — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Western suburbs: achievements
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — I want to use the
opportunity today to pay tribute to the people of the
western suburbs. Over the weekend I had the
opportunity to attend the 60th birthday party of an icon
and favourite son of the western suburbs — Les
Twentyman. He has certainly done a great deal for the
western suburbs.
When you look at the western suburbs — which are
often talked down by a lot of people — what comes to
mind are some of the great sports heroes, the
Olympians, the academics, the industrialists, the people
in the creative arts and the educators who have come
from the western suburbs. Of particular note are those
involved in sports, such as Doug Hawkins and Mark
Viduka, the captain of the Australian soccer team, who
was an inspiration to every kid in the western suburbs
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and showed that any kid from the western suburbs can
go out there and achieve great things. Even someone
like Tony Maticevski, one of the up-and-coming young
Australian designers on the international scene, has a
huge presence.
The western suburbs are the cradle of a great deal of
industry, enterprise and innovation. They are the
heartland of our manufacturing sector. But more than
that, they are the place where everything is happening
in Melbourne at the moment. The western suburbs have
some great areas developing and are a great place to
live. We are developing a whole lot of diversity in
terms of the industries that are out there. The western
suburbs are truly the place to be. If anybody wants to
put the western suburbs down, I will come after them
with a metaphorical baseball bat.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Police: Mornington Peninsula
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — Next Tuesday
morning the community, local police officers and the
Police Association will hold a public meeting at the
Peninsula Lounge, Moorooduc, in my electorate to
deliver a blunt message to those further up the police
corporate ladder and the state government that police
resourcing on the Mornington Peninsula and across the
state is in crisis. In fact the meeting has been dubbed
‘The state of crisis’.
Why in 2008 does this argument still rage about police
resourcing? The community and grassroots police
officers know all too well that police resources are at
crisis point, while police command and the state
government say everything is fine. In the most base
terms Victorians are paying this government
ever-increasing amounts of money in taxes to look after
them, and they are being demonstrably short changed.
Grassroots police officers risk their health and safety
every day in increasingly unsafe work environments to
protect a public they have sworn to serve.
I invite the chief commissioner, the Premier and the
minister to attend this meeting and to really listen to
what the community and local police are saying. Police
command and the state government will have another
opportunity next Tuesday to listen to the community
and will ignore this opportunity at their peril.

Karen Jensen
Mr BURGESS — I would like to express my deep
sadness at the passing of Karen Jensen of Crib Point
after a courageous battle against cancer. We were all
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inspired by the love and support Karen received from
the community and her family, especially from her
devoted mother, Lois. Karen touched her community,
and her life had true meaning. She will be sadly missed
but never forgotten.

Peter Dowe
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I wish today to raise
two issues of significance to my local area where local
people have made a wonderful contribution to our
community. Peter Dowe is a local man who was moved
to take action on pedestrian safety by the tragic death of
a pedestrian who was struck by a bicycle on Beach
Road, Mentone. Because of his tireless efforts since that
time changes will be made to improve safety at this
crossing. Mr Dowe has coordinated with Kingston
council and VicRoads to plan for preventive measures
including two painted warning signs on the asphalt, a
car park approach to the crossing, perhaps bollards, a
cyclist sign and pedestrian warning signs on either side
of the crossing on Beach Road. I say, ‘Well done,
Mr Dowe’. I thank you for your work and dedication to
pedestrian safety in our local area.

Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens
Ms MUNT — I would like to congratulate the
Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens for their many
hours of volunteer work at the Mentone train station.
Their advocacy has been instrumental in supporting my
efforts to secure our government’s support for
improved facilities and services at the station. It is now
a premium station, is manned from first train to last and
is currently undergoing capital improvements. Grants
from government for the forecourt gardens, many hours
of volunteer work by the Friends of Mentone Station
and Gardens and regular community working bees have
made our heritage train station a jewel in our
community’s crown. I am also pleased that community
workers from the Moorabbin courthouse are now
helping with these endeavours.
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who live in Longford and beyond often need to travel
that section of road on a number of occasions each day.
I have put the case to the government that work to
floodproof the road needs to be undertaken as a matter
of urgency. It will cost several million dollars, but it
will ensure that the money already spent by this
government — to its credit, totalling about
$20 million — in building bridges to cross the La Trobe
and Thomson rivers is able to be realised to its full
value.
Many individuals and organisations in the community
are supporting the drive for this work to be done. The
representation I have received from ExxonMobil has
been on the basis of the enormous confusion caused to
general operations at its plant at Longford when the
road is closed. The Royal Australian Air Force has
similar issues with its personnel. Many other people in
this region also need this work to be done urgently.

Moonee Valley Relay for Life
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — This weekend the
ninth Moonee Valley Relay for Life will be held. It is a
charity event to raise funds for the Cancer Council
Victoria. I would like to congratulate the two conveners
of the Moonee Valley Relay for Life, Tony Hardy and
David Wenig, on the great work they do in getting this
community event together — and indeed the Essendon
Football Club. This is the second year the club has been
a part sponsor of the relay, and in fact we now use the
Essendon Football Club ground to have our relay.
This relay has been very successful. In the nine years it
has been running it has raised $1.5 million for Cancer
Council Victoria, which is the second highest amount
raised by relays for life around Victoria. It has had
340 teams and 6800 participants. We in the Labor Party
have a team, and have had since 2000, which is very
aptly called Labor Legs. I invite any members in this
house who would like to come and join us on Friday
night at 6 o’clock to participate in our walk around the
Essendon football ground — —

South Gippsland Highway: floodproofing
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
urge the government to act as a matter of urgency to
floodproof the South Gippsland Highway between Sale
and Longford. The highway was closed for several days
in each of two flood events last year during the months
of June and November.
When these events happen they cause little less than
chaos for the people who usually cross that section of
the highway for the purpose of living their lives in the
general course of things or to conduct business. People

Mrs MADDIGAN — Perhaps there are some
ex-footballers from the National Party who have a
particular link with the Essendon football ground who
might like to come and join us. You do not have to be a
member of the Labor Party to go in the Labor Legs
team, so I am more than happy to invite all my
colleagues to come and join in this great event. I
congratulate the organisers of it.
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Racial and religious tolerance: anti-Semitism
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — The issue I raise
this morning relates to the fight against anti-Semitism
in Victoria. For all the fine words that have been uttered
in this place, the real fight against this insidiousness is
far from over. Anti-Semitism has been alarmingly on
the rise, particularly in my electorate, with young
fathers and teenage boys being bashed and hit with
baseball bats in Caulfield’s local streets in what, it is
strongly believed, are race-hate-induced crimes which
have rendered parents and families fearful for their
safety as they go about their daily business.
The most obvious race-hate crime of assault has not
been dealt with under the Racial and Religious
Tolerance Act, and unlike New South Wales, Victoria
does not have a police hate crime unit. I am told that the
reason is that Victoria Police, despite all the evidence,
does not believe racially based hate crime is occurring
in this state. I was staggered to hear of this after the
Menachem Vorchheimer case and after a weekend
recently when rocks were thrown at Glicks bagel shop
in Balaclava Road, swastikas were graffitied on a
Caulfield synagogue and swastikas and the letters ‘SS’
daubed on a phone booth in Bambra Road, Caulfield.
It was these matters that I raised in a private meeting
with the United States special envoy on anti-Semitism,
Dr Gregg Rickman, who was appointed by the US
Secretary of State. Dr Rickman was in Australia to
monitor the rising number of attacks on the Jewish
community, which have increased to 638 across the
nation and are twice the previous annual average.

Erin McLoney
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — The young
citizen of the year award is an award given on Australia
Day to acknowledge people who have demonstrated
passion, enthusiasm and commitment to helping others
in the city of Whitehorse. One of those who received
this great honour this year is Erin McLoney, a Forest
Hill constituent.
Erin is a 24-year-old single mother who has overcome
significant barriers in her own life, including
homelessness, drug addiction and raising her daughter,
Dakota, on her own. Erin received the Whitehorse
young citizen of the month award in April 2007 for her
involvement in the Family Access Network’s young
mum’s group. Originally joining to reduce the social
isolation in her life, Erin was able to form positive
relationships and went on to become a role model for
other young mothers.
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During 2007 Erin successfully completed year 11 at
Box Hill TAFE and this year will complete year 12.
Erin’s five-year-old daughter, Dakota, also started her
school life this year. But Erin feels she is in control of
her own destiny, and it was this positive attitude that
contributed to her being named the Whitehorse young
citizen of the year.

Bette Ellis
Ms MARSHALL — The community achievement
awards are given to Whitehorse residents who show
remarkable dedication to working within our
community, most commonly without remuneration or
recognition. The Forest Hill electorate is served by so
many people who enrich our lives and create the great
community that we are so fortunate to live in. One of
these volunteers is Bette Ellis. Bette has been involved
with the Louise Multicultural Community Centre for
more that 15 years. Although suffering bouts of ill
health, she is a very popular volunteer with staff and
students alike. Congratulations to all.

Parliament House: public protest
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Yesterday’s protest, both
outside and inside Parliament House, was brought
about by the total frustration of people at the contempt
shown by the Premier for the people of Victoria. He
says he is the action man and thinks he can make
decisions that may ruin people’s lives and livelihoods
without having a proper discussion with them about
their genuine concerns.
Yesterday a representative group of Victorians from
many different concerned groups gathered on the steps
of Parliament House. No, it was not a big group and it
was not meant to be, but it was from various groups
protesting about the Premier’s apparent contempt in
ignoring their concerns on a large number of issues.
The Premier could have gone out onto the front steps
and spoken to them, as many of the other leaders did,
but he did not bother. I bet he would have been there
with bells on if it had been a bunch of people of the
likes of Brian Boyd or Sharan Burrow, ragtag union
thugs to whom he owes so much. But no, the Premier
hid himself away from his Victorian people because he
did not have the guts to go out and face them.
It is no wonder they took the opportunity to come into
the public gallery of their Parliament to hear if the
Premier would answer questions in question time. I am
sure they were not surprised to learn he does not give
answers in Parliament either, so the protesters should
feel some degree of comfort from knowing he shows
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the same absolute contempt for the Parliament and for
the people of Victoria and treats all the same way.

Australia Day: Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to
congratulate a number of local residents and a youth
group for being recognised as part of the recent
Australia Day celebrations.
Rising star Danny Alsabbagh was the co-recipient of
the young citizen of the year award. Danny recently
played the role of Toby in the acclaimed ABC comedy
series Summer Heights High. A student with Down
syndrome, Danny is part of a local group called Be
Yourself, using recreational activities to connect young
people with mild to moderate disabilities. Danny is an
inspiring example of a young person who refuses to
accept that a so-called disability should in any way limit
his desire to achieve his goals in life.
Co-recipient of the young citizen of the year award,
Fusion Dance Alliance, is a group created for and by
Pacific youth, running support programs and dance
classes in my area. Importantly the group’s work
provides a positive, creative, safe and culturally friendly
space for our Pacific youth.
Joseph Attard was awarded the Hobsons Bay citizen of
the year for his tireless volunteer service to the
community spanning almost five decades. Mr Attard
has worked hard to establish support services for
multicultural communities including welfare services,
interpreters, counselling, and learning and development
opportunities. Amongst his many achievements, Joseph
founded the Westgate Migrant Resource Centre and
Maltese Association of Hobsons Bay. Having dedicated
his life to these causes, Joseph Attard also received the
highest medal from the Maltese government last year, a
national order of merit.

Life-sustaining medical treatment
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Journal of Law and
Medicine has recently reported a tragic Victorian case
where a patient had food and fluid withdrawn by
doctors, leading to the person’s death, in violation of
her Aboriginal cultural beliefs. This follows two
previous appalling court decisions that feeding a person
by stomach tube is medical treatment rather than the
provision of food and water and thus can be terminated
despite Parliament’s intention to the contrary, and that
medical treatment can be withheld from a disabled
person in order to bring about that person’s death
without need for evidence the person would have
wanted treatment withheld.
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Over the course of the past 20 years we first said people
should have the right to refuse life-sustaining treatment
for themselves. Then we said others could refuse such
treatment to give effect to their wishes. Then it was said
such treatment could be terminated without evidence of
their wishes. Now some courts and doctors are saying
that not only medical treatment but also the
fundamentals of food and water should be withheld
from patients, against the wishes of patients and their
families, so as to bring about their death.
As ethicist Dr Leslie Cannold pointed out in the Age of
31 December, claims of so-called futility are being used
by some doctors to trump the wishes of patients and
families and to impose the doctors’ own views about
the value of the patient’s life. For these patients and
families so-called voluntary death with dignity has
become compulsory death without dignity.
Elderly and frail Victorians are entitled to enter our
hospitals with confidence that they will receive the
treatment and care they need and want so far as
medicine is able, rather than having to fight to obtain
treatment from doctors who think they would be better
off dead.

Australia Day: Melton
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — This year I was invited by
the newly elected mayor of Melton, Bruce Rowan — I
congratulate him on his election to this high position —
to the Australia Day celebrations conducted by the
Shire of Melton in the presence of the Deputy Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard, and my parliamentary colleague
and friend the honourable member for Melton.
The shire conducted the Australia Day celebrations in
an exemplary manner. The celebrations involved the
whole community and included a multicultural aspect.
They also involved presentations to the various
volunteer community groups on the day, which is a
significant part of the Australia Day celebrations. The
Shire of Melton has a large number of volunteer groups
that have been recognised for the services they provide
in our community to improve the living standards, the
environment and the like.
I commend the Melton Shire Council on the way it is
operating and also the staff. I congratulate them. When
I attend functions and activities in the shire I am always
impressed with the level of cooperation and the way the
community embraces the work that is carried out by its
municipal council, particularly in maintaining its
environment in that part of my electorate.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

Rail: freight network
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week I attended a
Rural Press Club luncheon to listen to Tim Fischer,
former leader of the federal National Party and former
Deputy Prime Minister, speak about the recent
Victorian rail freight network review. Also present was
The Nationals member for Mildura and Ms Jillian
McGillivray, electorate officer for The Nationals
member for Murray Valley.
Mr Fischer is an amazingly talented, energetic and
competent person with a passion for railways and a
fierce desire to see them prosper and contribute to the
economic wellbeing of Victoria and Australia.
Mr Fischer raised two major concerns. The first is the
north-east corridor, where for 200 kilometres between
Seymour and Wodonga a broad-gauge rail track runs
parallel to a standard-gauge track. The failure to
duplicate the standard-gauge track is creating
bottlenecks and resulting in major disruptions to the
national rail freight distribution network.
What is most disturbing is Mr Fischer’s statement that
it is V/Line which is being extremely obstructive in
negotiations that are attempting to address this critical
concern. A second serious issue is the failure to connect
all bar the Mildura rail line directly to the docks. This
means the vast majority of rail freight is offloaded onto
trucks for a journey of a few hundred metres to the
docks to then be shipped. It amazes me that this gross
inefficiency still occurs. I call on the Minister for Public
Transport and the Minister for Roads and Ports to
immediately address these issues.
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were elected to the executive of CCCA Victoria, and
wish them all the very best for the future. The task of
the Chinese Community Council of Australia will be
tremendous in terms of the growing number of Chinese
settlers coming to this country. There will be challenges
and rewards in the task ahead. I wish them all the very
best in their undertaking.

Planning: Mornington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Melbourne’s planning
laws are not suitable for the Mornington Peninsula.
That is the simple message the community I represent
wants to get across to this government. Over the past
12 months a veritable queue of developers have been
lining up to exploit these laws on the Mornington
Peninsula. The peninsula has a unique environment and
ambience. It is not a pile of suburbs lumped together
like Melbourne. It is made up of a series of coastal
towns and inland villages, each with its own character.
Melbourne 2030 does not deal with this; therefore
developers can come up with developments that are
totally out of character with the peninsula but allowed
under 2030.
Shoreham residents have recently raised over $70 000
to try to stop their one-room post office — one of only
two shops in the town — from being turned into a
massive three-storey retail and apartment block with no
setback. The same developer is now seeking to do the
same to the other shop in the town, the general store.
Hundreds of people attended a community meeting at
Red Hill on Australia Day to protest against the
proposed development of 25 apartments, a tavern and
epicure centre in Red Hill South.

Chinese Community Council of Australia
Mr LIM (Clayton) — The Victorian chapter of the
Chinese Community Council of Australia was officially
launched on Thursday, 17 January, at the Chinese
Museum with the participation of many leaders of
Chinese community organisations and media
representatives. The establishment of the Victorian
chapter of the CCCA is to take on the advocacy of
issues concerning the Chinese community in Australia
in the true sense of that word by connecting their
actions at a national level. The Sydney-based national
president of the Chinese Community Council of
Australia, Dr Anthony Pun, OAM, who came down to
attend the launch, congratulated Victoria on taking this
important initiative for the Chinese community. He
hopes that all other states around Australia will follow
suit.
I wish to congratulate Dr Stanley Chiang, Wesa Chau,
Iris Wang, Jieh-Yung Lo, Douglas Soi and Li Gen, who

In Rosebud a developer wants to build a 350-seat
restaurant complex and apartments on the Rosebud
foreshore while only allowing for approximately 30 car
parks. The tallest building in Dromana is two stories,
yet a developer wants to build an eight-storey building.
There is an application for another huge retail and
apartment complex in the tiny McCrae Village, not to
mention constant assaults on the charm of Flinders
Village. The Liberal Party has consistently stood for a
separate planning scheme for the Mornington
Peninsula. Labor has pinched 40 of our policies
recently. How about it pinching this one?

St Mary’s House of Welcome
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I wish to
express my appreciation of St Mary’s House of
Welcome, which is a drop-in centre opened by the
Daughters of Charity in 1960. The centre provides
meals, activities, psychiatric and disability support,
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social work services and a sense of community for
homeless people and people with mental health issues. I
extend my appreciation to the chief executive officer,
Tony McCosker, and the staff for the great work they
do and for inviting me each year to do some voluntary
work, giving me the opportunity to work with and meet
people who unfortunately have to face homelessness.
The majority of the people who use St Mary’s House of
Welcome are suffering from a personal crisis generally
caused by poverty, mental illness and/or relationship
breakdown. Between 250 and 350 people access
St Mary’s House of Welcome every day. It provides of
the order of 85 000 individual food services each year,
including over 40 000 served meals. It also provides
some 260 social worker contacts and more than
5000 episodes of care. It assists people suffering with
mental illness through a psychiatric disability
rehabilitation program that can cater for 120 individuals
at any one time.
Homelessness does not discriminate. It can happen to
anyone at any time. Family breakdown, domestic
violence, disability, ill-health and a sudden loss of
income are just some of the reasons.

Aldercourt Primary School: community
development
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I congratulate the
principal, Susan Schneider, staff members and the
school council of Aldercourt Primary School, who are
taking — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The time for members statements has now ended.

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

Major projects: freedom of information
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I grieve for the loss of
transparency and the government’s desire to cover up
its incompetence in managing major projects. I wish to
run through the details of an FOI application just to
acquaint the house in the first instance with the history
of this particular case.
On 22 July 2005 I lodged an FOI application for the
quarterly performance reports on major projects, my
previous portfolio, for 2004 and 2005. On
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14 September 2005 my request was denied. Four
reports, I was advised, had been identified. The request
was denied in the following terms:
The reports have been prepared with the specific purpose of
informing the whole-of-government report furnished to the
expenditure review committee of cabinet … by the
Department of Treasury and Finance. The reports contain
information that has been considered by cabinet.

That was my advice. Obviously I then applied for an
internal review, and on 6 October 2005 the request was
again denied. However, most interestingly, another two
reports were found, and the letter advising me of this
said the following:
In addition to the reports identified by Ms Grech, two
additional reports have been identified as falling within the
scope of your request. These are quarterly performance
reports for the March 2004 and June 2004 quarters.

That raises the question of how, when an FOI request is
for quarterly reports and the period of the FOI request
clearly covers six quarterly reports, a department could
in the first instance identify only four quarterly reports.
The department, in its wisdom, has discovered another
two reports, but I have to say that that in itself sheds
even further doubt on the way FOI requests are being
handled by this government. However, there is more.
On 11 April 2006 I had a threat of costs in relation to
the VCAT (Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal) case. Again I quote directly from the
government’s document:
The application should be dismissed with costs.

It is a tradition that members of Parliament are not
threatened with costs over the function of their normal
parliamentary duties, which in opposition include, of
course, to hold a government to account.
Notwithstanding that threat, I was told that was all a
terrible mistake and I was not going to be threatened
with costs. On 19 and 23 June the matter went to
VCAT. On 17 July 2006 Judge Davis ruled in my
favour and said that the document should be released. I
quote from her rulings as follows:
Furthermore, the document will be exempt if one of the
substantial purposes for which it was prepared was for the
purpose of submission for consideration by cabinet.

But Judge Davis went on to find that:
… it is clear on the evidence before me that the disputed
documents themselves were not submitted by DTF to the
relevant quarterly ERC meetings, but that on each occasion
DTF supplied a new and different document …

She also went on to say as part of her ruling:
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I am not satisfied that at the time of preparation a substantial
intention was that the disputed documents would be
submitted to ERC. Even if I accept that this was a substantial
intention of DOI, I am not satisfied in the circumstances of
this case that such submission was submission for
consideration by the ERC. Rather, I consider that the disputed
documents were prepared substantially for the purpose of
enabling DTF to prepare another document, the
whole-of-government submission, which was to be
considered by ERC.

The ruling was very clear, and obviously I expected
documents to be forthcoming as a result of that. But no,
that was not the case. The government decided — this
so-called honest, transparent and open government —
that it would challenge VCAT’s decision, and I was
informed that the government wanted to go to the Court
of Appeal on 8 August 2007.
On 14 August I was again absolutely flabbergasted to
receive the following documentation from the
government, that being that I was also going to be hit
with costs on a Court of Appeal case. Again I quote
from the document:
The respondent pay the appellant’s costs.

I have to say I am not Evan Thornley — I do not have a
spare $280 000. This is the Court of Appeal. I won the
case at VCAT; the government decided to challenge
and then threatened me with costs on a Court of Appeal
case. Obviously it is not within the financial capacity of
members of Parliament — and VCAT cases would be
expensive enough — to fund government costs for a
Court of Appeal case.
When I raised an objection, obviously, I then again —
this is the form of this government — received a notice
that, notwithstanding that, it was not after costs at all.
The fact that the media was aware of this threat perhaps
had nothing at all to do with the government
withdrawing the threat of costs.
Anyway, the Court of Appeal case was heard and a
judgement was given on 4 December 2007, and again
the government was ordered to release documents on
the basis that the documents were not cabinet
documents. I just want to briefly refer to those
decisions. Justice Buchanan said that:
… the reports were not prepared for the purpose of
submission for consideration by the … ERC … but for the
purpose of providing raw material which might be used in the
preparation of another document that was to be submitted for
consideration by the ERC.

He also found:
In my opinion the construction advanced by the appellant is
strained. It takes the word beyond deliberations of cabinet to
the topic which produces cabinet deliberations.
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He went on to say:
The reports revealed information about the performance and
requirements of government departments, but said nothing
about the deliberations of cabinet.

Justice Vincent found in a unanimous decision:
The documents under consideration were not and did not
purport to be other than what they were — quarterly asset
performance reports. They were not drafts of anything and
did not become so because information or passages in them
were used in the creation of another document.

Justice Redlich found that:
Each of the reports consisted primarily of information. There
was nothing in those documents that gave rise to the inference
that the information contained within them had been placed
before cabinet or that any of it had been the subject of cabinet
consideration … The deliberative process involves the
weighing up or evaluating of the competing arguments or
considerations that may have a bearing upon cabinet’s course
of action — its thinking processes — with a view to the
making of a decision. It encompasses more than the mere
receipt of information in the cabinet room for digestion by
cabinet ministers then or later.

That was the decision. It will come as no surprise to
members of this chamber that the government was
ordered to release the documents and of course waited
until the last day to do so, which was 2 January 2008.
This whole process took two and a half years.
The documents have of course revealed some quite
substantial information, not only about the
government’s management of major projects but also
about the government’s transparency. The first of the
four reports released to me — and these are reports
dated March 2004, June 2004, September 2004 and
December 2004 — do not even have any charade or
pretence about being cabinet documents. There is no
marking and no stamp on them — nothing at all —
about cabinet in confidence. The last two reports
miraculously do. The reports dated March 2005 and
June 2005 have the title ‘Cabinet in confidence’.
A quarterly report is either a cabinet document or it is
not, so what is revealed by these documents is that for
the first four of them the department — the
government — was prepared to have them treated just
as so-called usual documents, but then this charade was
introduced where they were stamped ‘Cabinet’. Of
course that is the opposition’s point, and again this has
been found by VCAT and by the Court of Appeal. The
government is simply calling documents cabinet
documents when they are not cabinet documents —
which was something that the previous Premier and the
Attorney-General said was going to be put to an end in
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1999, but it has not been. The practice by this
government is still continuing in a very blatant way.
On the more substantive issue, these documents are a
damning indictment of this government’s failure to
manage major projects, at significant cost to Victorian
taxpayers. It appears to me that this committee looking
at these quarterly reports is almost a committee set up
to manage the mismanagement associated with major
projects. To make it look as if the government has been
performing better in major projects, a whole raft of
minor projects have been dragged into the definition of
major projects. For example, to give the impression that
the government is actually performing better than it is,
motorcycle safety has been listed as a major project,
and of course that one is on track.
I advise the house that in the March quarter of 2003–04,
32 projects were listed; 16 were late, over budget or
both, and an additional 6 were at risk of being in that
category. In the June quarter 2003–04, what we see is
34 projects listed; 16 were late, over budget or both,
and another 6 were at risk of being late, over budget or
both. Gee, that sounds like opposition terminology!
One wonders whether, if this material ever went to
cabinet, cabinet members would be duped by the
inclusion of a range of minor projects to try to dilute the
abysmal performance of the government.
For the 2004–05 September quarter there are
39 projects listed, 18 of which were late, over budget or
both and 6 of which were at risk of being late, over
budget or both. For the December quarter 35 projects
are listed — the number was increasing, more minor
projects were getting in — with 20 being late, over
budget or both and 3 at risk. For the March quarter
41 projects are listed, 22 of which were late, over
budget or both, with 6 at risk. For the June quarter
38 projects are listed, with 24 projects late, over budget
or both and 5 at risk. The most significant delays and
budget overruns were for fast rail, the Craigieburn rail
electrification, the reintroduction of country rail
passenger services and the Lascelles Wharf project.
It is in relation to channel deepening that I will make a
couple of concluding comments. This was first listed in
the September 2004–05 quarter as a low-risk project.
The completion date was initially set for May 2007. In
the December quarter of 2004–05 more information
was given. The original cost of this project was
$448 million, which shows how much this project has
blown out. I refer to a press release from the then
Minister for Transport, which said that the total project
value of channel deepening is estimated at between
$350 million and $450 million. The project had not
even started, so you can see the progression of the
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blow-out. We were then told that the completion date
would be December 2006. I draw the house’s attention
to a press release from then Minister for Ports in the
other place, Candy Broad, who said:
… I would expect channel deepening to be completed during
2005–06.

The ministerial press releases are completely aligned
with the information in these reports. At one stage the
start date for channel deepening was to be March 2005.
The completion date is now 2009–10, according to the
minister in a press release of 21 December 2007.
In conclusion, I say again that the government can put
out all the press releases it wishes to claiming it is
honest, open and transparent; its conduct is vastly
different. There are umpteen cases — and this one is a
classic case of this lie — of the government claiming
that documents are cabinet in confidence when they are
not. In this instance the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal found that the government was
not being transparent, as the documents were not
cabinet documents. That has been substantiated by the
Court of Appeal.
I again make the comment I made in the debate on the
Freedom of Information Amendment Bill yesterday:
this government has adopted a number of practices in
its handling of FOI which are unsavoury and which fly
in the face of democracy. Threatening opposition
members of Parliament with costs is outrageous.
Simply calling documents cabinet documents when
they are not is outrageous. The government is corrupt in
its handling of FOI.

Liberal Party: factionalism
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Today I again grieve
at the factionalism in the Liberal Party. This is the third
instalment of this sorry saga. I quote:
We’ve got a plan and we’re going to stick to that plan …

Who said this? It was the Leader of the Opposition, as
quoted in an article by Rick Wallace in the Australian
of 28 December last year. The article is entitled ‘Libs
eye new boss after bad ratings’. But this is not what
Philip Davis, a member for Eastern Victoria Region in
the other place, has said. He said:
I think we would all be aware of a perception that the
electorate has not understood what the Victorian Liberal Party
stands for.

He went on to say:
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From 1999, since we have been in opposition … we have not
articulated a clear and consistent message that establishes the
basis for our policy direction.

Those quotes are from the Australian and also from an
article by Paul Austin in the Age of 17 December 2007.
So there is no plan, no direction, no policies — there
are flip-flops — no leadership and absolutely no team.
Philip Davis in his secret paper to colleagues called for
debate about the party’s core values. After eight years
in opposition members of the Liberal Party need to
work out their core values. What type of outfit are they?
Let me give them some values they could use:
compassion, economic competency and literacy,
democracy, understanding, decisiveness, inclusiveness,
listening, accountability, honesty and last, but not least,
teamwork. They need to have a debate about all this to
work that out.
Paul Austin said in his article, headed ‘Victorian Libs
“stand for nothing”: secret report says party is
confused’:
Mr Davis’s provocative 10-page report … amounts to a
challenge to the party’s parliamentary and organisational
leadership to lift its game before the next state election or risk
sinking into irrelevancy …

This in a state dubbed the jewel in the Liberal crown! In
Paul Austin’s article Mr Davis is described as saying
that the Victorian Liberals have drifted in a vacuum
since Kennett lost and that they need to establish
dialogue across the party to establish what they stand
for. He said that the Liberals’ performance on the
environment was woeful, that they put themselves
offside on all debates and issues, that they are
unprepared for parliamentary debates and that the
Liberals avoided responsibility — that is, they made no
decisions. This is Philip Davis! Finally:
We have ended up with an incoherent policy mix that sends
no clear message.

In the same article Mr Davis goes on to propose the
option of abolishing the states. No wonder no-one takes
the Liberals seriously — but it gets worse.
The open warfare has been further exposed by the
brave and I think courageous Senator Judith Troeth.
Why is she brave? Because like Philip Davis she is
prepared to speak out to fight the majority-dominant
Costello-Kroger faction, exposing how they have
corrupted the party and its processes. Senator Troeth
went on ABC TV’s Lateline program to attack the
far-right faction of Costello and Kroger. She criticised
its direction, its stifling of debate and its challenging of
moderate voices within the Liberal Party both in policy
and in preselection, and she detailed the thuggery
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directed against her in the preselections of 1998 and
2003–4.
She also detailed how the administrative committee has
in effect been shut down; how difficult policy debates
are no longer allowed in this forum; how the
Costello-Kroger faction, along with David Kemp,
humiliated the state opposition leader by not running a
candidate in the Albert Park by-election; how party
members are shut out of Liberal Party policy
committees if they are not the majority-dominant
faction; and how the dominant right faction had just one
aim: to make Peter Costello Prime Minister at any cost.
When the Liberal Party really needed him — when the
chips were really down and when he had to show his
mettle and demonstrate his ticker — Peter Costello was
shown not to have a ticker. He wimped it. How ironic
that was after all the jibes he made against Kim
Beazley! When it came to it, Costello never had the
ticker, and now the Liberal Party in Victoria is in an
absolute mess. These deep divisions have flowed
through to the Liberal Party leadership team in this
Parliament. The resignations of Philip Davis and
Andrea Coote demonstrate these deep divisions.
Liberals are not allowed to debate issues or values or
call for a change in direction without their positions
being affected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — Philip Davis was not pushed,
he jumped, but the result was further destabilisation.
Why? Because the Baillieu-David Davis leadership
team does not have any support. It is an interim
measure until either the member for Polwarth steps up
to the plate and gets a ticker — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bulleen! I am actually having trouble hearing the
member for Melton.
Mr NARDELLA — Let me give the house some
hard facts and statistics. David Davis is supported by
the Leader of the Opposition in this house. Mr Davis is
his candidate, along with the deputy leader in the upper
house, Wendy Lovell — the dream team. However,
David Davis has only 8 of the 38 votes in the party
room, and with his upper house colleagues he has only
3 of the 15 votes in the other place.
Mr K. Smith — Who are they?
Mr NARDELLA — I will tell you who they are:
Mr Davis, Ms Lovell and Mr Dalla-Riva. No-one else.
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He has no other support. All the others wanted the
young Turk — the performer and the visionary —
Matthew Guy, but he said no. For reasons of unity? No.
Because he wanted to support his Legislative Assembly
leader? The answer is that he is waiting. They are all
waiting for the dream team to fall over. They are
waiting to take over at their leisure, and this time is fast
approaching.
The catalyst for this leadership change is already
apparent. In the Australian of 24 December 2007
Newspoll detailed the appalling state of the Victorian
Liberals. Their Christmas dinner was spoiled even
before it was cooked! This Newspoll showed the
ALP two-party preferred vote at 60 per cent and the
ALP primary vote at 51 per cent — and Mr Brumby as
the better Premier, at 51 per cent. Where were the
Liberals? Their two-party preferred vote was 40 per
cent, down from 45.8 per cent at the last election; their
primary vote was 34 per cent, down from 39.6 per cent
at the last election; and only 22 per cent thought the
opposition leader would be the better Premier, down
from 30 per cent at the last election.
Have a look at who would lose if an election were to
occur — all the young Turks! Have a look at the
pendulum. Have a look at Ferntree Gully, Kilsyth,
Hastings, Morwell, Narracan, Evelyn, Bayswater,
South-West Coast, Box Hill and Bass. They would be
under threat in this circumstance. This is an
unsustainable and uncompetitive situation. There is a
dark horse for the leadership, the member for Polwarth,
but he needs to also get a ticker.
The other interesting matter is that Philip Davis should
never be underestimated as a numbers man. Philip Davis
has form. In the Parliament of 1999–2002, when the
member for South-West Coast was the Legislative
Assembly leader, Carlo Furletti was made deputy leader
in the Council at his insistence, despite Philip Davis
wanting it. Philip Davis then resigned and went to the
back bench to do the numbers to install Robert Doyle,
the former member for Malvern, as leader in this place,
and once that happened he became the Leader of the
Opposition in the Legislative Council. Now he has gone
back to the back bench. Just watch this space!
The other interesting development is the current talk
about the Liberals and The Nationals amalgamating.
The Honourable Bill Baxter, whom I served with in the
upper house, was on the radio last week saying that it
was a good idea — but maybe not in Victoria. My
sources have told me that the Leader of the Opposition
and the Leader of The Nationals have sat down and
talked about merging. It would be interesting to know
who the real Leader of the Opposition would be. If they
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did merge, we would get a real Collins Street farmer as
a leader!
The Nationals should also have an internal party debate
to work out their values, because they are confused and
have lost their way. There are two examples of this. In
the Stock and Land of 22 November 2007 there is a
photo of the member for Benalla — I have a copy
here — at a Greens rally. There he is, on the left-hand
side. He has his fist in the air, manning the barricade,
and he is underneath one of the Greens triangles. The
Nationals are a bit confused — but it gets even worse.
To see that all you have to do is look at page 4 of
today’s Herald Sun, and I have a copy of that. The
Leader of The Nationals is addressing a rally against
genetically modified (GM) foods. He is pictured with
signs saying, and I will read it: ‘GM-free zone.
Genetically manipulated crops and foods are not
welcome here’. The Leader of The Nationals is
supposed to be representing country Victoria, yet he
was out there protesting against GM crops. He is out
there rallying the troops and manning the barricades
against GM crops.
It demonstrates not only that The Nationals are a bit
confused but that they have abandoned country
Victoria. That is what they have done. They are
anti-agriculture, anti-farmers and anti-small
communities, because they just take their lead from the
Liberal Party, which has more members in this place.
That is what they have been doing in this house. It
clearly demonstrates how far they are working hand in
glove with the minority groups and the Liberal Party. It
also highlights that the Leader of The Nationals has
continued his record of voting against country Victoria.
When he was a member of the Kennett government he
voted 1150 times against country Victoria. He stands
condemned within this house for that position. This
division, both within The Nationals and the Liberal
Party, is unsustainable. Within the Liberal Party the
destructive factionalism means it has a lack of policy, a
lack of vision, a lack of values and, most importantly, a
lack of leadership.
The knives are out; they are being sharpened as I speak.
The numbers have already been counted. I went
through those numbers. Within the Liberal Party room,
8 out of 38 support David Davis, the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, and that includes 3 of his
15 colleagues in the upper house. When we transpose
that to the dream team at the moment — and it is just a
matter of time before they have a new dream team —
we see the Liberals hurtling to oblivion.
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The matter I put to the house today is serious, because
for a strong democracy to continue in Victoria we
actually need a strong opposition. The Nationals and
the Liberal Party are not a strong opposition. They do
not know who or what they stand for. They only take
the view of the last minority radical extremist group
that has come to see them about some issue. They are
only able to think that far ahead.
The Nationals and the opposition not only stand
condemned for not bringing this government to account
but, worse than that, they stand condemned for not
representing their constituency, for not being there to
make sure that their voices are heard and for being out
there underneath the Greens placards supporting the
anti-GM movement. That is what this opposition stands
for. The polling just demonstrates how bereft of values
and ideas they are. At the moment the only thing that is
saving them is that we are allowing them to continue
down this path. We are just waiting for the new dream
team to be elected by them.
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double handling will be a significant cost to industry
and ultimately to the consumer.
The Brumby government must upgrade the rail
infrastructure as a part of the channel deepening
process. The state government has set a target of 30 per
cent of Victoria’s freight task being delivered by rail.
At the moment just 16 per cent of the freight task to the
port of Melbourne is moved by rail. The Fischer report
has identified the need for a major funding boost.
Elsewhere in the world rail is playing a significant part
in national freight tasks. As an example, the United
States has 40 per cent of its task shifted by rail, but in
Australia it is now reported that the Adelaide–Darwin
corridor is carrying around 80 per cent of the task,
whilst in Victoria we hear talk of truck curfews from
some communities near the ports. Rail is the answer.
Again I ask: what is being done about the Dynon Port
Rail Link and providing additional access for the
provision of additional track sections known as W-track
and the missing link and the continuing upgrade of the
rail-port interface within east and west Swanson Dock?

Rail: freight network
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I bring something of
substance to the grievance debate. I am going to
address a real problem — that is, a problem about
country rail. We are here today to grieve for the
residents of country Victoria, particularly those who
rely on rail for transport of their grain and other
produce. Country Victorians need access to an
economic and competitive rail freight network. Our
future prosperity is being hindered by these unresolved
problems. In 2001 the Bracks government announced it
was allocating $96 million to upgrade and standardise
the Mildura line. That was to be completed by 2002 and
then by 2005. The process is now five years behind, but
mercifully it has started and is under way.
However, other problems exist in country Victoria. The
Seymour to Albury rail corridor contains both standard
and broad-gauge tracks. There is a proposal to alter the
broad-gauge track to be either standard or dual gauge in
order to transfer it to the Australian Rail Track
Corporation. It is a major congestion point in the
national standard gauge rail network and is therefore
having an impact on country Victoria. Nowhere else in
the world is there a 200-kilometre rail corridor
operating two gauges in parallel. The rail-port interface
at Melbourne is grossly inhibiting and is a bottleneck
for Victoria. The Fischer report highlighted the need for
enhanced rail access to the port of Melbourne by
completing projects like the Dynon Port Rail Link and
upgrades at east and west Swanson Dock. Unless the
rail system is overhauled in conjunction with the
channel deepening project, congestion on the road and

Now let us turn to the state of the infrastructure.
Country Victoria grieves for more funding for urgent
rail maintenance. The government needs to account for
$25 million of funding. This figure was made available
in the budget as an urgent measure following the
re-purchase of the rail track assets. Victorians need to
know where that money is being spent, that it is being
spent to benefit the rail track and that there will be more
money in the next budget.
In my electorate the Murrayville and Robinvale lines
are prime examples. Even in a drought several hundred
thousands tonnes of grain await transport next to a
dilapidated railway line. Mineral sands offer a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to revitalise the rail
infrastructure of north-western Victoria. It would be a
huge disaster to miss this opportunity for Victoria and
country Victorians. Mineral sands are an important new
growth industry. They are heavy, and the state of the
rail infrastructure can be modernised so that we can
now align the tracks with new mines to move this task
forward.
I refer to page 55 of the Fischer report, which says:
The committee considers that the Victorian rail freight
network should remain in its current two gauge configuration
on the basis that immediate gauge standardisation will not
bring sufficient benefits to offset the cost of standardisation.

However, the committee then goes on to state:
… the standardisation of the freight … lines would facilitate
the movement of grain wagons between states …
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and thus help manage —
the volatility of the grain task.
However, the committee recommends the continued
upgrading of the Mildura and north-west branch line
compatible with future standardisation … to potentially
capture mineral sands and other traffics.
Over time Iluka’s mines —

which are going to be developed east of Ouyen and
north of Robinvale —
… are likely to become the source of raw materials for its
mineral separation plant … in Hamilton, initially from mines
in the Ouyen area and subsequently from north-east of
Mildura around Benanee —

which is just north of Ouyen. The report continues:
This freight task is contestable by rail given the distances
involved and the estimated consistent, non-seasonal demand
of 400 000 to 500 000 tonnes per annum … There is also
potential to backhaul … the tailings —

from the mine of —
around 250 000 tonnes per annum.

Clearly this task must go with rail. If it does not, the
congestion on our roads will be immense. I would say
that you would not want to overtake a truck on any of
the roads that are being used to shift these mineral
sands, because if you did you would not find a gap to
get back in. So it must be done by rail. We must talk to
the mining companies, and we must take advantage of
this once-in-a-lifetime opportunity.
Thus standardisation remains a major grief issue in
northern Victoria. Over 100 years ago Mark Twain, in
his book More Tramps Abroad, wrote about the
different gauges in the Australian rail system:
Now comes a singular thing, the oddest thing, the strangest
thing, the unaccountable marvel that Australia can show,
namely, the break of gauge at Albury-Wodonga. Think of the
paralysis of intellect that gave that idea birth.

Over 100 years later much of country Victoria is still
suffering from paralysis of intellect over
standardisation. In his report Fischer supports some
standardisation, particularly with the opportunity
provided by mineral sands. Perhaps we can end the
paralysis gradually. What country Victoria needs is rail
competition in the same way we have competition
between multiple operators on the road. Standardisation
is a vital component of a competitive rail freight
network for the future.
In Mildura Ken Wakefield operates a daily freight train.
He is now faced with limited options for the future of
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that service, particularly when the only option this
country operator has is a user-pay’s option. Rail enables
heavier containers to be transported, thus allowing for
the full loading of larger container ships that may wish
to visit the Port of Melbourne. You can only stack
containers so high on a ship, and to fully utilise the
dredging that the government is undertaking we must
make sure the container ships are at maximum capacity.
It is a pointless exercise to dredge the bay if we cannot
fully load the ships to take advantage of that.
Country Victorians grieve for the lack of greenhouse
gas best practices that are offered by rail. There are
some things that can be easily undertaken to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions while others are more
difficult. Greenhouse gas limits in a carbon-constrained
economy will pose huge challenges for country
Victoria, but the rail option is an easy, affordable fix to
some of our greenhouse gas issues. Steel wheels have a
quarter of the friction of rubber tyres, so in a
carbon-constrained economy and a country which is
post peak oil production, the limitation on the future
growth of country roads is of great concern to country
Victorians and their businesses, and thus their future.
We grieve that much of Victoria has an antiquated rail
system when the rest of Australia has access to standard
gauge and to the benefits of accessing the
Australia-wide operation of rolling stock. There are
incomplete standardised corridors as well as a
reluctance to standardise and join the rest of Australia.
This causes pain to country Victoria. It will
disadvantage and discriminate against country people
and will hold Victoria back as the nation moves
forward. Victorians need their rail freight tasks carried
on adequately maintained railway lines in order to
secure their future.

Women: sports reporting
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I grieve today
about the discrimination shown against women in sport.
In particular I wish to highlight the discrimination in
relation to the media’s reporting of women’s sport.
Unfortunately this is not a new topic, as we have been
talking about discrimination in a whole range of areas
of women’s sport for many years. It is disappointing
that there is still a significant problem in this area and
that elite and other sportswomen are generally treated
far worse than men in the same sporting areas. This
year we are celebrating 100 years of women having the
vote, and while women may be equal in terms of voting
rights there certainly are many areas of discrimination
which are still alive and to which we really need to turn
our attention in the future.

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

The Australian Sports Commission used to do a survey
of the media coverage of women in sport. Oddly
enough, this finished in 1996, and I do not know if that
had anything to do with the change of federal
government. As part of that survey the commission
looked at the amount of media reporting of both women
and men. The last survey — as I said, in 1996 — took a
snapshot of the media coverage of women’s sport by
the newspapers, magazines and radio and television
stations during a two-week period, establishing a
measurement of not only the coverage but also
additional information about the portrayal of women’s
sport in media.
The results show that the media coverage of women in
sport is very different from the coverage of men in a
number of ways. One highlight of the research, which I
guess would be humorous if it were not so sad, was that
on a commercial current affairs style sports show
6 minutes of airtime was given to guinea pig racing
while women’s sport got 15 seconds. Unfortunately that
is not an isolated occurrence. It would be nice to think
that 12 years after that last survey the ratio of the
reporting of men’s sports to women’s sports reporting
would have changed. It would be interesting to do a
survey now to see if the trend was different, but it is
fairly easy to see there has not been a significant
change.
That 1996 survey found that on radio 1.4 per cent of the
sports reporting was on women’s sports and 95.1 per
cent of it was on men’s sports; on television 2 per cent
was on women’s sports and 56.2 per cent was on
men’s; and in the newspapers — I must say they did a
bit better than radio and television stations — 10.7 per
cent of the reporting was on women’s sports and
79.1 per cent of it was on men’s. The newspaper result
was a slight increase from 1980, when it was 2 per cent,
so I suppose we can say there is a trend upwards, which
we are pleased about.
However, it is not only the amount of time given to
women’s sports coverage, it is also the way in which it
is put into the media, particularly newspapers. Men’s
sport normally goes first and usually takes the main
pages; women’s sports tend to be at the end. The way
that journalists look at sportsmen and sportswomen is
also really very different. If we turn our minds back to
the Australian tennis open, which we saw a short time
ago, and if we think about the way people were
reported in relation to the tennis, we remember that we
heard a great deal about women’s physical sizes and
dresses but very little about the clothes the men were
wearing or their physical form.
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Even when women’s sport gets reported it is reported in
a very different way. The terminology used for women
and men in sport is interesting. We often hear adult
women being referred to as ‘girls’ or ‘ladies’, but we
very rarely hear men sportspeople being described as
‘boys’ or ‘gentlemen’. There is a whole language of
difference which has become part of our sporting
culture and part of our media culture, which tends to
put down women sportspeople without the people who
are reporting even being aware of what they are doing.
In fact the survey entitled An Illusory Image — A
Report on the Media Coverage and Portrayal of
Women’s Sport in Australia 1996, says in part:
Women were often described in ways that stressed weakness,
passivity and insignificance, in ways that deflected attention
from their athleticism. They were frequently portrayed as
girls, no matter what their age. Readers were informed of
their physical traits such as the ‘perky blonde’ or ‘powder
puff’, or their emotional state was the focus. We frequently
saw phrases such as ‘dissolving into tears’, but when men
confronted stressful situations, they were applauded for their
‘toughness’.

If you think about it, when women have an emotional
event and dissolve into tears it is referred to in a
negative way, but when men burst into tears it is seen as
them showing a positive side of their nature and being
inclusive and having a nice gentle part of their
personality. Even the same event occurring is portrayed
in very different ways. The report indicates strength or
weakness according to those sort of descriptions. I think
this is a real telling point that needs to be taken into
account when looking at the reporting of women’s
sport.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics figures showed that
in 1995–96, 44.6 per cent of players in organised sport
were women. So in 1996, and I suspect it may be even
higher now but I really do not know, almost half the
sportspeople were women. They are a significant part
of the sports community, yet in the media we see most
of women’s sporting activity being absolutely ignored.
In relation to the quality of newspaper coverage,
particularly — and I will come back to our newspapers
in Victoria later — what the survey found was that the
majority of women’s sport coverage appeared on days
when there was little male sport. During the week
women’s sport was reported on Wednesdays and
Thursdays while at the weekend and on Mondays you
got information about men’s sports. Newspaper articles
on women’s sport were often at the bottom of the page
or buried in the inside pages of the sports section. Only
5.6 per cent of women’s sport stories actually appeared
on the back page, which is where most people
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immediately turn to if they want to look at the sporting
news.
As I said previously, the language used to describe
women in sport often emphasised their weakness,
passivity and, insignificance, which does detract from
the athletic abilities they have shown. Newspaper
articles about women’s sport included head shots and
posed images rather than action shots more often than
articles about men’s sport, suggesting that women’s
sports are less attractive, which as we know is totally
incorrect.
In the United Kingdom — I think this is a great
initiative of women — a foundation was set up called
the Women’s Sports Foundation which is run by
sportswomen. They run a program where sporting
people or anyone in the community who is interested in
it can assess their local media in relation to women’s
sporting results. You can do an online survey and report
on either your daily paper or the local paper, and the
report is then fed into a national focus to see what the
situation is in the United Kingdom.
We have some slightly more up-to-date figures from
the United Kingdom, but I am sure it is a similar pattern
to that in Victoria. We have figures from 2006 of a
fairly major survey that found a similar thing. It found;
On satellite television the top sport shown by Sky and
Eurosport is men’s football while on terrestrial television
men’s football and men’s cricket dominate. An evaluation of
seven newspapers (national and regional) measuring the
number of articles, headlines, female journalists and use of
imagery, demonstrated that in 2006 the average space
dedicated to women and girls’ sport was 4.8 per cent, and
5.2 per cent of all articles were devoted to female sports.

The sponsorship of women in sports is also lower. It is
a bit like which was first, the chicken or the egg, in
relation to women’s sport. People who want to sponsor
women’s sport want media attention, and if you do not
get media attention it makes it much harder for
women’s sport to get sponsorship. You only have to
look at the Australian netball team, most of whom are
not paid for playing netball — many of them cannot
hold down full-time jobs because they cannot get the
same sort of leave from their employer to attend
practice and sporting events as men do — to see that it
is a significant detraction for women being involved in
women’s sport, where many of them have to rely on
family and friends to provide financial resources to
exist while they engage in sport.
One of the reasons identified by the Women’s Sports
Foundation why women receive less media coverage
lies in the attitude of media and sports organisations. It
pointed out that most sports reporting is carried out by
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men, under male editors. In 2007 it was estimated that
of 610 members of the Sports Journalist Association of
Great Britain around 10 per cent are women — a very
small percentage. An increased representation of
sportswomen by the media requires increased
involvement of women in the production of the media,
for example producers, photographers and presenters.
I thought I would follow this up with a quick survey of
our newspapers on Monday morning. Monday was a
time when women’s sport should have had good
coverage, because we had the Australian women’s open
golf championship and we also had the Australian
women’s cricket team playing a one-day international
against England. I must say I was sadly disappointed
with the results. When we go to the Herald Sun sports
section — I did this very quickly so if there is a slight
variation with what I say it is only minor and still
shows the point — we see that the front page had a
photo of a footballer, even though we are not in the
football season. It then had two pages of men’s cricket
and two pages of men’s soccer. One page had articles
on women’s golf and male runners on it, and on the
next page there was an article by a male journalist about
male sportspeople. On the next page there was a story
about footy, including Wayne Carey. It is a bit sad that
a disgraced footballer gets more coverage than elite
sportswomen in our newspapers in Victoria.
The next 2 pages were about AFL football. We then
had 4 pages about racing, 1 page about basketball —
women got half a page there — 1 page about rugby
league, 1 page about motor racing and 1 page about
horseracing. I am glad to say that Natalie Rasmussen,
who was the winning driver in the Hunter Cup, actually
got her photo on the next page with the cup. We then
had 4 pages of general sports results, of which
1 column out of 48 dealt with women’s sport. Four
centimetres were dedicated to the Australia versus
England international women’s cricket match, which
was snuck in just after the result of the Essendon versus
North Melbourne district cricket match. Of all the
photos of sportspeople in the Herald Sun, 27 were of
men and 5 were of women.
Then we go to the Age. The Age is a bit better: it
actually has a photo of Karrie Webb on the front page.
Let me say congratulations to Karrie Webb for winning
the women’s golf. Women’s golf gets a bit of a mention
on pages 2 and 3. Then we see pages 4 and 5 about
men’s cricket, page 6 about men’s football, page 7
about men’s soccer, pages 8 and 9 about the
Manchester United Football Club, page 10 about rugby,
page 11 about American football, and page 12 about
racing and boxing. We then see two pages of sports
results. This time the report of the Australia versus

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

England cricket match has done a bit better — it is just
above the Essendon and North Melbourne cricket
match and just after the Sale races. I cannot see
anything about the winning driver of the Hunter Cup
race. Certainly there are significantly more photos of
male sport stars than female sport stars.
It is not hard to see that that discrimination still exists.
As I said, it makes it very hard for women’s sports to
get the sponsorship that elite women athletes deserve
and also to get the media coverage that our community
deserves because of the large number of women who
are actively engaged in women’s sport.
This year marks the centenary of women’s suffrage,
and we celebrate women getting the vote, but we
should be aware that there are still many areas of our
lives where women are very strongly discriminated
against. Obviously the funding given to women’s sport
in some areas and certainly the media coverage of
women are still issues that need a great deal of
attention.
I congratulate our state government and our Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs for sponsoring
a women’s netball team, but it would be great to see
other sections of the community being supported by the
media and really getting behind women’s sports in
Victoria, across the whole range of sports that women
participate in, and giving them the same opportunity as
men who play sport in our state receive.

Education: government performance
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I grieve this morning for
the state of education in Victoria. To back up my
argument I would like to refer to and talk about three
major reports that have been handed down recently, one
late last year and two this year, and then to raise a
number of other issues, if there is time.
The three reports I wish to comment on are the report
on the 2008 Productivity Commission figures, which
was released last week; the Australian Bureau of
Statistics Schools, Australia, Preliminary report, which
was released early this week; and the report released
late last year showing the comparative figures for the
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development PISA program, which is the program for
international students’ assessment.
I will start with the 2008 Productivity Commission
figures, which relate to 2005–06 expenditure but are the
latest figures. In table 4A.8 headed ‘Real Australian,
state and territory government recurrent expenditure per
student, government schools’ you can see the average
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totals spent on students across all states and territories
and also the national figure. Victoria spends on average
$10 352 per student. That is the lowest amount. When
you look at other states you see that New South Wales
spends on average $11 279; Queensland, $11 043;
Tasmania, $11 361; Northern Territory, $16 647; and
the Australian average is $11 243. Victoria is the lowest
funder of education when you look across all the states
and territories.
These figures are further broken down into primary and
secondary figures as well. I was hoping there might be
a glimmer of hope and that perhaps the government
might see that primary education is important and
provide a bit more funding there, but once again at the
bottom of the pile is Victoria, behind Tasmania,
Western Australia and New South Wales. It is behind
all the states and territories, at $8767. The Australian
average is $9699. Victoria’s is well below that average.
Of course, statistically that is also reflected in the
secondary school funding. Once again Victoria is at the
bottom of the pile with $11 329. The Australian
average is $12 148. It is below all the states and
territories.
When this government says that education is its no. 1
priority and you see those sorts of figures — this is not
the first year; these are the figures being brought out
consistently — they say a lot. These are not my figures,
these are the Productivity Commission figures that
show the real comparison between what this
government says and what it does. When you look at
the amount and you see how it stacks up against those
in the other states and territories, you might ask how it
manifests in our schools. It manifests in two main ways.
One is through the capital expenditure and the recurrent
expenditure on the school buildings themselves. You
can see the state of many of our school buildings —
you drive past them or go into them — and the level of
basic maintenance. According to the government’s own
figures, more than $200 million of maintenance is
outstanding in our schools. They are run down.
Schools are just not receiving the basic level of
maintenance that you would expect to make them safe
workplaces for teachers and interesting and safe places
of learning for children. The spouting, the floors, the
carpets, the windows are often run down, or if they are
being maintained, the schools are doing it out of their
own pockets. That is the manifestation of this level of
funding. Probably the most blatant manifestation of this
lack of funding is our teacher salaries. When you look
across all the states and territories in Australia you see
that the wages of Victorian teachers are the lowest in
Australia, and they are slipping further behind. I will
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talk a bit about that later when I talk about the
upcoming teachers strike next week.
When these figures came out — it is always the
minister’s spokesman who comes out when it is bad
news; it was not the minister — the minister’s
spokesman said, ‘Oh no, it is all about results. It is not
about how much you spend’. That is a very convenient
argument at times, and these words will come back to
bite the minister a bit later in my argument, too. The
minister said you should look at the national benchmark
results that were released at the same time. Those
results are a sham because they are not comparing
apples with apples, unlike the Productivity Commission
figures on expenditure. When you look at the national
benchmarks and education across Australia you see that
the testing is different in every state.
The states have different benchmarks. The year levels
are different across the states and territories. The time
of the year at which the tests are given to the children
varies across the states and territories. There is a huge
difference between a child taking the test at the start of
year 3 and a child taking the test at the end of year 3.
You cannot compare them. The conditions under which
the test is given, the test itself and not just the
benchmarks being tested — all those variables make
any sort of comparison across states and territories a
sham. For the minister to say we are doing well in these
tests compared to other countries just does not hold
water and does not stack up as an argument.
I turn to the ABS figures in the Schools, Australia,
Preliminary report, which was released on Monday,
4 February. As we all know, because we are told often,
the population of Melbourne and the rest of Victoria is
increasing at a very rapid rate. Given that, you would
think the number of children in government schools
would be increasing. But over the last two years, not
just in percentage terms but also in numerical terms, the
number of children in our government schools has
fallen. In fact there are 752 fewer students in our
schools this year than there were two years ago. If you
look at the number of students in non-government
schools during the same period, you see it has risen by
8658. That is a massive difference between the
government and non-government system, and you have
to ask why. As I said, it is not a percentage, it is the
actual figure which shows that the number is dropping.
Parents are choosing non-government schools and are
paying fees at all of those schools, without exception.
Yet the majority of non-government schools they are
sending their children to are not the high fee paying
schools, with the ovals, observatories, small classes and
a huge range of subjects. The vast majority of
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non-government schools parents are choosing to send
their children to usually have larger classes and fewer
programs than an equivalent government school down
the road. So why is it? What is the message? What is
the perception out there about government schools that
parents have that is reflected in these figures?
Unfortunately it is a poor perception of government
schools.
If parents are moving into a different suburb or their
first child is starting school, when they drive around
looking at schools they will not even bother to walk
into a school that has an overgrown garden, peeling
paint and leaky guttering. They will not even go in and
see that there might be great programs there, so that
lack of maintenance and just the look of the school
could be one of the reasons.
When they read and hear about teachers going on strike
and when they see the comparative figures for teachers’
salaries in Victoria compared with those in other states
and territories in Australia, they wonder whether the
system really values our teachers. If teachers are so
easily poached and if they are leaving the system early,
that says a lots about the system. I think that perception,
which the government is totally responsible for, does
not help. It is no wonder parents are not choosing to
send their children to government schools.
I will move on soon to the Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development’s PISA (Program for
International Student Assessment) results. When
parents look at those they will say that it looks as
though Victorian children in our government schools
are not doing so well compared to the other states and
territories in Australia either. So there is a real
responsibility on this government, and the fact that we
have this massive drift away from government schools
to non-government schools is something it has to take
responsibility for. It cannot blame anyone else: it is its
responsibility. The government has been running the
system for nine years. It has no-one else to blame, and it
has to take responsibility for these figures.
I now move on to the OECD PISA 2006 literacy report.
As I said, the figures were released late last year. This
comparison is done every three years, and it is a real
comparison: exactly the same testing is carried out in
each state and territory of Australia and in 23 other
countries around the world, so it is a very powerful
comparative tool. Again we find that Victorian schools
are at the bottom of the pile when compared to the other
states. I said earlier that the minister came out and said
it is all about results, not about how much money we
spend. I think that argument is actually turned on its
head here, because according to the OECD the results
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are not good and Victoria is at the bottom of the pile; it
is the worst mainland state. The minister’s argument
put by the spokesperson this week that it is all about
results just does not hold water.
Some of the lowlights that came out last year in these
PISA results include the following: in the figures
relating to students using scientific evidence, Victorian
schools were the worst of all mainland states. In
explaining scientific phenomena Victorian students
were the worst of the mainland states. In identifying
scientific issues Victorian students got the worst mean
score of any state. On scientific literacy the mean
school score in Victoria was 513, which has dropped. It
is 2.2 points worse than it was in 2000. We are not even
seeing improvements there, and again Victoria is the
worst mainland state in Australia. On reading literacy
we had a mean score of 504. That score is 10 points
down on 2003 and 11 points down on 2000. Again
Victoria is showing no improvement and once again it
is the worst mainland state.
As for mathematical literacy, Victoria once again is the
worst mainland state for the number of students in the
bottom half; and it has the least amount of students in
the top part of proficiency levels as well. The mean
score of 513 in mathematical literacy is down 15.9
points since 2000, so according to these tests we are not
even seeing improvement. Not only is Victoria at the
bottom of the mainland states, but it is slipping. Again
that is an indictment of this state government. It is its
responsibility; it cannot blame anybody else.
In the last few minutes of my contribution I will move
briefly to a number of other issues. Government
teachers are due to strike next week, on 14 February.
There was a strike on 21 November last year. There
was a huge march out there, with huge disruption to
schools. I want to know what the minister has been
doing between 21 November and next week. That strike
will go ahead. What have the minister and the
government been doing about it? They obviously have
not been talking to the teachers, because that strike is
going ahead.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr DIXON — They have been on holiday, as the
member for South-West Coast says. They should have
been there working and negotiating and talking with
our teachers, recognising that they are the worst paid
teachers in Australia and discussing what it will do
about that. But no, the government has not been doing
anything about it.
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In its typical confrontational style, this Brumby
government will just let this strike happen; it will let the
disruption occur. It is saying, ‘We do not value you
teachers. You cop the pay we are going to give you. We
do not care what other people think. We do not care
what other teachers are paid. We do not care that
teachers are deserting the system or going interstate’.
Look at the schools along the New South
Wales-Victorian border. There was a 10 per cent
differential in the pay. The New South Wales teachers
have now received another pay rise in January, so the
differential is even bigger — it is about 15 per cent in
some categories. If you lived in Wodonga, of course
you would go over the border to teach there: you do not
have to move home and you will get paid far more and
you will be valued far more. We have a real issue.
There has been a drop of over 6 per cent in the number
of students applying to train to be teachers. Why?
Because they know teachers are not valued. And if they
do enter the system they will go interstate. They will be
attracted by offers of higher pay and better conditions in
other states. I implore the minister, before 14 February,
to realistically negotiate with the teacher union and with
the teachers so that the strike does not happen next
week. That is not the end of it: if nothing happens by
14 February, there will be rolling stoppages throughout
the rest of this term and next term as well. That means
more disruption to our schools, further underlining the
point that this government does not value its teachers.
There are two other very brief issues that I think further
indicate the problems: the state of the system and what
is going on in our schools. As I mentioned in giving my
notice of motion this morning, 4000 teachers started
school this year without updated police checks. I
warned the government that a lot of teachers’ police
checks were due for renewal by the end of last year to
be ready for the 2008 school year, yet 4000 teachers
have started the school year without their updated
police checks. That is not good enough. Again it says
something about how teachers are valued.
We have had constant complaints at the start of the year
about the voluntary levies that are paid by parents. The
government has always denied that there is a problem.
‘Not a problem’, it says. But now it seems to be saying
it is a problem, and 100 schools are to be audited. If it is
not a problem, why is it doing that?

Liberal Party: factionalism
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I grieve for the
state of the conservative parties in Victoria, particularly
the Liberal Party. They stand for nothing, they have no
work ethic and they have done no work on policy
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development or on presenting a plan that Victorians and
Australians can believe in. They are pompous and lazy,
they oppose everything and they have no plans, policies
or ideas. It is not just the Victorian community that
believes that and will not trust them enough to give
them the keys to office, it is the people in their own
party.
Like the member for Melton before me, I have watched
with great interest the change in the Liberal Party
leadership in the other place. I have observed Mr Philip
Davis and his demeanour around the Parliament. He
looks like a man feeling a sense of great relief in not
trying to lead this divided mob, and obviously his
former deputy, Andrea Coote, has felt the same way. I
have noted with interest reports about the dream team
that has been installed and heard the Liberal Party quiet
spokespeople saying that that dream team, backed by
the Leader of the Opposition in this place, has three
votes in the upper house — so watch this space for
more change.
This Liberal Party in Victoria is an example. It is not a
lot different to its counterparts in other states. For a
number of years now no-one, no state or territory
community at any election has trusted the Liberal Party
to hold office. We have seen what the Liberal Party
does when it is in office. We saw the previous Prime
Minister, Mr Howard, finally prised off his perch at
Kirribilli House, that beautiful harbour-side residence.
The Bennelong voters saw fit to turf him from office.
What did we see over that decade of government?
While it raked in record taxes, did we see any benefits
from that for the community? Did we see any long-term
thinking, aside from the short three-year cycle to the
next election? Did we see an investment in national
skills building? Did we see a national infrastructure
program? No, we did not. All we saw was that taxation
revenue posited away in an election war chest, which
every three years came out to be thrown at the
community as a bribe.
We know about those bribes because luckily in our
system we have agencies like the auditors-general. We
know that when those opposite were in charge they
necked the Auditor-General. We know why they did
that. Sometimes auditors-general come out with
inconvenient reports at inconvenient times. I refer to the
Regional Partnerships scheme and media reports of the
absolute orgy of spending before the then federal
government went into caretaker mode in 2004. There
was no forethought displayed about where the funding
would go. The only criteria for funding was if the
project was in a coalition seat that the government
needed to hang on to. I will quote from an article in the
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Age of 11 June 2005 headed ‘McEwen flush with
another $2m in regional grants’:
Forty per cent of the Regional Partnerships funds pledged in
last year’s election campaign —

that would be the 2004 election campaign —
… went to a single electorate — the marginal Liberal seat of
McEwen held by Victorian MP Fran Bailey.
Ms Bailey managed to secure a $2 million slice of
$4.8 million pledged from the regional grants program, which
has become a source of controversy.
The grants are on top of extraordinary success in snaring
special sports grants. McEwen won 16 of 27 grants from this
year’s budget, while tens of thousands of sports clubs in other
seats around the nation were not invited to apply for funds.

I would like to report to the house that none of those
grants in the 2004 election campaign were spent in the
Yan Yean part of the electorate. No contact was made
with the Nillumbik council to identify the most-needed
projects in the area, and there were some sports projects
badly in need of funding.
Inconveniently for the Liberal Party and The Nationals,
the Auditor-General and the Australian National Audit
Office issued a critical report during last year’s election
campaign. It came out on 17 September and was
extraordinarily critical of the lack of financial controls
and the absolute partisan nature of the allocation of
these funds. I believe that led to a sense of panic. The
federal member for McEwen, Fran Bailey, probably
thought she should be a bit careful about this. But did
that stop her from making outrageous claims in relation
to Regional Partnerships projects?
I have spoken in this house before about a
much-needed multipurpose sports stadium in Diamond
Creek. When the council identified the project we all
knew it was going to cost $10 million and would
require unprecedented cooperation from all levels of
government. Given that I had got the funding for the
initial study that identified the need and I had lobbied
for the Diamond Valley College land owned by the
education department to be set aside by the state
government for this project, when I heard the day
before the election that federal member Fran Bailey had
announced $3.5 million for the project, I welcomed it. I
was quite cynical. Like most people I thought, ‘Okay, it
is election time. We will see Fran Bailey actually
promising to do something for the electorate’. If she
actually got the cheque signed, that suited me fine.
About 100 members of the community were very
pleased. Curiously, the Nillumbik council was not
invited to attend the announcement. We could speculate
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on why it was not invited: I do not think Ms Bailey
wanted to share the limelight, despite the council
putting forward a lot of funds for that project and
setting that aside.
Surprise, surprise! Ten days after that election
commitment made by Fran Bailey, when she said it was
cold, hard cash and not a cobbled-together election
commitment, a letter arrived from the federal
Department of Infrastructure, Transport and Regional
Services which said that no such commitment had been
made and no such cheque had been written nor would
be written because the government was in caretaker
period. Was Fran Bailey embarrassed about this? Yes,
she was, and yes she should have been, but she
persisted with the lie. Now that project is in severe
jeopardy. I am critical of some in the community,
particularly those identified with the Nillumbik
Ratepayers Association, who have persisted with
assisting Fran Bailey with that lie and leading the
community to believe that the $3.5 million has been set
aside.
The state government has set aside $500 000 for this
project — that is the maximum amount that has been
allowed for it. But now the project is in jeopardy
because this $3.5 million was not forthcoming. I have
written to the Parliamentary Secretary for Regional
Government and Northern Australia, Gary Grey, to
express my concern and to urge the incoming federal
government to look on this project and fund it. I hope
that it does. I know that it will do it in a proper,
well-thought-out way, that there will be value for
money and no issue with the Auditor-General looking
back and saying that this was purely an election bribe
and a project that was not needed.
I referred to the Nillumbik Ratepayers Association and
those who have worked hand in glove with Fran Bailey
on this project, and other members today have spoken
about how Liberal Party members will just say and do
anything. Rather than having a cogent plan, they will
say anything to either keep themselves in office or get
themselves into office. One of the things that surprised
me recently was an article I read in the Herald Sun of
24 January headed ‘Prime land locked up — rezoning
denies hundreds affordable housing’. According to that
article, the opposition planning spokesperson,
Mr Guy — the great white hope; the alternative leader
in the upper house, if one reads the reports that say he
actually does have the numbers — said, when speaking
about Andrew Hay, a disgruntled landowner in Wattle
Glen who believes his property was discriminated
against outside the urban growth boundary, that the
Liberal Party would ignore the urban growth boundary
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and that it is not committed to green wedges into the
future.
On the one hand you have the Liberal Party just not
knowing what it stands for, cosying up to the Greens in
the upper house and saying that it is opposed to channel
deepening — you just cannot trust its members — but
at the same time aligning itself with Andrew Hay and
saying that he is the pin-up boy and the face of the
failed policies of Melbourne 2030.
We support the green wedge policy, and we are
committed to it. The Wattle Glen Residents Association
has since written to me and written to planning minister
Justin Madden saying that it is extremely concerned
that Mr Hay might get his way in having a rezoning of
this land. He has stood over many people in the
community for a long time and threatened them with
this. The land is unsuitable for development — it is
extremely steep and certainly not suitable — but he is
one of the Nillumbik Ratepayers Association
bankrollers.
We know they will be standing for election and trying
to wrest control of the Nillumbik council in the
November council elections and that again their agenda
will be to destroy the green wedge. They are about
sectional interests and not about the whole community,
and I am extremely surprised that the great white hope
of the Liberal Party, Mr Guy, would align himself with
these interests. Those who are voting in the Nillumbik
council elections should look very closely at these
clowns. They might say that they are independent; they
are not. They are working hand in glove with the
Liberal Party.
I think the people of Australia and Victoria deserve
better than they get from these conservative parties. We
should have a system where there is proper, informed
debate and where clear and cogent policies are put
forward to the people, but this lot has just never
bothered to do the work. Their election review
document of the 2002 campaign — I actually had a
copy of that dropped into my pigeonhole some time in
2003, and I know the member for Polwarth was
involved in that review — concluded that the Liberal
Party stood for nothing, did not know what it was
doing, did not service its constituents and did not act in
their interests. We know from the recent resignation of
Mr Philip Davis as leader in the upper house that
nothing has changed. Members of the Liberal Party still
stand for nothing, they are still divided and they do not
have a cogent plan.
We do have a plan. We are continuing to govern for all
of the state. We work with communities, and we work
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with all levels of government, whether we agree with
them or not. I look forward to working with the Rudd
government to deliver projects like the Diamond Creek
stadium. I feel sorry for Cr Bo Bendtsen, who I feel has
attempted to work on delivering this project, but he has
been used by the federal member for McEwen for her
own political purposes to imply that the $3.5 million
will be delivered for that project. We know that it is not
true.
Despite not having a member of the Rudd government
as a representative at this point in time in the federal
seat of McEwen, I pledge that I will work with all
levels of government to deliver this project to ensure
that the kids in Diamond Creek can play sport at
good-quality facilities. We will not just be about
throwing money around and telling pork pies at election
time; the Victorian community deserves better.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I grieve for
the lack of an honest, open and transparent approach in
protecting the wonderful environment of Port Phillip
Bay during the channel deepening project. I also grieve
for the many businesses and families, particularly those
in the dive and charter boat industries, who have been
treated shabbily by this government and who still have
not been provided with proper compensation, despite
the fact that both the state government and the Port of
Melbourne Corporation agree that their livelihoods will
be decimated by this project. I grieve for the lack of
proper independent environmental monitoring and the
lack of state government commitment to daily reporting
of the project and the outcomes of the project to
interested — and indeed all — Victorians.
I wish to raise some very serious concerns about several
aspects of the channel deepening project which have
not been adequately addressed by the state government,
the federal minister for the environment, Mr Peter
Garrett, or the Port of Melbourne Corporation. This is
an important project, but it is a project that should be
done properly. I would like to quote from the Age
editorial of today, 6 February 2008, which says:
Public confidence in the project has been undermined by a
lack of transparency, and state government and port of
Melbourne assurances about the future environmental health
of the bay have been matched by dire predictions of
environmental calamity.

There are very real concerns about the management of
this project, particularly in relation to environment
protection. The first question that has got to be asked is:
why was there so much secrecy about the
environmental management plan? This plan was
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described yesterday in this house by the Minister for
Roads and Ports as ‘a half-concluded document’, and
when it was finally released yesterday afternoon after
prolonged pressure from the community, the media and
the Liberal opposition, it was released with a plan to
commence dredging at 7.00 a.m. on Thursday. There is
inadequate time for people to consider and study that
plan. In the brief time we have had to look at the
127 pages plus many attachments, it has become clear
that the monitoring put in place is still far from
adequate.
The Minister for Roads and Ports said yesterday, as
reported in Daily Hansard, that:
… the Port of Melbourne Corporation website will provide
daily updates on vessel activity and the location of those
vessels …

The Minister for Roads and Ports says the Port of
Melbourne Corporation can provide daily updates on
where the dredger is and what the dredger is supposedly
doing, but he will not — nor will the minister for the
environment in the state government or the federal
government — provide daily updates on the outcomes
of the dredging and on the monitoring of the
environment. Those daily updates, those real-time
reports, are not available to the people of Victoria. We
have the capacity to provide daily updates on where the
dredge is and how much material it is going to dig up,
but we cannot provide daily updates on the
environmental monitoring. We will be getting only
quarterly reporting on the monitoring of these results
after the results have been filtered and sanitised. They
will have a massive overlay of government spin before
they are released.
Let me just give one example — and there are many of
them. Page 36 of the environmental management plan
talks about tests to detect the water quality outside
expected variability, and this is important in terms of
heavy metals and other toxins that will be dumped in
the middle of Port Phillip Bay. It says ‘a
summary/status report is prepared six monthly’. All we
will get is a ‘summary/status report’ every six months
rather than real-time monitoring of those events so that
people can see whether the bay is being polluted and
contaminated with heavy metals and other toxins.
What we need is real-time monitoring of these issues,
and that was the subject of the legislation proposed by
the Leader of the Opposition this morning, when the
government — which did not even have a speaker to
argue against the introduction of that legislation — used
its numbers to prevent the legislation from being
brought forward. That is an absolute disgrace. It is an
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attack on democracy and on the right of the people of
Victoria to know.
Let me deal with some of the issues regarding the
disposal of contaminated toxic material. An integral
part of the channel deepening project is the removal of
3.87 million cubic metres, which is 7 million tonnes, of
contaminated and toxic spoil and the dumping of it in
the middle of Port Phillip Bay. This material contains
significant levels of heavy metals such as cadmium,
arsenic, lead, mercury and zinc, and also of toxins such
as dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT), dieldrin and
many others. Under the current plans the Brumby
Labor government proposes to put this toxic,
contaminated material in a bund with a covering of
sand.
Dr Jeff Bazelmans, the environmental manager of the
channel deepening project, told a public forum in
Williamstown in April 2007, which I attended, that the
bund system had never been used anywhere else in the
world to store toxic material. The Brumby government
proposes to store 7 million tonnes of toxic waste in
close proximity to large urban populations in the
middle of Port Phillip Bay, a pristine bay that is widely
used by millions of swimmers, divers, fishers and
boating enthusiasts — and it is using untried
technology.
It is interesting to note that yesterday in the Legislative
Council the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Mr Jennings, was asked:
… will the minister advise the house of other locations where
large volumes of contaminated toxic sediment have been
successfully dumped close to a large urban population using
the capping and bunding system proposed under the project?

In his answer the minister said:
… I am somewhat embarrassed to say that I do not know off
the top of my head of other situations where this has occurred
throughout the world.

The Minister for Environment and Climate Change
knows of nowhere where this procedure has been
successfully used to contain contaminated toxic
material. This is proposed for Port Phillip Bay in the
middle of our urban environment and Melbourne
playground. Further, people will be shocked to read on
page 7-65 of the supplementary environmental effects
statement provided by the Port of Melbourne
Corporation that:
The bund has a design life of 30 years.

You can read through the rest of the document, and you
will see no provision for what happens after 30 years.
One can only presume that after 30 years the toxic
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materials — the heavy metals, dieldrin and DDT,
which do not degrade — will spread throughout the bay
and wash up on our beaches — Sandringham,
Mordialloc, Sorrento, Portsea or perhaps even
Williamstown and Altona. They will be washed up out
of the bund, which only has a 30-year lifespan.
Yet when the Minister for Roads and Ports was asked
yesterday about what will happen at the end of the
30 years he was absolutely flummoxed and bereft of
information. It seemed to me that the 30-year lifespan
was a surprise to him. Therefore the minister — and
indeed all Victorians — would be shocked to read in
appendix 25 of the supplementary environmental
effects statement that tests and trials to check whether
the bund system would work were subject to shortcuts
and budget constraints. I refer to page 4 of appendix 25,
which said of tests on a trial bund that eight scheduled
core penetration tests were cancelled ‘taking into
account weather and budget constraints’.
The appendix also says one of the reasons for the
proposed tests was to:
Assess the permeability of the bund using pore-water
dissipation tests.

These are the only tests that assess whether the
contaminated material will leach out of the bund. They
are important tests of the permeability of the bund.
However, the document also says on page 4:
The possibility of pore-water dissipation tests was also
discussed prior to the fieldwork, but no tests were performed
due to the time constraints …

So the only substantial tests of the permeability of the
bund were constrained or not done due to time
constraints. There has been a reduction in the number
of tests done because of budget constraints, and other
important tests were not done due to time constraints.
I quote from one of the important conclusions of the
Sinclair Knight Mertz report:
However, due to a number of unknowns, we recommend
using tracer elements … to monitor the rate of movement of
contaminated material.

That is what the report recommended after testing a
trial bund, but in the new environmental management
plan there is no mention of the use of tracer elements in
the bund. There are real concerns about this capping
and bunding of toxic material.
I refer to the area of the Heads. One of the most
sensitive areas involved in the dredging project is the
Rip or Heads area. All Victorians are concerned that the
government proposes to attack this area with a new
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technology called a hydro-hammer. It is informative to
learn that this hydro-hammer, which will be used to
smash the rocks and blast through the Heads in a fairly
brutal way, was not even used in the trial dredging
project. At the supplementary environment effects
statement hearing on 18 June 2007, Mr Hawke, the
chairman of the inquiry, asked Mr Frans Uelman from
Boskalis Australia:
Why was the hydro-hammer not used during the trial dredge?

Mr Uelman replied that the reason was that the project
did not have it in time. The government has taken
shortcuts and put the environment of the Heads area
and the environment of Port Phillip Bay at risk. That is
the real concern that people have.
In addition, evidence was given at the inquiry by
Jeremy Gobbo, the Port of Melbourne Corporation
barrister, confirming that there has been ongoing
erosion of the Rip area from the tidal dredging
project — and the hydro-hammer had not even been
used! I quote Mr Gobbo:
Recent inspections of the entrance confirm observations that
erosion is continuing to occur in the area of Rip Bank affected
by the TDP —

that is, the trial dredging project. Damage was still
occurring months after the trial dredging process, and
the hydro-hammer — the most significant piece of
equipment that will be used to bash through the rocks at
the Heads — was not even used. It shows that this
project has been pushed along, there have been
shortcuts taken, there have been budget constraints on
the testing process, and the government has not been
honest, open and accountable with the people of
Victoria.
The government has also failed to deliver proper
compensation to those affected by the dredging project.
There is no doubt the dive industry will be devastated.
The charter boat industry also will be massively
affected. Indeed, 73 per cent of the prime dive sites will
be out of bounds because of the trial dredging project. It
will have a significant effect on these businesses, and
many of them may not survive. Yet there has been no
compensation agreement. The Premier said on radio the
other day that there should be a process for
compensation, but he said that those affected should
talk to the Port of Melbourne Corporation. Who owns
the Port of Melbourne Corporation? The government of
Victoria. It has a responsibility to those industries, and
it should live up to those responsibilities.
There are concerns about increased algal blooms in the
Yarra River; there are concerns about the impact on
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dolphins, penguins, fish, seagrass and sponges; and
there are real concerns that the benefits of channel
deepening will be lost through the lack of investment in
on-land infrastructure — road and rail — to provide
efficient transport of goods to and from the port of
Melbourne.
Finally, I wish to raise the issue of the cost of the
project. When it was first proposed, the cost was to be
$100 million. In July 2004 the government said it
would cost $400 million. In March 2007 the Port of
Melbourne Corporation said it would cost $763 million,
and now it is over $1 billion. It is interesting to note
who has been accurate on this issue. An article in the
Age of 15 February 2007 reports:
Liberal ports spokesman Denis Napthine … believed the
project would cost more than $1 billion.

The article goes on:
… Port of Melbourne chief executive … denied a blow-out to
$1 billion …

Lo and behold in December 2007 there is an article in
the Age in which the government and the port of
Melbourne admit the project has now blown out to over
$1 billion — surprise, surprise!
It is about time the government listened to the
opposition, listened to the people of Victoria and
introduced a much better real-time monitoring system
to protect Port Phillip Bay, because we certainly do not
want to bugger the bay when we do the channel
deepening project.

Manufacturing: future
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — What a dreary
dirge of whingeing, whining negativity we have just
had from the member for South-West Coast.
Mrs Maddigan interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER — ‘The tirade’, the member
for Essendon says. If the opposition in this state wants
to be taken seriously, it has to start coming up with
some ideas, things that challenge this government, that
capture the imagination of the state rather than just
opposing everything that happens and trying to be
mischievous about it. I can think of no more important
infrastructure project in this state than the channel
deepening project in the bay. It is very important at the
moment, and it is linked to the issue I want to talk about
today — the future of our manufacturing sector,
particularly the future of our automotive industry. The
channel deepening project is critical for the future of the
manufacturing sector. From what we have heard today

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

the Liberal Party is opposed to the channel deepening
project, so therefore it is trying to drive a nail in the
coffin of our manufacturing sector and drive a nail in
the coffin of our exporters.
In relation to the Mitsubishi closure in South Australia
some may say, ‘What does that have to do with
Victoria apart from having some impact on about
1000 jobs there?’. Mitsubishi derives a lot of its
products from component manufacturers, a small
number based here in Victoria, but then you have your
tier 2 and tier 3 manufacturers who are based here and
supply some of the major manufacturers that supply
Mitsubishi in South Australia. Importantly, we need to
look at the flow on to other automotive manufacturers,
particularly General Motors, which relies on the same
component manufacturers in South Australia that
Mitsubishi relies on. Admittedly Mitsubishi is a
relatively low-volume manufacturer, but at the same
time that volume may be critical to the future survival
of those manufacturers. It may be the very bit that
provides the critical mass that those component
manufacturers rely on.
I do not want to join the chorus of negativity that has
gone on about the automotive industry because I think
the auto industry in this country has a bright future, but
it requires some proper policy settings, particularly
from the federal government. I worked closely with
former federal Minister for Industry, Tourism and
Resources, Ian Macfarlane, and I have a great deal of
respect for him and his views on industry policy,
particularly in the vehicle sector. Unfortunately he had
little support around his cabinet table. It certainly was
not forthcoming from Mr Costello, Mr Howard,
Mr Nelson or Mr Turnbull, so I think he was a bit of a
lone voice around the cabinet table.
It is not just the vital importance that the automotive
industry has in this country in terms of bringing wealth
and employment; it is also the cornerstone of a large
part of our manufacturing sector. It is a key enabler
with respect to the skills that we rely on in a lot of our
other manufacturing sectors, such as defence,
shipbuilding and aerospace, just to name a few. The
automotive industry in this country has become more
competitive. It was thrown a challenge by the Hawke
and Keating governments under the Button plan. It
became leaner, more efficient, more productive and
more innovative. We have seen tariffs drop from 30 per
cent to 10 per cent, and yet we have companies like
Toyota, Holden and Ford increasingly exporting their
product to international markets. They have improved
their quality dramatically to the point where the Toyota
plant in Altona produces — and this is an assessment
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made by Toyota in Japan — the best quality Camry in
the world.
Is that not a real change from the way our automotive
industry was viewed back in the 1970s? General
Motors has invested $1 billion in its new model
Commodore, and it is a sensational car that has style,
quality and brilliant imaginative engineering. Ford is
now investing in its new generation Falcon, and
particularly in a model called the T6, which is a light
model truck to be engineered and developed here in
Melbourne. I think that speaks heaps for the capability
of our people in the automotive industry. Our
engineers, designers, innovators and car industry
executives are amongst the best in the world. They are
very highly sought after, so if we are not manufacturing
cars here in Australia they will not stay here and people
will cease to move into those sorts of occupations in the
future. If our car industry is going to survive, we need
to focus on exports and we need to develop export
markets. If you have a look at Mitsubishi, you find that
it is producing 10 000 cars a year, almost none of which
are exported. If you have a look at our most successful
automotive producer — Toyota — you find that over
half of its product goes to export markets in the Middle
East.
As I say, the challenge that confronts our industry is not
about quality, productivity or efficiency, it is about the
high value of the Australian dollar. It is being pushed
up, and that is pushing up the relative cost of Australian
cars. Where is that coming from? It is coming from the
dual-track economy that the Howard government
allowed to develop. Members of that government took
the view that we could ride on the back of the resource
sector and let all our other industries wither. What
happens when the resource sector starts moving
backwards because the boom in the resource sector
slows down or even stops? What have we got left?
Sure, some of the other sectors, like the services
sectors, are a bit more nimble and easier to gear up, but
manufacturing requires skills that are built up over
generations. It requires investment in infrastructure and
capital that runs into the hundreds of millions —
sometimes even the billions — of dollars, and once you
have lost it you cannot just re-gear it at the drop of a
hat. My guess is that once you have lost it, you have
lost it pretty much permanently.
What we need to do to help our manufacturing sector
get through the challenges that derive from the
resources boom is to encourage some significant
investment in infrastructure, tooling and skills. We need
to build an industry that is capable of withstanding
cyclical fluctuations, not an industry that is based on
trying to compete on the lowest common denominator
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on cost with China or Korea. It is about building an
industry in much the same way as the Germans have
built theirs. Their industry has a reputation for quality,
imagination, innovation, clever branding, marketing
and value adding to produce products that people are
prepared to pay more for and products that are aimed at
the high end of the market.
In this country I think that requires a new auto plan —
or a new Button plan, if you like. It requires a plan for
our manufacturing sector. It means that we need to do
more than was done under the Howard government,
where 1.5 per cent of our GDP (gross domestic
product) was invested in research and development
(R and D). When you look at countries like Germany,
Japan and Finland you see that they are investing 4 per
cent and 5 per cent — in some cases as much as 10 per
cent — in R and D. That is where product
differentiation comes from. We need to help our
innovators commercialise that product. Too often we
have seen some brilliant Australian ideas and
innovations move offshore because no-one over here
has been prepared to put the money into them, and
those ideas are now producing wealth and jobs in other
countries.
We have got some great designers in this country, and
we need to build synergies with our design sector to
enable us to build cars that have style and prestige. In
particular we need to foster the great skills that we have
in this country in engineering, design and production
management. We need to bring together people who
have money and people who have ideas. We need to
invest in infrastructure, and in particular — this is
where the comments made by the member for
South-West Coast earlier on were particularly
unwelcome — we need to invest heavily in transport
distribution and logistics infrastructure. That includes
making our ports more efficient, doing things like the
east–west tunnel link and in particular bringing the
channel deepening project to fruition. When it comes to
things like this the Liberal Party is not offering any
ideas or anything positive. It is just engaging in a lot of
whingeing and mischief making — and that is all we
are getting from them.
We need to build up our capability in telematics. We
need to sell our reputation for quality and innovation
overseas to really push our export capability, and we
need to establish ourselves as the global centre for
excellence for the design, engineering and manufacture
of rear-wheel-drive six-cylinder cars. We also need to
start looking at developing or building alternative fuel
technology cars in this country. Work is being done by
this government to encourage Toyota, Holden and Ford
to build hybrid engine cars in this country, for they are
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the future of the auto industry. That is where we really
need to be going, but as I said earlier, we really need to
focus on encouraging exports.
I think our auto industry does have a big future.
Companies like Siemens, Hella and VDO have invested
significant amounts here because they know that we
have a reputation for protecting their intellectual
property and that we have people who have great skills
in design and engineering. Robert Bosch is another
company. Scores of them have invested here, but we
have to keep the critical mass of car manufacturing over
here. We have to help it ride through the challenges that
are posed by the high Australian dollar, which comes
out of the dual-speed economy. One of the ways that
has to be done, and this is an absolute must — I
encourage the federal Rudd government to do it; I
know the Howard government was not this way
disposed — is to move on the 2010 tariff. There is a
proposal to cut tariffs from 10 per cent to 5 per cent on
Australian-made vehicles. That has to be suspended. I
am not a protectionist, but we have got to help the
industry — —
Mr Morris — Sounds like it!
Mr HAERMEYER — What we have there is the
Liberal Party saying, ‘Let us just cut the industry loose’.
We have to assist the industry to make the transition it
needs to make. This industry has already shown its
capacity to make the transition from 30 per cent to
10 per cent tariffs, but it has a particular challenge at the
moment with the high value of the Australian dollar.
We need to help it ride that through. We need to help it
make the adjustments that are required to ensure that
we have a strong industry in the future.
When it comes to trade policy and tariff policy
Australia is one of the of the few countries in the world
that plays by the Marquis of Queensberry rules. But
when you have an industry that has done a hell of a lot
and has really shown it can take the challenges thrown
at it, sometimes it also needs to be cut a little bit of
slack, and that is where I think that suspending the
proposed 2010 tariff cuts in the automotive industry
needs to happen — and happen as a matter of urgency.
I would like to hear from the Liberal Party some ideas
that actually challenge Labor as a government, both
here in Victoria and in Canberra, but we do not get that.
Instead we get whingeing, whining and criticism. The
Liberal Party is negative, moribund, bereft of ideas and
divided. Quite frankly I would welcome that party
being rejuvenated and coming up with some fresh ideas
that help us as a nation and a state forge forward in a
new direction that can help our manufacturing sector
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see its way through. That is particularly so here in this
state. We are not rich in mineral resources like Western
Australia or Queensland, so we have to do it on the
back of our manufacturing sector. Unfortunately
Liberal Party members seem to have absolutely no plan
for that, and all we get from them — as we got from the
member for South-West Coast earlier — is a bit of
cheap, trashy politicking that stands in the way of
infrastructure projects that are absolutely critical to the
future of our manufacturing sector.

We found a number of problems in this area, one being
the very little research that has been undertaken in
relation to these drugs. One of our recommendations is
that there be more research. Whilst we heard a lot of
anecdotal evidence from people, there has been little
research to indicate how widespread the use or abuse of
these drugs is. It is not for me to speak on behalf of all
members of the committee, but I think there was
general concern that the misuse of these drugs is
perhaps more widespread than people realise.

Question agreed to.

We were given evidence, particularly from people
working in the areas of alcohol and drug dependency,
about the many instances of over-prescription of these
drugs, the way people get them, their side-effects and
the unsuspected effects on people of some of these
drugs. As an example I will use OxyContin, which is
often prescribed for people in aged care institutions.
Many of these drugs, when they first came on the
market, were specifically for short-term use. Some of
the evidence we were given, particularly in relation to
benzodiazepines, indicated that people could become
drug dependent in as short a time as two weeks.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I have pleasure
today in speaking on the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee’s report, tabled in December, on its inquiry
into the misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
pharmaceutical drugs. I am glad to say that two
members of the committee, of which I am the chair,
will also be talking on that report during this debate. I
would initially like to thank the staff of the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee for all their hard work
under the leadership of Sandy Cook. They did a terrific
job of assisting us with this report and particularly in
getting it ready very quickly at the end. I would also
like to thank the members of the committee. This
committee works in the way that committees are
supposed to work. The committee members, whatever
their political background, work extremely well
together, seriously turning their attention to what is a
serious community issue without wasting time on silly
political points. The members of the committee have all
made excellent contributions to this, and we have
worked very well.
What perhaps surprised us to a certain extent is firstly
the abuse of prescription drugs and secondly that so
many people in the community believe prescription
drugs are safe. If prescription drugs, like any other
drugs, are misused, they are in fact very dangerous. We
looked at only two main classes of drugs — otherwise
we would probably have been going for the next five
parliaments! We looked at benzodiazepines, which are
well-known drugs prescribed in the community and
include drugs such as Xanax, Valium — or
diazepam — and Serepax, which are prescribed for
stress, anxiety and sleeplessness; and the opioid class,
such as morphine, OxyContin, MS Contin, methadone
and pethidine, which are pain-relieving drugs.

If you think about it, you see that that is not a very long
time to be taking a drug before you become dependent
on it. One of the more distressing results of drug
dependency in this area is that, while the associated
behaviour may not be as extreme as it is with some
illegal drugs, often the effects of withdrawal from them
last much longer. Whilst the evidence we were given
was that you can withdraw from drugs like heroin
within a week, for some people who have become
dependent on a benzodiazepine it might take a year or
more of a program to enable them to be free of that
drug.
This really is quite a serious social problem for our
community, one which I think we have been fairly
careless about in the past. The evidence we had from
overseas showed that in some areas there were better
prescription services. There were prescription services
that all doctors could have access to. In those countries
some of the problems we have in this state and this
country, such as doctor shopping, were significantly
smaller. There are some areas we really need to look at
in the future.
We spoke to some people who had become dependent
on these drugs, and their stories were very harrowing.
They certainly made all the members of the committee
much more aware that this is a serious problem and that
there are people out there who are strongly drug
dependent but who for a lot of the time manage to hide
it from their families and from the community. Often it
is difficult for them to seek treatment appropriate to
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their drug dependency, because in many cases medical
professionals do not understand the drug dependency or
the appropriate prescriptions.
In the end we came to the conclusion, I think, that it
was not just a problem for the government; it was a
community problem that a whole range of people
involved in the health industry had to take seriously.
That went to better education at universities for health
professionals and better practices for health
professionals as well as more support from the
government.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is my pleasure to
also contribute to the discussion on the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee report on the misuse and
abuse of benzodiazepines and other pharmaceutical
drugs. That title is quite a mouthful! I concur with the
comments made by the member for Essendon about the
way in which members of the committee work
together; it is a pleasure to put the time in and get the
result out.
This report is the culmination of the work of two
committees, one of the 55th Parliament and one of the
56th. The process included exhaustive research and
many face-to-face interviews with stakeholders,
including experts in this field, the representatives of
various state and federal agencies, those struggling with
this terrible scourge and family members of the
afflicted. I would particularly like to thank Sandy Cook
and her team for their commitment to the task and for a
fine piece of work well done. I will spare the house the
statistics — all the details are in the report — but I
commend it to members. At 500 pages it is a substantial
document — and it is so not only in its physical
dimensions but also in terms of its content, and most
particularly in terms of its recommendations.
I say quite freely to the house that I had absolutely no
idea of the depth of this problem and of the intractable
nature of addiction to these drugs. Of course I was
aware of the issue — I think most people are — but not
the extent of it. That seems to be a pretty common
experience. When you talk to anyone in the drug and
alcohol treatment field, whether it is the local people
working at the coalface or those working on policy at
the top of the heap, they all say the same thing: we have
a huge problem in this area, and no-one outside the
field really knows. Nor did I know anything about the
insidious nature of these drugs. I guess most drugs are
insidious, but these drugs are particularly so.
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There is no doubt that there is a substantial economic
cost to the community from addiction in terms of drugs
diverted from the pharmaceutical benefits scheme,
opportunity cost and lost production. However, that
cost pales into insignificance when you consider the
human dimension of this tragedy. The knee-jerk
reaction that we too often have in the 21st century is to
say: who is to blame? Depending on who we were
talking to at the time, it was either the doctor’s fault, the
pharmacist’s fault, the patient’s fault or someone else’s
fault. It is always someone else’s fault!
One not-so-sympathetic witness even suggested that
doctor shoppers were breaking the law and we should
simply lock them up. The truth is it is no-one’s fault.
We all have a role to play in finding a solution. It is a
health issue. The answer is not punishment, it is
support. It is not as simple as cutting off the supply
because we are talking about medicines that in the eyes
of many professionals have substantial therapeutic
benefits, and you cannot just ban them.
The report contains some 30 recommendations ranging
across areas such as education, further research, a
proposed prescription recording service, prescribing
and packaging practices, and treatment management
approaches. As an example of the research required, an
analysis of compulsory samples taken at a major trauma
centre following motor vehicle collisions showed a
significant number of drivers had benzodiazepines in
their system. Is there a safe level or does any level of
benzodiazepines impair driving? We simply do not
know, but we need answers to those things.
One thing we can say with certainty is that we will
never shut down the black market or even control it
without real-time monitoring of medicines prescribed
and dispensed to individuals. Both doctors and
pharmacists exercise tremendous judgement, but the
hardened addicts and traffickers use many doctors and
many pharmacies, and no individual or clinic can
possibly keep track of all the items that are prescribed.
The system does not allow it. Such a system must be
intended to stop abuse before it occurs and to get
treatment started. It should never be considered to be an
enforcement tool. This is a health issue and our
response must be calibrated accordingly.
It is now beyond doubt that the misuse and abuse of
pharmaceutical drugs has emerged as one of the major
social challenges facing both the government and the
community of Victoria. This report shows clearly that
we can and we must take action to meet the challenge. I
look forward to the government’s response and to the
ensuing debate.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2006–07
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise to
speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
2006–07 annual report. I have said before to the house
how important and what a privilege it is to serve the
people of Victoria as a member of the pre-eminent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) of
the Victorian Parliament.
I was reminded of that only this Monday when we
received a visit by a delegation of overseas members of
Parliament sponsored by the World Bank, the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association and La
Trobe University. The members of Parliament were
from countries like Timor-Leste, Ghana, Indonesia and
the Pacific Islands. They were visiting our Parliament
and commenting very favourably on the role of the
PAEC. Of special interest to them on this trip was the
very important relationship that the PAEC has with the
Auditor-General. I note that the member for Benalla
was at the meeting, but I cannot remember seeing any
Liberal members. It would have been a worthwhile
instruction if they had turned up. They would have
heard in the presentation by the committee chairperson
that the PAEC does some formidable and constructive
work that ensures the accountability and transparency
of the finances of the Victorian government.
I note that our overseas visitors were very impressed
with the fact that we have an annual report. We are not
required to issue one, but we do that because of the
considerable public interest and the fact that we take
our responsibilities as members of this important
committee very seriously.
I would like to draw members’ attention to pages 27
and 31 to 32 of the annual report because they set out
the relationship between the committee and the
Auditor-General. I especially highlight page 32 where it
talks about the role of auditing of the Auditor-General.
This is a very important role, especially because we
actually undertake audits of the Auditor-General’s
office. We are doing that on a rolling basis.
It has been my impression that this committee generally
works well, so I was very disappointed to see some
disparaging remarks about the PAEC. I am especially
disappointed to see the disparaging remarks that have
been put out about the Auditor-General. The
Auditor-General is an important institution. I remember
the rallies that took place outside Parliament when this
fine institution was being undermined by the then
Kennett government.
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Mr Wells interjected.
Ms GRALEY — Let us not beat around the bush:
the Auditor-General should be accredited all the respect
that this Parliament can give. He deserves it because the
Victorian public expects it of all members.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member for Scoresby should let the member
continue her speech without interjections.
Ms GRALEY — The Auditor-General is an officer
of the Parliament and is appointed by the Parliament. I
do not think members opposite understand the role of
the Auditor-General. I am very disappointed to see
reported on page 9 of the Herald Sun of 5 February the
leaking of the PAEC report. It is very disappointing. I
also refer members to a letter in the Herald Sun of that
date which states:
Transparency is paramount in good government, and I am
glad we have a press that is interested in reporting on issues
such as the myki smartcard contract, and my audit of that
tender.
My audits are lengthy processes, and sometimes along the
way a lot of allegations are made that often prove incorrect.
In writing an audit report, I make sure that it includes all
issues of significance and public interest, but equally I need to
be sure there is evidence to support any statement I make.
My report on the smartcard tender reported all significant
issues where there was a sound basis for doing so.
I would caution people against jumping to conclusions
without knowing the full evidence. This is why last December
I wrote to the chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee requesting an urgent public hearing into this
matter.
I urge people to wait until that process is complete before
making judgements.

The letter is signed ‘Des Pearson’. Show some respect.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to speak on
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee report on
the misuse and abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs. Firstly, I want to follow
the members for Essendon and Mornington in thanking
the staff, led by Sandy Cook, who did a marvellous job
in putting together two reports. This is the final report
on a very difficult inquiry. They did a great job, and we
thank them sincerely.
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I also thank my parliamentary colleagues. It was a great
committee to be a member of. I particularly thank the
organisations, groups and many individuals who
provided valuable and informative information. Some
of it involved personal recounts of family experiences
of the terrible effects caused by the misuse of these
drugs.
I have been in Parliament for eight and a half years, and
I have been on three parliamentary committees. This
has been one of the most difficult but also one of the
most informative reports that I have been involved in.
As the member for Mornington said, the report
highlights the problem. I do not think a lot of people —
in fact I put myself in that category — know the depth
and breadth of this problem.
There are clear benefits associated with the safe and
effective prescription and use of these drugs, but as the
report shows, evidence was presented to the committee
that there can be substantial harm to individuals and
their families and the broader community if these drugs
are not used safely and effectively, or if they are
intentionally misused.
That sums up the report we put together. The misuse of
these pharmaceutical drugs should cause concern
among the wider community for several reasons, one
being that many of these drugs are subsidised through
the federal government’s pharmaceutical benefits
scheme. The committee received a lot of evidence. We
travelled across Victoria; we heard much evidence here
in Melbourne, but we also travelled interstate and
overseas. In Canada and the United States of America it
was brought to our attention that the misuse and abuse
of these drugs has been recognised as a serious problem
for some time.
I will quote from the report to highlight the problem:
In the United States the abuse of prescription drugs including
painkillers, stimulants, sedatives and tranquillisers has gone
beyond the abuse levels of practically all illicit drugs, with the
exception of cannabis … The number of Americans who
abuse controlled prescription drugs has nearly doubled from
7.8 million to 15.1 million from 1992 to 2003 …

It is an enormous problem in America, and it is heading
our way.
From the information we collected it is evident that our
community has little understanding of how dangerous
these drugs can be if they are not used properly. People
believe that these drugs are safe because they are
prescribed by doctors and administered by chemists,
and there are therapeutic benefits if they are used
properly. The report contains 30 recommendations in
the areas of education and training, research and
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treatment. One of those recommendations is that the
state — and we believe it should be extended Australia
wide — should develop a real-time prescription
monitoring service. We heard evidence from overseas
and also locally that this would be a significant step
towards combating illegal access to drugs and
addressing the issue of doctor shopping, which is a
major concern that we heard about. I am a strong
supporter of the need to go that extra step if we are
really going to do something to address this problem.
I want to finish by referring to the personal experience
of a family in August 1994, which is included in the
report:
… in August 1994 family life as we knew it disappeared
forever when our 18-year-old son Tony was involved in a
single-car accident on a local country road.
…
Little did we know that the pain relief being administered to
Tony in those early days would lead to a life of unmanageable
addictive behaviour that would spiral in and out of control for
the next 13 years …

It goes on to say:
In summarising, we must all be aware that pharmaceuticals
are more dangerous and insidious than street drugs. This
disease is not selective as it occurs in rich and poor families,
the educated and the uneducated.

We also received comments from the NarAnon group
in country Victoria. One of the group’s representatives
phoned the secretary to commend the work of the
committee and the final report of the benzodiazepines
inquiry. The representative said that the whole group
embraced the report and commended the committee on
both the content and the breadth of the research
undertaken.
As the member for Mornington said, it is a report that
will get wide distribution, and I encourage other
members to read it.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2007–08 (part 3)
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate the
opportunity to speak to the house on committee reports,
and the one I would like to highlight is the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) report on
the 2007–08 budget estimates, particularly in relation to
part 3 of chapter 3.
It is important for this house to note that it was Premier
Bracks and then Premier Brumby who highlighted to
Australia, not just to Victoria, the importance of a
national reform agenda (NRA). That agenda is essential
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for this nation’s future in terms of skills in particular
and also, of course, infrastructure, because without the
skills base and the infrastructure, service delivery,
which is so important to the citizens of this country and
this state, has to take second place.
The strategic necessity for Victoria to take the lead has
been highlighted by our government over a number of
years. It was with pride that many people in this house
heard the national reform agenda being outlined and
about how the Victorian government took it to the
Council of Australian Governments. The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee has dissected the
importance of it for our community.
If we look at the PAEC report we see it notes that the
Productivity Commission has also stated the
importance of the human capital stream to the national
reform agenda. If we refer to page 43 of chapter 3 we
can note that the Productivity Commission’s work
highlights the importance of human capital and better
regulation in terms of raising living standards and, of
course, infrastructure.
When you go further into chapter 3 of the committee’s
report you are again reminded of the importance of an
ageing population and the slowing of productivity that
could arise from that if we do not address our skills
shortage. I had the benefit recently of receiving an
email that pointed out in very useful detail that Victoria
is far outstripping the other jurisdictions throughout
Australia in terms of skills development. It is a matter
that we are collectively proud of. Our children and
friends will have the benefit of the investments made by
the state government. They are well equipped to assist
with greater productivity here in Victoria, or, if they
wish, they can take the skills they have learnt and
command very high incomes throughout Australia.
Australia is suffering a skills shortage, and Victoria is
playing a disproportionate part in positively addressing
those shortages.
If members look at the recommendations on page 48, it
will also be of interest to them to examine the Victorian
government’s response to these recommendations. I
would like to think that we might now have the full
support of each and every member here in this house to
address recommendation 1. When the coalition was in
government nationally there was absolute silence from
the Victorian opposition in terms of arguing for
Victoria getting a fair share of commonwealth funding.
Recommendation 1 of the report is that:
The Victorian government continue to focus on securing the
fullest fiscal commitment from the commonwealth to the
NRA reforms in order to maximise economic, social and
environmental outcomes for Victoria.
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The other recommendation that I think is particularly
important is that the PAEC outlined how it believes the
reporting of progress on the national reform agenda can
best be achieved. Its recommendation is that the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, as part of its
coordinating role, ensure that time lines and key
milestones are established for the various national
reform agenda programs and projects and how they are
being implemented by government departments. It is
with pride that I thank the committee for this report.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I rise today to talk about
the recently tabled report of the inquiry into the misuse
and abuse of benzodiazepines and other forms of
pharmaceutical drugs by the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee of this Parliament. The
committee tabled this report at the end of last year. It is
a matter of real pride that on this first opportunity to
speak on the report following its tabling I am the fourth
of the committee members from all the parties
represented in this chamber to rise in this house and talk
about the report. We often get criticised for the conflict
that develops between different parties and the theatre
that is played out in this place and elsewhere. That is
picked up by the broader community and the media,
because of course conflict sells newspapers. But rarely
are we congratulated for working together to achieve a
particular outcome. The tabling of a report is only the
initial step in a process that may provide some practical
outcome for the community, but at the end of the day
the government is formed by representatives of the
major party in this place and an alternative government
stands ready and willing at the appropriate time,
following an election, to take the reins of power in this
state.
It is important that leaders of our community are
apprised of critical and growing issues in our
community such as those that go to the question of use
or abuse of prescription drugs. As the shadow Minister
for Police and Emergency Services I find a great deal of
my time is spent dealing with law and order issues and
talking about anything from police numbers and the
location of police stations to rising crime levels. That
can be attributed to a number of things. We are all very
aware of the enormous rise in violent crime in and
around Victoria and particularly in the Melbourne
central business district, which is a particular problem
that is being mirrored in major provincial centres and
other locations around the state. When trying to divine
the reasons for that rise in violent crime people often
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attribute it to the use and abuse of alcohol and, to a
lesser extent, drugs. One of the things we do not
necessarily concentrate on but which this committee’s
inquiry over the last 12 months has sharpened in my
mind is the danger posed by lawful prescription drugs.
When I say ‘lawful’ I mean drugs that, if used in
accordance with the prescription and intention of them,
can largely be of enormous benefit to the community. It
is the abuse that causes a great deal of harm.
I was struck by remarks I will attribute to Mark Souder,
the ranking Republican on the United States
congressional drugs and crime prevention committee
and a former chairman of that committee. He said that
this year, if you exclude tobacco and alcohol, more
Americans will die from the abuse of prescription drugs
than all other illegal drugs put together. We spend an
enormous amount of time talking about illegal drugs.
This has been a significant eye-opener. I have no doubt
that I will be making a more concrete contribution on
this report in this chamber and elsewhere at a later time.
I pay tribute to my colleagues on this committee. We
went about this inquiry in a very collegiate way, which
is a demonstration that this place actually does things
well. It has certainly sharpened in my mind that there is
a much larger issue facing us in terms of the drug
problem in this country. We are replicating what is
happening in America. It is not just about illegal drugs,
it is also about the abuse of prescription drugs. There
are many bases and manifestations and facets of that
problem which we are going to have to face as a
community. I am proud of the work of my fellow
members of the committee. I am also very proud and
very pleased with the work of the staff of the committee
and the way they have gone about their business.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Port Services
Amendment (Public Disclosure) Bill 2008, which
would provide greater public scrutiny of the channel
deepening project, and to the fact that in this house this
morning government members voted down the bill
without a single government minister or member
having the courage to join the debate and argue the
case. I further refer to the Premier’s subsequent
statement that the bill is ‘unnecessary’, and I ask: why
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does the government continue to refuse to provide
Victorians and bay users with what they want —
unedited, real-time, online data on the environmental
impact on the bay — and why does the Premier believe
it is ‘unnecessary’?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I indicated
yesterday, the requirements which the government and
the port authority have put in place in relation to the
proposed channel deepening are the most stringent
which have ever been put in place. Not only is there an
independent environmental monitor, there is also a
$100 million environmental bond. The environmental
management plan, which of course is publicly
available, has been strengthened by the federal Minister
for the Environment, Heritage and the Arts, Peter
Garrett. And in terms of environmental monitoring, the
environmental monitor, Mick Bourke, made a
statement on Sunday that he will provide a level of
information to the Victorian public which is
unprecedented in terms of the testing and the quality of
water available in the bay.
In terms of the specific matter which the Leader of the
Opposition has raised, the bill to which he refers is
being debated, as I understand it, in the upper house,
and it would be unusual, I think, to say the least, to have
a piece of legislation, especially a private member’s
bill, debated in both houses. I certainly cannot
remember an occasion when that has been the case.
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to standing order 107, just to assist
with the future operation of today’s question time. It is
on page 53 of the Legislative Assembly standing
orders, and it says:
A member must not refer to any debate or matter pending in
the Council.

Clearly this matter raised by the Leader of the
Opposition is in fact on the notice paper and is
scheduled for a future day of sitting. Whilst the first
question and answer have been satisfactorily dealt with,
I just draw that matter to your attention in case it is
raised in subsequent questions.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Leader of
the House is accurate: a member must not refer to any
debate or matter pending in the Council. The question
from the Leader of the Opposition, however, referred to
the motion earlier this morning to introduce that bill
into this chamber, and I do not believe he referred to the
Council at all in his question.
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Road safety: Arrive Alive 2
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — My question is to
the Premier. Can the Premier outline any recent
government announcements which improve road
safety?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for her question. Earlier today, with the
Minister for Roads and Ports and the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and accompanied by
the Assistant Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay,
representatives of the RACV ( Royal Automobile Club
of Victoria), the TAC (Transport Accident
Commission) and VicRoads, the government released
the Arrive Alive 2 road safety strategy. This obviously
builds on the great success we have had in working
with Victoria Police and the Victorian community on
Arrive Alive 1. Members may recall that when Arrive
Alive 1 was released we set a target of a 20 per cent
reduction in road fatalities over the next five years. I
think there were many people who at the time thought
that that may not be achieved.
By working together with Victoria Police and the
community with those strategies, we have actually seen
a 25 per cent reduction in road fatalities. That translates
to more than 500 lives and thousands of serious
injuries. It is an achievement of which all members of
this Parliament, and certainly all members of the
government, can be very proud indeed. The level of
fatalities over the last five years has been the lowest on
record. We are down to about 330 deaths per year, but
that is obviously still 330 deaths too many. Today we
announced Arrive Alive 2, which takes us through to
2017 and sets a target of a further 30 per cent reduction
in road fatalities.
The strategy is based around three elements: it is based
around safer cars, it is based around safer roads and it is
based around safer drivers. In relation to safer cars, the
government has formed the view that the next big wave
in lifesaving in terms of road policy will come through
new technology. Today we announced that from
1 January 2011 all cars manufactured and sold in
Victoria, as a condition of registration, will need to be
fitted with electronic stability control (ESC). From
1 January 2012 all cars manufactured and sold in
Victoria, as a condition of registration, will need to
have side curtain airbags fitted as standard. We were
shown a demonstration of this today out at Autoliv in
Campbellfield. These two things alone will do more to
save lives in our state than any other single measure.
Today I have written to the premiers and chief ministers
and to the Prime Minister advising them of our decision
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and urging the other states and the commonwealth to
set this in place around Australia so that we have a
uniform introduction date for this technology which
would save hundreds if not thousands of lives right
across Australia.
As part of the strategy today as well, we increased
funding for the safer roads improvement program. We
are spending $600 million over the next 10 years on
that. Today we added a further $50 million in the first
three years. I am pleased to say that over the next two
years $16 million will be allocated to the grey spots
program, which has been successful in country
Victoria. Those measures are strongly endorsed by
motoring organisations and the Transport Accident
Commission.
I should say in relation to safer drivers that we have
announced today a range of measures which will drive
the fatality rate down. From this year any driver who is
detected with a blood-alcohol content of more than .10
will be suspended from driving immediately. At the
moment the driver has the option of waiting until the
court case, and they can continue to drive. It is our view
that someone who is at .10 is a long way over the legal
limit, and they should be prohibited from driving
immediately. We have also announced more routine
alcohol and drug testing of all drivers who are now
involved in serious crashes.
From 1 July P-platers in their first year of driving will
be restricted to one peer-aged passenger. I know this
has been the subject of quite a lot of debate over recent
months. I know it is a thing which has been debated by
many members of this chamber. The position we have
adopted is one that was proposed by the Royal
Automobile Club of Victoria (RACV). It is not to ban
all passengers, and it is not to ban them for the whole of
the P-plate period, but it is for that first year, and it will
restrict them to one peer-aged passenger.
Many of the horrible fatalities that we have seen in
recent years — and there is often one a month
involving young people: we saw one on the West Gate
Freeway and we saw another one in Gippsland —
typically involve a group of young people in the back
seat. All of the evidence suggests that there is a bit of
egging on of the driver and that, if you want to change
that behaviour, the best way to do that is to restrict the
number of peer-aged passengers in the car. We have
adopted that recommendation. It was proposed by the
RACV. It is a sensible and balanced approach.
Finally, in relation to drivers who have broken the law
and collected demerit points, they will have the option
in the future of being able to reduce some of those
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points if they do driver education and driver safety
training. Again, I think that strikes the right balance.
This is a good package; it is a balanced package. It will
save hundreds of lives going forward. It will put
Victoria, which has a great record in this area — with
compulsory seat belts, random breath testing and then
random drug testing, and now the introduction of new
technology — at the forefront. It will drive the fatality
rate down to the low 200s by the next decade, and in
that sense it will bring enormous relief to families and
communities across the state.
In relation to the technology, the government will take a
leadership position. In the future, where it is technically
possible, with all fleet purchases the government will
be ordering those vehicles with ESC and with side
curtain airbags. That leadership by the government not
only will make the government fleet safer but will drive
down the cost of providing those safety mechanisms for
manufacturers. Of course after 60 000 kilometres, when
those cars are onsold again, it will increase the size of
the fleet in Victoria that has those safety features fitted.
I think it is a good package. It has been well received,
and it will save lives. It is a great example of the
partnership that we have achieved and formed across
the Victorian community.

Smoking: bans
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the government,
as the Premier has just confirmed, has today endorsed
The Nationals policy on passenger restrictions for
P-platers and, as the Premier confirmed yesterday in the
annual statement of government intentions, is in the
process of implementing The Nationals policy on body
piercing, will the Premier accept yet another good idea
from The Nationals and act in the interests of the health
and safety of Victorian children to ban cigarette
smoking in motor vehicles while a child is present?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The question which has
been raised by the Leader of The Nationals is an
important question. I made it very clear when I became
Premier that one of the focuses of the government
going forward would be a stronger focus on preventive
health care and a stronger focus on tackling cancer.
I have made a number of announcements with the
Minister for Health since then. Consistent with that,
there has been $5 million for the assessment of a
business case for a comprehensive cancer centre,
additional funding for VicHealth to increase its
advertising campaign to bring down smoking rates, and
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of course additional funding for the Victorian Cancer
Agency, which I announced the other day with the
minister and which is doing some great research into a
whole range of cancers.
I think it is fair to make two points. Victoria historically
has led the way in tackling smoking. Victoria has led
the way through the establishment of VicHealth, which
was a bipartisan initiative — a tripartisan initiative,
actually — and I think it is fair to say, too, that under
our government over the last eight years we have led
Australia in terms of antismoking measures,
particularly with the introduction of smoking bans in
gaming venues. All of these things, I think, have been
very effective.
We have our tobacco control strategy. That strategy
will be put in place next year, or perhaps later this year.
It will set a 20 per cent reduction target for adults, going
from a 17.4 per cent smoking rate to 14 per cent by
2013, and it will also look at improved outcomes for
at-risk groups such as pregnant women and youth. As
part of developing that strategy the government will
consider all of the relevant views from stakeholders and
interested parties, and the views which the Leader of
The Nationals has offered up today will be considered
as part of that discussion.

Road safety: Arrive Alive 2
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — My question is
for the Minister for Roads and Ports. Can the minister
outline to the house how the Brumby Labor
government will build on its successful Arrive Alive
strategy to improve road safety for Victorian families?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
would like to thank the member for Northcote for her
question and for her continuing concern about the
welfare of Victorians on our roads. Since the
introduction of the Arrive Alive strategy in 2002, what
we have seen is our road toll drop from 444 to 332.
That is in effect 112 reasons why Victorians can
actually take comfort in the knowledge that this
government has a strategy and that that strategy is
delivering safer roads — but there are 332 reasons why
we need to do more.
Over the lifetime of our road strategy we have saved in
effect 580 lives as a consequence of the implementation
of that strategy. To give an illustration of how far we
have come as a community, as well as having a
population in this city that is planned to grow by over
1 million people over the next 30 years, what we have
also seen is 1 million extra vehicles on our roads in the
last decade. That means that per head of population we
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currently have 6.38 fatalities per 100 000 people
compared to 9.2 fatalities in 2001. That is a 30 per cent
reduction in a per capita sense, and indeed it is
Victoria’s lowest rate of fatalities as a consequence of
vehicle death since 1925. We have made amazing
inroads. These are significant results which will
enhance Victoria’s position as a world leader in terms
of road safety and our commitment to driving the road
toll down further.
Today we have unveiled the government’s strategy,
Arrive Alive 2008–2017, which aims to further reduce
the road toll by 30 per cent by 2017 as well as reduce
the frequency of injuries and indeed the severity of
those injuries. As the Premier has indicated,
$650 million has been allocated to building safer roads,
including, in a substantial sense, $230 million over the
next three years of our strategy. Importantly the grey
spots program, which I think has been well received in
country Victoria and outer metropolitan Victoria, will
be continued and increased to the tune of $16 million
over the next two years. In metropolitan areas we will
be considering sites for inclusion in an extended rollout
of the 40 kilometre-per-hour speed limit in shopping
strips where there is substantially high pedestrian
activity. The initiative follows a trial of some 18 sites
which has resulted in a decrease of casualty crashes
involving pedestrians of between 12 and 15 per cent.
We will target funding to reduce the most common
types of crashes in regional communities, and those in
particular are side-impact, run-off-road and head-on
crashes. We will provide VicRoads with powers to
remove roadside hazards such as native vegetation to
ensure that our roads remain safe. This strategy will
prevent deaths on our roads, with new initiatives aimed
at having safer roads and roadsides, safer vehicles and
safer road users.
Victorians have every right to be proud of the
collaborative approach that we have adopted in respect
of this state’s recording its five lowest road tolls ever in
the last five years. But it is a sad reality that Victorians
are more likely to die violently from a road crash than
from any other cause, and that remains the case today.
Any life that we lose on our roads is one too many. The
unveiling of this strategy is not the end of our efforts
but the beginning of a new approach and new action to
ensure that our roads are as safe as they can be.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer the minister to the
overdue and over-budget transport ticketing fiasco, and
I ask: is it a fact that the winner of the myki smartcard
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tender, Keane Incorporated, negotiated an exclusive
$75 000 reduction in its request-for-tender fee from
$100 000 down to $25 000, and can the minister
explain why a similar reduction was not offered to
competing tenderers?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for his question. Yesterday I made it
quite clear that the TTA (Transport Ticketing
Authority) has responsibility — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — I have not even finished the
sentence!
Ms Asher interjected.
Ms KOSKY — I have not finished the sentence.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition know better than to
converse across the table, even given the uproar that has
been caused. I ask members to show some respect to
the minister answering the question, who has been
given the call by the Speaker.
Ms KOSKY — I made it clear in the house yesterday
that the TTA has had responsibility as the statutory
authority for the contract for delivering our ticketing
system, and as part of that process of contracting it has
probity auditors along the way to actually ensure the
probity of its processes. In addition to that the
Auditor-General, who is an independent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member for
Scoresby wants to ask a question, he will be given the
call when he stands to ask it; otherwise, I ask him to not
interject.
Ms KOSKY — In addition the independent
Auditor-General, who reports to this Parliament — a
position which this side of the house very much
supports and which is now enshrined in the
constitution — has the responsibility for auditing the
processes. So there are processes in place to ensure
proper probity in relation to contracts, and they are the
processes that this side of the house will support.

Police: The Way Ahead
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My question is
to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I
refer the minister to the launch last week of Victoria
Police’s strategy for the next five years, The Way
Ahead, and I ask the minister to advise the house on
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Victoria Police’s success in achieving its aims under the
previous five-year plan.

of those opposite to give first offenders a slap on the
wrist and allow them to go home.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale for her question. Can I just say
at the outset that during the last five-year Way Ahead
period it has been fantastic to have Christine Nixon as
the Chief Commissioner of Police. She has been a
moderniser, and she has led tremendous policemen and
policewomen across Victoria, who do a fantastic job
every day of the year.

As part of The Way Ahead 2008–2013, the Chief
Commissioner of Police sets a target of reducing crime
by a further 12 per cent. Members will remember that
as part of last year’s enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations the deal that the chief commissioner and
the police union struck was to reduce crime by 10 per
cent over four years. They both signed up to that. That
will come about as a result of flexibilities that have
been introduced into the police force so that police can
be where they are needed. In particular the chief
commissioner has said she is concerned about the
growing level of antisocial problems on our streets,
particularly at night and around entertainment precincts.
That is a particular area she will be focusing on during
the implementation of The Way Ahead going forward.

Last week The Way Ahead 2008–2013 was launched
by the Chief Commissioner of Police together with the
Premier. That builds on the success of the previous
five-year plan. Let us test the last five-year plan. The
chief commissioner said that crime would be reduced
by 5 per cent, and the actual result was a reduction of
16.6 per cent. As honourable members will know, what
that means is that Victoria now has the lowest crime
rate in Australia and the lowest crime rate since the
introduction of computerised records. That is something
of which Victorians can be extremely proud, as can the
chief commissioner. That reduction in crime has come
about because of good police and the unprecedented
resources that our force now has — the additional
1400 sworn police we have already put on and a record
budget of $1.6 billion, together with a large capital
works program. Of course we had to undo the damage
of the years of the Liberal-National government, which
slashed police numbers by 800 and saw crime soar in
this great state.
Policing has been smarter over that five years, with
additional resources and technology. Whether it has
been through intelligence-led policing or through the
use of crime desks, where specialist teams are charged
with collecting evidence, or whether it has been by
using DNA and science better or by tackling family
violence, what we have seen is a force that has been
prepared to change and to modernise.
On the road safety front, as the Premier and Minister
for Roads and Ports have set out today, we have seen a
dramatic decrease in the rate of unfortunate violent
deaths on our roads. That has come about in part
because of the tremendous work of police, whether it
has been the enforcement of speed limits, random
alcohol testing or drug testing. Every booze bus is now
a drug bus as a result of the work of Victoria Police and
the state government. Victoria Police has effectively
implemented anti-hoon legislation, which has been so
welcomed in so many communities across the state. We
totally rejected, and continue to totally reject, the policy

Victoria Police will continue to work with the
community and with government agencies to bring
about the results set out in Arrive Alive 2. We have
seen a tremendous plan put out today, and Victoria
Police will be right there behind it.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer the minister to the
overdue and over-budget transport ticketing fiasco and
to the contract awarded to Keane Incorporated by the
Transport Ticketing Authority, and I ask: has the chief
executive officer of the TTA, Mr Vivian Miners,
supplied an updated itinerary detailing the missing
18 hours he spent during the tender process in
Washington, the home of Keane Incorporated, the
winning bidder of the smart card tender?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — As I
made clear before, there are proper auditing and probity
processes as part of the TTA contract.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I say to the member for
Bass and the member for Scoresby: I will not have the
person who has been given the call shouted down.
Ms KOSKY — We have proper probity processes
in place with any contract that the government puts out
to tender, and we have the Auditor-General, who
investigates any contracts that come to his attention.
Those are the processes that this government
supports — an independent Auditor-General — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, on a point of order.
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Ms Pike interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Health.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. The minister is
actually the Minister for Public Transport. She has a
responsibility — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Baillieu — She has a responsibility to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Baillieu — She needs to answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows full well that that is not the manner
in which a point of order should be taken. He also
knows that as long as the minister is being relevant to
the question there is nothing in the standing orders that
requires her to answer the question.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.
Mr Baillieu — On the point of order, Speaker, is it
your ruling that the Minister for Public Transport does
not need to answer these simple questions?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows full well what the standing orders of
this Parliament are.
Mr Thompson — On the point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to Rulings from the Chair 1920–2007
and the ruling by Speaker Maddigan under the heading
‘Reply must answer the question’:
When responding to a question a minister must answer the
question rather than responding generally.

The SPEAKER — Order! We have had this debate
before, and I have ruled on the relevance of questions. I
have provided a long list of rulings from the Chair that
support the original intent of the standing orders, which
require that answers to questions must be pertinent,
direct and succinct.
Mr Baillieu — On a further point of order, Speaker,
if the Minister for Public Transport is not required to
answer the questions which have been raised, what is it
that the Minister for Public Transport does?
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms KOSKY — As all members in this house know,
the TTA contract with Keane was investigated by the
Auditor-General. The Auditor-General found that there
was no case to answer on this.
Mr Wells interjected.
Ms KOSKY — The Auditor-General — who is an
independent Auditor-General, who reports to this
Parliament and whom this side of the house has
absolute confidence in.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby is warned. I have suggested to the member for
Scoresby that if he wishes to ask a question, he can do
so by standing in his place and being given the call. To
constantly ask questions by way of interjection is
unruly.
The minister has concluded her answer.

Children: early childhood initiatives
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. I refer the minister to
the government’s commitment to giving Victoria’s
children the best start in life, and I ask the minister to
detail for the house what initiatives the Brumby
government is undertaking.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Public
Transport and the member for Caulfield! I ask for some
cooperation in the smooth running of question time.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Bundoora for his
question. Keeping our children safe and ensuring that
they are protected are a major priority for parents and
also for government. The Brumby government believes
every Victorian child deserves to feel safe and protected
and have the best possible start in life. That starts in the
home but is also complemented by a strong universal
system of early childhood services to help all families
give their children the best start in life.
We know that some families and some children are
more vulnerable than others and need additional help.
That is the role for government, and that is why the
Brumby government is acting. We have invested in
more specialised services and we have implemented
new legislation to ensure vulnerable families receive
additional help. Since coming to office in 1999 we have
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increased funding to child protection and family
services by a massive 93 per cent — a massive increase
compared to the funding cuts under the previous
government — and we are doing this in response to the
growing body of research that shows that stable,
nurturing and responsive relationships build healthy
brain structures in children.

growth, not funding cuts. We are determined in our
commitment to protect the state’s most vulnerable
children, and we are providing families with the proper
supports and services earlier in a child’s life to give
them the best chance of a good life.

The passing of the new Child Wellbeing and Safety Act
and the Children, Youth and Families Act is
once-in-a-generation reform of the way government
responds to children at risk. The new legislation has led
to the establishment of the Victorian Children’s
Council, the Office of the Child Safety Commissioner
and a more integrated system of child, youth and family
services that better connects vulnerable families to the
services they need.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to an article in the Age
of 20 November 2007 where Kevin Rudd gave a
100 per cent guarantee that the Auditor-General would
have veto power on government advertising. I also refer
to the comment, and I quote from the article, that
Mr Rudd:

Our new legislation enables vulnerable children and
their families to obtain assistance earlier, before a crisis
occurs and before children experience significant harm.
To drive these reforms the government has invested
$219 million since 2002 in family supports and has
more than doubled funding for family services over the
last four years. This includes the rollout of 39 family
support innovation projects right across the state. These
projects provide support for up to 1300 families each
year, helping to get to them before they reach a crisis.
These sites are complemented by the rollout of Child
First sites, which will be located in 24 communities
across the state by 2009. Ten of these sites are already
providing services and supports at the time families
most need them in communities such as Geelong,
Shepparton, Warrnambool and in the outer east and
south-east of Melbourne, and of course in the
community represented by the member for Bundoora in
Banyule. Last month I was very pleased to visit
Footscray to see the progress in the rollout of its Child
First service.
On top of this we are, of course, investing in our
workforce, having provided for an additional 100 child
protection workers since November 2005. The figures
show that the Brumby government’s focus on early
intervention and prevention is having an impact with a
reduction in demand for child protection. We now have
the lowest notification growth rate in Australia, 2.8 per
cent, compared to the national average of 56 per cent.
That is a significant achievement in Victoria, but of
course there is more to be done. That is why we will
continue to invest in early intervention and prevention
and in our child protection systems.
We are building a first-class system here in Victoria
after inheriting a run-down and neglected system from
the Liberals. We are backing that up with funding

Government: advertising

… demanded that his Labor Party state colleagues make the
same commitment, agreeing that they were also spending
public money on advertising to make themselves look good,
rather than to convey factual information.

And I ask: will the government legislate to give effect
to Mr Rudd’s demand?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think over the years a
number of questions have been asked about this issue of
government advertising. I know I have been asked
about it on at least two occasions since I have been
Premier. The answer I have given is the same as the one
I will give today — that is, that the bulk of advertising
which is undertaken by the government is in relation to
campaign advertising by groups like the TAC
(Transport Accident Commission) and WorkCover. On
the day we are announcing Arrive Alive 2, which is
about saving lives on the road, and a big part of that is
about driver behaviour and the early adoption by
drivers of car safety features like ESC (electronic
stability control), I should point out that 52 per cent of
cars that are sold today in Victoria have ESC fitted.
That is the highest of any state in Australia. This is
about advertising by agencies to save lives.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. The question is whether
the Auditor-General is to be given veto powers over
this important issue. That is what I am asking of the
Premier.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at this time. The Premier was discussing
advertising which would form part of the question from
the Leader of The Nationals on government advertising.
I believe he has been relevant to the question, and he
still has considerable time left to refer to the question in
his answer.
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Mr BRUMBY — As I said, the bulk of what state
governments do is through agencies, which include
WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission,
and it is related essentially to saving lives. In addition,
of course, if you get on the internet or read the
newspapers you see there is a significant amount of
advertising undertaken by government for recruitment,
particularly through the health department, and I think it
is entirely appropriate that the government is
responsible for those advertisements.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — My question is to
the Minister for Industrial Relations. Can the minister
update the house about recent developments in
workplace relations?
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations) — I
thank the honourable member for his very important
question. Last Friday saw a new era in the operations of
the Workplace Relations Ministers Council and the first
steps to getting rid — finally — of WorkChoices,
which we all know was a policy soundly rejected by
Australian working families at the last federal election.
It was a fascinating Workplace Relations Ministers
Council for a number of reasons, not the least of which
was that we actually had a federal minister turn up. This
was the first Workplace Relations Ministers Council
since September 2006 where a federal minister actually
turned up. September 2006 was the last WRMC that
Kevin Andrews turned up to. Minister Hockey refused to
turn up to any of these meetings. He did indicate that he
would consult with the states in relation to WorkChoices.
But we told him how rotten WorkChoices was, and he
decided not to hold any more council meetings.
Fortunately I can advise the house that all of this is
behind us. We now have a government in Canberra that
is committed to getting rid of the last vestiges of
WorkChoices, and in particular the Liberals’ rotten
AWAs (Australian workplace agreements). The
Workplace Relations Ministers Council was briefed by
the new Deputy Prime Minister and workplace relations
minister — that is, Julia Gillard. All ministers present at
that ministerial council — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the Leader of The Nationals!
Mr HULLS — Julia Gillard briefed us all in relation
to Forward with Fairness, and all ministers at that
conference endorsed Forward with Fairness as the basis
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for a modern, fair and flexible industrial relations
system.
Whilst all ministers at that council meeting — and I am
pleased to say it was held here in Melbourne —
endorsed this policy, sadly there are still some
recalcitrants out there. In fact I notice that in today’s
Australian Financial Review the deputy leader of the
Liberal Party in Canberra is reported — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
Attorney-General to confine his remarks to the question
and not debate the question.
Mr HULLS — The question was about the latest
developments in relation to industrial relations, and I
would have thought we would now have bipartisan
support right across the country in relation to the Rudd
Labor government’s policy. However, there are still
some who want to go back to AWAs. Indeed Julie
Bishop in today’s Australian Financial Review has said
that the federal Liberal Party will move amendments to
go back to AWAs.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier
well knows that he is debating the question. I ask him to
desist and to continue to answer the question.
Mr HULLS — It is important that governments
have a clear position in relation to industrial relations,
and the Brumby government’s position is crystal clear:
we, along with all state governments around Australia,
are determined to create a national industrial relations
system for the private sector. In fact I gave a
commitment on behalf of the Brumby government at
this Workplace Relations Ministers Council that we
will do everything we can to assist the Rudd
government to restore decency and fairness to the
workplace and at the same time generate the right
atmosphere for job creation and for sustainable
economic growth. So I conclude on this note: as far as
state Labor governments are concerned WorkChoices is
dead and buried. And I might say as far as — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to
conclude his answer.
Mr HULLS — As far as the federal government is
concerned, WorkChoices is dead and buried — and
indeed as far as Brendan Nelson is concerned, he has
made comments that WorkChoices is dead and buried.
So there seems to be a growing view that at last we can
move forward in relation to a national industrial
relations system in this country. All that now has to
occur is for those opposite who supported
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WorkChoices and AWAs to apologise to the people of
Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set aside for
question time has expired.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Members: unparliamentary and offensive
remarks
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
a statement made yesterday by the member for Yan
Yean which I find offensive, and I ask her to withdraw
it. The specific statement was:
The member for Benalla today has shown by his organised
stunt that he and his party have no respect at all for measured,
rational debate, but prefer mob rule and the law of the jungle.

I had absolutely nothing to do with the organisation of
the protest which disrupted question time in this house
yesterday. I and The Nationals strongly support
measured, rational debate and the orderly conduct of
Parliament. The member for Yan Yean’s statement cast
an unfounded — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has asked
for comments to be withdrawn. That is entirely
appropriate as a point of order. I believe that the
member is now making a personal explanation, which
is not in order as a point of order. I ask the member for
Yan Yean to withdraw the comments that the member
for Benalla has found personally offensive.
Mr Nardella — On the point of order, Speaker, the
standing orders are quite clear, and the custom and
practice is quite clear, that for a member of Parliament
to seek a withdrawal of a comment that they find
offensive they need to be in the chamber and need to do
it immediately. This event occurred yesterday. The
point of order is inappropriate: the issue should be dealt
with via a personal explanation. That has been the
custom and practice of this house for as long as I have
been here. I ask you to rule this point of order out of
order.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to standing order 120, which refers
to objections to words. This supports the argument put
forward by the member for Melton. The standing order
says:
If the member objects to words used in debate:
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(1) The objection must be taken immediately.
(2) If the words relate to a member of the house and that
member finds them personally offensive, the Chair will
order the words to be withdrawn and may require an
apology.

The longstanding practice of the house is that if a
member wishes to take offence at words used against
him or her, that must be undertaken immediately. The
member for Benalla knows that better than most,
because he took advantage of it yesterday — and I
withdrew the words that he thought offensive. If he
thought that the words in the contribution made by the
member for Yan Yean during members statements
were offensive, that was his opportunity to object.
Further, Speaker, many Speakers have ruled with great
wisdom in the past that complaining about words of
offence runs the risk of making the robust debate of this
chamber ineffective. If we are unable to say that The
Nationals are dinosaurs or they are unable to say that
they do not like the Labor Party, there is no room for
debate in this chamber. The system of Westminster
democracy rests upon the ability of individual members
to speak their minds.
Further, Speaker, I draw your attention to notice of
motion 707, which was given yesterday, whereby the
member for Benalla is seeking to move that this house
congratulate the people who were protesting on
5 February. I put it to you, Speaker, firstly, that if he has
taken offence at being called a dinosaur, the member
for Benalla has missed his opportunity. He should have
acted on that yesterday. Secondly, in the traditions of
the chamber there must be an element of discretion in
order to allow us to have a robust debate and criticise
our opponents. If that is not possible, then the rules of
this house will have been used to undermine a
fundamental democratic principle.
Mr Thompson — On the point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to the section ‘Timing of request’
under the heading ‘Requests to withdraw remarks’ in
Rulings from the Chair 1920–2007. At page 66 it is
noted that ‘Generally matter must be raised
immediately’. However, I draw to the attention of
members of the government and of the Leader of the
House the latter part of that paragraph:
However, the Chair can exercise discretion to enable the
matter to be raised at a later stage of the proceedings.

Mr Hulls — On the point of order, Speaker, firstly,
we have new standing orders; secondly, the argument
has been put very succinctly that even if there were a
discretion, its use would be totally inappropriate on this
particular occasion, because 24 hours have passed since
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this innocuous statement was made. For the member for
Benalla to be crying 24 hours later shows that this is
nothing more than a political stunt.

Human rights issues

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order taken by the member for Melton. I believe that
the member for Benalla has every right to raise this
point of order at this time if he has been personally
offended by the remarks. I am aware that I have the
discretion to waive the immediacy requirement of his
request. I ask the member for Yan Yean to withdraw
the particular reference to the member for Benalla
contained in her statement yesterday.

The right to freedom of movement is relevant to the bill. This
right is protected by section 12 of the charter. Section 12
provides that every person lawfully within Victoria has the
right to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and has the freedom to choose where to live.

Ms Green — Can I seek clarification, Speaker?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Green — I withdraw in deference to the
member for Benalla, but I seek clarification in terms of
how many days this could occur — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will clarify that. That is
something that will stay at the discretion of the Speaker.

1.

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

This right is relevant to the bill because, if a special event
declaration is made, public access to the Carlton Gardens is
likely to be restricted during the event and set-up period.
The current committee of management, Melbourne City
Council, may already permit the staging of events in Carlton
Gardens that would temporarily limit public access, and
MIFGS has been held there for the last 12 years. This bill
might, however, be perceived to limit the right to freedom of
movement because its purpose is to ensure that declared
special events, in particular MIFGS, can continue to be held
at the Carlton Gardens.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

I consider that the limitation on the right to freedom of
movement is reasonable, in accordance with section 7(2) of
the charter. The reasons for this view are set out below.
(a) the nature of the right being limited

CROWN LAND (RESERVES)
AMENDMENT (CARLTON GARDENS)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) 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, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008, 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 enables the Governor in Council to put in place, by
declaration, temporary special event management
arrangements for the Carlton Gardens if the minister
responsible for the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
considers that an event is of state significance and should be
held there. This will ensure the successful staging of
significant events at Carlton Gardens, in particular the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show (MIFGS).

The right to freedom of movement is a fundamental human
right which protects against restrictions on people’s ability to
move freely within the state. The right is not an absolute right
at international law, and under the charter may be subject to
such reasonable limitations as are demonstrably justified in a
free and democratic society.
In this instance, the limitation relates to public access to
Carlton Gardens, a public park, while a special event is being
held, or prepared for, there.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Special event declarations will only be made if the minister
responsible for the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 is
satisfied that the event is of significance to the state of
Victoria and is suitable to be held at the Carlton Gardens.
Restricting public access to Carlton Gardens is necessary in
order to hold an event such as MIFGS there. In particular,
entry fees will need to be charged to contribute to the costs of
staging the event. Large events such as MIFGS also involve
the construction and assembly of temporary stalls and other
facilities at the venue prior to the event. To facilitate this, and
for safety reasons, public access to certain areas may need to
be restricted.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The holding of a special event is likely to involve closing off
certain areas of the Carlton Gardens during the event and
set-up period (approximately one month each year), and
charging an entry fee to the event. The bill specifies that the
declaration may include a power to fix opening and closing
times for public access to the declared special event
management area.
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Any limitation on a person’s right to freedom of movement as
a result of the staging of a declared special event will be
minor, as the access restrictions will be temporary and
restricted to the Carlton Gardens.

Melbourne City Council has decided it will no longer
allow the show to be held at the gardens because of
concerns about its environmental impact.

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose

However, the show has been held there for the past
12 years without any apparent long-term detriment to
the gardens or its significant trees. Reports
commissioned by the council support this view.

The limitation on the public’s ability to enter and move freely
around the Carlton Gardens during a special event and set-up
period is a direct consequence of a decision to hold the event
there.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means in which to ensure the
staging of a special event such as MIFGS at Carlton Gardens.
(f)

any other relevant factors

The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show has
been held in the Carlton Gardens for the last 12 years. It is not
anticipated that the timing or duration of the event will change
as a result of a special event declaration.
A special event declaration would be made by the Governor
in Council on the recommendation of the minister responsible
for the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978. This will ensure
that the right to freedom of movement will only be limited in
relation to events of state significance.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, although a
special event declaration will limit the right to freedom of
movement, the limitation is reasonable.
PETER BATCHELOR, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

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

The purpose of this bill is to secure the future of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show,
which is held annually in the world heritage listed
Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens in
Melbourne.
The show has been successfully held at this venue for
12 years. Since the first show in 1996, it has become
the largest flower and garden show in the Southern
Hemisphere. The show attracts more than
100 000 visitors every year from Victoria, other
Australian states, and overseas. It contributes around
$8 million to the Victorian economy. It goes without
saying that the show is a significant event for the state
of Victoria, and for Melbourne.

The government considers that decisions on the future
of such an important event for Victoria should be made
by government in the interests of the overall benefit to
the state, and not by a council, Crown land manager or
trustee.
In the drought conditions we are currently faced with, it
is even more important that we showcase the valuable
contributions of our horticultural, floristry and
landscape industries. Losing this event would have a
serious impact on these vital industries which are
already suffering from the ongoing dry conditions.
The bill amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
It enables the Governor in Council to make a special
event declaration if the minister responsible for that act
considers that an event such as the Flower and Garden
Show is of state significance and should be held at the
Carlton Gardens. A declaration will ensure that the
event can go ahead.
The government is committed to securing a long and
successful future for this important event. The bill will
ensure this happens.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 February.

INFRINGEMENTS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The principal purpose of
the Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill is to
extend on a trial basis the application of the
infringements regime to an additional number of
offences. In particular the bill will apply the
infringements regime to offences specified in the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — firstly, the offence

INFRINGEMENTS AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

of supplying or consuming liquor on unlicensed
premises of various types that are specified in the
legislation. The offence that is currently in
section 113(1) of the Liquor Control Reform Act will
be replaced by offences to be set out in sections 113(1)
to 113(1C). The other offence in the Liquor Control
Reform Act to which the infringement regime will
apply is the failure by a person who is drunk, violent or
quarrelsome to leave licensed premises when requested
to do so, which is currently contained in section 114(d)
of the act and which will be replaced with new
section 114(2).
Additional offences to be covered by the trial
infringements are set out in the Summary Offences Act
1996 — namely, wilful damage, which is contained in
section 9(1)(c); indecent or obscene language, which is
contained in section 17(1)(c); and offensive behaviour,
which is contained in section 17(1)(d). In addition the
new regime will apply to a new offence of shop theft, to
be inserted as section 74A of the Crimes Act 1958. It
will be constituted by theft from retail premises or
property of goods valued at or displayed for sale at a
price less than $600.
The bill provides that the trial will sunset no later than
30 June 2011. It also provides that persons aged under
18 years will be excluded from being served with
infringement notices under the regime. In addition to
these provisions relating to the trial extension of the
infringements regime there is a range of other
enforcement-related measures, both in relation to the
infringement regime and otherwise. Those consist of
extending the time available for an enforcement agency
to proceed against a person who defaults on a payment
plan; authorising the sheriff and the sheriff’s officers to
restrain a person who hinders the execution of a civil
warrant; authorising the court to make an order for
imprisonment in default of payment when ordering the
partial discharge of a fine; allowing an agency to grant
more time to provide supporting material to an
applicant for internal review; and allowing an
infringements registrar to reduce the costs and fees
payable where there are not what constitute special
circumstances but nonetheless a reduction is considered
appropriate.
The infringement extension provisions of the bill arise
following a consultation paper issued by the
government in May last year. That paper proposed, in
addition to those offences being covered by the bill, the
extension of the infringements regime to the offence of
careless driving under section 65 of the Road Safety
Act. According to the Attorney-General’s
announcement, the government intends to do that, but it
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will be done by way of regulation rather than being
effected by the bill.
The consultation paper also proposed the infringement
regime be extended to the placing of an obstruction on
a road in breach of section 7(a) of the Summary
Offences Act; the discharge of a missile in breach of
section 7(g) of the Summary Offences Act; and wilful
trespass in breach of section 9(1)(d) of the Summary
Offences Act. It would appear that the government, for
reasons of which I am not aware, has decided not to
proceed in this bill with those additional offences that
were proposed in the consultation paper.
From the opposition’s point of view, we strongly
support a sensible, measured and fair application of an
infringement system where that system is genuinely
and effectively directed towards cracking down on
crime and is not motivated by revenue raising. In
particular we support measures that will reduce the
level of lawlessness on our streets. As we heard in
question time today, the government and Victoria
Police have at last admitted that this is a serious
problem, as indeed it is. It is a problem that the Leader
of the Opposition and many others on this side of the
house have been highlighting for a long time, and it is
pleasing that the government has at last recognised the
problem. Whether the measures that have been
announced to date will be adequate to effectively
address it is a different matter.
It is important that this Parliament and the government
strongly send a signal that drunken, loutish, threatening
and violent behaviour on our streets will not be
tolerated and that people who engage in such behaviour
can expect to be dealt with by the law. This is going to
require more than just changing the law; it will require
sufficient police on patrol and a willingness to apply the
law firmly to send a message not just to a particular
offender but to all others who might be minded to
commit similar offences.
In relation to the proliferation of violence, particularly
the street violence and family violence which our
community is experiencing, we also need to ask
ourselves more broadly why such a proliferation of the
culture of violence and aggression is occurring within
our community. Why do an increasing number of
people think it is acceptable or even enjoyable to
engage in increasingly aggressive and dangerous acts of
violence against others and in seeking and provoking
violent confrontation? Is it linked to family breakdown
and dysfunctional families? Is it linked to the violent
nature of much contemporary entertainment? Is it
linked to aggression-provoking drugs, such as ice? Is it
due to the proliferation of copycat behaviour based on
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norms that are being set and expectations that others
feel they need to follow in relation to their public or
family behaviour?
We need solid demographic and socioeconomic data to
get better insights into these issues and into what
broader social policy measures could and should be
introduced by governments or others. However,
regardless of the answers to these very pressing broader
questions, what is clear is that an important element of
the solution is to give clear messages that this sort of
violent and aggressive behaviour is unacceptable to the
community and can be expected to have significant
consequences. All the psychology in this area tells us
that a key aspect of behavioural management is the
need to set clear rules and limits and to give a message
to those minded to infringe those rules and limits that
their conduct has consequences. It is against that test
that this bill needs to be assessed. As to whether the bill
passes that test, whether it will be a successful
additional tool in the repertoire available and
appropriately deployed by police, is something on
which the jury is still out.
Certainly there is the potential for these measures to
help in law enforcement by saving police time in
prosecuting offences by means of offering a lower
penalty and the non-recording of a conviction for
offenders who do not dispute the case. This has the
potential to both free up the time of police for other
law-enforcement activities and also to put them in a
position where they are more easily and more readily
able to issue penalties against those offenders who
deserve them. This is a potential positive of the
legislation. However, there are many unanswered
questions, and some of those issues reinforce the
opposition’s concern that while the state’s
Attorney-General is big on the grand statements, he is
very much lacking when it comes to attention to detail
and the nuts and bolts of the actual implementation of
measures that will have a real and practical effect in the
community.
In relation to this bill we need to ask whether it will, in
the way it is going to be applied, help with the
crackdown on street offences, or will it end up being
used in a manner that proves to be soft on those
offences? Will it have the unfortunate effect of some
police using the convenience of simply handing out
infringements and being tempted not to proceed with
prosecutions in court when such prosecutions are
deserved, so that those offenders will end up receiving
penalties which are only around one-tenth of the
maximum penalty available and well below the median
of penalties that have been handed out in the past when
these matters have gone to court? We need a
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reassurance that there will be measures to make sure
that the system does not end up being used in this way
and that the police will not be handing out inadequate
fines simply because they are channelled down that
route so they are able to get on with attending to other
duties required of them.
We also have concerns that some of the guidelines that
are to be issued will send the wrong messages. The
draft guidelines are set out in the May consultation
paper. As far as I am aware, there are no later
guidelines in the public arena. I refer to two particular
concerns with the draft guidelines. One of those
concerns relates to the draft guideline for
indecent/obscene language or offensive behaviour. I
should make it clear that these guidelines are intended
to be issued for use by police as to how they should
exercise the powers which are to be conferred on them
in relation to these offences. The aspect that caused me
concern in relation to this set of the guidelines is the
following bullet point:
The primary objective when dealing with behavioural
offences is to modify behaviour in line with community
expectation and this is often best achieved by informal means.

My concern is that this is a very open-ended statement
that could easily send the wrong messages to police. In
some respects it may be said to be a sensible point, but
it is open to the misinterpretation that the police are
being encouraged to be soft on these sorts of
behavioural offences and that it will be enough for them
if they can get the particular offender to desist from the
behaviour concerned by informal means. That would be
sending the wrong message, because we cannot have
the message being out there in the community that if
you engage in offensive public behaviour you will get a
ticking off by the police if they happen to be around
when you perpetrate that behaviour, but you will get off
totally scot free if there are no police around.
The police need to be sending the signal that if people
are clearly stepping over the line and engaging in
offensive behaviour, then if they are detected in that
behaviour they are likely to cop an infringement notice
at the least. The deterrent effect of these notices will be
lost if offenders expect that in a first encounter with the
police they can get away with being ticked off and
escape any punishment, but if the police do not happen
to come across them, they can carry on at will.
The second guideline that causes me even greater
concern is a draft guideline in relation to failure by a
person who is drunk, violent or quarrelsome to leave
licensed premises when requested. Indeed this draft
guideline is so strange that it is hard to believe it has
actually been set out. That guideline says:
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An infringement notice must not be issued to a person whilst
they are drunk or in a state of intoxication.

Here we have an offence, one of the key elements of
which is ‘drunk, violent or quarrelsome’, yet the
guideline is saying to police not to exercise their
capacity to issue an infringement notice if the person is
drunk. Why on earth is the offence being constituted in
that way in the first place, if police are being told never
to exercise it? If you are going to tell the police not to
issue an infringement notice if the person is drunk, why
not simply split the offence and apply the infringement
notice only to the offence of being violent or
quarrelsome? This of course flows on to broader
concerns about what the Attorney-General has in mind
in relation to drunkenness.
I refer to a report in the Herald Sun of 29 November
last year, which says in part:
Public drunkenness would be decriminalised and trouble-spot
venues charged more to operate in a $20 million anti-booze
offensive to be considered by the state government.
…
Details of the proposal are contained in a high-level
departmental submission seen by the Herald Sun.
The submission reveals Attorney-General Rob Hulls wants to
decriminalise public drunkenness …

On the one hand we have the Attorney-General saying
that the government is going to be tough on street
misbehaviour and tough on drunken and obnoxious
conduct — and we heard the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services echoing those sentiments in
question time today — yet on the other hand we have
the Attorney-General being revealed as wanting to
abolish this offence altogether. That would deprive the
police of what is believed by all the police from whom
the opposition has had feedback, both here and in other
states, to be a very important offence in their repertoire.
They can use it to charge people not only to protect
other members of the public but also in circumstances
where a person’s drunken behaviour puts them at risk
as well.
The feedback the opposition is getting from the
experience in New South Wales, where there is no
public drunkenness offence, is that it is far harder for
police to carry out the very difficult role of dealing with
people who are drunk and behaving inappropriately in
public when this offence has been abolished. I would
have thought that in the current context, where
obnoxious, violent, aggressive and disruptive behaviour
out on the street, fuelled by alcohol, is an increasingly
serious problem in this state, the last thing the
government should be doing is sending the wrong
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message by abolishing the offence of public
drunkenness. This is a matter that causes us
considerable concern, and we very much look forward
to the Attorney-General’s response on this issue.
There are other issues on which we also seek the
Attorney-General’s response. One of those is what
effect this new regime will have on the statistics for
reported crime. The consultation paper indicates that
20 per cent of all reported crime is theft. My
understanding is that the introduction of this
infringement regime will not result in offences not
being recognised — in other words, an offence which
gives rise to an infringement notice should still be
recorded in the crime statistics as a recorded criminal
offence and that should not affect or distort the figures
that are made public each year, but I certainly request
the Attorney-General’s confirmation of this point. In
particular I seek the Attorney-General’s assurance that
the creation of the new crime of shop theft under this
legislation will not be used in order to diminish the
reported levels of the crime of theft in crime statistics. It
would be a travesty if shop theft which gave rise to the
service of infringement notices were taken out of the
recorded figures for that crime and were recorded under
some other heading which gave the distorted
impression that levels of theft had fallen when in fact
they had not.
I also ask the Attorney-General to place on the record
what the position will be in relation to recording of
infringement allegations on a person’s police record
and how this will be dealt with in relation to the
reported results of police checks. I understand offences
still will be recorded by the police, for the very sensible
reason that officers need to know when an infringement
notice has previously been served on an offender so
they can make the decision whether or not to take a
subsequent offence to court, but we also ask that the
Attorney-General place on the public record how the
issue of infringement notices will be dealt with when a
person who has been subject to one of these
infringement notices requests a police check for various
purposes.
I also raise the issue of whether the infringement
enforcement system will be able to cope with the
additional number of potential infringement notices
being issued under this extended regime. As I referred
to earlier, the consultation paper says theft amounts to
almost 20 per cent of all reported crime. The paper also
says the most predominant class of theft is shop-steal
offences, which represent the highest number of
offences recorded since the implementation of LEAP
(law enforcement assistance program). It is believed the
figure of $600 would capture approximately 90 per cent
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of shop steal offences. The paper also points out that in
2003–04 there were 13 546 shop-steal offences
detected. That implies there will potentially be a very
large volume of infringement notices being issued in
relation to the new offence of shop theft.
We know considerable strains are already placed on the
infringement notice system and we seek the
Attorney-General’s report to the house as to his
assessment of whether or not the infringement system
will be able to cope with the additional number of
notices and how he intends to achieve that outcome. I
and other members of Parliament have already had
experience of constituents contacting us about
infringement notices that have been sent to the wrong
address, triggering cases of demand down the track on
totally innocent citizens, often causing great shock and
distress. We certainly would not want the number of
those cases to be multiplied as a result of this regime.
Last, but certainly not least, I wish to raise what I
believe is probably the single biggest problem
confronting the new regime that the government is
introducing, and it is a problem that has not been
addressed in the government’s outline of the regime.
The problem is the issue of identity — in particular the
potential use by offenders of false or stolen
identification. All that the guidelines and discussion
papers say in this respect is that it is up to the police to
ensure that the offender concerned has been properly
identified and that there is no issue with identification
prior to an infringement notice being issued, but they
say nothing about how that is going to happen in
practice.
There are two primary risks. The first is that the police
will be taken in by false identification. Certainly most
members hear reports that false IDs are quite common
in many contexts, particularly in the context of
under-age people who are seeking to get into licensed
premises and nightclubs and the like. There is the
related issue of the availability of stolen IDs. That has
the potential consequence, first, that the offender will
get away scot free because, while they have given
identity on the spot, they are unable to be found or
identified in the follow-up. Even worse, of course, is
that when stolen identification is used by an offender,
down the track a totally innocent citizen finds out from
the Sheriff’s Office or receives other demands through
the post stating that they have been identified as being
the party to an offence.
The other aspect of the problem is this: if the police are
diligent in only issuing infringement notices when they
have absolutely, positively identified the person
concerned, how narrowly is this going to shrink the
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operation of the regime? This regime is supposed to be
applying in a street context, in the context of licensed
venues and groups of people out in public places. If the
police are being rigorous enough to verify the ID in
those contexts, how often will it be that they are in fact
unable to issue an infringement notice and are forced to
resort to the processes of issuing summonses or
arresting the person concerned — in other words,
making this new regime completely ineffectual in those
cases?
When New South Wales conducted a similar trial, it
was the subject of a detailed report in April 2005 by the
NSW Ombudsman. The New South Wales trial was
also considered in the Victorian discussion paper. What
the Ombudsman’s report and the Victorian consultation
paper made clear was that in New South Wales the
government avoided that problem through empowering
police to require the fingerprinting of offenders. To
quote the consultation paper:
Under the CIN pilot scheme police members may request the
name and address of offenders, and may request proof of
those particulars. In addition police may request the suspect to
consent to having finger and palm prints taken with special
portable equipment. The prints are to be destroyed on
payment of the CIN. This aspect is not proposed for Victoria.
If there were uncertainty about identification of the person,
the issuing officer would not issue a notice. Instead, the
person may be arrested and charged.

It is clear that the bill is not proposing the New South
Wales method of verification of ID. That gives rise to
the concerns which I have elaborated on. It is not good
enough just to say that the police will not use it if the
person cannot be identified. The potential for misuse of
identification through forged or stolen IDs is a real one,
as is the other risk that the scheme will be rendered
ineffectual through lack of attention to this question of
proper identification.
In conclusion, if this bill represents a regime that
implements a sensible and measured and fair extension
of the infringement system and if it empowers our
police to more effectively crack down on transgressors,
and in particular to tackle more effectively the
proliferation of street violence and family violence that
our society is experiencing, then we wish it well and we
hope it is successful. But we are very concerned that it
has the various flaws that I have referred to. Those
flaws have not been properly addressed by the
Attorney-General and as result Victoria is not going to
get the effective support for our police and the
enhancement of our law enforcement regime that all
Victorians are looking for.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The use of
penalty infringement notices is as close to a form of
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contemporary summary justice as you can probably get.
They operate on a basis that, in the case of specified
offences under different forms of legislation, an
enforcement officer — and for these purposes let us
talk of this as being a police officer — is able to, on the
spot, hand a notice to an individual who is said to be
guilty of a particular offence, and the matter is there and
then dealt with.
If the person who is the recipient of such a notice
wishes to challenge its content, there is an ability in the
system to enable that person to do so by lodging an
appropriate notice, going to court and having a case
heard and dealt with in what one might term the
‘historical’ form. In the first instance, though, what the
PIN notice — as it is colloquially referred to — does is
empower a police officer, in a particular circumstance
where in that officer’s mind an offence has occurred, to
there and then hand out a notice, and the matter, in the
sense of judge and jury, is then dealt with
instantaneously, as it were. The officer makes an
assessment, comes to a conclusion, writes up the notice
and hands it out, and it is all done and dusted.
There are many layers to the use of PIN notices. As a
general principle we think they are a very good idea,
but as ever with these issues it is always a question of
balance across a plethora of relevant benchmarks.
Without there necessarily being any priority about it,
you have to be careful about a number of the
contributing factors. You must always be very careful
about the issue of a person’s basic rights. So often there
is a temptation for the person who is the recipient of a
notice of this nature to simply say, ‘Blow it, I’ll pay,
because going along to court and defending myself is
going to cost me a lot more money than it is otherwise
worth. I’ll pay up and I’ll shut up, and that’ll be the end
of it’.
You have the issue that has been raised by the member
for Box Hill about the way in which a police officer
actually approaches the use of a PIN notice. At one end
of the scale the legislation itself — including the
principal act that is being amended here — makes
provision for official warnings to be given. At the other
end of the scale, of course, a person can be charged on
summons or otherwise and taken to court. In the middle
you have the capacity for a PIN notice to be issued if
the offence in question comes within the relevant
regime whereby those notices can be applied. We are
investing in police officers — and I think quite
properly — an even greater responsibility to exercise
the judgement and the discretion which quite properly
go with the position they occupy. I have no problem
about that, but of course the more you extend the
operation of the PIN notice system the greater the
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breadth of the application of that principle so far as
police officers are concerned.
Ironically enough, while on one hand I think it is a good
thing that police officers are able to exercise their
judgement when they are the ones in the heat of battle,
as it were — they are on the spot, and they are more
usually than not the ones who are best placed to make
that judgement — on the other hand it is sometimes
said, and I have had it said to me by police officers, that
having that additional discretion causes them to feel an
even greater onus of responsibility so far as the powers
they discharge as police officers go. Nevertheless,
given all those things, the intrinsic fact is that issuing
PIN notices is a very important element of what police
officers do.
The court system, of course, is relieved of the enormous
burden that used to go with having every charge dealt
with by way of summons, with people having to come
along to court and evidence having to be heard. I can
recall to this day going over to the Magistrates Court
many years ago with a stack of a dozen files with catch
phrases on the front covers such as ‘Motorcyclist, no
light’ — just key words to enable you to stand up in
front of a magistrate and make a very learned and
important contribution on all the facts and
circumstances which would ultimately result in a
magistrate making a determination as to what would
happen.
Of course with the introduction of alternative
procedures, including the expansion of the PIN notice
regime, an enormous amount of court time has been
saved through having approaches which provide a form
of summary justice that in the end hopefully gets
everybody to where they would otherwise have gone
under the old system. I think in that sense the PIN
notices are very important. From the perspective of
members of the general public, on the positive side,
whether they like it or not, they have through the use of
PIN notices an option available to them that disposes of
the charges in question so that the matters are done and
dusted and they can move on. These are all, I think,
relevant contributing factors. Taken as the sum of the
parts, they emphasise the importance of making sure
that, when we extend the system in the way this bill
contemplates, it is done in a way that meets all the
relevant criteria the nature of which I have just been
referring to.
These amendments are going to make changes to three
principal acts, the Liquor Control Reform Act, the
Summary Offences Act and the Crimes Act. In each
instance there is going to be, on a trial basis, an
extension of the use of PIN notices into an area where I
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think it can be fairly said they were never intended to be
used. It will mean, therefore, that the trial that is
reflected in the terms of this legislation is subject to
review in a manner whereby all the contributing factors
I have referred to are properly assessed to ensure the
effectiveness of this form of approach.
I feel in particular for the police officers who are faced
with having to deal with the absolute scourge that we
see in our streets these days arising from gangs of
youths that have taken to launching unprovoked attacks
upon people who are complete innocents. This is an
emerging issue of troubling proportions from a societal
point of view. The fact that late at night or in the early
hours of the morning a group of young men, fuelled by
alcohol, can take it upon themselves, for the most
insignificant of reasons, or sometimes for no reason at
all, to hand out bashings to persons who are completely
innocent is a phenomenon, given the extent to which
we are seeing it — and it has occurred increasingly
over the last five years — that is extremely troubling.
I feel intensely for the police officers who are faced
with having to handle these extraordinarily difficult
situations. Therefore the introduction of PIN notices
into this area is something that we will need to assess
carefully as this legislation progresses to see whether
the application of this new law best deals with all those
contributing factors to which, as I say, I have made
reference.
One of the points made by the member for Box Hill is
very relevant to this. For the purposes of doing the best
we can to rid the community of the dreadful scourge of
these bashings, which we have seen occur with far too
much regularity over these last few years, it is
important that the people who are guilty of these
offences are, as a matter of first principles, dragged
before the courts and dealt with in a manner appropriate
to what they have done. Having a system whereby PIN
notices can apply across these areas is going to bring
another level to all this, and I think it will be very
appropriate to examine how it all plays out in the way
the legislation is applied.
The extension of the legislation to the area of
shoplifting offences of $600 or less involving persons
aged 18 years or over is a very good initiative. Many
times I was involved in cases of this nature where
people, who more often than not had problems
completely unrelated to the way they had played out in
the form of shoplifting, were put through the tortuous
process of a court hearing, when really what they were
wanting was assistance in different forms, usually of a
medical nature, to be provided by those with the
appropriate expertise.
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Often it was that the actual offence of shoplifting was
simply the public trigger as a call for help for these
people. With the operation of the PIN notice system in
these areas, we have a capacity to assist those
individuals with the help they want while also ensuring
that our retailers and business interests continue to
receive the protection they deserve and need in the
operation of their businesses.
Another feature I want to mention is that the Premier’s
Annual Statement of Government Intentions yesterday
flagged the intention to decriminalise public
drunkenness. The Nationals have concerns about that
intention. Our concerns were expressed at the time the
investigations of the issue were undertaken by the
parliamentary committee responsible for that matter,
and they were ultimately tabled as part of the
committee’s report. We understand and respect the fact
that the recommendation was made by the committee.
Nevertheless we have concerns about it. We have
spoken with the police about the government’s
intentions in this regard. I think it fair to say the police
generally are concerned about those intentions. It is a
matter about which the government should hasten
slowly.
Much of my commentary on those charged with shop
theft is applicable to those who are notionally guilty of
public drunkenness. Of course, some of these poor
devils have a habitual problem which for many of them
is a health matter. In the first place what they need is
treatment from a health perspective. On the other hand,
it is a case of police officers having to deal with these
difficult situations.
There is a case to be made for PIN notices to be used in
a more generalised fashion when dealing with difficult
situations which are completely outside the sorts of
precincts where this bill is intended to go. That would
give police officers an additional tool to assist in
accommodating those who are guilty of that offence,
particularly where under the principal act there is the
capacity to offer warnings and where the all-important
discretionary approach by police is preserved. It would
give them another element to deal with people who are
guilty of that offence as we now know it.
Questions also arise about the extent to which the
system as such is going to be overloaded through the
application of the legislation now before the house and
the manner in which all the enforcement procedures are
going to be given effect. It is important for the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to be able to reach appropriate
accommodation to ensure that the resourcing is there to
deal with the pressures that will arise in that regard.
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In total, though, The Nationals do not oppose what is
intended by this legislation. We welcome the extension
of the principle of the PIN notices. We also caution the
government to be certain in the ongoing review of this
trial that a proper balance is struck between all the
contributing factors to which I have referred.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — The Infringements and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2007 is one of a suite of
measures that proves the Brumby government is tough
on crime. Over a number of years, actually since 1999,
we have seen the Bracks and Brumby governments put
resources into reducing crime. We have increased our
police resources; we have increased the number of
police on the streets. We have also given resources to
police officers in the equipment they use. This is a
legislative tool which will give them even more tools to
deal with crime — and I want to talk about some of
those crime statistics. In the five years since the Chief
Commissioner of Police released her 2003–08 strategy,
crime has gone down 16.1 per cent. In the time since
2000 we have seen a 24 per cent drop, and that makes
Victoria the safest state in Australia, which is a point I
will get back to later.
Of course the purposes of this bill are to expand the
offences for which infringement notices can be issued.
One of those is careless driving and another is shop
theft. I will follow up on a point made by the Leader of
The Nationals regarding shop theft of amounts under
$600. I agree that sometimes shop theft, shoplifting or
pilfering, as it used to be known, is a cry for help where
a person has other social problems. They go in and see
something nice in the shop and pick it up, and it makes
them feel good. It is often a cry for help in other ways.
In the outer suburbs we see a great deal of binge
drinking, particularly on festive nights such as New
Year’s Eve, around Christmas time, perhaps even
around Australia Day when people get together,
particularly young men, and have too many drinks
under their belt, and there is a bit of bravado shown.
We need to deal with that. This gives the police another
tool to deal with that problem through the provision
regarding the consumption and supply of liquor on
unlicensed premises. We see that as an important
strategy in that act.
One of the most effective deterrents to crime is the
feeling that, if you commit the crime, you will not get
away with it but will be dealt with quite speedily.
Having these infringement notices makes it clear that if
you are playing up — in whatever manner under those
offences — you will be dealt with very quickly. Some
civil libertarians have the concern — and it is a
legitimate one — that people might choose to pay the
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fine rather than take the matter further. Of course that is
a decision for the individual to weigh up and make.
These sorts of infringement notices have worked very
well in other jurisdictions. I know they have been very
successful in reducing crime in the United Kingdom.
I want to say that we should be supporting the Chief
Commissioner of Police in her efforts to drive down
crime rather than making outrageous remarks. It
distresses me when people try to undermine the chief
commissioner and the valuable work she, and indeed
her whole team, does. Just today I came across a local
newspaper article in which one of the members for the
Western Metropolitan Region in the other place — I
will not name the member, but he is the Liberal Party
member — ‘cans the cop plan’.
In that outrageous newspaper article he attacks the chief
commissioner, as I understand he did in his inaugural
speech, and calls for her resignation — the resignation
of a chief commissioner who has driven down crime by
16.1 per cent in five years and by 24 per cent overall,
making Victoria’s the lowest crime rate in Australia. He
gives political correctness as the reason for his call for
the chief commissioner’s resignation. In the article he
urges her to call a spade a spade and says we will not
get anywhere on crime until she does so. I find that a
very obtuse remark. I would have thought that the way
to drive down crime would be, as I said in my opening
remarks, to put 1400 more police on the street and give
them the physical and legislative resources they need to
deal with crime, rather than talking about spades.
That member for Western Metropolitan Region not
only talks down the police force but also talks down his
own constituents when he says that he does not blame
the police but that there are places in his electorate
where he would never walk after dark. He is quoted as
saying:
I’m sure that most people in the area would share my view.

He goes on to say ‘people are being bashed’ and ‘it’s
not safe to walk down the street’. My electorate is in the
Western Metropolitan Region and I very proudly walk
in the streets at night. I walk my dogs at night; I walk
through the park at night. I am not afraid, and unless
there is some preselection tussle going on in the Liberal
Party, I am not sure that he should be afraid either! I
invite him to come out for a walk in my electorate at
any time he wishes, and I will accompany him.
In the meantime I call on individuals in the Liberal
Party to support the work of the chief commissioner in
her drive to reduce crime, in which she has been
successful. She has done a great job. With the help of
this government she has put 1400 extra police back on
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the street and put more resources in. Now the
government has given Victoria Police the legislative
tools it needs to keep this drive going.
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This side of the house believes that this government has
been soft on crime.
Ms Beattie interjected.

The police commissioner has a strategy for the next five
years to drive down crime even further. I know I will be
in this chamber in five years time and I will be talking
about the success of this strategy mark 2. In the
meantime I call on everybody to support the trial. It has
a great deal of support amongst the general public.
People have come into my electorate office and spoken
to me about this. They think it is a good step that the
infringement notice system has been expanded to cover
these crimes. This side of the house maintains that this
trial will work. We support the chief commissioner in
her work to make Victoria the safest state in
Australia — which she has achieved — and we will
further that work to make Victoria the greatest place to
live, work and raise a family.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It is very
pleasing to follow the member for Yuroke, and I am
sure that tradition will continue. I am pleased to make a
contribution to the debate on the Infringements and
Other Acts Amendment Bill. The purpose of the bill is
to amend the principal act, the Infringements Act, and a
number of other acts to allow notices to be issued for
certain offences on a trial basis. This was born out of a
discussion paper that was delivered in May 2007.
The bill allows for the issuing of infringement notices
for a number of specified offences under the Liquor
Control Reform Act, including the supply or
consumption of liquor on certain types of unlicensed
premises; being drunk, violent or quarrelsome; and
failing or refusing to leave licensed premises. With
respect to the Summary Offences Act 1996, it will deal
with wilful damage of property of less than $500,
indecent or obscene language, and offensive behaviour,
and with respect to the Crimes Act 1958, it will deal
with shop theft of less than $600.
This trial is set to sunset no later than 30 June 2011, and
it will exclude persons under the age of 18 from being
served with infringement notices. It will also extend the
time available for an enforcement agency to proceed
against a person who defaults on a payment plan. It will
authorise the sheriff and the sheriff’s office to restrain a
person who hinders the execution of a civil warrant,
authorise the court to make an order for imprisonment
in default of payment when ordering partial discharge
of a fine, allow an agency to grant more time to provide
supporting material to an applicant for internal review,
and allow an infringements registrar to reduce the costs
and fees payable where there are not special
circumstances but a reduction is considered appropriate.

Mr WAKELING — Despite the comments of
those opposite, including my good friend the member
for Yuroke — and while I do not have the figures in
front of me at the moment — I know that crime in our
community has increased. I would be happy to organise
for the member for Yuroke to come out and visit the
Ferntree Gully electorate, because I am sure she too
would be pleased to talk to residents in my area who are
greatly concerned about the level of crime that affects
our community. Many people in my area are concerned
about accessing public places. The Boronia and
Ferntree Gully railway stations are two locations in my
electorate where the community has real concerns
about public safety. The Knox Journal only recently ran
a feature story on crime at the Boronia station, and I am
sure the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs would be aware of the issue and that he would
share my concerns about the importance of ensuring we
have a safe community not only in Boronia but in the
broader Knox area.
I listened with interest to the talk about allocation of
staffing. I am sure the member for Scoresby, who is at
the table, would also be aware that in 1999 this
government promised my community — promised the
member for Scoresby’s community in Rowville — a
24-hour police station.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr WAKELING — Twenty-four hours; that is
what we were told. That is the lie that was told to the
people of Rowville. While the building was delivered
with much fanfare and both the member for Scoresby
and I were attendees at the opening, it closes at
10.00 p.m. and then reopens in the morning. The
community was promised a 24-hour police station, yet
the building closes at 10.00 p.m. Crime in the Rowville
community does not cease at 10.00 p.m., nor should its
police station. I call upon those opposite. If they were
serious about crime and if they were serious about
police numbers, they would ensure that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services directed the chief
commissioner to ensure that the Rowville police station
was staffed 24 hours a day, not because of what the
Liberal Party is saying and not because of what the
Rowville community is saying but because Labor’s
policy called for the establishment of a 24-hour police
station.
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As I have indicated, we are concerned about crime.
While we understand there are aspects of this bill which
are about providing ease in terms of issuing of notices
as opposed to potentially having to go to court, we are
concerned about whether or not this will result in a
softening approach on crime in this state. It is
imperative that we still have strong laws in operation in
regard to drunk and violent behaviour. We are
concerned that as a consequence of this legislation there
could in fact be a softening, not a strengthening, on the
approach to crime. I can only hope that as a
consequence of this bill, if it is passed by this
Parliament, we do not revisit the bill in 12 months time
and discuss its ramifications in a negative light.
I also raise concern about the potential abolition of the
offence of public drunkenness. There have been many
throughout this state who have raised concerns about
this issue. As members of this house would be aware,
the offence of public drunkenness has been abolished in
New South Wales. One only has to hear comments and
opinions of members of the New South Wales police
force to know they are deeply concerned about the
impact of the abolition of public drunkenness as an
offence. I hope the minister will listen to the concerns
of the Victorian community and of the New South
Wales community and will take a deep breath on this
important issue and not take Victoria down the wrong
path.
We are also concerned about the use of potential false
IDs with respect to the issuing of infringement notices.
As the member for Box Hill pointed out, this concern is
in two areas: firstly, the use of false IDs, but also with
respect to stolen IDs. The prevalence of false IDs,
particularly among younger members of our
community, is rife and there is great concern that
people may utilise false IDs while receiving an
infringement notice. The other concern we have is with
respect to stolen IDs when an unsuspecting Victorian
may be issued with a fine for an offence based on ID
that was stolen from him or her and they have no
recourse as a consequence of this piece of legislation.
A fundamental issue with this bill is whether or not it
will help to crack down on street offences or whether or
not it will be seen by the community as being soft on
street offences. As I have indicated, the level of crime
in my community has increased, not decreased. The
community is deeply concerned about the message that
governments send about crime. The community expects
the government to be strong on crime and to send a
clear message to those people who choose to be
antisocial that they can expect to receive just
punishment for their actions. If as a consequence of this
bill some people will say, ‘At best I am going to end up
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with a notice or a fine and I am not going to go to
court’, I am concerned about whether it will send the
wrong message to those in our community who
potentially are going to be perpetrating these types of
crimes.
Also, given the fact that offering lower penalties will
potentially reduce the time police spend on potential
prosecutions, will this impact on the way in which
police conduct themselves? Also a concern has been
raised by the member for Box Hill. If no conviction is
to be recorded as a consequence of an individual
receiving such a notice, will it still appear on the
accused’s police record? There are a lot of unanswered
questions around this bill. As honourable members
would be aware, there are many people in this
community who are concerned about the potential
impact of this bill. We will have to wait and see what
impact it has. I hope we will not be back here in the
future having to debate a bill to remedy this bill.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am pleased to join the
debate on the Infringements and Other Acts
Amendment Bill. I am pleased to be part of the Brumby
government, which is committed to the continued
modernisation of law enforcement in Victoria, and I am
also pleased to see that both The Nationals and the
Liberal Party are supporting this piece of legislation.
That is in stark contrast to the Liberal Party’s approach
to the Liquor Control Reform Amendment Bill, which
was brought before the house in December and which
has now passed, I am pleased to say. That bill also
proposed to deal with particular issues in relation to
street crime around licensed premises by giving police
additional powers. I was pleased to see that the member
for Box Hill made a reasoned contribution, as he
invariably does, in support of this piece of legislation. I
am pleased that the grown-ups in the Liberal Party are
in charge on this piece of legislation, unlike the junior
woodchuck member for Malvern, who was the lead
speaker in opposing the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment Bill in the last sitting week.
Within the bill there is a trial expansion of the
infringement system. I will list the offences which are
contained in the trial: careless driving, shop theft, wilful
damage, using indecent or obscene language, offensive
behaviour, the consumption or supply of liquor on
unlicensed premises, and the failure to leave licensed
premises when requested.
This government is tough on crime and the causes of
crime. We are proud of the record we have in having
more police on the beat and giving police the tools to
do their job and good facilities to work from. More than
two-thirds of the police stations in this state have been
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completely rebuilt or significantly upgraded. To see that
we only have to look at the police stations that serve
communities in my electorate. There are new stations in
Eltham, Kinglake, Hurstbridge and Warrandyte, the
emergency services complex in Diamond Creek for
police, fire and ambulance, and extensions to the police
station at Epping. We have nailed our colours to the
mast. We have more police in that area, and the
community has reaped the benefits of that, in that crime
in both the City of Whittlesea and the Shire of
Nillumbik is significantly down.
But we do not rest on our laurels. Victoria is the safest
state in the country. Other states look to see what we
are doing in law enforcement, and we want Victoria to
continue to be the safest state in the country. You need
only to have read the newspapers in recent days to
know that the community is concerned about cultural
problems. Despite Victoria being the safest state, there
is a certain cultural problem with the abuse of alcohol. I
see this as a health problem and as a law enforcement
problem. This trial in particular will give police
additional tools to deal with that aspect of the social
problems we have in Victoria. With those few remarks
I commend the bill to the house and look forward to
hearing contributions from other members.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the debate
on the Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill,
which the Liberal Party is not opposing. The purpose of
the bill is to amend the Infringements Act and other acts
to extend the infringement regime to cover additional
offences on a trial basis and to make various
administrative changes to the infringement and
enforcement regimes. The main provision I want to
speak about involves infringement notices being issued
for offensive behaviour such as being drunk, violent or
quarrelsome, and failing or refusing to leave licensed
premises. There are some other issues which I will
leave for other people to address.
I want to make some points about the comments made
by Labor members. It is interesting to note that every
single Labor member who has spoken — every single
one of them — has said that there has been a reduction
in crime and that the Labor government is to be
congratulated for achieving that. They have been able
to caucus to make sure they are all on song, but it is
interesting to note what the Chief Commissioner of
Police has said. An article in the Herald Sun of
29 January states:
Victoria’s top cop has vowed to reclaim the streets from
violent crime and solve thousands more burglaries.

Wednesday, 6 February 2008

Christine Nixon is wanting to make the streets safer and
to reclaim them from violent crime, so she is
acknowledging that there is a problem.
I will also go a step further and look at the trends for
violent crime and what this government is portraying to
the general public. There is no question that Victoria
has become a more violent community since Labor
came to power in 1999. In 1999 crimes against the
person, including homicide, rape, sex (non-rape),
robbery, assaults, abduction and kidnap — the violence
in our community — have increased from 31 372 in
1999 to 42 138 in 2006–07. There has been a 34 per
cent increase in violent crime in our community. These
are not Liberal Party figures; these are from Victoria
Police itself. These are the statistics that Victoria Police
puts out on a yearly basis, which obviously are
available to the community and open for review and
comment. The Liberal Party has highlighted this over
and over again.
Yes, we understand that bicycles are safer today and
that there is probably less chance that your letterbox is
going to be kicked down. What is more likely is that
people are sick and tired of not being able to get a
response from the local police — but it is not the fault
of local police. Police officers are stressed and stretched
to the limit, so some people are not inclined to report
violent crime because they say it is not of any value.
Our point is that the level of violence under Labor has
increased. It would be good to see someone on the
Labor side get up and acknowledge that violence has
increased significantly.
The Attorney-General has brought in this legislation. I
guess it is a sign that he is going to try to show that the
government is tough on law and order and will take a
number of initiatives to try to make communities
safer — and the Premier was with the chief
commissioner, saying how they were going to reclaim
the streets from violence. However, there is a
contradiction in terms here. For me the issue is that time
and again reports in the Age and the Herald Sun have
said that the government and police are going to crack
down on public drunkenness. The story in the Age says
very clearly:
Take a tougher stance on crimes that begin the cycle of
lawlessness such as graffiti, vandalism, public drunkenness,
noisy cars and dangerous driving.

I say that is fantastic. That is great; that is what should
be done. The Herald Sun says the same thing — get
into it! We would support the issue about boozing. But
what I do not understand is the Attorney-General
wanting to bring in a bill to decriminalise public
drunkenness. Something does not make sense. The
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chief commissioner and the Premier are saying that we
are going to make the streets safe and clean up in
relation to public drunkenness, yet on 29 November the
Herald Sun reported that public drunkenness would be
decriminalised and that troublespot venues would be
charged more to operate a $20 million anti-booze
offensive to be considered by the state government.
Tell me who is right! Is it the Attorney-General wanting
to decriminalise public drunkenness or is it the chief
commissioner and the Premier saying they are going to
crack down on it? This is typical of the Brumby Labor
state government; it is all over the place. What its
members do is see which way the wind is blowing for
the Herald Sun and the Age, and they say, ‘Let’s go and
do something like that and make sure that we’re going
to be flavour of the day rather than have any long-term
and worthwhile strategies to be able to crack down on
this with’.
Public drunkenness is a very important issue, and I will
be voting — boots and all — to ensure that it remains
an offence in this state. Let me just explain why I take
that approach. I was with the member for Benambra
when he was standing as a candidate, and I remember
speaking to New South Wales police. They have
decriminalised public drunkenness in New South
Wales. Let me tell you what a shambles it is and how
hard it is to get rid of public drunkenness as a crime. In
his contribution to the debate the member for Benambra
will point out that the New South Wales and South
Australian police — no matter who you speak to — are
saying very clearly: do not decriminalise public
drunkenness.
The point is that police should have discretion. We are
talking about cleaning up the streets of the crimes
mentioned in this bill, so police should have discretion.
If they are dealing with someone who is homeless or
who is an alcoholic or who has issues with alcohol, it
makes sense that they deal with that differently, using
discretion, and take them to a sobering up centre or to
the Salvation Army; but if they are trying to deal with
some thug — maybe a union thug who has had too
much to drink — then surely the police should have the
right to move them away from the situation and keep
law and order. You give the police discretion, but you
keep the offence.
That gets me back to my point — the chief
commissioner and the Premier saying they are going to
be tough on public drunkenness and the
Attorney-General, who is trying to be soft and cuddly,
coming out and saying he is going to decriminalise it.
The Labor Party needs to send a clear message to the
community about where it stands on law and order.
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Labor members get out there and try to tell us we are
living in a safer community; that is factually wrong.
According to the police’s own figures, violent crime
has increased by 34 per cent under Labor’s watch.
Labor Party members are very keen to decriminalise
public drunkenness, but the other issue — and I was on
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee in the
previous government — is that the offence of public
drunkenness is not just about people being drunk and
disorderly. It is also applies to persons found drunk in a
public place and drunk persons behaving in a riotous or
disorderly manner. That is what public drunkenness
means under the Summary Offences Act 1966.
We need to understand where the government stands in
regard to decriminalising public drunkenness. The
government is all over the place on this, and we need
some clear direction on where it stands. We support the
police in the battle to clean up the streets. We welcome
parts of this legislation, although I am not sure how
police are going to issue a PIN notice to some drunken
idiot in a pub. We will watch the putting into practice of
this part of the bill very closely.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to support the
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill. Having
listened to most of the debate, I note the support that
both the lead speaker for the opposition, the member
for Box Hill, and the Leader of The Nationals brought
to the debate. I must admit I am a bit perplexed as to
why the last speaker was focusing so much on an aspect
that is not actually in this bill — the decriminalisation
of drunkenness — but that will be a debate for another
day.
This package of measures is aimed at achieving
sensible, practical and deliverable procedures that are
part of a much broader suite of government measures
dealing with the issues around rising crime in particular
categories. This is to deliver to the Chief Commissioner
of Police and her team an ability to pick and choose
from an array of options in how they go about dealing
with difficult aspects of several offences — they have
already been dealt with by other members — in a way
that both preserves checks and balances on the rights
and obligations of alleged offenders and equally allows
police to be certain that their procedures are safe and
will be upheld in court should individuals challenge
them. This is something that will continue to be their
right.
The bill should be seen as yet another building block in
the government’s raft of bills dealing with reforms that
have been ongoing from at least 2006. It is a workable
and sensible method to support the operational
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demands of Victoria Police in dealing with the
administrative and practical aspects of policing.
Policing, of course, is getting more and more difficult
in some areas, as other speakers have referred to
already.
The bill also should be seen as a part of a much broader
approach in supporting Victoria Police which the
government has been consistently dealing with since
1999. It should be seen as further support for the Chief
Commissioner of Police and her team. During question
time today the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services referred to the chief commissioner as a
moderniser. This is another part of the modernisation
strategy that will help Victoria Police to deliver
community safety.
It will prove to be a useful exercise in bipartisan
support when the bill proceeds through the house,
because we will be able to say that the house supports
the five-year Way Ahead plan launched by the chief
commissioner last week. As she correctly pointed out,
Victoria has seen a continued decrease in overall crime
rates to the point where Victoria is now the safest state
in Australia. Having said that, there are some concerns.
The chief commissioner went to some length to point
out that binge drinking was a problem. A number of
members have pointed out that the culture of violence
involving alcohol and substance abuse around
entertainment precincts has blossomed in recent years.
This is a part of the overall approach in dealing with
that issue. I am certainly glad to have learnt from the
member for Box Hill that more sensible heads have
prevailed in the opposition than when the member for
Malvern led the ill-fated attempts last year to try to
scuttle the sensible reforms of the Liquor Control
Reform Bill. Even more sensible heads in The
Nationals have prevailed during this debate, and we
also welcome their support. It is interesting to note that
the member for Malvern who may or may not be doing
his numbers for Higgins, is not participating in the
debate on this bill.
The overall strategy of support for police has seen a
record budget of $1.6 billion, 1400 extra police, the
rebuilding of police stations, the changing of police
culture — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr FOLEY — I will not respond to that interjection
because clearly it is factually incorrect. There has been
a 24 per cent decrease in violence since the chief
commissioner came to office. I have the pleasure of
representing the district of Albert Park which has
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serious issues regarding entertainment precincts around
St Kilda and Port Melbourne. This weekend we have
the St Kilda festival which in years past has seen some
nasty incidents, but we are confident that with the extra
resources being provided by Victoria Police it will be
dealt with appropriately.
This legislation is all about giving the police the
appropriate suite of choices in dealing with these
difficult issues. It does so in a way that increases their
flexibility, increases their ability to respond based on
their judgements and the circumstances they find. The
seven offences to be dealt with in the trial proposed by
the bill are complex. In the limited time I have got I do
not intend to go through them because they have been
dealt with by others.
I would have thought this was an opportunity for the
house to act in a bipartisan way in showing its support
for Victoria Police and the chief commissioner in their
efforts to continue to make Victoria an even safer
community, and equally to deal with the real problems
that are to be found in entertainment precincts around
what is the sad growth in the culture, particularly with
young males, of binge drinking and associated violence.
It is pleasing to note that the house will support the bill
and we look forward to it coming into place as soon as
possible. It will allow the Victoria Police to get on with
dealing with the important issue of culture change in
the community.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
have the opportunity to contribute to the debate on the
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2007,
which seeks to amend the Infringements Act 2006 and
to provide for a trial expansion of the infringements
regime, particularly regarding some offences under the
Summary Offences Act, the Liquor Control Reform
Act and the Crimes Act.
Much of the bill details the how, the why and what to
do. It is appropriate for the Parliament to establish these
regimes and codify them, but in general terms I have no
argument with process issues. Provided the process
proposed meets the natural justice test, then there is not
much purpose served in debating it in detail.
It is a trial that will conclude by mid-2011. In general
terms this bill seems to be reasonable and for the most
part I think that is a reasonable proposition. One of the
outcomes I would hope to see from this legislation is a
sharp rise in the number of offences recorded. If the
plan works we will start to get action taken against
people committing these offences so they realise they
are doing the wrong thing. The reality at the moment is
that many of the so-called minor offences go
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unrecorded because it is simply too long and involved a
process to deal with them — whether it is the police
time taken up with charges, court time and so on. It is
not worth the effort or worth clogging up the system to
deal with them. This bill provides an opportunity to
have an alternative enforcement process.
I do not think there is any doubt that, as the nation has
evolved, so too has, particularly in recent years, a
general feeling that we are a less civil society. Certainly
the culture has changed. While I for one do not
advocate a return to the 1950s, whether it be in the way
we play cricket or in any other way, I know there has
certainly been a rise in the aggression levels out there in
the community. I suspect it has been fuelled in part by a
lack of realistic penalties. People can say things and
know that the police are not going to act because it is
simply too much bother. Hopefully this legislation will
go some way towards fixing that. My understanding is
that police statistics will still be recorded because they
will be based on offences occurring and not on the
convictions achieved or the court statistics. But it would
be helpful if that could be confirmed when this debate
is wound up.
The other observation I would make on police matters
is that we still need the police to issue the fines. Until
we get enough police out there on the ground — and I
am not talking about numbers; I am talking about
front-line operational policemen on a day-to-day
basis — unfortunately we are still going to suffer the
loutish, alcohol-fuelled behaviour; it will continue.
I would like to make some observations reasonably
close to home. In recent years in the Mornington
area — not necessarily the electorate but the district —
the population has effectively doubled. Over the same
period we have had a zero increase in the number of
operational police. The number of people has doubled,
but there has been no increase in police numbers.
Someone will probably say, ‘So-and-so has been
transferred there’. Yes, certainly there are more units
operating out of the Mornington police station, but they
were units that operated elsewhere and were serving the
same area, so they have had no effect in terms of
increasing the operational numbers.
Also related to the Mornington area but affecting the
whole peninsula is the initiative for New Year’s Eve.
Thankfully, this New Year’s Eve was the quietest on
record, perhaps not in absolute terms but certainly
relative to the number of people along the peninsula.
We had the usual temporary increase in the
complement. I think the number is about 30 officers,
but I am not certain. It is certainly of that order, which
is not a lot when you spread it across a geographical

131

area the size of the Mornington Peninsula. The
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council put in place what
is in my view a strong but fair local law that put
draconian controls on carrying liquor during that
delicate period. If you were not travelling from the shop
or pub to home, you could be fined. It worked
brilliantly. I congratulate both the Victoria Police on the
peninsula and the council for the way they worked
together and made New Year’s Eve safe. Clauses 7 and
8, which I have been talking about are certainly worthy
of support, but we still need more police on the street,
and if we do not get them there, we will not get fines
issued, and it will have absolutely no effect.
The final comment I want to make on the bill relates to
clause 10, which inserts new section 74A into the
Crimes Act to introduce the category of shop theft. I
find this provision absolutely abhorrent. It is not
enough to force me to vote against the bill, but very
nearly. I am appalled that we would ever consider
treating theft in the same way as we treat a parking
ticket, and that is exactly what we are doing here. Shop
theft is an enormous impost on consumers and the
community. I started my working life in retail, so I
know it well. In fact I was in retail from the age of 14.
The average small business loses between 3 per cent
and 5 per cent of its turnover in theft every year. In the
old days when there were even more serious problems
the Myer Emporium used to budget for 5 per cent of
turnover. I was hoping before I came down to check the
retail sales statistics for Victoria, but I did not have
time. Whatever the figure is, if you take between 2 per
cent and 3 per cent of that and think about what is
stolen every year — and that is what it is; it is stolen —
you realise it is an enormous impost on the community.
From my perspective, to be saying that there should be
a slap on the wrist whether it is a first offence or not,
but clearly when it is a first offence, is sending entirely
the wrong message to the community. I know the
Attorney-General in the second-reading speech talked
about powers and safeguards and ensuring that police
are able to use their investigative powers under the
Crimes Act before deciding what sort of enforcement
action to take — in other words, to issue a notice or to
proceed by summons — but the message is that stealing
from shops is not really a crime. That is not the sort of
message we need to be sending to our community. That
is a disappointing aspect of this bill.
The other proposed changes relating to offensive
behaviour under the Liquor Control Act, such as being
drunk, violent or quarrelling, and the proposed changes
to charges made under the Summary Offences Act —
on the basis that they can still go to the court for trial —
are definitely a worthwhile initiative and worth giving a
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go. The shop theft provisions are a disgrace and simply
should not be there.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise in support
of the Infringement and Other Acts Amendment Bill. I
wish to add a few words in support of the many
speakers preceding me who have also lent support to a
very worthwhile innovation in dealing with crime on
our streets.
This government certainly has achieved a lot over the
years since coming to office in 1999, not the least of
which being the lowering of the crime rate. It is one that
has not come about simply by accident. It is one that
certainly reflects a preparedness on the part of this
government to invest in infrastructure by way of new
police stations, 1600 extra police officers, and thinking
about modern ways of policing and allowing the police
command and police officers to deal with certain
crimes in ways that are innovative and hopefully will
produce better results in terms of reducing crime.
We have here a proposal for a trial to empower police
officers to issue infringement notices on the spot in
certain instances where there is disorderly or offensive
conduct or when alcohol-related behaviour is evident.
The development of draft guidelines will be finalised
with the passage of this bill. The draft guidelines on the
application of infringement notices has been open for
public consultation, which occurred last year. It is
envisaged that under this trial certain behaviours may
be curbed or deterred with the knowledge that police
are able to issue infringement notices. This will not
negate the ability of a police officer to take an offender
to court when the police officer considers the behaviour
to be very serious.
The trial period will be three years. Its impact on the
courts, on sentencing outcomes and on the recipients of
infringement notices for triable offences will be closely
monitored. Normal sanctions will apply with these
infringement notices, and they will be similar to the
sanctions which currently apply to those who fail to pay
their fines. These sanctions will apply during the trial
period.
I believe the proposal will assist with some of the recent
changes made by this government in response to poor
or confronting behaviour in public spaces, particularly
as we have seen it develop in the central business
district. The changes made by the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment Bill, together with those in this
bill, will equip police officers with the power to deal
with offensive behaviour, in particular in entertainment
precincts. That is the sort of support this government is
prepared to give to innovative ideas to combat crime.
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The Liquor Control Reform Amendment Bill gave
officers the power to ban offenders from an
entertainment precinct for 24 hours. Together with the
bill before us, we believe that should bring about some
deterrence to the committing of crimes in public spaces
and entertainment precincts.
There will be protections for vulnerable people who
may get caught up in the issuing of infringement
notices. If a person with some type of incapacity or
disability commits an offence without really
understanding the relationship between the behaviour
and the offence committed, there are checks and
balances and opportunities for the infringement notice
to be reviewed. Large stakeholder organisations that
represent a variety of these groups of vulnerable people,
if you like, will play an active role in carefully
monitoring the application of infringement notices in
those instances. The trial period recognises and allows
for that. It should lead to the collection of very good
research and action information so we can monitor and
review the applicability of the regime that is being
constructed under this bill. I will leave it at that, and I
certainly give my full support to the bill.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The Infringement and
Other Acts Amendment Bill amends the Infringements
Act 2006, which is the principal act and which does a
range of things. The act was set up in 2006 to introduce
a system of PIN notices for minor offences. PIN notices
are personal infringement notices, for those who do not
know. They are effectively on-the-spot fines that are
issued by police. These changes introduce an additional
seven offences for a trial period. Four of those offences
relate to disorderly and offensive conduct involving
alcohol-related issues. Two of them relate to public
order offences under the Summary Offences Act 1958.
The last relates to the issue of first-offence shop theft
for goods valued under $600.
I would like to raise a number of issues in contributing
to the debate on this bill. The first is that it excludes
people under 18 years of age. The bill applies only to
adults, who are supposedly responsible for their actions.
The statement of compatibility talked about the risk of
these new infringements impacting disproportionately
on some groups in the community, and I think we all
need to be very mindful of these changes and to
monitor them to make sure that disadvantaged groups
within society are not affected by this bill. These
include people who have some form of impairment
such as a mental illness or an intellectual disability or
who are experiencing serious substance abuse
problems, as well as particular groups such as the
indigenous members of our community. We need to be
very mindful that those less advantaged members of the
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community are not more severely affected by these
changes than the rest of society.
One of the issues I would like to touch on is shoplifting.
Shoplifting is theft. We should never move away from
the fact that it is theft and that it has a major impact on
the businesses it is committed against. People should
not be able to wander in and out of shops, take things at
will and be forgiven. It is theft. The value is not the
issue, the issue is that it is theft. People who run
businesses feel personally affronted by having things
stolen from their shops. The other issue is shoplifting is
quite often the symptom, not the cause, of people doing
it.
We have read of numerous cases where people who
shoplift have some form of mental condition and are
doing it to draw attention to themselves. We have seen
some quite famous people found guilty of shoplifting,
and it has been shown that they have done it to draw
attention to more serious issues in their lives. By
issuing PIN notices for minor shoplifting offences we
may in some ways be treating the symptom rather than
the cause, because we will not be letting those people
get the attention they need to deal with the problems in
their lives that they are trying to draw attention to.
The other issue I would like to talk about is alcohol
abuse. I put on the record the great job that the police in
my electorate and I think right across Victoria do in
dealing with these issues, sometimes under particularly
difficult situations. In a lot of ways the hands of the
police are tied in terms of how they handle these things.
It is quite confronting to deal with violent, drunken
people and to do it without endangering your personal
safety, which is a major issue.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — The reference is to the issue of
capsicum spray. Having talked to some police, I know
that a small percentage of society is not affected by
capsicum spray, and it is quite confronting for the
police when someone is not affected and keeps coming
at them.
Again, are we treating the symptom rather than the
cause? I get reports that police are quite often not
backed up when it comes to applications for licensed
premises. We are finding that premises are being
licensed to open later and later at night, which becomes
a real issue for police staffing. When licensed premises
were closing at midnight or 2.00 a.m. at least police
were being staffed at their normal afternoon shift levels
rather than at graveyard shift levels in the middle of the
night. As we extend the hours for licensed premises we
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present our policing services with a real challenge,
because people are then coming out of those premises
later and later at night and doing damage, giving rise to
the issues that are being addressed by these changes. I
would like to see more support for the police in terms
of having their views taken into account when
applications for extensions of licensing hours are
considered. It is a real issue.
There has been a change in drinking habits. Because
premises stay open so late, we now find that people do
not go to the pub until midnight. They want to be there
until stumps, so instead of going at 7 or 8 or 9 o’clock
and staying until midnight, they are now going home,
having a few hours sleep and then getting up and going
down to the pub at midnight — and they are still there
at 6.00 a.m. or 7.00 a.m., ready to pour out onto the
streets and cause some of the trouble that we see.
Perhaps a review of licensing hours might make some
of the issues that the police have to face easier to
handle.
The member for Yuroke waxed lyrical about how safe
it is to walk on the streets of Melbourne. I must admit
that there are some places in Melbourne where I do not
feel comfortable going late at night. I think there are
some real issues that need to be addressed. Some of
them could be addressed through a tightening up of the
licensing laws so we do not have these sorts of
problems. The people who go to these places are in
some ways asking for trouble. I think the member for
Yuroke is probably giving misguided advice in saying
you can walk anywhere you like in Melbourne and feel
quite comfortable.
The other issue I would like to raise is that all this
increased policing on the streets of Melbourne is
actually coming at the expense of country policing. We
are finding that country police officers are being drawn
into the city to fill up the duty roster in Melbourne
because there are not enough police to do what needs to
be done, which then creates an issue in the country,
where there are not as many police in residence. Filling
those country spots is getting a lot harder all the time.
The honourable member for Albert Park, in response to
my interjection, said the report in the Weekly Times that
the government is selling police houses to pay
maintenance on other police houses is not correct. I
thought the Weekly Times always got it right when it
came to the government. It seems to get special
briefings all the time before any other media outlets.
You can see a story in the Weekly Times on a
Wednesday morning that is not actually released until
10 o’clock that day. Given that the Weekly Times goes
to press no later than 11 o’clock on the Tuesday, it is
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obviously getting preferential treatment over the rest of
the press.

be issued for offences related to intoxication if you
cannot give it to someone who is drunk?’.

Given the way that stories on the government are
reported, it is obvious there is a payback: the Weekly
Times gets the early release here, and it writes a positive
story for the government over there to make sure it
keeps getting the paybacks. We are seeing that coming
through all the time, so there is obviously this quid pro
quo, where the publication gets a special briefing and
does a positive story. Peter Hunt does it very well in
constantly promoting the north–south pipeline. There is
this real issue about the selling of those police houses to
maintain other police houses and the impact that will
have on country police station staffing.

The first point here is that they must have also
committed another offence. They must have been guilty
of indecent or obscene language, engaged in offensive
behaviour, done wilful damage or failed to leave
licensed premises when requested — or whatever the
offence might be. But if they are also drunk, then of
course you would not issue them with an infringement
notice there and then, because they may not recall it or
they may lose it. What the officer would do is send that
person an infringement notice by mail, or alternatively
they would proceed against that person through the
usual system of issuing a summons for that person to
appear in court.

The Nationals do not oppose this bill. There are some
quite sensible ideas in it, but we need to make sure
those less advantaged in the community are not
disadvantaged by this and that they do not run up a
large number of PINs and find themselves in the court
system because they have not been able to pay the
penalties. I think all members at some time would have
had constituents come into their electorate offices who
are probably among the less advantaged in the
community and who have got themselves into trouble
in the court system and are trying to get out of it.
They have sometimes had poor legal advice that they
should keep fighting when they would have been better
off paying the money and putting in place some form of
payment system; but they keep fighting, the bills keep
mounting and they have a large legal bill as well. They
can have a real challenge to get out of that sort of
situation. I think we have all seen that at times in trying
to help some of our constituents. I reiterate that The
Nationals do not oppose this legislation.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Infringements and Other Acts Amendment
Bill. It is important because it basically gives police
officers another tool in their toolbox to deal with
offending behaviour. It allows them to make a prompt
and direct response to offending behaviour with a clear
penalty — an infringement notice that can be issued on
the spot — and it still leaves open the option that if the
police wish, depending on the circumstances of the case
and the designated offences, they can still proceed by
way of bringing charges and issuing summonses.
A number of issues have been raised in the debate
which I will deal with briefly. These were raised by the
member for Box Hill and echoed by a number of other
speakers. The first matter the member raised was the
issuing of infringement notices to intoxicated people.
He asked, ‘Why have an infringement notice that can

The member for Scoresby and the member for Box Hill
went on at some length about a story in the Herald Sun
about decriminalising drunkenness, saying that that
somehow is in contradiction to this bill. This bill does
not refer to drunkenness; it does not deal with
drunkenness. It deals with the question of people who
might be drunk but who are also guilty of other
offences such as those I mentioned. Being drunk of
itself does not attract an infringement notice under this
bill. That is an important distinction to make.
We also had the member for Box Hill raise the question
of shop theft, which was also referred to by the member
for Swan Hill. A number of concerns have been raised
about this, such as whether there will still be a
conviction on the books and whether the person will
still have a police record. It is quite clear from the bill, I
would have thought, that if you receive an infringement
notice in relation to the offence of shop theft, then you
do not have it recorded on your criminal record.
However, Victoria Police has the ability to record it in
its administrative records so that, if a subsequent
shop-theft offence is committed by the person, police
will be able to take the previous offence into account in
deciding what to do. Presumably if it is a second
offence the person would not get an infringement notice
but would be issued with a summons.
People have also raised the gravity of the offence,
saying shop theft causes major losses to retailers and
shopkeepers and is an impost on their businesses, and
have asked why we would therefore have an
infringement notice system. Of course it is an impost on
retailers, but it is also a major impost on police to be
dealing with shoplifting or shop-theft offences by way
of summonses. It takes up an enormous amount of
police time, and members of the opposition are one of
the first groups to say we should be freeing up police
resources to deal with the most serious offences. An
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infringement notice will act as a deterrent, and it does
impose a penalty. It is an on-the-spot penalty notice that
can be issued efficiently and quickly, and of course if
there are subsequent offences the person can be
followed up.
Also, if there are aggravating circumstances, the theft
will not be treated by way of infringement notice — for
example, when someone has stolen from their
employer. In most cases under the operational
guidelines that will be a circumstance where the person
will be issued with a summons; they will obviously be
charged with an offence and be convicted. Therefore
that is something that employers will be able to check
into the future.
Just briefly, the member for Box Hill also raised the
issue of identification. He asked how we would know
that the person given the infringement notice was the
person who committed the offence. In a somewhat
confused way he referred to under-18s who seek to
present themselves as being 18 or older to get into
nightclubs, bars and so on. This legislation applies only
to people who are over 18, for a start, so we will not be
dealing with under-18s under this legislation.
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We have heard, and it is most definitely true, that
infringement notices are an additional tool to add to the
belts of our operational police officers. There is no
doubt about that at all. If this bill passes through the
house and the police are equipped with these additional
tools, they will receive them quite gladly. From
personal experience I can certainly say that in a number
of areas time savings are made by dispensing with
matters of summary, indictable and traffic offences,
which tie up a lot of time. It takes a lot of time in brief
preparation. It certainly may in time see the return of
police officers onto the roads where they should be,
rather than being hamstrung in brief preparation.
We often see images of our police in the media. If you
look at the visual images of them at some of the recent
tragedies that we have seen up around Echuca over the
weekend and with some of the violence around country
Victoria and metropolitan areas, you will see that our
police officers are looking particularly tired. They are
underresourced and, like me, they are probably carrying
a few extra pounds because the struggles and the
stresses of operational police work are tying them down
substantially.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr Wells interjected.
Mr HUDSON — Irrespective of that, we still have
the same problems now. Whether it is dealt with by
infringement notice or a summons, we still have those
issues of identification. The police have checks and
balances for dealing with that, and if they are concerned
about the identity of the person they can proceed by
issuing a summons.
The concerns raised by the opposition are not really
grounded in serious problems with the bill. I think most
of those matters are dealt with by the bill and will be
dealt with by the operational guidelines. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Infringements and
Other Acts Amendment Bill. This afternoon I have
listened with quite a bit of interest to the contributions
from members from both sides of the house. I will take
the opportunity to raise a number of points about the
practicalities of issuing penalty infringement notices
(PINs). The honourable member for Swan Hill
probably attests to his integrity — he has probably
never received such a notice — when he refers to these
notices as personal infringement notices rather than
penalty infringement notices. Nevertheless, he is a good
member!

Mr TILLEY — Yes, when needed they could
probably exercise physical force; it may assist a little
bit. Nevertheless the police need to maintain their
health. That is something the government could really
concentrate on and see in the resources for our police an
opportunity to maintain their health and safety.
Ms Campbell — Take them down to the
parliamentary gym!
Mr TILLEY — I frequent the place myself.
Nevertheless, I enjoy the runs around the MCG in the
morning.
We are dealing with issues in relation to licensed
premises and this certainly is a precursor of things to
come. As the member for Mill Park mentioned, it is not
even in this bill, and quite rightly so. But it certainly is a
precursor of things to come in relation to the
decriminalisation of public drunkenness.
Once again I can speak about personal experiences. I
can speak from the legal side of the issue about dealing
with people in licensed premises, particularly when you
find them and they do not want to leave the licensed
premises. In all circumstances it is accompanied by
drunkenness. Trying to negotiate with a drunk man and
tell him that it is time to leave is difficult, which I can
attest to, having missing teeth on my bottom jaw from
dealing with drunk, antisocial thugs. I tell you what,
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one of them had a good punch! Nevertheless, you are
not dealing with a reasonable man when you are
dealing with matters of drunkenness. Hopefully, this
additional tool of being able to issue infringement
notices may be able to address the matter. I agree that
this is a trial, and we hope there will be some successes
with the trial.
The matter has not been raised this afternoon, but the
member for Yan Yean inappropriately referred to one
of my colleagues, the member for Malvern, as a junior
woodchuck member or something similar. It is
absolutely inappropriate considering that towards the
end of last year he made every attempt to tackle the
issue in relation to the party buses or booze buses. As I
go through the bill, I see that clause 6 refers to section
113A of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. Looking
through that section, I find it does not even exist! It is
incredibly sloppy. There is no section there, yet the
government wishes to insert a section in relation to
buses having BYO permits to carry liquor on buses. I
think the opportunity needs to given to the member for
Malvern to expand on this issue because this is
absolutely sloppy work.
We are talking about matters of theft. The last time I
looked at the statutes, theft was certainly an indictable
offence. However, these matters of minor theft can be
indictable offences, triable summarily. No doubt our
magistrates courts throughout the state are quite busy
hearing matters of minor theft. We also heard from
other speakers in relation to the impost on retail in our
community. As I understand it, theft is theft. There
should be no excuses. You receive a penalty notice
which only serves two penalty units. Currently a
penalty unit is equal to about $116, so the maximum
penalty from a penalty notice for goods up to the value
of $600 is only $232.
According to the Road Safety Act, if you drive a motor
vehicle on our highways, you can expect a penalty of
$550 for driving an unregistered motor vehicle. This
government certainly is not serious in relation to issues
relating to crime and road safety. It just keeps going on.
The government is rolling out this rhetoric of these
amazing plans for reductions in fatalities on our state’s
roads. Particularly in relation to issues of crime, you
can only cook the books for so long. The truth has an
uncanny way of coming to the surface. I really believe
that that day will come very soon.
Looking at the issues in relation to theft, it certainly
gives a whole new dimension to the ‘five-finger
discount’. Admittedly, if a person is over 18 years of
age and has stolen goods to the value of a maximum of
$600, if they have no prior conviction they will be
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referred to the police for investigation, formally
arrested, taken to a police station and, hopefully,
interviewed correctly on the tape-recording systems. If
the circumstances are appropriate — and it is about
discretion — the police may have an option of issuing
an infringement notice. Nevertheless, I have experience
with thieves and have dealt with many of them in my
life — and, listening to some of the lies I have heard
across the table during interviews, some of the people
around this place have no show on them.
Thieves are pretty crafty; they seem to be clever. From
the time an infringement notice is issued you are
looking at somewhere of the order of 45 days before it
is received, so in that time you could have a number of
crimes committed by someone who was referred to
originally as a cleanskin — that is, a person who has no
prior conviction. After being caught for the first time,
they could go out and commit a spate of offences. By
the time the notice actually catches up with that person,
he could have I do not know how many penalty notices,
but after the 45 days it will then be incumbent on police
to find this person, rearrest him and then prepare
countless numbers of summonses to see that justice is
served, because the penalty notice will no longer be
appropriate.
In the last 30 seconds I have available, I will say in
relation to the Road Safety Act that it will be a very
happy day for the police when they have the option of
issuing penalty notices in relation to careless driving.
But I do have some reservations and some concerns,
because ‘careless driving’ is intended to apply to a
driver who does not pay the due care and attention that
a prudent person would. It is a matter of safety. I hope
these penalty notices are issued properly in accordance
with the legislation.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is with
pleasure that I speak on the Infringements and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2007. Probably like many others,
I enjoyed the meandering thoughts of the member for
Benambra. Lest he be under any illusions, I thought it
might be helpful at the outset of my contribution to
highlight something about the procedures of this house
to assist him in relation to his reference to clause 6. It
also might assist the member for Malvern, who is busy
scribbling about much the same thing. As he, too, is
new to this house, it would be useful to talk about
standard pieces of legislation that come into this house
on statute law amendment.
Clause 6 refers to a section which was removed from
the legislation by the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment Bill. The fact is that at the time this bill
was brought into the house, so was another. It is not
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uncommon that in a particular sitting week a number of
pieces of legislation are brought in and they refer to
pieces of other legislation that are being amended.
What happens in the house about every six months is
that a piece of legislation amending various laws is
brought in to clarify the intent of the house in debating
the legislation on bills such as this, and that where a
piece of law has become redundant as a result of
another piece of legislation that has been brought in, it
is all clarified in what is often called an omnibus bill.
That might assist the member for Benambra in future
when he is wondering how come a particular section
seems to be absent; it is, in fact, the normal modus
operandi of this house.
I also thought it might be useful to put on the record for
the poor old member for Swan Hill, who seems to feel
unsafe around Melbourne, that I would be
recommending he avoid the corner of Exhibition and
Little Collins streets and perhaps the eastern end of
Collins Street itself and that he head more around King
Street north, up around Flagstaff Gardens. It is a very
safe and salubrious end of town. Wonderful people
reside there and occupy that end of town.
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government has in no shape or form gone soft on theft,
and this legislation will not be sending a wrong
message to offenders. Why do I say that? I say it
because this simply gives police an extra tool to deal
with offending behaviour. They will still be able to lay
charges, but they will have an extra option where they
can lay charges. In many cases of theft it will be
appropriate to have an infringement notice and on other
occasions it will be inappropriate. That is at the
operational discretion of the police; it is not for us to
decide.
We also need to be mindful that currently the police
have the option of a cautioning program that enables
them to caution — generally speaking, this is for
first-time offenders and small-time offenders — rather
than lay charges. Also under this legislation and the
recently enacted Liquor Control Reform Amendment
Act 2007 police are able to issue both an infringement
notice in relation to licensed premises and to ban a
person for 24 hours from an entertainment precinct if
they have behaved offensively or have refused to leave
licensed premises. This legislation is excellent in that it
provides our many extra police with one extra option to
assist in their policing and their enforcement of the law.

Dr Sykes — Do you live there?
Ms CAMPBELL — No, but it is a place that many
members on this side of the house frequent, and we can
guarantee it is a very safe environment up that end of
Melbourne.
Back onto the bill, lest somebody be concerned about
that, the fact is this legislation will assist police greatly.
It will assist them in their work in many ways. There
are more police around at the moment than there were
in 1999. There are far more police now who will be
able to utilise this wonderful legislation. Over
800 police who were sacked under a previous regime
have been — —
Mr Wells — Name one! Just name one.
Ms CAMPBELL — Excuse me! I am just
explaining to the house that there are 800 police who
were previously cut who have been recruited. We have
more police on the beat than ever before. We have a
situation in Victoria where the crime rate is down
16.1 per cent as a result of the first five-year strategy of
another wonderful woman called Christine —
Commissioner Nixon. We are working and living in the
safest state in Australia.
People have outlined concerns in relation to shop theft.
I think we just need to be brought back to reality. Shop
theft is still on the books. The police have an extra
weapon in their armoury against thieves. This

Somebody raised the matter of the value of deterrence
with these infringement notices. The fact is that a
person can still know clearly that they have broken the
law whether they get an infringement notice or not. The
fact is that this infringement notice will still be a form
of punishment and will still have a deterrent value.
There is still the option of a court-imposed sentence if
the police decide to proceed down a different path.
My final comment, because I am limited in the interests
of time, is on a point made by the member for Box Hill.
The intent of this legislation is in no way to diminish
the severity of community concerns that we want to
express to offenders. The member for Box Hill raised a
question in relation to the infringement notice being
posted. Quite frankly, after the experience outlined by
the member for Benambra, I think we can all be
mindful of occupational health and safety issues in
relation to the police and also the state of health or
drunkenness of a particular person. If a person is
behaving offensively and dangerously, it seems to me
that this legislation makes perfect sense in that the
infringement notice can be posted. That person will still
get an infringement notice. It is clear in this legislation
that when an infringement notice is posted, the offender
has still infringed against the law.
Part of the reason for this has been outlined very clearly
by the member for Benambra. We should be grateful
for his explanation of what happened to him and of the
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advantages in the posting of infringement notices as
allowed for in this legislation.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to speak
on the Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2007. The bill states that its intention is to establish ‘a
regime to deal with minor breaches of state and local
laws by the issue of infringement notices’. This is
symptomatic of a government that has dropped the ball
when it comes to issues of violence, especially
alcohol-related violence.
You only have to look at the statistics for the
Melbourne central business district to see that crime is
out of control in the CBD, and it is also out of control in
many regional centres throughout the state. What is the
government’s response? It does not know whether it is
Arthur or Martha. The Attorney-General has stated, as
was outlined by the member for Scoresby, that he wants
to decriminalise public drunkenness.
The Herald Sun of 29 November 2007 says:
The submission reveals Attorney-General Rob Hulls wants to
decriminalise public drunkenness …

This government’s get-tough approach to public
drunkenness is to say, ‘Let’s make it not a crime’. That
is certainly one way to make the crime statistics start to
look good: just abolish things as crimes. Where is it
going to end? Victoria could be crime free tomorrow if
we took every crime off the statute book. The
government cares about statistics and spin; it does not
care about substance or about making Victoria a safer
place to be.
Not only does the Attorney-General want to move to
decriminalise public drunkenness, but the government
wants to move to an infringement-based penalty regime
for certain alcohol and disorderly conduct offences. We
will go from a situation where, when an offence is
committed, an arrest needs to be made and the person
removed from the area to one where a person will get a
ticket and not be removed from the area. This is just
another example of how the government has in its heart
the intention of going soft on alcohol-related crime in
Victoria.
We have also seen the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services falsely claim that the opposition
opposed the amendments to the Liquor Control Reform
Act late last year. That is relevant to this bill, because a
number of the offences that were raised in that bill are
also the subject of this new infringement notice regime.
That claim was a falsehood; it was an untruth. I am
worried about using the l-word because of what the
Speaker said to us earlier today, so I will say that the
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police minister stated a falsehood, or an untruth. The
government would not recognise the truth if it turned up
at the front door with a bunch of flowers. To say that
the opposition opposed the bill is complete nonsense,
and the minister knows it.
Fortunately, as often happens in this life we call
politics, the truth came out. On 8 December last year
the Herald Sun published an article by Ellen Whinnett,
its chief political reporter, on these measures. It says:
But Labor sources have confirmed that a nervous
Mr Cameron had told some colleagues he feared he couldn’t
get the regulations and paperwork in place before the New
Year anyway …

This is a minister who knew he was not up to the job,
so he tried to put the responsibility for his own
incompetence onto others. The article goes on to say:
Several MPs —

that is, Labor MPs —
have come out swinging in defence of their upper house
colleague, Matt Viney. The Government Whip had been
criticised for suggesting the laws be sent off to committee,
adding to delays.

The article quotes an MP as saying:
Matt Viney has copped it due to the incompetence of the
minister …

The Labor Party has been eating its own. Labor
members acknowledge the absolute incompetence of
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. In his
desperation to cover up his own incompetence, he tried
to put the blame on the opposition by telling absolute
falsehoods. This is the standard of government we get
from the group opposite.
We have in this bill measures to provide softer options
on alcohol-related crime. The member for Benambra
quite correctly picked up on the fact that clause 6 of the
bill seeks to amend section 113A(2) of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1988. I went to my copy of that
act, which as shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs I
have on my shelf, and looked for section 113A. First I
went to section 113 and read through that, and then I hit
section 114. There is no section 113A.
I was very pleased that the member for Pascoe Vale at
least acknowledged the fact that the government bill is
wrong, but then she indicated that the government,
knowing the bill is wrong, intends to do nothing about
it right now. It wants to pass a piece of legislation that it
knows is incorrect. It is saying, ‘We will get back to it
in 6 months or 12 months time. We will clean it up
then’. It is typical of a government that is not on top of
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the detail, does not understand what it is doing and
thinks that it should be able to inflict its own
incompetence on the people of Victoria by putting
legislation through this house that it knows to be just
plain wrong.
The government has been caught out before. Once a
campaign by the opposition — and especially, I think,
by the member for Box Hill and the member for
Scoresby — exposed the fact that a bill would have
required employers to pay wages in cash in the absence
of written authorisation, the government came into the
chamber pretty quick smart and fixed it up
straightaway, because it knew that it was putting in a
bad and wrong piece of law and that we had exposed it.
The member for Benambra has in the chamber today
exposed the fact that this bill is just plain wrong, and
the member for Pascoe Vale has acknowledged it. If the
government does not come into the chamber with its
tail between its legs and amend this bill in order to fix it
up and get it right, then it will stand condemned and
will be condemned.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — It gives me great pleasure to
rise to speak in support of the Infringements and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2007. Contrary to what we have
heard this afternoon, the bill is very simple, and the
explanation for that is very simple. The offences for
which the trial periods will apply under this bill are:
careless driving; shop theft, which is a particular kind
of theft; wilful damage; indecent and obscene language;
offensive behaviour; the consumption and supply of
liquor on unlicensed premises; and the failure to leave a
licensed premises when requested. It is quite simple. I
do not think people read the bill or listen to any of the
briefings.
The aim of the trial expansion is to give the police extra
power, an extra tool to work with, to combat minor
issues. An on-the-spot fine has a far greater effect on
everybody — it registers, it sinks in, it gets the message
home. It is much more effective than waiting until 9 to
12 months later when they get a lawyer and a social
worker, prepare a case in the Magistrates Court and say
that they had a bad childhood and that is why they are
drinking now. When action is taken there and then,
people realise it. If their friends see it, they get
embarrassed and are likely to be far more cautious in
the future.
It is a very sensible step forward in simplifying the
process, so you do not have to make money for
lawyers. All the suburban lawyers here are criticising
the bill because they are looking after their friends and
hoping to get them more business in the Magistrates
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Court. Nevertheless if people want to challenge the
action, there is still opportunity for them to do so. It is
the same as when you get a speeding ticket in your mail
at home — those lovely letters we receive — it still
gives you the option to challenge and go to the
Magistrates Court if you so desire and have the money
to do so. You are able to defend yourself, or if you want
to put some money into the coffers of a lawyer, the
lawyer will represent you. At the end of the day the
magistrate might find you guilty and you will still have
to pay the fine and the cost of the court procedure plus
the lawyer. I commend the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services for bringing this bill in. It is an
eminently sensible action.
We accept the system of on-the-spot infringement
notices in other spheres of legislation. It is implemented
in other jurisdictions and other countries such as
England, which has had this system in place for a long
time — so why not have it here? It is commendable that
all parties are supporting the bill; however, some people
are trying to put a different interpretation on it. Why not
be honest and straightforward and say that this is a
common-sense bill and a forward step? It is simplifying
and demystifying the legal procedure once again. It is
bringing it down to where the average person can
understand it, along the lines of, ‘You have done
something wrong. Here is the fine issued by the police
on the spot, now pay up. If you challenge the police
judgement, you can go to the Magistrates Court’.
That is unlike some other countries. In the Arab
countries in particular, if you get a fine or are found
guilty on the spot, whether it is following a car accident
or anything else, you do not have the opportunity to
challenge the action in court. It is final, and there is no
appeal; the decision by the police is the be-all and
end-all. Here we still have the safeguard of a protected
democracy. If mistakes are made, people can always
seek redress if they say that they have been wrongly
issued a PIN notice and a fine.
The bill also includes enforcements for the collection of
fines by the sheriff. I commend the bill to the house and
wish it a speedy passage.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I would like to
make a few comments on the Infringements and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2007. The bill has a couple of
purposes, and I want to cover a couple of them in my
preamble. The bill provides for a trial expansion of the
infringements regime during which certain offences
under the Summary Offences Act 1966, the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1988 and theft which is shop theft
under the Crimes Act 1958, will be enforceable by
penalty infringement notices, which we commonly
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refer to as PIN notices. I will comment a little later on
the bill amending the Supreme Court Act 1986 to
provide the sheriff with the power to temporarily
restrain a person who resists the execution of a civil
warrant.
The background to this is that the principal act, which
was introduced in 2006, provides a framework for the
conduct of a trial of the system of issuing PIN notices.
PIN notices deal with minor offences. This bill sees an
expansion of that trial to an additional seven offences in
the areas of road safety, minor property and disorderly
conduct offences. Four of them relate to disorderly or
offensive conduct or alcohol-related issues, two are
related to public order offences and the third one — the
main one — deals with shop theft under the Crimes Act
1958. In other words, we have an alternative process for
the police to use for what they believe are minor
offences. We do that now; we use PIN notices
particularly in motor vehicle-related offences. As has
been discussed earlier today, particularly by the Leader
of The Nationals, the member for Swan Hill and others
in this place, the PIN notice will be issued by a police
officer. Importantly, as the member for Keilor said, the
defendant will always have the option of contesting the
charge if he or she wishes to do so in the court.
The reason why The Nationals are not opposing the
bill, and I support that, is that this will relieve a lot of
pressure on our courts and in our policing. I heard the
member for Benambra speak about how it might help a
policeman. In some ways it might hinder, but in most
instances I am sure it will help. It will give the police
another option, but importantly the bill will also give
the person who has committed the offence a choice of
going to court.
Part of the bill will amend the Supreme Court Act 1986
to provide the sheriff with the power to temporarily
restrain a person who resists them. I want to tell you,
Acting Speaker — you come from the other end of the
state from me — that in my area I am getting
complaints that we have not got sheriffs. The problem
that has been related to me is that since the last sheriff
retired he has not been replaced, and unless they get a
book of people who are to be served with civil warrants
we do not see sheriffs unless they come up from
Ballarat, which is at least 2 hours away. Therefore
people who are in business and have taken court action
against some of these people have civil warrants issued,
but unfortunately it could be three or four weeks before
the sheriff comes to the region to serve the civil
warrants.
Through this debate I am getting the opportunity to
raise the problem that we do not have sheriffs operating
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in some areas of country Victoria. We have seen a
constriction of the service, and I hope that when the
Attorney-General gets up to speak he will respond to
the concern I have raised on behalf of the electorate I
represent. We need to get sheriffs back into our region
to do the good work they have done over many years.
The other issue I want to talk about — it was talked
about by the member for Malvern, and it is referred to
in the bill — is public drunkenness. Currently people
can be fined $100 if they are convicted of that crime. I
have read the article which appeared in the Herald Sun
in November last year and which states that the
Attorney-General wants to decriminalise public
drunkenness. The article states:
Public drunkenness would be decriminalised and trouble-spot
venues charged more to operate in a $20 million anti-booze
offensive to be considered by the state government.

As we know, and from the information I have, each
year about 15 000 people are apprehended for public
drunkenness. It is interesting to note that a lot of them
are apprehended in metropolitan Melbourne, but this
also happens in country areas too. In fact I have been
asked to give a reference for a young fellow I know
who was pulled up for being drunk and disorderly and
will have to front a court.
I get really annoyed when I see alcohol consumption
used as a defence. I am referring not to offences relating
to public drunkenness but to defences for crimes of
violence against women, particularly rape. I have seen
court cases where the consumption of alcohol has been
used as an excuse for committing a crime. Women in
particular and others who are affected by people who
commit crimes against the person find that offensive, as
I do. If people have committed a crime, then they
should be penalised in some way. That might help them
get rid of the problem they have in consuming too
much alcohol.
I refer to another issue. As a board member of
VicHealth I have seen the various types of alcohol that
people can buy, including mixed drinks and lollipop
drinks. It is a real worry for our community. I am not
against the consumption of alcohol at any stage — it is
a fine and relaxing thing to do — but if it is overdone it
becomes a problem. Decriminalising the offence of
public drunkenness is the first step in making it easier
for people to use alcohol as an excuse to get off a lot of
other crimes that have an impact upon our community.
I do not want to take up too much more time in this
debate, but I would say that it is worth trialling this a bit
longer. The measure has been introduced for a trial
period, and I think it is worthy of a trial. But I just hope
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that we do not get to the stage of decriminalising things
like public drunkenness, in particular making it easier
for people to use alcohol as an excuse for committing
other types of crimes.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to support the
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2007.
Firstly, I would like to say that this is a sensible piece of
legislation which provides another option as part of a
trial to assist police in dealing with a number of
offences. I will have to respond in my contribution to
the member for Malvern, although I will be making my
contribution brief.
I think the member for Malvern is a bit confused if he
believes that providing an additional option to assist
police in dealing with these sorts of offences is a
reduction in the seriousness of the government’s
approach to dealing with these issues. I think it shows a
surprising lack of confidence in the police which would
be more in keeping with, say, a member of Socialist
Action than with a member of the Liberal Party of
Victoria, most members of which are generally found
to be supporters of the police. I think it is symptomatic
of a confused response and confused speech which
would have been more appropriate for a members who
was opposing the bill than for one voting in favour of it.
The bill is a sensible measure which provides for a trial
that will hopefully lead to a reduction in a number of
crimes such as careless driving, shop theft — which is a
new offence — wilful damage, using indecent or
obscene language, offensive behaviour, the
consumption or supply of liquor on unlicensed
premises and the failure to leave licensed premises
when requested. This is about giving the police more
alternatives in their policing activities. It is a sensible
and thoughtful addition to the legislative program and
in no way reduces the effectiveness of the
government’s approach to dealing with these offences.
I wish the member for Malvern had taken more care in
his contribution and perhaps listened to the member for
Keilor, who gave a much more concise and considered
speech. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Given the
legislation before the house it is somewhat ironic that,
on the day on which the police minister has announced
a new objective of reducing crime by 12 per cent over
the next five years, we are seeing the parallel
introduction of legislation which is going to reduce the
number of summary offences recorded. Now the chief
commissioner may be able to get a job as a singer with
the police band, because her job will be done with the
passage of this legislation.
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At the last release of recorded crime statistics in
August 2007 we saw in the city of Bayside —
unusually in some respects compared to some of the
other municipalities in the state — an increase in the
occurrence of a range of crimes. There was a 62 per
cent increase in sex (non-rape) crimes; a 71 per cent
increase in burglary; a 28 per cent increase in
residential burglary; and, interestingly also, an
aggregate number of 60 shop-stealing/theft offences.
Under the bill before the house, when these figures are
computed next year the police commissioner and the
police minister will automatically be able to claim a
reduction in the number of offences committed in
Victoria.
I hope that every time they parrot the claim that crime
has been reduced in this state there are asterisked
footnotes under every statement showing that the crime
figures have been readjusted so that they are not an
accurate measure of the effectiveness of the police
work being undertaken in Victoria. We can also take a
look at the figures for the city of Kingston, where it is
interesting to note there was a reported 11 per cent
increase in the level of crime for 2006–07. But
interestingly the number of thefts by shop stealing in
2006–07 was 461, whereas in the previous year it was
615.
While there might be some sage reasons for the bill
before the house, which the Liberal Party does not
oppose, I am left with a question at the back of my
mind as to whether, at a meeting of senior police, they
worked out, in answer to the questions, ‘How can we
get tough on crime, and how can we reduce the level of
reported crime in this state?’, that the simplest way
forward was to cut the data collection base so that they
did not report the level of crime that was occurring.
I think this is a very important point, and I challenge the
police minister to respond to these matters in his
summing up of the legislation before the house. I ask
him to give some assurance to the house that, every
time these matters are spoken about over the next five
years under the five-year Next Wave program which
the police minister reported on to the house today, there
will be an indication that the figures have been
doctored.
I refer to clause 10 of the bill before the house, which
refers to shop theft. Interestingly there is a footnote that
reads:
The Infringements Act 2006 provides that, subject to that Act
and any other Act, a person who pays an infringement penalty
and any prescribed cost within the time required under that
Act expiates the offence by that payment. Section 33 of that
Act provides that, generally, expiation means that no further
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proceedings may be taken against the person for that offence
and no conviction is taken to have been recorded against the
person for that offence. Payment is not to be taken as an
admission of guilt or liability and payment is not to be
referred to in any report provided to a court for the purposes
of determining sentence for an offence.

Furthermore, I think it is of interest to note that the
penalty for shop theft for an amount up to $600 is to be
2 penalty units. Roughly calculated, 2 penalty units
might come to around $232, so someone can steal $599
worth of goods per theft offence and be subject to an
infringement penalty notice of $232. You do not have
to be a mathematician to work out the sorts of
economies of scale in this particular area.
I have strong reservations about how the police will
reduce levels of crime in this state. If it is going to be
done by doctoring the statistical database, then I think
that is an absolute shocker. Every time they refer to
crime data in Victoria in future I will call upon the
police minister and the commissioner of police to
indicate the change in the data collection base that has
occurred. I reiterate: while we have this range of
concerns, it is important to note that in one other
area — the issue of public drunkenness offences —
there may be some merit in the bill. Having expressed
these serious concerns, I indicate that the opposition
does not oppose the legislation.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the Infringements and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2007. This amending bill affects
three acts, the Summary Offences Act 1966, the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 and the Crimes Act 1958.
Essentially this is a trial expansion of the infringements
regime. Seven offences have been selected as part of
this trial. They include certain road safety offences,
minor property offences and disorderly conduct
offences. They will of course be dealt with by way of a
penalty infringement notice (PIN).
One of the aspects we have not seen much debate on is
the road offences aspect of this amendment bill which
relates to careless driving and will involve an
amendment to the road safety regulations. I think it is
an important aspect of the bill. It will enable the police
to issue a traffic infringement notice to those who have
been found guilty of a careless driving offence.
Importantly, it indicates the fact that L-plate and P-plate
drivers will continue to be charged on summons. I
agree with that concept; it ensures that our younger or
inexperienced drivers are educated. They must learn
that if they act in a careless manner they will feel the
full force of the law. On this particular aspect I also
want to point out that the community, particularly in the
Morwell electorate — and I am sure this is so
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throughout regional Victoria — would love to see more
of a police presence on our roads to ensure that people
who commit these types of offences are brought to
justice.
Over the last few weeks in the Morwell electorate we
have seen much media reporting about community
safety, particularly in and around the Traralgon central
business district and entertainment venues. In recent
times this has been highlighted nowhere more than in
the recent high-profile media reporting of the case of
South Australian cricketer Jason Gillespie being
assaulted in the Traralgon precinct. This was
unfortunately not a healthy reflection on the Latrobe
Valley. However, as we have heard from all members
who have made a contribution, it is not just the
metropolitan areas of Melbourne that are prone to acts
of violence and assault; they happen across the state. It
is something we need to tackle, and the amendments in
this bill will go some way to doing that.
In Traralgon we have seen some great initiatives
proposed jointly by the Latrobe City Council, police
and venue operators, and we have seen some federal
government funding being allocated. I must say the
previous federal government and in particular the
federal member for Gippsland, Peter McGauran, played
a large part in ensuring that $150 000 was allocated to
some great initiatives. This has enabled two security
officers to be employed full time at the Traralgon taxi
rank on Friday and Saturday evenings. This has made a
huge difference. I know the local taxi association has
been supportive of this initiative, which has eradicated
some of the troubles that had occurred over a period of
time.
Other offences covered in this bill include offensive
behaviour, being drunk, violent or quarrelsome, and
failing or refusing to leave a licensed premises,
provisions that involve amending the Summary
Offences Act 1966 and the Liquor Control Reform Act
1998. That will again assist in and around the
entertainment venues and particular in the Latrobe
Valley and Traralgon.
The bill also deals with a number of other aspects such
as theft, which relates to the shoplifting of items valued
at or on sale for under $600; we understand that that is
an important part of the bill. The intent of the bill is
obviously to free up court time and give police the
authority, extra powers and flexibility to issue PINs
where applicable. I think overall the intent of the bill is
quite good. My only concern is to ensure that police
have a presence and that we see the state government
announce 350 additional police over its four-year term.
The community wants to see these police officers on
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the beat around the streets, and I am sure police
presence makes a huge difference in eradicating bad
and antisocial behaviour. The Nationals do not oppose
the bill.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is quite a pleasure to
make a contribution to the debate on the Infringements
and Other Acts Amendment Bill. The bill was
introduced in 2007 to provide a framework for the
conduct of a trial expansion of the system of issuing
penalty infringement notices (PINs) to deal with minor
but more complex offending than has historically been
the case.
Today we have heard a lot about the police and what a
wonderful job they do and about how this is another
measure they are being given to reduce crime in this
state. These PINs will be used for relatively minor
offences. The offences they will be extended to are
those under the Liquor Control Reform Act. That act
would be an appropriate area for them to be used in, but
we should remember that as a Parliament and as
members of the community we have a role to play in
educating the community and that education is a greater
tool than PINs but should be complementary.
There are clauses in the bill on reducing offences on
roads. What we need to think about when dealing with
roads are the options that the government could take to
reduce offences on roads. For instance, having flashing
speed signs at all school crossings so that drivers are
aware of where they are would be a proactive thing to
do to reduce the number of offences at school
crossings.
We have spoken about assisting the police, and I
believe that that is a positive thing to do. We should
also give the police good quarters to work in. The
Echuca police station has been riddled by white ants for
many years. The conditions that the police are asked to
work under at the police station in Echuca are atrocious.
If the government were committed to assisting the
police it would provide better premises at Echuca. The
Rochester police station is another case. The police are
expected to work in tight little quarters, and the police
station there is in need of a renewal.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Rodney, on the bill.
Mr WELLER — I am on the bill. I thought the bill
was about assisting the police in keeping law and order,
and I would have thought that that was an appropriate
thing to be talking about.
Driver training is another area where we could assist in
the reduction of — —
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Ms Allan — How is this on the bill?
Mr WELLER — The bill talks about penalty
infringement notices for driving offences. If we reduce
the number of driving offences through better
education, we would then not need to have so many
PINs. The driver training facility at the Elmore Events
Centre would be an ideal place to complement this by
helping to reduce the number of driving offences.
The Nationals will not be opposing the bill, and we
look forward to reducing the number of offences.
Mr Wells — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
we were under the impression that the minister was
going to close the debate. The reason for my point of
order is that the member for Box Hill and the member
for Sandringham have asked some very important
questions about whether the PIN offences will actually
count as crimes and affect the crime statistics. We seek
clarification on that, and we thought the
Attorney-General would be closing the debate to clarify
those points.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
There is no point of order. The minister, summing up.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am pleased to sum up the debate on
the Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2007. I would like to thank the members for Box Hill,
South Gippsland, Yuroke, Ferntree Gully, Yan Yean,
Scoresby, Albert Park, Mornington, Mill Park, Swan
Hill, Bentleigh, Benambra, Pascoe Vale, Malvern,
Keilor, Lowan, Preston, Sandringham, Morwell and
Rodney for their contributions.
In regard to the matters raised by the member for
Scoresby in his point of order, the member for
Bentleigh addressed them in his contribution. He
addressed the issues that the member for Scoresby was
concerned about. This is a piece of legislation that is
about strengthening and supporting the role of Victoria
Police. It is something that the Victorian Labor
government has done from the very beginning, in stark
contrast to the record of the previous government,
which was more interested in sacking police and
closing police stations.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — You can give it, but you cannot take
it. We have just had the member for Rodney attacking
the government in his contribution. We stand on our
record. Over the past eight years we have a proud
record of supporting Victoria Police.
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Mr Wells interjected.
Ms ALLAN — It includes employing more police,
it includes the biggest police station building
construction program in Victoria’s history and it
includes a 22 per cent reduction in crime.
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CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD
HOMICIDE) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Interjections across the table like that are disorderly. I
would like to encourage an orderly debate in the
chamber. The minister summing up without assistance.
Ms ALLAN — As I said, this bill is about giving
the Victoria Police another tool in assisting them to do
their job, just as we have given them more police, new
police stations and seen a 22 per cent reduction in crime
in Victoria which makes Victoria the safest Australian
state.
This is a bill that amends a range of different pieces of
legislation and gives police another option in dealing
with these sorts of offences. It will also lead to stronger
deterrence within the Victorian community because
police will have a greater capacity to issue on-the-spot
fines, which hit the hip pocket and make people think
twice about their actions. It also improves the efficiency
of Victoria Police. It will speed up the dealing of
relatively minor offences and give an alternative to
taking the matter to court. This is an efficient piece of
legislation and it is important to note the bill enacts a
trial only so there will be an opportunity to look at how
the trial goes.
This is all within the context of the Brumby Labor
government supporting Victoria Police, backing it with
extra resources that they need to do their job, backing it
with more police on the beat and backing it with new
police stations. We have seen the results of that
improvement with a 22 per cent reduction in crime.
That is in stark contrast to the mid-1990s when the
Liberal and National parties were happy to sack police
and allow Victorian streets to be less safe because of
the number of police they took off Victorian streets.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Crimes Amendment
(Child Homicide) Bill arises from a measure that the
Premier announced he would implement shortly after
coming to office as Premier, when he said he would
take decisive action against those who perpetrate
appalling acts of violence against innocent and
defenceless children. We all recall the tragic case of
Cody Hutchings and grieve for the terrible fate that he
suffered. We also recall the hopes of many that his
untimely death would at least result in effective action
to dramatically reduce the likelihood of other children
suffering as he did, just as the death of Daniel Valerio
in 1990 led to the introduction of mandatory reporting
of child abuse in 1993. Unfortunately I very much fear
that these hopes will not be realised by this bill.
The central provision of the bill simply takes the
existing offence of manslaughter and gives it the new
name of child homicide when the victim is under six
years of age. There is no change in the definition of the
offence and no change in the maximum penalty. The
government argues that by creating a separate offence it
will break away from the sentencing patterns that have
developed around manslaughter and allow the courts to
establish new and presumably higher sentencing level
practices. Yet, at the same time, the Attorney-General
has linked the likely sentencing back to manslaughter,
saying in his second-reading speech:
As the new offence will be closely related to manslaughter,
the sentencing practices for manslaughter will continue to be
relevant, but may be less constraining than they have been in
the past.

All the expert advice the opposition has received from
practitioners is that the measure is unlikely to make a
significant, or any, difference to the sentences the
courts would otherwise hand down. There are also
other serious problems with the government’s response
to horrific child abuse.
First of all, the new offence can only apply if the
accused is either not prosecuted for, or not convicted of,
a charge of murder. The new offence may even end up
resulting in perpetrators being convicted of the lesser
offence of child homicide when a conviction for murder
might otherwise have been achieved.
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Secondly, the new offence does nothing to deal with the
responsibility of others who had care of, or shared a
house with, or had regular contact with the deceased
child and knew, or ought to have known, at least some
of what was happening to that child and yet failed to
take steps to protect the child.
Thirdly, there have been years of delay in the
Attorney-General’s response to the Law Reform
Commission’s recommended changes to family
violence law, which he received in December 2005,
and in introducing measures such as interim
intervention orders which have the potential to assist
thousands of victims of family violence each year.
Finally, we are still as a community lacking
comprehensive answers to the question of how we can
best identify and protect children at risk in
dysfunctional families and other high-risk contexts, and
act to protect children before these tragedies occur.
Let us look in detail at the provisions of the bill. As I
said, its principal provision creates an offence of child
homicide instead of manslaughter where a person kills
a child aged under six years in circumstances that
would otherwise constitute manslaughter. The bill sets
a 20-year maximum penalty for the offence, which is
the same maximum as currently applies to
manslaughter. The bill makes provision for alternative
verdicts to be returned by juries in cases involving child
homicide in a similar manner and in similar
circumstances as currently apply in cases involving
manslaughter.
Separately from these provisions relating to child
homicide the bill also sets a maximum penalty of
10 years instead of 5 years for negligently causing
serious injury; it splits the current offence of dangerous
driving causing death or serious injury into separate
offences for death and for serious injury; and it sets a
maximum penalty of 10 years instead of 5 years for
dangerous driving causing death, and in relation to
those provisions, the bill applies the newer penalties to
offences that are committed on or after the
commencement of the amendments.
To place the child homicide provisions in context, we
need to look at how the law relating to murder and
manslaughter currently operates and in particular we
need to look at what constitutes the mental elements for
the offences of murder and manslaughter. At common
law, which applies in Victoria, the mental element,
which is what lawyers refer to as ‘mens rea’, for murder
is constituted by the defendant acting with either the
intention to kill or the intention to inflict grievous
bodily harm. In addition the mens rea for murder can be
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satisfied by recklessness as to whether death or serious
bodily injury would result, and in turn at common-law
recklessness is constituted for the purposes of murder
by subjective foresight that death or grievous bodily
injury would result as a probability. It is not satisfied by
foresight of death or grievous bodily harm as a mere
possibility.
When we look at the offence of manslaughter, we see
that it can be constituted in two separate ways. The first
is when death results from an unlawful dangerous act,
and the second is when death results from criminal
negligence. Obviously in the context now under
consideration we are primarily concerned with deaths
which result from unlawful dangerous acts.
It should go without saying that if the conduct of an
offender that results in the death of a child is committed
with the mental element that constitutes murder — that
is, either with intention to kill or intention to inflict
grievous bodily harm or with recklessness as to whether
death or serious bodily injury would result, being actual
foresight by the offender that that would result as a
probability — the offender should be prosecuted for
murder. So we have a situation where manslaughter
may apply at present but where under this legislation
child homicide would apply in circumstances where for
some reason either a prosecution or a conviction for
murder does not occur.
It should go without saying that the maximum penalty
of life imprisonment for murder is a far higher
maximum than for manslaughter or for the proposed
offence of child homicide, and that a substantially
higher actual penalty should result if the offender is
convicted of murder — and that, of course, is exactly
appropriate and exactly what the community would
expect. This bill applies where there is either no
prosecution or no conviction for murder, being the
prosecution that should be brought if the facts support
it.
In relation to the offence proposed by this legislation, as
I have said, all the expert evidence that we have
received from practitioners is that this measure is
unlikely to make any significant difference to the
sentences that the courts would otherwise hand down in
respect of a manslaughter conviction. I refer to the
Herald Sun of 18 August 2007, which quotes Jeremy
Rapke, QC, who at that time was Victoria’s acting
Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP). He has now, of
course, been appointed as the Director of Public
Prosecutions. The article states:
On the new charge of child homicide Mr Rapke said the plan
was laudable but he wanted to see the detail of the legislation.
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The acting DPP cautioned that a new charge of child
homicide could mean some child killers avoiding a murder
charge.

bring under scrutiny the conduct of others involved
with the child and the circumstances of the death of the
child.

‘One of the problems I see with a piece of legislation like that
might be it’s open to criticism that you are diminishing a
child’s death by putting into a category somewhat lower than
murder, giving it a maximum penalty of 20 years’, he said.

The group People Against Lenient Sentencing has also
expressed some views on this legislation on its website:

Mr Rapke said the benefit was that it would help overcome
the difficulty of getting murder convictions in child killing
cases.

So we have Victoria’s Director of Public Prosecutions
expressing very serious concern about how this offence
could operate and raising one of the serious problems I
alluded to at the outset of this debate.
The Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) has also written to
the opposition, and the opposition appreciates the very
detailed and considered views that the institute has
provided to it. I believe institute has written in similar
terms to the Attorney-General. The institute said:
The proposed new offence involves a superficial amendment
with no substantive change to the law in this area. The
maximum penalty will remain the same although it appears
that the charge is designed to encourage judges to give
sentences at the higher end of the range.

Later on it in its letter it said:
The case of R v. McMaster (2007) VSC 133 has been the
catalyst for the proposed amendments. The LIV notes that
this case differs in key respects from other typical cases. The
victim was significantly older than in other cases. The
offender pleaded guilty to manslaughter after a jury failed to
reach a verdict on the charges of both murder and
manslaughter. The sentence given was higher than in other
cases and the Crown has appealed against that sentence. It is
difficult to see how the introduction of a new offence of child
homicide would have made a material difference to the
outcome in this case in respect of either the inability of the
jury to reach a verdict or the sentence imposed by the judge.

One very experienced criminal barrister who has
written to me in relation to this legislation described the
introduction of child homicide as ‘an exercise in smoke
and mirrors’. He said it is the crime of manslaughter
with one added element, namely that the victim must be
a child under the age of six years.
The Crime Victims Support Association’s Noel
McNamara has also written to the opposition. He says
this of the legislation:
It is a step in the right direction, however you could make the
20 years maximum 40 years as it has no teeth, the judge has
the right to set the minimum, and as shown in the past that
some in the judiciary will ‘thumb their noses’ at the law and
will give whatever minimum they feel like on sentencing day.

Mr McNamara went on to make the point that there
also needs to be a law in place which can potentially

After recent events around Australia with regards child abuse
and death, it is now time for all state and territory
governments to look at introducing a law that will hold the
parents of a child accountable for their suffering and pain, not
to mention death.
…
… we would ask the relevant governments to consider
implementing a charge of culpable parenting. This charge
could possibly carry a maximum sentence of say five years
and would also apply to state carers such as DOCS and DHS
as they are well aware of the environments that they are
placing children back into. What this charge would do is send
a clear message to all parents and carers that they have a
direct responsibility for the welfare of children not to mention
a duty of care and as such they should feel the full weight of
the law if they happen to fail this test.

These contributions from the Crime Victims Support
Association and People Against Lenient Sentencing
bear out what many others are saying — that is, one of
the crucial elements in the legislative and legal response
to violence against children and the death of children in
circumstances of abuse is the imposition of a degree of
responsibility on a wide range of people other than the
offender. These people have had contact with the child,
are in a position to know at least some of what is
happening and ought to be taking steps to protect the
child.
This is exactly what has been done in the United
Kingdom. In the UK a new offence of causing or
allowing the death of a child or vulnerable adult was
put on the statute books in section 5 of the Domestic
Violence, Crime and Victims Act 2004. The central
element of the offence created there is that a person is
guilty of an offence if a child or vulnerable adult dies as
a result of the unlawful act of a person who was a
member of the same household as the victim and had
frequent contact with him; if the defendant was a
person in that situation at the time of the act; if at the
time there was a significant risk of serious physical
harm being caused to the victim by the unlawful act of
such a person; and if the accused was the person who
caused the victim’s death or he was or ought to have
been aware of the risk referred to and failed to take such
steps as he could reasonably have been expected to take
to protect the victim from the risk, and the act occurred
in circumstances of the kind that the accused foresaw or
ought to have foreseen.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD HOMICIDE) BILL
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

When the legislation came into operation the Home
Office minister, Baroness Scotland, made a statement
which was published on the website cjsonline.gov.uk,
in which she said:
It is clearly unacceptable that where we know one of a small
group of people must have caused the death, but we do not
know which one, those people should all escape justice.
Where there are co-accused it is sometimes possible to bring
charges of cruelty or neglect against them both but these
charges do not reflect the seriousness of the offence.
The new offence also reflects this government’s belief that,
where adult household members have frequent contact with a
child or vulnerable adult, both the person who caused the
death, and the person who stood by and did not prevent it,
must bear some criminal responsibility for what happened.

That latter part of the Home Office minister’s statement
encapsulates the principle that needs to be captured in
further legislative measures here in Victoria. The UK
legislation was also commented on in the same
statement by Action on Elder Abuse chief executive,
Gary FitzGerald, who said:
Sadly, it’s not just children who suffer behind closed family
doors — anyone can be a victim of domestic violence and
that includes vulnerable older people, but this legislation
sends out a very clear message that such abuse will not be
tolerated. We know from the calls to our helpline that the
majority of elder abuse takes place in the family home and, as
in any abuse situation, can result in the most appalling
outcomes including death.

I should add that the UK legislation defines ‘vulnerable
adult’ for these purposes as meaning:
… a person aged 16 or over whose ability to protect himself
from violence, abuse or neglect is significantly impaired
through physical or mental disability or illness, through old
age or otherwise.

Whether or not the exact elements of the UK legislation
are what we should proceed with in Victoria can be the
subject of discussion, and we can strive to see if there
are ways we can do things better than what the UK has
done. But certainly the UK has introduced this new
offence. So far as I can tell it was done with
across-the-board support within the UK Parliament. It
sets the principle firmly on a legislative basis that
everybody who is involved with a child and who should
know what is happening and stands by and does not
take reasonable action to prevent it, must accept some
criminal responsibility.
In a sense to adopt this legislation in Victoria would be
setting in place a new principle on a par in importance
with the principle that was set in place during the
debates in the 1990s, that professionals who have
contact with children have an obligation to report and to
take action to protect that child. We say that other
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members of the household and those in close contact
with the child have a similar duty. Some measure like
that is going to be vital if we are going to make
significant progress down the road of providing greater
protection to vulnerable children in our society.
As I said previously, another aspect of this issue of
concern to the opposition has been the significant
delays in the introduction of the legislative measures to
address family violence, which of course is violence
that can be perpetrated against any member of a family
household. Back in August this year the
Attorney-General announced a series of measures that
he said the government was going to introduce. He
referred to measures that would make it easier for
victims of family violence to remain in the family home
with their children if they wished, while the perpetrator
of violence would be required to leave; make it more
difficult for self-represented perpetrators of violence to
cross-examine their victims in court; provide a
comprehensive definition of family violence that
included economic and emotional abuse, as well as
other types of threatening and controlling behaviour;
and broaden the definition of ‘family member’ to cover
unpaid carers in informal care arrangements and family
members in contemporary families.
A number of these announcements made by the
Attorney-General are very open-ended, and when
proposals come before the house they will need to be
considered carefully on their merits. But the point I am
making at this stage is that any such legislative action is
now long overdue in Victoria. The government
announced back in August last year that these measures
were due to come before the Parliament before the end
of 2007, as was asserted in the minister’s media release,
which reads:
The government will consult with family violence service
providers, community organisations and others, with a view
to introducing legislation before the end of 2007.

That legislation has still not reached this Parliament,
despite the fact that the initial reference to the Law
Reform Commission that gave rise to the report that the
Attorney-General was given went to the commission in
2002. The commission gave its report to the
Attorney-General in December 2005 so he had almost
two years to consider and reflect on what the
commission had recommended, yet in August last year
he was simply announcing a range of proposals on
which he was going to undertake even further
consultation. One would have thought that, if he had
felt that further consultation was needed, he would have
been undertaking it in the two-year period since the
commission’s recommendation reached him back in
December 2005.
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One of the other measures that has been caught up in
the delay on the part of the Attorney-General is a
measure that was put forward by the Liberal Party back
in 2003 to allow interim intervention orders applying
for up to 72 hours to be issued by police. Under our
proposal they could be obtained with the verbal
telephone authorisation of a magistrate or bail justice,
the reason being that it is often too dangerous for police
to leave a victim while seeking authorisation from a
court. If such interim orders could be issued, they
would offer greater protection for victims of domestic
violence and their families.
Back in July last year the then Premier, Mr Bracks,
announced that from mid-2008 police would be able
under a trial program to issue interim on-the-spot safety
notices lasting for up to 72 hours to protect domestic
violence victims in a way similar to intervention orders
but without the need to go before a court. We have
gone from 2003 when the Liberal Party put its proposal
forward to mid-2007 when the government said it
would introduce a similar measure, but even then it was
not to be introduced until mid-2008 and then only
under a trial program. We all recognise the importance
of effective action against domestic violence, and it is
completely unacceptable that there have been such
protracted delays in the legislative components of
action against domestic violence coming into this
Parliament. It is particularly unacceptable for police
even today not to have the power to obtain interim
intervention orders, something which has the support of
both sides of the house and which we indicated in July
last year we would have been perfectly happy to have
proceed expeditiously through this house ahead of any
other measures the government proposed to include in
its bill.
There is a lot more that needs to be done in relation to
family violence. On top of the specific matters I have
referred to on the legal side of things, we also need to
put a lot more effort into the aspect of identifying
children at risk, working out how we can support
dysfunctional families — families with children at
risk — and how we can intervene in a timely manner
and in the most effective manner to protect those
children who are at risk. In that respect I want to quote
briefly from a letter from MacKillop Family Services to
my colleague the member for Doncaster, which says:
… assertive, coordinated and timely intervention is the most
effective way to prevent harm to children where a risk has
been identified. MacKillop Family Services is very
supportive of the Child First initiative and associated
enhancement of family support services. These initiatives
need to be complemented by additional emphasis and
institutional support for cross-system linkages between
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housing, drug and alcohol services, mental health, justice, and
child protection and support.

In conclusion, the opposition will support just about
anything that will better protect our children. We hope
this bill will bring some benefit to Victorian children in
the future, but we very much fear it will not. The
government has still not demonstrated how the bill will
in practice achieve significantly tougher sentences
when it simply creates a new offence that carries the
same maximum penalty as the existing manslaughter
offence.
The government has not faced up to the really difficult
question of what to do about other people who know
the abuse is going on but fail to do anything about it.
Nor have they faced up to the issue of how to best
identify and protect children at risk in dysfunctional
families. On top of that, the government has still not
acted on the Law Reform Commission’s
recommendations that the Attorney-General received
back in December 2005. There is much more that needs
to be done to protect vulnerable children in our
community. All members of this house need to do
whatever they can to play their part in taking that
overdue further action.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — This
legislation has three essential aspects. The first is to
create the new offence of child homicide, the second is
to increase the maximum penalties applicable for the
offence of negligently causing serious injury, and the
third element is to split the offence of dangerous driving
causing death or serious injury into two separate
offences with different maximum penalties. Without
diminishing the significance and seriousness of aspects
two and three, they really are subsidiary to the driving
aspect of this legislation which brought it to this
place — that is, the creation of a new offence of child
homicide.
Insofar as those other two matters are concerned, the
Sentencing Advisory Council has recommended that
the maximum penalty for the offence of negligently
causing serious injury be increased. Presently the
maximum period is five years, and this bill will increase
it to 10 years. I would say that most of the offences that
are the subject of these charges arise from the use of
motor vehicles. Given that the new, more serious
charge of culpable driving carries a maximum penalty
of 20 years, what this does, it is said by the
government — perhaps with some justification — is to
bring into line the maximum penalty applicable to
negligently causing serious injury. The other matter is
the offence of dangerous driving causing death or
serious injury, which will now be split into its two
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component parts, for want of a better description.
Dangerous driving causing death is to carry a penalty,
which has increased from 5 years to 10 years, whereas
the penalty for dangerous driving causing serious injury
will remain at 5 years.
It is, though, to the issue of the new offence of child
homicide that the principal aspects of this bill are
devoted and to which I wish to address the majority of
my commentary. I might say as an observation that one
always has concerns when matters of this nature come
before the Parliament on the back of the highly
emotional circumstances which surrounded the events
concerning the death of Cody Hutchings and then the
sentencing of Stuart John McMaster, who caused the
death of that poor little child.
Understandably, people get caught up in the awful
emotions that swirl around an incident such as this.
Certainly there can be no greater burden upon a society
than to make sure that we care for those who are the
most disadvantaged and the most vulnerable in our
communities. When you think of the poor little boy
who was caught in this nightmare of an existence which
obviously surrounded his latter years, few though they
were, you cannot help but have your heart go out to that
little tyke. When you think of the way in which he died,
it is nothing less than terrible. For all that, though, the
legislation before us tonight has been built upon an
environment of the sentence having been passed down
on one day and the government making an
announcement via the Premier the following day as to
the creation of this offence of child homicide.
Interestingly also, while the Sentencing Advisory
Council has apparently been involved in the other two
elements of this bill, there was no such involvement, as
I understand it, regarding the offence which is the
primary factor driving this legislation. Perhaps I will
return to those matters later.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr RYAN — As I said prior to the break, the
Sentencing Advisory Council has obviously had input
into the other two elements of this bill, whereas it does
not appear to have had a contribution to make to the
pivotal aspect of this bill, which is to create the offence
of child homicide. One might consider that something
the government ought to have regard to, particularly on
an issue of such critical significance as this particular
piece of legislation. That is more so when one has
regard to the circumstances which have brought this
legislation about.
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I want to tell the house quickly what happened to this
little five-year-old boy. This is the broad summary of
the reporting: Cody Hutchings died on 25 March 2005.
He was five years of age. He was beaten to death, in
effect, by a fellow by the name of Stuart John
McMaster. McMaster had been beating this young boy
for about eight weeks. The coroner later established that
at the time of his death this little fellow had 160 bruises
over his body and two fractures to his skull, there were
tears in different organs and he had massive internal
injuries. All of this combined, of course, to cause his
death.
McMaster was tried for murder in the middle of last
year. A hung jury could not determine a judgement, so
he was held in custody. Subsequently he was charged
with manslaughter, to which he pleaded guilty. It
became apparent in the course of the plea hearing that
this was a man who had been on amphetamines and
prescription drugs as well as a cocktail of other drugs of
a harder nature. It was also established that the little boy
suffered from what is called Williams syndrome. Its
different elements were developmental delay,
behavioural problems, poor sleep and irritable
behaviour. This combination came together in
absolutely tragic circumstances when McMaster moved
in to live with this little fellow Cody and his mother,
and this chapter of events that I have just described
unfolded and led to the death of this poor little boy.
McMaster was eventually sentenced on 16 August last
year to 121⁄2 years in jail, together with another six
months for beating the little fellow’s mother — a total
of 13 years — and he was sentenced to a minimum of
10 years.
The next day, on 17 August, the Premier,
Mr Brumby — who had then been the Premier for
about 18 days — went to the media in the face of
enormous public outrage, and consequently I truly
emphasise that I understand the Premier’s concern to go
out there and be seen to be doing something. The
Premier made a number of commitments which were
reported by Ellen Whinnett and Brendan Roberts in an
article from the Herald Sun of 17 August 2007. In
relation to the death of this little five-year-old boy who
had been killed by this fellow, McMaster, Ellen
Whinnett had a number of things to say concerning the
hearing in the Supreme Court the day before, and she
also reflected upon the press conference of the Premier.
It is pertinent at this juncture to compare what was
reported as opposed to what we have subsequently seen
in the second-reading speech, because in the
second-reading speech there is reference to what the
content of this bill will be. There appears at the top of
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page 4 of the seven pages the commentary from the
Attorney-General that the offence of child homicide:
… will fit into the manslaughter-related group of offences,
with a maximum penalty of 20 years imprisonment;
will be intended to encourage the courts to impose sentences
that are much closer to the maximum term than the current
sentences for manslaughter; and
will identify the age and vulnerability of the victim as an
aggravating circumstance.

Interestingly enough, when you compare that content
with what the Premier actually said to the press
conference when he made this announcement on
17 August, you see there is a significant additional
element to it, because what was reported, at least, was
that the Premier said:
The law could potentially free judges from the restrictions
created by previous sentences handed to child killers, that
critics have claimed are lenient.

That, I would suggest to the house, is what is missing
from this legislation. That is the critical element that is
missing from this legislation. It has gone part of the
way in the proposed amendments to the Sentencing
Act. Indeed one of the very important elements of this
legislation is the amendment which creates the offence
itself. That occurs in clause 3 of the bill, which
introduces a new section 5A under the heading ‘Child
homicide’. That proposed section reads:
A person who, by his or her conduct, kills a child who is
under the age of 6 years in circumstances that, but for this
section, would constitute manslaughter is guilty of child
homicide, and not of manslaughter, and liable to level 3
imprisonment (20 years maximum).

One of the other very important provisions is in
clause 7(4), where amendments are made to the
Sentencing Act. When you follow those amendments
and track them through the Sentencing Act, you see that
what the bill does is make relevant amendments there to
add the offence of child homicide into the definition of
‘serious offence’ contained within the Sentencing Act
and also amend schedule 1, which deals with serious
violent offenders. That amendment carries the message
that this is a crime of the most serious type, because
amongst the other offences within schedule 1 which I
referred to are murder and manslaughter, and then this
offence of child homicide is inserted. But the critical
point is that the maximum period of the sentence of
20 years has not changed. The stated intention of the
government as reflected by the media conference which
was reported upon in that newspaper article was that
what the government was intending to do was to, in
effect, release judges. As the article would have it:
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The law could potentially free judges from the restrictions
created by previous sentences handed to child killers …

The problem about this is that it is not going to
realistically affect the way in which judges actually deal
with these horrendous sorts of offences. Yes, I readily
grant that certainly the amendments to the Sentencing
Act do cast this offence in amongst those that are the
most serious, but in the end the upper element of the
sentencing regime has not changed. It was 20 years
before, and it is 20 years now.
There was a better way to do this, in my view. As a
party, The Nationals have long recommended that
Victoria introduce a system of standard non-parole
periods under our Crimes Act similar to what has
happened in New South Wales. I emphasise
immediately this has nothing to do with mandatory
sentencing. It is not how it operates. What it does is set
a stipulated period for which an individual, convicted of
a particular offence, is going to be sentenced to
imprisonment. It preserves, however, the important
capacity of a judge to have the discretion to vary that
period of time up or down.
Further, it requires that in the exercise of the judge’s
discretion, in the course of that variation if there is one,
the purpose and the reasons behind that variation must
be explained very carefully according to a set of
established criteria, which are also set out under the
legislation. For example, I have with me the schedule
that appears in the New South Wales legislation and
which prescribes that for an offence of murder where
the victim was a police officer, an emergency services
worker or other persons in similar forms of occupation,
the standard non-parole period of imprisonment is
25 years. For murder in other cases, the standard
non-parole period of imprisonment is 20 years. If that
system were operating in Victoria, and if the sort of
significance which the government has attempted to
attach to this offence in the Victorian system were
translated into that system, it would fit very neatly in
the next line of those offences.
It would be possible to have the offence of child
homicide with a period of, say, 15 years attached to it,
and that would be the starting figure that the judge
dealing with the sentence would know was going to be
applied to that individual unless there were reasons to
vary it up or down according to what is otherwise
stipulated in the act. That is the way the New South
Wales system operates. The great benefit of it is that for
the people who are so terribly concerned about such a
dreadful incident such as that which gave rise to the
death of this poor little boy, they would know right
from the outset, before the matter went to court, where
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the basic benchmark was. The onus is then on the court
to explain why there is going to be a variation on that
theme.
Under the system that we advocate for Victoria, the
Sentencing Advisory Council would be intimately
involved in setting those standard periods. It would not
be just at the whim of the government of the day, and I
come back to this fact in the context of this particular
issue. I stand to be corrected about this particular aspect
of it. The Sentencing Advisory Council needs to be
involved, in my view, in fixing these sorts of maximum
periods or in dealing with the sorts of issues that we are
discussing here this evening.
Under the system which The Nationals advocate it
would not simply be whether the government of the day
felt that a particular period of imprisonment applicable
to given crimes was appropriate or inappropriate. The
Sentencing Advisory Council would be directly
involved in setting whatever those periods might be and
would do so in conjunction with the public in the way
in which that council normally goes about its work.
That is our concern. With the best will in the world, in
fairness, and for all the commentary that went on
around it, our worry is that in the end what was
promised by the government in relation to the tragic
death of this little fellow will not actually be delivered.
One other issue that I would ask the government to
have regard to is that there is at least a prospect of this
style of crime being subject to the process which was
introduced by the government with regard to guideline
judgements. There is a capacity through the Director of
Public Prosecutions for an application to be made to our
Supreme Court where there are trials under way which
contemplate tragedies of the nature that we now have
under examination. The court can do it of its own
motion, but I think that if one of these matters comes
before the court — it is the Court of Appeal of which I
speak — then there is a capacity through the Office of
the Director of Public Prosecutions to be an applicant
before the court to have a guideline judgement
established in relation to matters of this appalling
nature. There are things that can be done which would
enhance what the government intends to do but which
we fear may not be delivered by this legislation.
You have to say it is a concern when the peak body in
Victoria, the Law Institute of Victoria (LIV), writes to
The Nationals in terms similar to its correspondence to
the Liberal Party, which has been quoted in part by the
member for Box Hill.
Mr Hudson interjected.
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Mr RYAN — I am queried as to the date of the
correspondence. From reading this email, I can say it is
24 January, if that is any help to the member. The
institute said:
The LIV does not agree that there is a need for a new offence
of child homicide. The proposed new offence involves a
superficial amendment with no substantive change to the law
in this area. The maximum penalty will remain the same
although it appears that the change is designed to encourage
judges to give sentences at the higher end of the range.

The LIV goes on to give its analysis, in part at least, of
where it thinks there are deficiencies in the legislation. I
ask the government to have regard to the views that the
institute has expressed. Again I say that all of us are
concerned to get this right so that the memory of this
little boy and the dreadful events that occurred in his
case can be appropriately reflected in the system.
We have put the issue of the introduction of a system of
standard minimum sentencing, such as that in New
South Wales, to the Victorian community. The member
for Shepparton — the Acting Speaker knows her
well! — circulated a petition through her office that
ultimately had 12 000, 13 000 or 14 000 signatures
encouraging us to support legislation of the sort I have
outlined to the house.
Another factor in all of this that bears examination is
the broader context explored by the member for Box
Hill. Those others who are around a little boy like this,
who know what is going on, have to be brought under
the umbrella to make sure that some responsibility is
accorded to them. Surely in God’s name you cannot see
a little boy subjected to this treatment — actually
witness it — and stand aside, doing nothing in practical
terms to prevent it happening, without having the
position apply at law.
The Nationals will not oppose the bill if there is a
prospect of assisting this little fellow’s memory, let
alone what might happen in the future. Of course we
will not. We simply take the position that there are
mechanisms whereby it can be improved, and we ask
the government to watch its progress carefully and, if it
possibly can, to improve it in the interests of people like
Cody Hutchings.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak in support of the Crimes Amendment (Child
Homicide) Bill. The bill reflects the fact that the
government is concerned to ensure that when brutal
crimes are carried out against children the seriousness
of the offence is reflected not only in the way that the
offence is described but also in the penalties that are
handed down by the court. I think other members have
referred to the bill as ‘the Cody bill’. We all know the
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tragic and horrific circumstances that led to the death of
Cody Hutchings at the hands of his mother’s boyfriend,
Stuart McMaster. He was systematically beaten over
more than eight weeks. The mortician who examined
Cody’s body remarked that his injuries were worse than
those of a man who had been trampled to death by a
horse. Stuart McMaster received a paltry 10-year
minimum jail sentence. It is in response to this sentence
that the government has introduced this child homicide
bill.
The reality is that with these offences against children,
the offenders end up being charged with manslaughter.
In fact 13 per cent of manslaughter victims are under
the age of nine. What this bill will do, I believe — and I
will explain how — is ensure that the sentences given
in these cases reflect the monstrous nature of the crimes
we are talking about, because it will highlight the
gravity of the offence and the fact that the child is
vulnerable to this kind of attack by the perpetrator and
unable to defend themselves against the perpetrator.
The member for Box Hill and the Leader of The
Nationals criticise the bill because they say there has
been no change to the definition of the offence and no
change to the maximum penalty for the offence of child
homicide as against manslaughter. That is true. The
member for Box Hill also claimed that it may result in
fewer people being charged with murder. First of all, to
deal with that point — and I have great respect for the
member for Box Hill and his contribution — this
offence of child homicide gives the police another
option. They could charge them with manslaughter,
they could charge them with murder or they could
charge them with child homicide. So the advantage of
this offence is that it highlights the vulnerability of the
child as an aggravating factor.
We believe, in response to the concerns raised by the
opposition, not that it will do nothing but that it will
encourage the courts to apply a higher sentence than, in
effect, the maximum sentence for manslaughter. How is
that the case? Under the current Sentencing Act judges
are required to take into account past sentencing
practices of judges in cases involving manslaughter,
which over time have probably become unnecessarily
restrictive in relation to the particular vulnerabilities of
a child. This new offence, because there are no
post-sentencing practices in relation to child homicide,
frees up the judges and gives them the opportunity to
think again about the seriousness of the offence and
what the sentence should be. We believe that will lead
to higher sentences.
The opposition says there is no evidence that that will
occur. In fact there is evidence that that will occur,
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because that is exactly what happened after we
introduced the offence of culpable driving. Culpable
driving was and is a type of manslaughter and carries
the same maximum penalty as manslaughter, but since
we introduced that new and separate offence of
culpable driving we have seen the penalties imposed by
judges steadily increase. The reason is because they
have been given cause to pause and think about the
serious nature of the offence and the seriousness with
which it is treated by this Parliament, and they have
been able to impose new sentences for that offence.
The member for Box Hill also criticised the bill for not
containing a provision similar to the UK legislation
which provides that another member of the
household — for example, it could be the mother —
who has done nothing to prevent the offence can be
charged with a criminal offence. Our legislation does
not include that, and therefore in the opinion of the
member for Box Hill that is a serious omission. First of
all it is important to point out that that is not strictly true
under Victorian law. There is a provision in Victoria
under section 493 of the Children, Youth and Families
Act which provides that it is an offence to fail to protect
a child from harm. I have summarised the offence, but
it is a criminal offence, and it is an offence that carries a
12-month maximum jail term. It is a charge that can
only be brought by police after consultation with the
Secretary of the Department of Human Services, and
we can imagine why that is the case, because there may
well be some quite legitimate child-welfare concerns
involved in that case that need to be considered before
the police bring such a charge.
The fact of the matter is that there have been very few
prosecutions brought under that section. There are some
good reasons for that, and they are the same reasons
why there have been very few charges brought under
the UK legislation to date, because bringing a charge
against, let us say in this case, the woman, can make it
much more difficult to gain a conviction against the
perpetrator, because if she is charged with a criminal
offence, she has to be cautioned. If she is cautioned, she
can retain her right to silence. If she is not properly
cautioned, that evidence in any event cannot be used in
a court of law.
The laws of evidence make it extremely difficult to lead
the evidence of a co-accused against the defendant.
Confessions of the co-accused are admissible in relation
to charges against that person, but they are not
admissible as evidence against the perpetrator. That is
why the police do not charge the woman, who in many
instances is also a victim of domestic violence herself,
and that is another factor that we have to think about
here. These are battered women, who are often still in
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the relationship, who are in fear of their lives and who
are afraid of leaving or reporting the perpetrator for fear
of being killed. The UK offence has not been used very
often precisely because of these problems.
What is more effective is using the threat of being
charged with an offence against, say, in this case the
woman, in order to gain her cooperation to provide
evidence against the perpetrator. That is what works
effectively. Section 493 allows us to use that threat, and
there is no reason in addition to that why a person
cannot be threatened with being charged as an
accomplice to murder or manslaughter in order to gain
their cooperation.
The member for Box Hill also criticised the
government for not having enacted all of the Victorian
Law Reform Commission’s report on family violence.
That was an extremely complex report: it had over
130 recommendations; it was brought down in 2006. In
July 2007 the government announced there would be a
major overhaul of the family violence laws in relation
to intervention orders, including giving the police the
power to issue intervention orders and holding powers.
We have introduced holding powers. Those holding
powers, which allow police to hold perpetrators for up
to 10 hours while they go to court to get an intervention
order, have been introduced and used very effectively
on in excess of 850 occasions. They were introduced in
the Crimes (Family Violence) (Holding Powers) Act
2005. The question of overhauling the intervention
powers is a very complex matter. It is a major overhaul,
and it is a matter on which we are consulting closely
with community organisations and with the police. It is
something that we are giving consideration to.
The recent amendments that were passed last year have
been brought in after the police have been trained and
after we have put in place proper police protocols and
procedures so we can give proper effect to the offences
that have been introduced by this Parliament and so the
act can be given proper effect by the police and can be
utilised by them as a tool to reduce domestic violence. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to make
a contribution to the debate on the Crimes Amendment
(Child Homicide) Bill, which has been known outside
this place as ‘Cody’s law’. My contribution reflects on
my portfolio responsibilities of community services and
in particular the child protection aspects of it. The
shocking death of Cody Hutchings horrified and
enraged us all and sparked an important community
debate about the best way to try to ensure that such
brutality never again happens to Victorian children.
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The government has decided that the answer is this
legislation now before the house, and I want to indicate
from the outset that I will not be opposing it. I do,
however, have serious concerns regarding the
effectiveness of the proposed measures that we are
debating tonight.
The bill seeks to create a new offence of child homicide
to apply in circumstances that would currently
constitute manslaughter. However, the maximum
penalty is still 20 years, as it is for manslaughter, and
there is no change to that. When the Premier first
flagged the bill he said it would send the absolute
strongest signal to the judiciary that these crimes are not
to be tolerated and they are to be punished in the most
severe way. But the bill before us tonight in no way
guarantees that tougher penalties will be placed upon
child killers. The community wants confidence that
stronger penalties will be put in place for perpetrators of
such crimes, and I am disappointed to see that those
penalties are not reflected in this legislation.
The other issue is that legislation alone is not the
answer. Also needed is a commitment to making sure
that families are strengthened and poverty tackled so
that we do not get to the stage of children being abused
and ultimately, in some very sad cases, killed. The
causes of child abuse are complex but often they
involve issues of poverty, family violence, parental
mental illness and also drug and alcohol use. In Victoria
we are certainly not insulated from these problems. The
Brotherhood of St Laurence estimates that up to 16 per
cent of Victorian children under the age of 12 are
actually living in poverty, which translates to over
130 000 children. Similarly, over 15 per cent of
children under 12 live in a house where there is parental
drug or alcohol abuse.
The government’s focus on legislative remedies alone
will not have the desired impact that the community
and the opposition seek in dealing with this issue. What
we need, to sit alongside tougher penalties, is a focus on
getting services to vulnerable families early, in order to
stop tragedies from occurring, rather than just dealing
with what is often a shocking aftermath. The most
important service in this regard is obviously child
protection. After carrying out comprehensive
consultation with the sector it is very clear to me that
child protection services in Victoria are under massive
pressure and vulnerable children are at risk of falling
through the cracks. Recent reports substantiate this
position.
Productivity Commission figures released on
31 January this year show that the Labor government
only spends $258 per year per child in out-of-home
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care. This is well below the national average of $336
and is worse than every other state except
Western Australia. In addition a recent report by the
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare released late
last month shows that only 29 per cent of child
protection notifications are actually investigated.
Despite this being the case, almost two-thirds of
investigated claims — that is, almost 7000 — are
substantiated, giving Victoria the second highest rate in
the country. Fewer investigations but more
substantiations clearly means that vulnerable families
are likely to go unnoticed, and vulnerable children
unaided.
This bill unfortunately fails to address the pressures and
the failures early on in the system which are
fundamental to changing the outcomes for young
Victorians. We also know that outcomes for indigenous
children are particularly worrying in Victoria. In fact
this state’s indigenous young people are more than
10 times more likely to be abused than non-indigenous
children, which is the highest differential in the country.
While of all children, 5.3 per 1000 are subject to
substantiated notification, for Aboriginal children that
number is 56.6 per 1000. Indigenous young people are
also 10 times more likely to be on care and protection
orders or be in out-of-home care.
Finally, we know that there are massive workforce
problems, with an annual staff turnover of 20 per cent,
and some centres operating with 25 per cent of
positions vacant. But do not just listen to me; hear it
from Paul Linossier, the chief executive officer of
MacKillop Family Services, a Catholic welfare agency
which has a history of 150 years of providing welfare
services to children, young people and families across
Victoria:
Regardless of whether the bill is passed, assertive,
coordinated and timely intervention is the most effective way
to prevent harm to children where a risk has been identified.
MacKillop Family Services is very supportive of the
ChildFIRST initiative and associated enhancement of family
support services. These initiatives need to be complemented
by additional emphasis and institutional support for
cross-system linkages between housing, drug and alcohol
services, mental health, justice, and child protection and
support.

When the Brumby government said it would tackle
child homicide I presumed it meant it would tackle its
causes, not just add penalties after the fact. I have
waited for a comprehensive plan to resource and
support child protection services so they can help
vulnerable families before they reach crisis point as
well as sending a clear message in relation to the
penalties imposed. But this has not been done.
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The guarantee of tougher penalties has not been
brought in by this legislation, and many children in
Victoria are vulnerable and at risk. As I have said, more
than 7000 cases of abuse were proven last year,
7700 young people are in out-of-home care, and the
experts believe that many more go unnoticed and slip
through the system. This ineffective legislation attempts
to deal with that, but it will not change the outcomes for
these children. We need a much more coordinated
approach to our child protection system so that it is
resourced and supported and has the workforce to make
sure we can deliver safe and protective environments
for our children, particularly those at risk.
Unfortunately all we have at this stage from the
government is this legislation. While I commend the
legislation on its path through the house, I seek further
action from the government to address the broader
issues that we raise in this debate.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise to support
the Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill. This
bill builds on a commitment given by the Premier in
August last year in response to community pressure.
We have bills coming into this house for a number of
reasons. They might be as a result of election promises,
from departmental reports or through other processes,
but I think this legislation is a response to community
concerns over the death of very young children,
particularly the cases which other members have
mentioned tonight.
I listened to the member for Doncaster with some
surprise, because she spent most of her time talking
about children in out-of-home care. It is not the children
in out-of-home care who are being killed. If you look at
the statistics, you will see that it is the children who are
living at home with parents, and I will go into some of
the statistics in a moment. The assertion made by the
member for Doncaster that the government has done
nothing to provide resources for families in trouble as a
result of domestic violence is totally factually incorrect.
It is unfortunate that in trying to put her case before the
house the member has relied on figures that relate to a
class of people who are not representative of the major
group in which these offences occur and made factually
incorrect statements to try to support her cause.
In relation to the arguments put by previous speakers,
which the member for Doncaster also repeated, about
the introduction of the child homicide legislation, I
think the member for Bentleigh quite clearly explained
that the process we have gone through in relation to
child homicide is similar to the process we went
through in relation to culpable driving. The evidence is
already there that this sort of indication from the
Parliament about what it thinks the judiciary might do
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in the future in terms of examining these cases has been
very effective. It gives judges the freedom to reconsider
their sentences for child homicide. You only have to
look at the sentences for convictions for culpable
driving since the legislative changes were made to see
that the penalties have changed quite substantially. It is
fairly difficult to find any evidence to suggest that that
will not happen in this case — indeed I think the
evidence suggests otherwise.
Let us have a look at which children really are at risk.
Through the Australian Institute of Criminology,
Heather Strang has done considerable research in this
area, looking in particular at vulnerable children in our
community. Australia does follow very much the same
pattern as other countries. The information in Australia
reveals a quite similar phenomenon to that found in
other countries — that is, that children aged under one
are particularly at risk and that the number of deaths by
homicide equals or exceeds the number of deaths
caused through motor vehicle traffic accidents,
accidental poisonings, falls or drownings. It is quite a
significant problem with very young children.
Heather Strang worked with the Australian police, and
from them she got details relating to child homicide
between July 1989 and December 1993. In assessing
the number of child homicides which they identified,
she thinks that the figures are perhaps understated. Her
report states:
As with all homicides, an unknowable number escape
detection either because the cause of death is not apparent to
the doctor or coroner, or because remains are not located. A
special question mark hangs over the figure relating to young
children. For infants under 12 months of age one of the
biggest single categories of death (20 per cent in 1991) is
‘Sudden death, cause unknown’.

Those figures come from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics. The report then reads:
It is possible that a proportion of these deaths are deliberately
inflicted but escape detection. In addition, a number of
children reportedly the victims of accidental falls or other
misfortunes may also have been victims of intentional injury.

It is quite possible that this problem is significantly
larger than we understand it to be. However, from
information received from the police, it is reported that
between July 1989 and December 1993:
… there were 108 child homicide incidents, resulting in the
deaths of 126 children under the age of 15 years. This figure
represents around 8.5 per cent of all homicides in Australia …

so it is quite a substantial figure. The report further
states:
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Twenty five of these incidents (20 per cent) involved more
than one victim … In almost all of these 25 cases, the
offender was the child’s father.

This issue concerns children who are living at home,
not children who have been taken out of home under
child protection services, which is what the member for
Doncaster spent most of her time talking about. The
alarming issue for the community as a whole is that half
of the assaults that have been identified concerned those
children who were in the under one-year-of-age group.
The assault of babies is a really emotive issue for the
whole community. We are all concerned about the
vulnerable situation which really young babies are in;
they have no defence at all against people who are
bigger than them. It is a significant problem. While this
legislation deals with the perpetrators of those crimes,
as I have said, there are a number of other issues and
policies which have been introduced to try to strengthen
the support given to those families so that parents do
not get into a terrible situation where violence is the
only answer.
Unfortunately if you look at this issue, you find that
most of these deaths occur in the house. There is a huge
overrepresentation of offending fathers in regard to this
issue, particularly concerning young children. The
survey in the report says:
When the offender was a parent, the offender-victim
relationship was as follows:
for 46 victims, fathers were the sole offenders;
for 11 victims, de facto fathers were the sole
offenders …
for 22 victims, mothers were the sole offenders;
for 7 victims, mothers and fathers or de facto fathers
were jointly charged.

This type of issue is family related; that needs to be
taken into account in terms of the process. This bill,
which was introduced by this government, specifically
picks up on that concern. The second-reading speech
says:
The bill creates a new offence of child homicide in response
to a series of cases over the past decade in which a person
charged with the murder of a young child has pleaded guilty
to manslaughter and been sentenced for manslaughter.

As I said, this issue mainly concerns people who have a
very close relationship. The speech continues:
In each of the cases, the accused was a parent of the child
(whether a biological parent of the child or the partner of a
biological parent).
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In actual fact, to suggest that child protection services in
some ways relate to this problem is really a
misrepresentation of the facts.
I think this bill will be very warmly welcomed in the
community as a strong indication that the government
takes these sorts of offences seriously. The government
expects the judiciary to consider child homicide as very
different to general homicide in the community and to
see this crime as being against particularly vulnerable
members of the community. Therefore the government
by introducing this legislation is sending a very strong
message to the judiciary that we are giving them much
a greater range when dealing with more serious
offences.
The three purposes of the bill are to create the offence
of child homicide; to increase the maximum penalty for
negligently causing serious injury from 5 to 10 years;
and to split the existing offence of dangerous driving
causing death or serious injury into two separate
offences. It also increases the maximum penalty for
dangerous driving causing death to 10 years.
These are significant and important changes that the
community will view favourably. This is an excellent
bill which makes the government’s intentions clear. It
answers the community’s concerns about child
homicide, and the community at large will be very
supportive of this legislation. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the Crimes Amendment
(Child Homicide) Bill. The death of five-year old Cody
Hutchings on 25 March 2006 was a tragedy and a
reminder that we must do all we can to protect the most
vulnerable of our society, particularly our children.
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Crimes
Act 1958 to create a new offence of child homicide; to
increase the maximum penalties for negligently causing
serious injury; and to split the offence of dangerous
driving causing death or serious injury into separate
offences, with different maximum penalties. I should
say at the outset that I am not opposing the bill.
The main provisions of the bill contain amendments to
create an offence of child homicide where a person kills
a child under the age of six years in circumstances that
would otherwise constitute manslaughter; set a 20-year
maximum penalty for the offence, the same maximum
as currently applies to homicide; set a maximum
penalty of 10 years instead of 5 years for negligently
causing serious injury; split the current offence of
dangerous driving causing death or serious injury into
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separate offences for death and for serious injury; set a
maximum penalty of 10 years instead of 5 years for
dangerous driving causing death; and apply the new
penalties to offences committed on or after the
commencement of the amendments.
I have a number of issues and areas of concern about
the bill. Child homicide has the same definition of
‘offence’ and the same penalty as prescribed for the
existing offence of manslaughter, so how it will
produce tougher sentences? The government claims
that the new offence will free courts from manslaughter
precedents; however, the same sentencing principles
still apply. In my view, the bill fails the test. It creates a
new offence of child homicide, but how is it going to
make a difference? Indeed the government itself is
struggling to answer that question.
The bill does nothing to require others having the care
of children to take action to protect the children; it does
nothing in the area of compelling others to act and to
report child abuse or child bashings. As a Parliament
we must ask what we are doing as a society about this.
What is our position? I think we need to address that
question, and this bill needs to go a lot further in that
area.
Finally, the bill may lead to prosecutors choosing to
prosecute for child homicide rather than for murder, or
juries to convict of child homicide instead of murder,
and thus produce lower sentences. It is my view that
this bill is unlikely to have any material effect on
producing tougher sentences, and could indeed, as I
have stated, prove counterproductive. It is extremely
disappointing that the Brumby government falsely
raised expectations that something would be done about
brutal child killings when in fact this bill will do very
little. The government should have done more; there are
no excuses.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I also am pleased to
speak in support of this very important bill before us
tonight. I think all members of the house appreciate its
importance. I will limit my comments to the provisions
of the legislation as they relate to child homicide.
As all members would agree, and has been stated by
previous speakers — I do not have the legal
background that many of the speakers before me have,
so they may be more informed about the law, but I am a
father — I do not think there is any more heinous crime
than one that is committed against a defenceless,
innocent, trusting child, especially by a perpetrator who
is in a position of responsibility and trust. It really
makes you shudder with anger when you think of the
crimes that we have talked about tonight. As a number
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of members said earlier, the death of Cody Hutchings
highlighted the gravity of such sickening crimes.
Of course in the aftermath of such crimes there will be
a hue and cry from society to ensure that true and fair
justice is done. Society demands of the judiciary, and
also of legislators such as ourselves, that the
punishment fits the severity of the crime. Such was the
demand, as you are well aware, Speaker, in the case of
Cody Hutchings — hence the legislation before us
tonight. It is very good legislation, and I must say that I
commend the Attorney-General for bringing such
legislation before us and, as I said before, for the
establishment of the new offence of child homicide.
It is accurate to say that the community believes that
currently crimes such as manslaughter involving
children do not carry a heavy enough penalty or
sentence for the perpetrator. This bill therefore reflects
the community’s concern and encourages the judiciary
and the courts to substantially increase the sentences for
those crimes compared to what we have seen over the
last 5 to 10 years. It always is of concern to the
community that perpetrators of such heinous crimes
against young children are prepared to plead guilty to
manslaughter and hence cop a pretty light sentence —
when I say ‘pretty light’, I mean in comparison to the
gravity of the crime we are discussing tonight.
I note that, as described in the minister’s
second-reading speech, the shortest sentence in such a
situation has been a non-parole period of just
three years, with most sentences being on average
between seven and nine years. That is very concerning
indeed, especially when you consider that, as I said, the
lightest sentence has been a non-parole period of just
three years. I do not have a legal background, but from
my point of view that is an unbelievable situation.
Currently the maximum sentence for manslaughter is
20 years, and this bill will encourage judges to impose
sentences closer to the maximum for the new offence of
child homicide. The vast majority of the community
would agree that a sentence closer to 20 years, rather
than 3 years, is far more appropriate for the type of
crime we are talking about. As I said, I fully support
this initiative, because it emphasises that the killing of a
child is a most serious type of homicide. This is
important legislation, because it sets out to protect
children. I know it has wide community support, and as
usual the Brumby government has gone out and,
through the Attorney-General, ensured that consultation
has taken place far and wide with stakeholders.
This is good legislation, and I wish it a speedy passage
through this house. In doing so I also congratulate the
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Attorney-General and his department on this important
piece of legislation. It is important, and I give it my full
support.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide)
Bill. The purpose of this bill is to amend the Crimes Act
of 1958 and create a new offence of child homicide as
well as to increase the maximum penalty for
negligently causing serious injury and to split the
offence of dangerous driving causing death or serious
injury into separate offences with different maximum
penalties.
In his second-reading speech the Attorney-General
linked child homicide back to manslaughter. The
measures in this bill are unlikely to make any difference
to sentencing. They may lead to offenders being
convicted of a lesser offence of child homicide when
they should have been convicted of murder. The
maximum period of 20 years has not changed. In some
ways the bill leaves us open to the accusation of
diminishing a child’s death. The bill, which to be fair
has been brought in with good intentions, does not
deliver all that was promised and all that the
community rightly expects.
As you spend time in this house you realise that the
majority of members here have come in with good
intentions. They really do want to make a difference
and protect the weak and vulnerable in our society.
While listening to the debate on this bill tonight — and
I know it is a dream — I thought that it would have
been terrific if both sides could have got together before
the bill hit the Parliament to work on the areas where
we all think the same and to make the bill stronger to
protect children, instead of the government presenting
the bill and us standing up and speaking on it. It is not
that we are criticising the intention; we are raising
issues about the effect of the bill and whether it will
actually achieve what all of us so desperately want —
that is, the protection of the young and vulnerable in our
society.
Under this bill child homicide has the same definition
of offence and the same penalty as the existing offence
of manslaughter, so how will it produce tougher
sentences? The government claims the new offence will
free courts from manslaughter precedents; however, the
same sentencing principles still apply. It does nothing
to require others having care of a child to take action to
protect that child, and as I have said before, it may lead
to prosecutors taking the easier way of proving child
homicide when they are having difficulty in proving
murder.
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Under the bill the new offence is set to apply in cases
where the victim is under six years of age. The
Attorney-General’s justification for this decision was
that children under six are ‘generally more likely to
become victims of homicide than older children’. He
attributes this to the greater physical vulnerability of
babies and very young children compared to older
children. I say that that differentiation is minor. The age
limit is arbitrary. Does the government seriously
believe that a seven-year-old stands a greater chance of
fighting off an attack from an adult whose stature is not
only psychologically intimidating but physically
overpowering? I agree that children are at their most
vulnerable in the early years — but so are all children.
All children are vulnerable, no matter what your
definition of a child is.
The Attorney-General also claims that physical abuse is
less likely to be detected in children under six because
they do not have the same social contact as older
children who are of school age. But many
three-year-olds and four-year-olds attend kinder and
creche, and accordingly these children can and do have
many opportunities similar to those of children over the
age of six to interact with others. However, this is not
the point. The point is that children above the age of six
are more advanced in their intellectual development and
thus can acquire skills to help them conceal their abuse
more effectively than a younger child can. These older
children are at a hidden risk because of these learned
abilities.
Warning signs of abuse will often go unnoticed because
older children tend to hide them out of embarrassment
or loyalty to a parent, or simply because they do not
know what else to do. To the outside world, many such
victims are labelled erroneously as being shy, when
they are really withdrawn and suffering the effects of
trauma. This is when the abuse has the potential to
escalate to homicide. I do not think this bill goes far
enough to protect those children over the age of six —
it does not do anything extra for them — and surely it
could have greater impact.
I would like to raise the issue of plea bargaining. In an
Australian law study by Kathy Mack and Sharyn Roach
Anleu in 1997 it was found that, in recognition of the
fact that a guilty plea saves time and expense and
relieves congestion in the courts, it is an established
practice for an automatic reduction in a sentence to be
given, no matter how serious the crime. The principle
guiding the decision to offer a plea bargain is supposed
to be the presence or absence of remorse. However, as
Mack and Anleu found, this principle has been
inconsistently applied in Australian courts.
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The Australian Childhood Foundation chief executive
officer, Joe Tucci, has called for the abolition of plea
bargaining altogether in child homicide cases. I do not
believe this is the answer, as plea bargaining may be
appropriate in some cases where there are extenuating
circumstances. Instead, I support measures to promote
consistency in the application of plea bargaining in
cases where remorse has been adequately tested.
As I see it, there is a third problem with this bill. In the
United Kingdom under the Domestic Violence, Crime
and Victims Act of 2004 a new charge was introduced
which has been discussed by previous speakers. That
act allows any person in a household to be prosecuted
for failing to intervene to protect a child victim of
domestic crime. In other words, the act recognises that
family members have an undeniable duty of care for
children. Inaction of parents, family members or other
carers must be considered a contributing factor when
determining the cause of a child’s death.
This bill does nothing to demand that carers, whether
family members or not, take responsibility for the child
under their protection. Children are dependent upon
adult intervention. For this reason I call on the
government to implement practices that will not only
require family members to report abuse but also take
children who are injured to hospital, so they can receive
treatment that may save their lives.
I am not saying that we should copy the English
familial homicide act completely, but I think we have to
look at which parts are working and how we can use
them to strengthen the protection of children in this
country.
In doing research on this bill it distressed me to read
that the Victorian Child Death Review Committee
report released in 2007 said the government was
notified of 37 991 cases of child abuse in 2006, yet only
26 465 were investigated. Clearly it is not just some
families that are guilty of inaction. The sheer volume of
child abuse begs the question. What is the government
doing to support these legislative changes with more
changes to social policy and more funding in those
areas? It is ignoring the broader social issues
underpinning maltreatment. Reports have been written
that talk about child deaths and other indications of the
failure of the child protection services.
If I was writing the bill I would like to see included a
clause that formally recognises the cumulative effects
of abuse which results in a child’s death. There is a
need to acknowledge that, with children, murder can
result after a period of time through severe and repeated
injury, not necessarily one violent attack. This would
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provide judges with the necessary scope to exercise
greater discretion and impose the toughest possible
sentence where appropriate. The Leader of The
Nationals talked at some length about the injuries
which have been inflicted on children and which
highlighted the need for this legislation. I find it
difficult to talk about because I get very emotional
about anything involving the abuse of small children.
That is why I am reading more of my notes than I
would normally; I need to concentrate on what I want
to say.
We have a duty of care just as much as the carers of
young children have a duty of care. We must do all we
can to provide legislation to help the courts, because
punishment can be a deterrent to others. I cannot think
of how anyone could systematically and continually
abuse a small child. It is beyond my comprehension.
We must protect those who are most vulnerable. The
government needs to make a statement to anyone
contemplating committing such horrendous acts. Only
by making the punishment fit the crime will this
legislation have any chance of deterring offenders from
taking the life of a child and achieving their objective.
As I said at the beginning of my comments, this bill
may have been brought in with the best of intentions,
but it does not deliver what was promised and what was
expected.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I too am very pleased to
rise and speak in support of the Crimes Amendment
(Child Homicide) Bill 2007. This bill has two main
parts. One part is to introduce the offence of child
homicide and the other part is to increase the maximum
penalty for the offence of negligently causing serious
injury and dangerous driving causing death.
Generally speaking, the bill is in response to
community concern with the sentences handed down
by the courts to offenders who kill children. I want to
mention a few statistics that I find personally
horrifying. In each of the cases the accused was a
parent of the child, whether a biological parent or the
partner of a biological parent. I cannot conceive how a
parent can kill their child. I have no conception of how
that could occur, but unfortunately it does. In almost all
of the cases the accused person was male, and in all the
cases except one the victim was between three weeks
and three years old. The victims of these crimes are
very young and defenceless children. The shortest
sentence was 5 years and 6 months with a non-parole
period of 3 years. In all but one case the longest
sentence was 10 years, with a non-parole period of
7 years. Most of the sentences were in the 7-to-9-year
range.
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Considering that this type of murder takes away the life
of a child who may reasonably be expected to live for
70 or 80 years, it is a heinous crime. I try to make a
point in this place of speaking on bills that this
government introduces to protect our children, women
and families. Over the past few years there have been
many pieces of legislation introduced into this
Parliament to protect the most vulnerable and
defenceless members of our community, and this is
another piece of such legislation.
Sometimes legislation such as this is a long time
coming. I can go back almost 18 years to when I was a
young mother with three young children. I remember
being horrified at that time by the death of one
particular child that highlighted the disgraceful nature
of this crime, including the suffering that some children
endure at the hands of their murderers. That child was
Daniel Valerio, who was killed by his mother’s de facto
husband on 8 September 1990.
Here are a few of the time lines in the case of that child.
The autopsy found that Daniel had been systematically
abused over a number of years. His little body was
riddled with injuries. I recall, all those years ago, seeing
his little face, the photograph of which I have from a
Time article dated 8 March 1993. It shows the bruises
that were on his little face as he sat for photos. I
remember back then that this case prompted the
introduction of mandatory reporting, whereby teachers,
doctors and other health professionals, if they
reasonably believe that a child is being abused, can
report that abuse. I also have here a graph showing the
number of mandatory reports, starting from the time of
Daniel Valerio’s death. I truly hope that many
children’s lives have been saved by mandatory
reporting.
This government has also, through the efforts of the
ministers responsible over the past few years, increased
funding for community services and child protection. It
has appointed ministers for children and early
childhood development; and as I said, with this piece of
legislation we are now legislating against child
homicide. I hope this protects little children. I have here
another headline from 2002 about anger over the deaths
of tiny victims. The article contains a list of little
children whose parents had been convicted of
murdering them. Their suffering is absolutely
unbelievable.
I have heard a few comments from the opposition, as I
have been sitting here, on what more the government
could do. I would like to quote from an article entitled
‘The road to mandatory reporting’, referring to 6 April
1993:
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The state government —

that is, the Kennett government —
announces funding cuts of more than $250 million in health
and community welfare services.

If you contrast that with the attention and the protection
that this government has focused on children’s services,
it really makes a mockery of what is being said by the
opposition. I am proud to stand here and speak in
support of this bill, and I commend it to the house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide)
Bill. The bill creates a new offence of child homicide
and increases the maximum penalty for the offence of
negligently causing serious injury. It also splits the
offence of dangerous driving causing death or serious
injury into separate offences with different maximum
sentences.
The new offence of child homicide will now apply to
victims who are under six years of age. The reasons
given for stipulating that age are that children under six
are very vulnerable because they are not yet at school
and do not come under the mandatory reporting regime
that was introduced previously. Once a child goes to
school the teacher or whoever else is there is able to see
whether the child is silent or quiet or has unexplained
bruises or unexplained injuries. These children live at
home and are obviously in the privacy of the home, so I
guess the fact that these children are under six is a
reason to make sure they are protected.
For a number of years the community has been calling
for appropriate sentences for people who kill young
children. Members of the community are very angry
about sentences they believe are too lenient for these
types of crimes. The second-reading speech states that
it is important to ensure that the criminal law enables
the courts to impose an appropriate sentence on a
person who kills an infant or a young child. Some
instances reported in the media and the papers recently
have involved judges imposing sentences on child
killers that the community believes are far too lenient.
Because of the outrage in the community over the last
year the sentences have been appealed by the Director
of Public Prosecutions to the Court of Appeal.
As the Leader of The Nationals said in his contribution,
The Nationals have been calling for standard minimum
sentences for a number of years. I presented to this
place a number of years ago a petition containing
12 500 signatures because of the outrage when two
Toolamba girls were raped and killed by a perpetrator
who had a 20-year violent history and had been in jail
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for only a limited amount of time. The wording of the
petition asked the government to impose minimum jail
sentences on those who commit violent sex crimes,
violent crimes against vulnerable elderly people and
violent crimes against children. Back then the
community understood that we have to protect these
young children; they are the silent victims and
somebody needs to stand up for them.
As the Leader of The Nationals said, the judge will still
have some discretion to vary a sentence but only for
those reasons contained in legislation. We would hope
the Sentencing Advisory Council will be the body to
determine what the minimum sentence will be together
with the community, the judiciary and also the
Parliament.
We have talked about this law coming in because of
Cody Hutchings, and it has been called ‘Cody’s law’.
But it goes further than that. Last year there were seven
tragic child deaths. As I said earlier, they are the silent
victims. The member for Essendon said that most of the
abuse has come from fathers or the male partners of the
mothers of the children in question. This is certainly the
case in the seven instances. I will briefly go through
them.
Cody Hutchings, whom everybody has spoken about at
length, was a five-year-old boy who was beaten to
death by his mother’s partner. The partner was
supposedly under the influence of drugs. His name is
Stuart John McMaster. Cody was covered in more than
160 bruises. He had two fractures to his skull and
horrific internal injuries. Mr McMaster inflicted these
injuries in the weeks before Cody’s death. He used a
reinforced leather belt to discipline Cody, who had a
cognitive disability. Mr McMaster pleaded guilty to
manslaughter and was sentenced to 10 years jail in
August last year. This was appealed by the Director of
Public Prosecutions because of the leniency of the
sentence and the outrage.
I want to put on record the circumstances relating to a
number of other young people. Rachael Joy Arney was
a five-month-old little girl who died from a perforated
small intestine after having suffered repeated assaults
by her father, David Scott Arney. She had a fractured
skull, bleeding on the brain, fractured ribs, a bleeding
liver and bruises on the head, the face, the neck and the
chest. Her father was sentenced to nine years jail with a
minimum of five years. In June 2007 the Court of
Appeal increased Mr Arney’s sentence by three years.
Isaiah was a four-week-old boy who died of a brain
injury when his father, Tomas Klano, shook him. He
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was sentenced to five years jail with a minimum of two
years.
Liliana Lam, a three-year-old girl, bled to death from an
internal abdominal injury when her stepfather, Phong
Gia Quach, pressed the full weight of his body on this
little girl and pushed her against the edge of a bathroom
sink. He admitted that he pushed on Liliana’s stomach
up to 10 times in the weeks before her death. Mr Quach
was sentenced to 11 years jail with a non-parole period
of eight years.
Then there were the Farquharson children. Jai, 10 years
old, Tyler, 7 years old, and Bailey, 2 years old, were
drowned in a farm dam when their father, Robert
Farquharson, drove into a dam on Father’s Day
because, as he said, he blacked out due to a coughing
fit. He swam to safety and allowed the young children
to drown because he wanted to make his wife suffer.
That evidence came out in the court. He was sentenced
to life without parole, and he is going to appeal that
sentence.
As other members have said, this raises bigger issues
about people who are addicted to drugs and who care
for children and about people who are on some sort of
order or watch by the department to make sure
somebody is looking after the children. The member for
Box Hill and the Leader of The Nationals spoke about
there being no penalty in the bill for a person who
knows this abuse is occurring. The member for
Bentleigh talked about there being an offence in
another act that allows a co-accused to be sentenced,
but he also said that there have been no sentences of
any co-accused.
I understand that women might feel they could be
bashed or might feel threatened by the person doing it;
but again, a mother or a parent has a duty of care to the
child. If a co-accused is found to have kept silent, the
court will decide whether that woman was made to
keep quiet, whether she was in fear for her life, whether
she just did not care or whether she was on drugs. It is
up to the court to decide about that co-accused. At the
end of the day those who know must speak out. It is up
to us in this place to make the laws so that those people
do speak out. At the end of the day we have no idea
what lots of children behind closed doors are going
through. These cases of death are just the tip of the
iceberg. Many children in Victorian homes are
suffering in silence. It is up to us, as legislators, to make
sure we protect those children.
We need to make sure that the department acts on
reports of children at risk, whether the people looking
after those children have mental health problems or
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drug or alcohol problems. We understand that child
protection workers are under a great deal of stress. I
have been on the government back benches in this
place, and I know that Victoria has a high turnover in
the employment of child protection workers. They are
literally damned if they do and damned if they don’t! If
they hear that a child is at risk, if they remove the child
from the parent but that is found not to have been the
right thing to do, they get criticised. If they leave the
child there and the child dies, they get criticised. Again,
we must make sure that these child protection workers
are supported, trained and debriefed so they can stay in
the job and do the job they are meant to do.
As a legislator and a parent, I say this bill goes some
way to making sure that we protect our young children.
The government must bring in standard minimum
sentences. It is all very well to increase maximum
sentences but judges do not always give the maximum
sentence. The community is calling out for there to be
an approved level. Earlier I read out the sentences in
those judgements, and they were all different. There
needs to be a level so people have confidence in the
judicial system saying, ‘If you kill a child, this is the
sentence you are going to get. This is what the
community believes you should get’. At the end of the
day, if there are mitigating or aggravating
circumstances, the judge can make the distinction and
vary the sentence. At the end of the day we are here to
protect children.
Ms Duncan — It’s not mandatory.
Mrs POWELL — We are saying standard,
minimum sentences. There are not mandatory
sentences; judges can still vary a sentence. That is why
we are saying it is not mandatory. We understand that
mandatory sentences do not necessarily reflect what the
community is saying. We are saying standard,
minimum sentences with judges able to vary a
sentence, but the variation must be in legislation so the
community has confidence. We need to protect our
children but the community needs to have confidence in
the judicial system in Victoria.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I am
very pleased to rise tonight to speak in support of the
Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill. This bill
delivers on the Premier’s commitment to ensure our
legal system is able to deal specifically with the killing
of a child.
Most in our community find the abuse or killing of a
child unimaginable. It provokes enormous anger and
grief in local communities. I think it is even more
incomprehensible when we understand that the vast
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majority of child deaths and significant abuse come at
the hands of parents or caregivers. This bill sends a
strong message to our courts and our community that
child homicide is unacceptable. It will ensure that those
who fail in their duty to protect the children in their care
are held responsible. If you look at the cases in recent
years where a child has been killed or has been
murdered, they are largely children under the age of
three — some of the most vulnerable members of our
community.
Many members have tonight spoken about individual
cases. I will not dwell on those individual cases other
than to say that every single one of those is tragic. This
bill will also complement very well the major reforms
the Victorian government has put in place to ensure
Victoria’s child protection and family support services
can intervene much earlier to actually prevent the
development of a crisis in the family and help to reduce
the risk of significant harm to or death of a child. As I
said in the house earlier today, we have introduced
once-in-a-generation reform in Victoria. We have done
that through the Children, Youth and Families Act and
through the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act, and this
bill complements very well the provisions that have
been included in those acts.
These reforms and significant investment — as I
indicated today, there has been an increased investment
of 93 per cent since 1999 — are making a difference.
The strength of our system is backed up by experts
right across the country — that is, people who work
closely with children who have been traumatised and
children who are living in households where there is
family violence. Experts right across the country and
internationally look to Victoria for leadership in trying
to invest in early support services to assist vulnerable
families and to ensure greater protection of children
who are at risk.
Also the strength of our system has been backed up
very recently in both the report by the Productivity
Commission on government services and also by the
report of the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare.
These reports indicate we have the lowest notification
growth rate in the country. They show enormous
differences. Victoria’s rate is at 2.8 per cent, compared
to the national average over the last five years of 56 per
cent — an enormous difference between Victoria and
the rest of the country. But as I said today, we need to
continue to strive to improve our system and improve
outcomes for our children. These reports have also
indicated that Victoria is leading the way in our
investment not just in the child protection system but
also into family support services which are fundamental
in trying to intervene earlier and prevent the levels of
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abuse and deaths that other members have spoken
about today.
I can also assure the house that, unlike other states, in
Victoria every single notification received is assessed.
At that point of those notifications and assessment,
some families are referred off to family support services
who will be able to work with those families to try to
keep them together. It is interesting to note that, where
we can support families and where we can keep
children together with their parents, they have better
outcomes. Unfortunately that is not the case in all
instances. In those cases, about 29 per cent, we
undertake investigation by child protection workers, but
obviously intervening earlier is what we as a
community need to do. We must prevent the abuse, not
just respond once the abuse is actually occurring.
As a number of members have spoken about today, we
know that family problems are much more complex
now. We know the biggest causes of children being in
our child protection system are the drug and alcohol
problems of parents, family violence, which is
overwhelmingly the biggest cause, and mental
illness — and sometimes a mix of all of those. That is
why we are also investing in services like drug and
alcohol services and in programs like the FAPMI
(families where a parent has a mental illness) strategy,
which is an early intervention program that works with
family members who have a mental illness. It is aimed
at working with their children to try to keep those
families together and reduce the risk of harm to them.
That is why we have undertaken such significant
reform in the family violence area, with new
investments as well.
What underpins all the legislation, including this bill, is
the notion that the best interests of the child must be
paramount: they must be paramount in decisions we
make about drug and alcohol services and mental
illness services. We must understand that what is
fundamental to decisions about a parent’s capacity to
care for a child is what is in the best interests of the
child.
In light of that, in the Children, Youth and Families Act
we have also taken the significant step forward, unlike
anywhere else in the country, of recognising the issue
of cumulative harm. Rather than just responding when
harm actually occurs, it is about looking at the context
of a child’s life and how family violence may impact on
the trauma of the child and on brain development, and
actually taking the child’s whole life, not just looking
for an instance of abuse that might occur and then
intervening at that point. This legislation, the
investments we are making, the building of family
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support services through family innovation projects and
ChildFIRST sites are all about working in communities
with vulnerable families to prevent the sorts of crises
that can result in significant abuse and harm to children.
If we look back we can see that the introduction of
mandatory reporting was a significant and important
part of the development of the child protection system
here in Victoria. Unfortunately with the introduction of
that legislation what we saw was massive funding cuts
to child protection and family support services. As I
said, we have invested an additional 93 per cent in
funding for child protection and family support services
in Victoria to rebuild that system. We want to ensure
that the goals for our commitment to the reforms we
have focused on that are all about preventing abuse and
intervening earlier with families at risk can be realised
and the most vulnerable children in our state can be
protected. This legislation builds on our commitment to
care for our state’s most vulnerable children. It also
ensures that those who fail in their duty of care —
unfortunately largely parents or caregivers — to our
most vulnerable children are held appropriately
responsible.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — ‘A rose is a rose is
a rose’, so said Gertrude Stein, a groundbreaking writer
of the late 1800s and early 1900s. This is often taken to
mean that things are as they are. But Ernest
Hemingway could perhaps be noted as being more
visionary when it comes to the piece of legislation we
are considering. In his 1940 novel For Whom the Bell
Tolls he penned the words ‘A rose is a rose is an onion’.
This bill has come about as a result of public outcry,
and I know that some members opposite have said,
‘No, that is not the case. This was indeed in the pipeline
long before’. However, I draw the attention of the
house to an article in the Herald Sun of 30 November
2006 which says:
Premier Steve Bracks refused yesterday to consider a change
to the law to ensure that child killers don’t get off with light
sentences.

People need to remember that this legislation was the
result of a public outcry, and it is the public we need to
be listening to. The Premier promised so much with this
legislation. He raised expectations that the perpetrators
of heinous crimes such as those we have been hearing
about today would be severely punished. The public are
looking for a deterrent. The public outcry has been
massive. But as Hemingway pointed out, things are not
always as they seem.
What we have in front of us is an intent to amend the
Crimes Act to create a new offence of child homicide
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and to increase the maximum penalty for negligently
causing serious injury and for dangerous driving
causing death. Not many people have spoken about the
second half of that statement. I am not going to spend
much time on it either because I believe that the
splitting of these two circumstances is a very good
thing. Having the two offences of negligently causing
serious injury and dangerous driving causing death is
good — a great thing. However, if we focus on what
has got so many people upset today and what has
preceded this piece of legislation, we see that it is the
abuse, the neglect and the ultimate death of so many
children.
Dealing with this legislation is very difficult for me. I
spent quite a bit of time researching it and a lot of the
time I could not finish my research. I had to put it away.
Even listening to some of the members talking about
particular cases in the chamber has been disturbing for
me. I have a four-year-old daughter, and I pray that
nothing ever happens to her.
I do not believe this bill goes nearly far enough to
protect children like her and to act as a deterrent. The
main change arising from these amendments will be the
creation of the offence of child homicide instead of
manslaughter. This is where a person kills a child under
six years of age in circumstances that would otherwise
constitute manslaughter. It also sets a 20-year
maximum penalty for the offence, which is actually —
and this is where I think we have gone quite wrong with
this piece of legislation — the same level of penalty, the
same 20 years, that currently applies to homicide. It sets
a maximum penalty of 10 years instead of five years for
negligently causing serious injury.
On the positive side of things, it also splits the current
offences of dangerous driving causing death or serious
injury into two separate offences. This is good. It also
increases the maximum penalty from five years to
10 years in these circumstances. The amendments are
not retrospective; they only apply to new penalties
rather than offences committed on or after the
commencement of these amendments.
I have a couple of areas of concern, which I have
touched on briefly. The first is that child homicide has
the same definition of offence and the same penalty as
existing manslaughter, so I am not sure that this will
produce tougher sentencing. The government claims
the new offence frees up the courts from manslaughter
precedents. I do not know whether that is exactly what
is going to happen. The same sentencing principles will
still apply. This does nothing to require others having a
child in their care to take action to protect a child.
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As I say, I felt quite sick listening to all of the things
that led up to some of the murders of the children.
Some 12 months ago I visited a wonderful organisation
called Anchor, which is an agency providing foster
placements. I sat there and could not help myself — I
cried my eyes out as they told me about some of the
cases with which they had been dealing that thankfully
had not ended up in murder but had ended up in
children being removed before they were murdered.
One case concerning a two-year-old child particularly
sticks in my mind. He had been handcuffed to his cot
basically from the time he was born until he was
removed from that situation. He was two years of age
when he was removed. That child is now at school and
suffers severe behavioural problems. One would only
say that you cannot blame the poor thing.
It was interesting to hear the member for Mordialloc
praise mandatory reporting of child abuse. It was a pity
she was not humble enough to acknowledge the fact
that it was actually introduced by the former Kennett
government. Instead she just took an opportunistic
cheap shot about funding cuts by a government which
took office in a virtually bankrupt state. I think we
sometimes need to put things in context.
I will not be opposing this bill. However, I believe it is
unlikely to have any genuine effect in producing
tougher sentencing. It appears that the public yet again
has been deceived into falsely believing expectations
that something would be done about brutal child
killings. I think Hemingway was right: a rose is, in this
case, a rose and seems to be an onion.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — One normally begins
one’s contribution by saying ‘It is a great pleasure to
speak on this bill’ or ‘I am delighted to speak on this
bill’, but as human beings the fact that we have this bill
before the house gives us a sense of — —
Ms Morand interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The minister will not interject while one of her own
members is making a contribution.
Ms BEATTIE — It gives us all a sense of shame
that human beings can treat children in this way,
because there can be no more heinous crimes than those
committed against children. Our own background
experiences are probably fairly narrow, and we see that
children are loved and cared for. However, not
everybody treats children in the same way and over the
past decade a series of cases have caused some
community disquiet. Each has involved a person
charged with murdering a young child pleading guilty
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to manslaughter and being sentenced under the
manslaughter laws. In all but one of those cases the
victim was between three weeks and three years old —
tiny people who are the most vulnerable in our society.
The shortest sentence was five years and six months,
with a non-parole period of three years. In all but one
case the longest sentence was 10 years, with a
non-parole period of 7 years. Most of the sentences
were in the seven-to-nine-year range. As I said, these
cases caused considerable public disquiet. Much of the
criticism has been to the effect that the sentences for
manslaughter in such cases have been too low, bearing
in mind that the maximum penalty for that offence is
20 years.
I am aware that a number of other members would like
to speak on this bill. Members have talked about cases
of specific young children. It is not my intention to go
to the names of specific children, as enough has been
said about them. It has also been said that the legislation
will be known as ‘Cody’s law’, after the young child
Cody Hutchings, who was murdered on 25 March
2006. I am proud of the fact that on 17 August 2007 the
Premier announced that the government would
introduce legislation and that it has come to the house
in a short time.
As I said, members have heard about various recent
cases. Indeed there have been similar cases in the past.
Members will remember a terrible case of many years
ago. It was certainly one that struck me, because I
remember the young child’s name, which was Graeme
Frederick Hilton Thorne. He was kidnapped shortly
after his father had won a lottery, and he was killed for
the ransom. A huge search for the killer ensued,
because nobody could believe that someone would take
a young child for ransom. There have been other
high-profile cases of children just disappearing. I am
sure their mother and father still grieve for the
Beaumont children, although the children would have
been mature adults by now. I repeat that there can be no
more heinous crimes than those committed against
children.
I must disagree with the member for Shepparton. I do
not consider that the best way to go about this issue is
to establish minimum sentencing. I do not support it,
although I know that some people think it would be a
good thing. However, I consider that these matters are
best judged by a judge and jury hearing all the evidence
and then making a learned decision on all the evidence
before them.
This legislation provides for stronger sentences, and it
closes the loophole of people being able to plead guilty
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to manslaughter and so receive a lesser sentence.
Although it is not something I advocate at all, I am told
that the sentence passed by the judge in these cases is
not the only sentence child killers get: when they get to
prison a further sentence is awaiting them. I believe the
old-fashioned term was ‘rough justice’. As I said, I am
not about to advocate that being applied in our system,
but it does seem that those things do happen. With
those few words, knowing that many other members
want to speak on this very important bill, I conclude my
remarks.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition supports
the legislation — or it does not oppose the
legislation — and in doing so just raises a couple of
matters. There are a number of aspects to this law, but
certainly the area that has concentrated the minds of
most members in relation to this debate, which deals
with the issue of child homicide, is the area that I want
to exclusively deal with, because it is the area which
clearly most interests the community and which has
provoked the greatest amount of debate. Certainly it is
an area where there is still a substantial amount of room
to move in relation to this change of the law. I heard
about the government’s intention to bring in a bill to
deal with the issue of child homicide following the
death of Cody Hutchings and the trial and conviction
for manslaughter of the person responsible.
We are dealing with a matter that, as I understand it, is
currently on appeal in relation to sentence, so any
comments about it have to be reasonably constrained.
As a result of public commentary at the time, the
Premier announced that he would be dealing with the
community concerns raised by this particular case by
introducing a bill to deal with child homicide. That has
eventuated in this bill, which essentially creates a
subclass of manslaughter known as child homicide with
a maximum penalty of 20 years. The idea is that by
creating a new offence and prescribing that penalty the
courts will not be constrained by precedents relating to
the current law of manslaughter and therefore they
should take a message from Parliament that they should
impose fairly hefty sentences for what is probably the
most appalling type of brutal killing we could ever
imagine. Certainly those words have been echoed by
many other members in this place.
Unfortunately — it may not be unfortunate, it may just
be the start of a process — there is clearly a major
hurdle that has to be overcome in relation to dealing
with child homicide, and this is not just about our
concerns in relation to child homicide or other offences.
We have dealt with a number of different offences in
my time in this place whereby we as a Parliament,
whether as Liberals, Nationals, Labor members or
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Independents, have expressed profound concern about
the lack of penalties imposed commensurate with what
we see as the commission of horrific crimes. Indeed
child homicide is just yet another case where the
community and we as its representatives have criticised
some members of the judiciary for giving what we see
as somewhat light sentences.
The crucial aspect of this matter is not the maximum
penalty, which we are not changing for this particular
offence because it is a class of manslaughter. The real
difficulty we have in relation to child homicide is
something that I would ask the government to think
about in relation to treating this law as a work in
progress. This is not the solution, it is just the beginning
of an overall solution. Perhaps it could be referred to a
parliamentary committee such as the Law Reform
Committee. There are two important aspects of child
homicide — and I use the word ‘homicide’ not so much
in terms of the nature of this offence but just to indicate
it is about the death of a child. The thing we do not
have is the ability in many cases to prove the necessary
intent to secure a conviction for murder.
An ordinary member of the community would say that
what happened to Cody and to other children who have
been killed is murder along with many other offences
but the prosecution finds it very difficult to establish
murder to the satisfaction of a jury. This is what
happened in that particular case and which led to the
public controversy. The jury was unable to agree on a
murder verdict. While there was a conviction for
manslaughter and a sentence was imposed, it is that
difficulty that causes a great deal of concern within the
community.
That difficulty has its genesis in the fact that other
members of the family can stay mute — that is, they do
not have to give evidence, and they do not actually have
to intervene to protect the child. Therefore because they
cannot or will not give evidence at the hearing or the
trial, it may rule them out of the murder — a deliberate
and intentional act that may spread over a long period
of time. In the case of Cody, it was eight weeks,
although it was only the most recent events that could
actually be put to the jury because of the difficulties of
establishing those people who could give evidence.
It is that aspect that perhaps the government needs to
consider in ensuring this legislation truly does justice
for Cody and for some of our more innocent victims
who have been beaten in the most brutal and appalling
way; the beatings cause our bodies to shudder. It is
something that is just so alien to all of us and so
reprehensible that we really should pursue it. As I said,

CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD HOMICIDE) BILL
166

ASSEMBLY

this should not be the end but should be the beginning
of a further process.
In sharp contrast, two notable crime reporters have
written in recent articles about what could be achieved.
Firstly Norrie Ross in the Herald Sun of Friday,
17 August 2007, wrote about Cody’s case and made
more general comments. He said in that article:
It is often very difficult to prove intent in child homicides,
especially when accused persons claim they lashed out in
anger or frustration.
Some child killers do lash out and instantly regret it; and
sometimes two carers blame each other.
There are seldom witnesses when children are fatally bashed,
and that is why deals are done and murder charges are
pleaded down to manslaughter.
It can make a big difference; the maximum penalty for
manslaughter is 20 years’ jail, compared with life
imprisonment for murder.

The next day, on 18 August 2007, John Silvester in the
Age, likewise a very experienced crime reporter,
pointed out that:
Between 2000 and 2005 the homicide squad dealt with six
child killings in which the offenders were never charged or
the prosecution failed because the mothers failed to give
evidence. The youngest victim was 12 weeks old. One was
stomped to death. All were victims of repeated violence.

He goes on to say:
Rapke —

that is, Jeremy Rapke, who at that stage was the acting
Director of Public Prosecutions and is now the DPP in
Victoria —
said on 3AW yesterday that the initiative was worth looking
at —
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the household to look after children and to give
evidence if required in these sorts of cases. They are
compellable witnesses. It is certainly a reform that
should be looked at regarding these sorts of cases. As I
said, this might be a beginning. I hope it is a beginning,
because many reforms are needed to do Cody a lot
more justice, not just this bill.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It is my pleasure — I
should not say ‘pleasure’, because some of the
contributions made by members over this evening have
been quite gruelling — to speak on the Crimes
Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill. It is unfortunate
that such a piece of legislation is necessary. It is not
often that I support the comments of the member for
Kew, but I must say that in this instance I completely
support them. He has demonstrated his knowledge of
sentencing principles and practices. I think he
understands that, despite this piece of legislation not
increasing the maximum penalty, it will have a
significant impact on the sentencing practices of our
courts.
There has been a lot of emphasis on the point that the
bill does not increase the maximum penalty for
manslaughter. For me this issue is not about the
maximum penalty. If offenders were getting sentences
of close to 20 years, I do not think we would feel the
way we do. The issue for me is about the range of
sentences that is currently being applied, which is seven
to nine years. We are a long way from the maximum.
Sentencing is an incredibly complex process, and it is
important that each case is heard on its merits, which is
why I do not support any form of mandatory
sentencing. However, this new piece of legislation will
give the courts scope to create new sentencing
practices, and I believe it will increase the top-end
range of the average sentence.

Accordingly, he suggests there should be a reform in
that particular area.

Much emphasis has been put on the principle of
deterrence — that is, the principle that, if penalties are
increased, this will have a great impact on the
community and will deter people from committing
offences. Sadly an offender is not likely to turn their
mind to the issue of penalties while they are beating up
on their children. I wish we saw more evidence of
deterrence in relation to these sorts of offences, but this
is not the case. The bill strikes a balance. It is an
ongoing commitment of this government to protect the
most vulnerable members of the community — in this
case, children. I commend the bill to the house.

As I said, and as a member earlier mentioned, there are
reforms that could be adopted from the UK Domestic
Violence, Crime and Victims Act, which puts an actual
obligation on the adults who are present or who live in

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on this bill and echo what
other members have said: this is the most heinous of
crimes. The bill is about protecting those who are most

referring to this bill or what arose out of the comments
made by the Premier —
but he added that one problem was that it could lead to the
criticism of ‘diminishing a child’s death by putting it in a
category somewhat lower than murder’.
He suggested there may be a need for many reforms in the
area. Rapke said gaining murder convictions in child deaths
was often difficult because of the reluctance of partners or
spouses to give evidence.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD HOMICIDE) BILL
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

vulnerable. The Nationals do not oppose the bill, which
creates a new offence of child homicide, increases the
maximum penalty for negligently causing serious injury
and splits the offences of dangerous driving causing
death or serious injury.
I will focus my contribution on some of the questions
that the bill raises. One of these is the question: will it
make a difference? I quote from the Law Institute of
Victoria:
… taking a purely legal response to this issue will have a
minimal impact on the incidence of children being killed and
a broader preventative approach should be examined.

We need to deal with this at its roots; we need to stop
children dying. The institute also said:
The maximum penalty would remain the same although it
appeared the change was designed to encourage judges to
give sentences at the higher end of the range.

This bill may not be substantial in a legal sense, but it
may raise public awareness of the particularly heinous
crime of child homicide. It could have the positive,
preventive effect of increasing awareness of the signs of
child abuse and what may lead to child homicide.
The messages this legislation sends are important. It
says that legislators are interested in protecting
vulnerable people such as children. However, it may
also send the message that we are not very serious
about punishing offenders. A judge will still be given
discretion in sentencing, and the maximum penalty will
not be changed in relation to manslaughter. This is the
standard mandatory sentencing issue. The fear is that it
will not have a positive effect but only give the
impression of making a difference. Those who think the
bill does not go far enough will have some words to say
on this.
It still raises this question with me: will recognising the
killing of a child as a separate offence have any effect
on how many children die each year, and how can this
be channelled into practical prevention measures?
While welcoming the increased sentencing, because the
reasons that have brought this here are simply terrible, I
think we need to somehow work more closely and
deeply on why this is occurring in our society.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to rise in support of the Crimes Amendment
(Child Homicide) Bill. This bill delivers on a
commitment made by the Premier to deliver harsher
penalties for those who commit the heinous crime of
killing a child. In response to sentences that were
regarded by all in the community as too lenient, the
Premier announced late last year that legislation would
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be brought into the Parliament to bring the sentencing
decisions of the courts into line with the expectations of
the community. Many members have referred to the
tragic case of Cody Hutchings, who died on 25 March
2006 as a result of repeated beatings and abuse. His
stepfather, who committed this terrible crime, received
a maximum 13 years imprisonment, with a minimum of
10 years, after pleading guilty to manslaughter.
Similarly, five-month-old Rachael Joy Arney died
following repeated assaults. Her killer was originally
sentenced to nine years in jail with a minimum of five
years, and that was later increased by three years.
Justice Frank Vincent said at the time:
… it is difficult to avoid the impression that the sentences that
are handed down for these child violence cases have been
traditionally and unfortunately too low for a long, long time.

In many cases the minimum time these perpetrators
spend in jail is half or less than half of the maximum
20 years that the worst kind of manslaughter cases
attract in Victoria. This sends the wrong message about
the value of a life — a child’s life; it sends the wrong
message about the care and concern adults need to
display towards children; and it sends the wrong
message about the kind of community we wish to live
in. That is why the Premier is to be congratulated for
his decisive action. The Australian Childhood
Foundation wrote in its December 2007 newsletter that
‘Victoria’s Premier, John Brumby, responded quickly
and positively’, and many other bodies and advocates
for children have echoed this view.
This bill will create the offence of child homicide and
highlight the vulnerability of victims. It will better
enable the courts to recognise that the killing of a child
is a distinctly serious crime that should be punished
accordingly. Judges will no longer be bound by
previous sentences for previous offences as they are
required to be under section 5 of the Sentencing Act.
This bill addresses community concerns. It sends a very
important message, and it is for these reasons and more
that I commend the bill to the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — In the very limited
time I have I would like to say that I do not think this
bill goes far enough. I would like to quote from
Justice Philip Cummins, who summed up my feelings
pretty well during a recent Supreme Court case when
he said:
One of the functions of the law is to protect the weak from the
strong … Nowhere is it more so than in criminal law. And in
criminal law nowhere is it more so than in the protection of
children.
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Children are precious and are vulnerable. They are entitled to
love, to care, to health, to education, to security and to safety.
Most of all they are entitled to life.
… Parents have a duty to nurture with love and care, to
provide, as best they are able and with the help of the state,
health and education for their children, and hopefully to give
their children happiness. Most fundamentally of all, parents
have a duty to protect their children.
The criminal law is not coextensive with parental duty
… Where the criminal law and the duty of parents coalesce is
at the base the duty to protect children. If the law fails there,
the law fails. If the law is inadequate there, the law is
inadequate. The protective mantle of the criminal law applies
especially to children.

The law has been inadequate in the past, and with this
legislation the law will continue to be inadequate. The
debate we are having today should include issues such
as parent culpability. We need to identify those who
stand idly by, those parents or guardians who witness
the systematic abuse of children and who do and say
nothing. Those who fail to protect their own children I
believe need to be punished. This legislation does not
provide the protective mantle that it purports to. I have
no confidence in this legislation. I have no confidence it
will achieve what it is supposed to achieve. Although I
will not be opposing the bill — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It is time
under standing orders for me to interrupt the business of
the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Lorne: foreshore caravan park
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change in the other place and concerns a proposal
recently released for public consultation by the Great
Ocean Road Coast Committee for the upgrade of the
Lorne Foreshore Caravan Park, which comprises five
locations. The proposal as it currently stands will result
in a net loss of 45 sites, as indicated in the schedule
provided by the Great Ocean Road Coast Committee,
with some campers set to lose their permanent sites
altogether.
I call on the minister to intervene in this process to
ensure that the current number of sites continue to be
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available for families and individuals who holiday at
Lorne. The first priority of the upgrade should be to
retain or increase the availability of sites, not reduce
them. It is incumbent upon the government to ensure
that any proposal has as its prime objective the
provision of the optimum number of camping sites for
battling families. Camping has traditionally been a
low-cost holiday for families. They have enjoyed
holidaying in parks such as these for decades, and
always with the expectation that the facilities provided
at camping grounds would be clean and well
maintained.
As the premier tourist destination in Victoria, Lorne
also has the problem of attracting sufficient hospitality
workers to the town, particularly over the summer
holiday period.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am reluctant
to interrupt the member for Polwarth. I ask members to
show some courtesy to the speaker on his feet.
Mr MULDER — The Lorne caravan parks provide
a vital component in hiring and retaining workers for
many of Lorne’s businesses. Without access for staff to
the temporary accommodation which these parks
provide, the services provided to tourists in Lorne over
the summer would be severely impacted upon.
Looking at the current proposal, while I understand the
requirement for many of the improvements outlined in
the document, it seems difficult to justify, for example,
the establishment of an additional office and manager’s
residence in Queens Park, particularly if such
construction should mean the loss of camp sites, given,
as previously mentioned, the importance of
accommodation of this type to the town of Lorne. It
strikes me as a little ironic that a new hospital can be
built at Lorne on the original site and be able to
accommodate extra patients in modern facilities, but the
upgrade proposal outlined by the Great Ocean Road
Coast Committee can offer no alternative solutions
other than to reduce site numbers.
I suggest that the minister direct the Great Ocean Road
Coast Committee back to the drawing board. Campers
want access to basic, clean and well-maintained
facilities; they do not want to have to pay for an
up-market holiday resort. These families have been
visiting Lorne for many, many years. The children have
formed long associations with other families who visit
the camping grounds, and a lot of long-term friendships
have been formed. These are people who cannot afford
to buy a house along the Great Ocean Road; it is their
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annual holiday. The government should do all that it
possibly can to make sure that their holidays are not
taken away from them.
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congratulate the Riddells Creek skate park committee
and all of the committee members for their efforts.

Police: Tatura residence
Riddells Creek: skate park
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — The action I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. I ask the minister to fund
the Riddells Creek skate park. This project has quite a
long history. This community has been pushing for this
skate park in Riddells Creek for some three or so years.
Community members have gone to enormous effort to
raise funds themselves and to get the community
support necessary for such a project. They are intending
to have a trivia night shortly, but they have had
numbers of fundraising activities and have been quite
successful in their fundraising.
They have also been very good in their community
engagement and have even developed selection criteria
for community participation, listing the criteria and
giving them particular weighting. They have cited
issues such as being close to the town centre; not being
too far away from a toilet; having access to a phone;
offering some form of shade; not being too close to
private housing; being in the public eye for security
purposes; offering room for expansion; being viewable
to visitors; not impacting on existing or surrounding
users; and offering car parking and drop-off points and
emergency points. They have considered all of these
things as part of their project proposal. It has been a
well-thought-out project. They have applied for funding
through a variety of funding rounds, and I have been
very pleased to support this community effort for some
time.
I ask that the minister, when he is considering funding
applications for these sorts of sporting facilities,
consider this application very favourably. It is
important that communities have facilities such as this.
Riddells Creek does not have a skate park currently.
There are certainly some great sporting facilities in that
town, but this would add substantially to them.
Skateboarding is a good activity, but it is important that
it is undertaken in a way that is not a nuisance to other
people and is safe for those participating. In Riddells
Creek, for example, 600 children are aged between
5 and 19, and of these approximately 35 per cent would
be regular skaters. Without a dedicated skating area
they are left to skate in unsafe areas, often putting
themselves at risk of injury and often to the annoyance
of other members of the community.
I ask the minister to consider this application
favourably. I would also like to take this opportunity to

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to
raise an issue with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The issue is the proposed sale of
the police house in Tatura. The action I seek from the
minister is to immediately rule out any sale of the
house, which is actually being used at the moment and
is very much needed.
The Tatura police house is one of the buildings in the
Goulburn Valley that has been earmarked for sale by
the government. The spokesman for the police minister
is reported in the Tatura Guardian of 5 February as
saying that the government was in the early stages of
compiling a list of government houses that would be
offered for sale, and he would not confirm that the
police house in Tatura would not be one of them, so I
am urging the minister to remove the Tatura police
house from any list of houses for sale.
Tatura is a small community; it is a great community. It
has a population of about 3000 people, and it really
supports its police officers. In October 2005 I presented
a petition from Tatura people seeking an increase in
police numbers in the town. Of the 3000 residents,
700 signed the petition. A number of people helped
collect those signatures to support the police — the
Victoria and Criterion hotels, the service clubs, schools
and businesses and the president of the Tatura Senior
Citizens Club, Bob Anderson, who collected
47 signatures from its members. I am pleased to say
that there is a full contingent of police at the police
station at the moment.
When I heard that the police house was about to be sold
I phoned the sergeant in charge, Sergeant Darryl
Phillips, at the Tatura police station to see whether in
fact the police needed the house. Sergeant Phillips lives
in the house. He has been there for about a year. The
house is fairly new; it is not an old house needing
maintenance. Sergeant Phillips told me that his position
was actually advertised with the house and he was
required to occupy it. Part of his contract was that he
move to Tatura and live in the police house, and he has
actually sold his house in Toolamba to take up that
position. The house is about a kilometre from the police
station, and Sergeant Phillips and his wife and four
children now live in it and have become very much a
part of the community. The children go to school in
Tatura, Darryl Phillips and his wife are members of the
Tatura golf club.
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Tatura is one of those unique small rural towns that still
operates a Blue Light youth club and disco, and
Sergeant Phillips runs the youth club and disco. Youth
crime rates have dropped dramatically because of that
disco and the involvement of the police, and because
about 50 per cent of crime in Victoria is committed by
youth, club members are very proud of the fact that
they have significantly decreased the crime rate.
There is very little on the private rental market in
Tatura, and there is obviously a need to attract quality
police officers there, and to country towns generally.
We should not be selling off police houses in areas
where we need to attract police, particularly if there is
little affordable rental accommodation in those areas.

Frankston: aquatic centre
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I wish to raise a
matter tonight for the attention of the Minister for Sport
and Recreation. Plans for a Frankston aquatic health
and wellness centre have taken another giant leap
forward, with a meeting last week of the project control
group established by the Frankston council. The action
that I seek is for the minister to visit Frankston as soon
as possible to meet the project control group and also to
inspect firsthand the proposed site of this vitally
important project.
The state government, Frankston council, Chisholm
Institute, Monash University and Peninsula Health are
all working very hard to make this project become a
reality. Frankston has been very lucky to have secured
one of the FINA Olympic-sized pools used last year at
the Rod Laver Arena. These types of pools are used
around the world’s capitals, and those centres have
state-of-the-art aquatic facilities. In fact, the Melbourne
Sports and Aquatic Centre at Albert Park uses similar
pools.
The 154 galvanised pool panels and plant equipment,
including starting blocks, racing lanes and backstroke
indicator posts, are valued at an estimated $2 million. I
think it is a great legacy of the FINA World
Championships that the Frankston community will
have the opportunity to swim in the same pool that
helped propel Libby Lenton to five gold medals and
American superstar Michael Phelps to several world
records as well.
The world record pool was offered to Frankston City
Council, which accepted it with glee, because it is a
vital piece of the jigsaw for the Frankston Regional
Aquatic, Health and Wellness Centre. Servicing around
150 000 residents, this $40 million facility has plans
that include a hydrotherapy pool, a gymnasium,
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child-care facilities, a cafe, community meeting rooms,
and a health and wellness centre. This 50-metre
championship pool builds upon the $2.5 million already
committed to Frankston City Council from the state
government’s Better Pools category of the 2007–08
round of the Community Facilities Fund program.
Unfortunately, however, the federal member for
Dunkley, Bruce Billson, has taken to opposition like a
duck to water with a series of very tawdry attempts to
get a headline in the local papers by talking this project
down. He is constantly scoffing at everyone else’s
efforts to do anything but fails to do anything
constructive himself. While Bruce Billson continually
talks down this vitally important infrastructure which is
going to have long-lasting benefits for generations to
come in Frankston and while he refuses to engage
cooperatively and constructively, Frankston City
Council, which has already undertaken to commit
$20 million to this important project, and the state
government are striving very hard to see this project
become a reality — the council, as I said, having
contributed some $20 million to a $40 million project.
This is a very significant piece of infrastructure. Bruce
Billson needs to understand that a bipartisan approach
is needed. The blame game is over, and he really needs
to understand this.

Hospitals: Bass electorate
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I wish to raise with the
Minister for Health an extremely serious issue in the
Bass Coast area regarding a lack of doctors to serve our
community at our local hospital, and I ask that he
provide temporary doctors to serve in the only public
hospital in the Wonthaggi and Bass Coast area.
The minister will be aware that the federal and state
governments allowed the much-loved and locally
supported Warley Hospital to slip into a demise that
was brought about because of the lack of support and
funding for the 8000 to 10 000 people who live on
Phillip Island and in the surrounding areas, and the tens
of thousands of people who visit that area on a regular
basis, either at weekends or for major events.
The government, the Wonthaggi hospital and the local
people were advised that the local Wonthaggi
hospital — that is, the Bass Coast Regional Health
Accident and Emergency Department — could not be
serviced by the local doctors’ clinic six months before it
withdrew its services. It was only on the death knock
that the Minister for Health reached a decision and told
the hospital he would finance doctors; then the hospital

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 6 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

was able to advertise for doctors to work in the area on
a permanent or full-time basis.
The hospital advertised for doctors in late November
and early December, and it has now appointed five
doctors to work at the hospital, but they cannot start
until the end of February or early March. So we have an
accident and emergency department, built and financed
by the Kennett government, which is now having to
rely on locum doctors who may be well paid but who
do not always arrive for their allocated shifts.
An article in a local paper by journalist Richard
Schmeiszl, headed ‘Hospital’s five days without
doctors’, says that this has produced a real problem for
the local people. This is an area with anything up to
100 000 or 120 000 people on Phillip Island and the
Bass Coast who either live permanently there or are on
holidays there. This is putting extreme pressure on an
overworked hospital staff who have to cope with
frightened and frustrated people and their friends or
relatives who may need medical care. They cannot get
help and there are no doctors there to help them.
The people are advised by caring nursing staff to go to
either Dandenong or Traralgon hospitals. This is not
good enough; the staff at the hospital are great, and
there are no complaints at all about them. There are
great ambulance operators who are called in to stabilise
and transport patients to far-flung hospitals and to assist
patients. All those people are great — I do not have any
problems at all with them — but they should not be put
under unnecessary pressure. I ask the minister, who
may not be aware of this problem, to provide some
short-term doctors to assist in this disastrous crisis that
is now occurring in the Bass Coast area.

Rail: Craigieburn and Roxburgh Park car
parks
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — The matter I raise is for
the urgent attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
investigate options for the further expansion of car
parks at both Roxburgh Park and Craigieburn railway
stations.
Members in the house will know that very recently —
as a matter of fact late last year — the Craigieburn line
electrification project was opened. That involved two
stations: Roxburgh Park, which is a new station, and
Craigieburn, which was upgraded to a premium station,
which means that it is staffed all of the time that it is
operational. It would be fair to say that this
electrification has proved to be an absolutely
outstanding success. But the end result is that both
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railway station car parks are packed from very early on
every day. I understand there is some vacant land at
Roxburgh Park which may be able to be utilised.
The extension to Craigieburn and Roxburgh Park was
part of a suite of traffic solutions in those areas.
Members will recall that at the same time as the
opening of the extension, Somerton Road was
duplicated. Overpasses were put on that duplicated road
so trains could run under it. Traffic lights are being
installed at the corner of Somerton Road and Pascoe
Vale Road. These initiatives are among a whole suite of
things that have happened in that area which, I might
add, was so long neglected by the Kennett government.
As well as those initiatives the government reviewed
bus services and built new bus stops and introduced
new bus services to take people to the Craigieburn and
Roxburgh Park train stations. Many people do not have
to get into their cars to go to stations.
This project is proving to be very popular. Constituent
after constituent comes into my office and tells me what
a wonderful project this is. There was $115 million
spent on the rail electrification; every cent was well
worth it. If people want to see the great things
happening to the public transport system, come to
Craigieburn and Roxburgh Park and have a look at all
the great things we have done in regard to road, rail and
bus services. There is, however, a need for more car
parking.

Bairnsdale Secondary College: upgrade
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My issue is for
the attention of the Minister for Education. It is in
relation to the facilities at Bairnsdale Secondary
College and the need the school has for a major facility
upgrade. The action I seek from the minister and the
department is to ensure that Bairnsdale Secondary
College is included in the next round of funding for the
Building Futures program. I also seek for the next
round of the Building Futures program to be brought
on. Members may be aware that the expected next
round of the program has been delayed for a number of
months and that those schools which are expecting to
be included in the program are concerned because the
process has been delayed and they cannot go through it.
Bairnsdale Secondary College is one of the last
amalgamated technical/secondary colleges. The college
is spread over two distinct campuses. There have been
some problems in the past about the community desire
to maintain a split campus arrangement and to keep the
junior and senior students and their facilities separate.
That has led to funding issues in the past. The
community is now essentially united in the view that
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the most important thing is to have a major upgrade of
school facilities.
The college has incredible pride in its achievements and
produces excellent results across all fields. The college
has dedicated teachers and students. It is proud of its
record of educating and delivering to the community.
These achievements have come despite the condition,
age and nature of the school’s buildings and other
facilities.
As the largest public education provider within East
Gippsland catering for many students with significant
challenges, it is essential that this college is brought up
to a standard that enables it to deliver a better education
experience for all involved — and this would add to the
results. Clearly if you have good-quality facilities and
community pride within them, it allows teachers and
members of the community to deliver that. Gippsland
East is waiting on the delivery of a number of
commitments under the Building Futures program, just
like the secondary college and primary schools at
Maffra and a number of other small schools, but it is
important that Bairnsdale is added to that program.
I invite the minister to visit East Gippsland to inspect
the college. I repeat that the action I am seeking is that
the minister and the department ensure that Bairnsdale
Secondary College is in the next round of upgrades.
This is an important regional facility. It is very
important to education outcomes in East Gippsland, and
I encourage the government to make sure that the
funding requirements are met and that we can bring
forward the next round of the Building Futures program
to ensure we get good quality education in the region.

University of the Third Age: Seymour
electorate
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I have a matter I
wish to raise for the attention of the Minister for Senior
Victorians, who is at the table. I call on the minister to
provide whatever assistance she can to ensure that not
only the University of the Third Age (U3A) in the
electorate of Seymour but also local U3As right around
the state can continue to offer affordable and
high-quality programs to seniors via the provision of
funding.
As I am sure the minister — and the house — is aware,
since 1984 U3As have been providing a very valuable
service to senior Victorians. I have experienced
firsthand the high-quality programs that are offered by
the U3As across my electorate. In the Seymour
electorate we have several active U3As, including
recently formed ones in Seymour and Healesville.
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Kilmore and District has a U3A which has been active
for some time. It was fantastic to visit the Healesville
U3A with the minister last year, where many people
were looking forward to the programs and opportunities
that this great organisation offers.
In Seymour we have a very active U3A. It is only quite
new, but it runs regular workshops and courses and has
attracted a series of excellent speakers whose talks have
been attended by people from right around the district.
They have been great social occasions, and it is very
important for the people of our area to have those
opportunities. The U3A has provided that and in doing
so has added to our community. In small communities
they provide a definite boost to the quality of life
offered to local people. Local community members are
able to learn new skills, share the skills and knowledge
they have, and participate actively in community life.
A key element of the success of the U3A network has
been its adherence to the value of providing low-cost
learning opportunities to its members. Members of a
U3A need to be retired from full-time work, and they
have to pay a small annual subscription. A key reason
that enables U3As to keep their fees low is that its
members do much of the teaching, planning and
administration as volunteers. They put in a lot of time
and effort, and I would like to recognise and thank all
those who volunteer their services to the Seymour
district. They really make a big difference.
But like all voluntary organisations, U3As require
assistance to ensure they can continue to provide the
highest quality service to members of local
communities. They need things like computers,
computer components, music equipment and items that
require funds to purchase. Those funds are not
necessarily within the means of the voluntary
organisations — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Veterans: Sandringham offensive signage
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Premier in his capacity
as Minister for Veterans’ Affairs. At 360 Bluff Road,
Sandringham, there is a sign with the wording ‘Join the
army. Travel to exotic lands. Meet exciting people and
kill them’. Along with many constituents and members
of the veterans community I regard the wording as
offensive, taking into account the important roles
Australian forces have played in two world wars, the
Korean War, the Malaysian and Borneo emergencies,
the Indonesian confrontation, the Vietnam War and the
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two Gulf wars, as well as recent peacekeeping roles in
East Timor, Rwanda, the Pacific and the Middle East. I
am of the view that the wording would be offensive to
the families of generations of Australian soldiers who
fought to protect our freedom and our democracy.
I seek the support of the Premier in an effort to require
the council to draw on its planning powers and require
the removal of the sign. While I, along with everyone in
this chamber, fully support freedom of speech, the
unregulated display of front-yard graffiti may not meet
the requirements of urban planning regulations. The
resident concerned might be better advised to express
his opinion through newspaper columns or other formal
channels.
My perspective on the matter is supported by some
people who have given much of their lives to the
service either of the country or their local RSLs or both.
One constituent noted:
I totally agree that this is most offensive to both current
military personnel such as myself and veterans who did so
much for our country. It reminds me of the appalling
description of defence personnel in the Labor government’s
approved secondary college textbook as ‘harm workers’ some
20 years ago.

Another person active in his local RSL noted:
I fully support your action in bringing it to council’s notice
and trust that they will find a regulatory reason to have it
removed.

I note also that under the Victorian Veterans Act 2005 a
number of principles are to be observed. Section 5 of
the act says:
The objectives of the Victorian Veterans Council are to —
…
(b) promote the commemoration of those who have died in
the performance of service or duty;
(c) develop a better understanding amongst Victorians of
the participation and sacrifice of Victoria’s veterans in
war and peacekeeping operations, and the contributions
of Victoria’s ex-service community;
(d) actively promote the significance of, and the key values
associated with, the spirit of ANZAC …

In this particular case I believe that the person who has
the sign in their front yard is misguided, and I ask the
Premier to assist the local community in having the sign
removed so that no further offence is caused to
Sandringham veterans and other defence personnel.
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St Kilda Film Festival: funding
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Senior
Victorians, although it could also be a matter of some
interest to the Minister for the Arts, who is at the table.
The action I seek is for the minister to support the
application for sponsorship sought by the St Kilda Film
Festival as part of this year’s Images of the Age grants
program run by her department.
As many members would be aware, this year marks the
25th anniversary of the St Kilda Film Festival which,
unlike the ironic hospital mentioned by the member for
Polwarth in his contribution, is an actual iconic event.
The festival is rightly famous across Australia.
Testament to its success is the fact that it is Australia’s
longest running short film festival — a status it has
achieved through its continued renewal and refocusing.
Its community changes, and the festival both leads and
reflects that change. It challenges us to think about who
we are and how we act as a community. What better
event could there be to support a message about
positive ageing and reflection on our ageing but vibrant
community?
The link to the Minister for Senior Victorians is that she
and the Brumby government know that having an
appreciation of this issue is of great importance to the
future health, positive self-image and ongoing
contribution to our society of our senior communities.
With members of our community increasingly ageing,
what better way would there be to connect with family,
friends and those we pass on the street than through
film? Accessible, popular and relevant, this festival is
as sure a way as the minister is going to have to get out
her winning message, so no doubt she will see this as a
worthy recipient of her program funds. What better way
to have this support than through the St Kilda Film
Festival?
I also remind the house that despite the often vibrant
image of beaches, culture and parks in my electorate,
which is generally held to attract a younger set, the
Albert Park electorate does have a high number of
senior residents. Some 9.6 per cent of the residents of
Albert Park are aged 65 years or over as at the last
census. As our population ages, this figure is sure to
grow.
The Albert Park electorate has some of the fastest
growing areas of Melbourne, with areas like Southbank
adding a net increase of 1000 residents a year. The
largest number of this growth is single or two-person
households, and this is made up in particular of that
baby-boomer generation looking to a lifestyle choice of

ADJOURNMENT
174

ASSEMBLY

quality living in a quality environment. The choice of
the Albert Park district is therefore not surprising.
Equally the minister, in wishing to engage in delivering
the important message of positive ageing, could be no
better advised than to choose to send this message via
the St Kilda Film Festival. I therefore call on the
minister to examine and I hope approve the St Kilda
Film Festival’s application for sponsorship from her
department.

Responses
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — The
member for Yuroke raised a matter in relation to the
Craigieburn railway station and Roxburgh Park railway
station car parks. The electrification of the Craigieburn
line has been unbelievably successful. The extra
services have been embraced by the local community.
It has been fantastic — so much so that the car parks
that have been provided are already at full capacity and
additional commuters are parking in side streets.
The government is very much aware of all that in
relation to the Craigieburn railway station, and private
land located on Potter Street has been identified as the
most appropriate site for the car park expansion. My
department has commenced the process of
compulsorily acquiring this land, which will take
between 12 and 18 months to complete; but once it is
complete it will obviously provide for extra car parking
spaces at the Craigieburn railway station.
Roxburgh Park is a brand-new railway station which
again has been incredibly successful. The land adjacent
to the existing car park has been set aside for future car
park expansion, and funding for this expansion will be
considered against other priorities in future budgets. We
are very aware of the fact that the electrification of the
line and the new Roxburgh Park station have been very
successful and that therefore there is need for extra car
parking, and that is what my department is working
towards.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Senior Victorians) — I
thank the member for Seymour for raising an important
issue with me. As you would be aware, Deputy
Speaker, universities of the third age (U3As) are a great
way for older Victorians to continue their goal of
lifelong learning. There are currently 83 U3As across
Victoria. They have in excess of 21 000 members, the
majority of whom are aged between 60 and 80. Across
the state U3As offer around 260 programs, ranging
from art to computer courses, fitness programs and
philosophy programs. They are a wonderful community
resource run by volunteers — whether they are people
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involved in the committees of the U3As, those involved
in putting together the newsletters or those assisting as
tutors. The government has a really strong focus on
encouraging seniors, regardless of their age, to get
involved and keep active. As part of A Fairer Victoria
the government has committed $1.2 million over four
years to U3As.
I know that the member for Seymour is a great
supporter of the U3As in his electorate. He might be
interested to know that it was on this very day last year
that he and I visited the Healesville and District U3A
for the announcement of a special partnership it had
established with the Golden Wattle day care centre. I
recall that the Healesville Senior Citizens Club was full
of active and very committed members of the local
U3A network. They really demonstrated the very broad
nature of U3A, and I was very lucky to be treated to
some line dancing and a great performance by their
choir.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — Yes, they gave me a few lessons
in line dancing. There was a great choir, and an array of
art and craft was on display.
I am very pleased to be able to advise the member for
Seymour that funding of $3500 will be provided to the
Healesville and District U3A for the purchase of a data
projector, cabling, screen, laptop and software. In
addition to the Healesville U3A funding, the member
for Seymour will also be pleased to learn that the
Seymour and District U3A, which is also in his
electorate, will receive a grant of $2470 for the
purchase of display banners and promotional material.
These are 2 of the 30 U3A areas which will receive
funding as part of the Program Growth Support Fund.
This aims to promote innovation and growth in areas of
greatest need.
I am also pleased to respond to a matter raised by the
member for Albert Park. I know that he has only
recently become the member for Albert Park, but as he
has illustrated in his question tonight, he has quickly
grasped the importance of arts to his electorate. The
St Kilda Film Festival has become a key part of the arts
calendar in Melbourne. The Images of Age program
commenced in 2003–04 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to
interrupt the minister, but both the member for Bass
and the member for Albert Park are testing the patience
of the Chair. I ask them to listen to the answer from the
minister without interjecting.
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Ms NEVILLE — I could repeat myself in case the
members did not hear, but I will move on. The Images
of Age program commenced in 2003–04 as a positive
ageing initiative to promote artistic work that depicts
meaningful images of older people in our community
through film, theatre and television. In 2006 the
program expanded to include sponsorship of major
festivals that celebrate diversity and challenge
stereotypes of age in our community. And what better
place to recognise films that depict positive images of
age than at Australia’s longest running and renowned
St Kilda Film Festival.
I am pleased to advise the member for Albert Park that
$15 400 will be provided to support the 2008 St Kilda
Film Festival. The festival sponsorship will provide a
short film program to be held at the George Cinema as
part of the festival, allowing for 10 short films with the
theme of depicting positive images of older people.
That may be something that the member for Bass may
be particularly interested in participating in. The
sponsorship will also provide an award for the film
which provides an outstanding portrayal of Images of
Age. In 2005 the short film In My Day won national
and international acclaim.
We know that it is vital that seniors remain active and
involved in their community. It has very positive
mental and physical health benefits. A key component
of ensuring that seniors are able to remain active is to
ensure that their activities are affordable. I am also
pleased to inform the member that as part of the
Victorian government’s sponsorship of these awards
there will be the provision of $2000 worth of
concession-priced tickets available to Seniors Card
holders.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I know it is
the second day of a fairly long sitting of Parliament, but
I ask members for some respectful behaviour in the
chamber to conclude the day. The minister, without
interjections.
Ms NEVILLE — I am not sure whether that means
I should repeat that matter because the member for Bass
did not hear it. I thank the member for Albert Park for
raising this important matter, and I look forward to
hearing from him on the success of the St Kilda Film
Festival.
In relation to other matters raised by various members,
particularly the member for Bass for the Minister for
Health, I will refer those matters to the relevant
ministers.
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The DEPUTY 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 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.
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The SPEAKER — Order! As members know, the
clerks do some editing of notices of motion if they do
not fit the prescribed format, and the Clerk has already
cut and trimmed that notice of motion.
Further notices of motion given.

EDITOR, ASSEMBLY
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to take just
one moment of the time of the house this morning to
extend on my behalf, and perhaps on behalf of all
members, best wishes to John Hickey on his last day
with us. He has been in the Hansard position of Editor,
Assembly, since 1998 and was with us well before
then. Many members would know that John is
particularly passionate about Hansard’s role in serving
this Parliament and obviously through this Parliament
the people of Victoria. He is universally respected by
all those who have worked with him. His dedication
and thoroughness are well respected, as is his
uncompromising approach to ensuring the accuracy and
integrity of our parliamentary record.
I would certainly like to thank him on behalf of all
members for his dedicated service to the Parliament of
Victoria. I wish him all the very best. This is his last
sitting week. He will be having an extended period of
long service leave, and his official retirement will be
later in the year. Our very best wishes to John.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Water: north–south pipeline
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal to develop a pipeline which would
take water from the Goulburn Valley and pump it to
Melbourne.
The petitioners register their opposition to the project on the
basis that it will effectively transfer the region’s wealth to
Melbourne, have a negative impact on the local environment,
and lead to further water being taken from the region in the
future. The petitioners commit to the principle that water
savings which are made in the Murray–Darling Basin should
remain in the MDB. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria rejects the proposal and
calls on the state government to address Melbourne’s water
supply needs by investing in desalination, recycling and
capturing stormwater.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (239 signatures)
Honourable members applauded.

Water: north–south pipeline
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 88 to 110
inclusive will be removed from the notice paper on the
next sitting day. A member who requires the notice
standing in his or her name to be continued must advise
the Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr DONNELLAN having given notice of motion:
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I believe
that the latter part of the honourable member’s notice
did not constitute a notice of motion but was rather a
statement, and I request that you review what he
purported to give as a notice of motion and rule
accordingly.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal to develop a pipeline which would
take water from the Goulburn Valley and pump it to
Melbourne.
The petitioners register their opposition to the project on the
basis that it will effectively transfer the region’s wealth to
Melbourne, have a negative impact on the local environment,
and lead to further water being taken from the region in the
future. The petitioners commit to the principle that water
savings which are made in the Murray–Darling Basin should
remain in the MDB. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria rejects the proposal and
calls on the state government to address Melbourne’s water
supply needs by investing in recycling and capturing
stormwater.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (14 signatures)

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the citizens of Victoria points out to the house
that:
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The economic rationale for deepening shipping channels
is inadequately justified against the environmental costs.
The vast majority of benefits will stay with overseas
shipping lines and shippers, and a POMC witness admits
that financial benefits to individual consumers will be
‘immeasurably minor’.
Port Phillip Bay heads area outranks the Great Barrier
Reef for diversity of reef life, colour and interest.
Dredging will cause turbidity and sedimentation,
smothering of marine species, and re-release of toxicity
from Yarra sediments — all of which will seriously
threaten our recently created marine parks, Ramsar
wetlands, dolphins, seals, penguins, recreational and
commercial fisheries, residents around the bay and
tourism industries.

The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria ensure that the proposal to deepen shipping channels
is rejected and that alternative solutions making better use of a
mix of interstate rail from existing deep water ports and sea
transport are engaged.

By Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (158 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Hawthorn be considered next day on
motion of Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Mandatory ethanol and biofuels targets in
Victoria
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented report,
together with appendices and minutes of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Freedom of Information Act 1982 — Report of the
Attorney-General on the operation of the Act 2006–07 (in lieu
of report previously tabled on Thursday 6 December 2007)
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
26 February 2008.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Minister for Public Transport: performance
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I was contacted last
year by constituents concerning the construction of an
unsightly fence abutting the railway track in Turnbull
Avenue, Toorak. The fence abruptly stops, thereby
enabling people seeking to illegally cross the tracks to
simply walk a few metres and continue. The City of
Stonnington agrees that it is no deterrent. I therefore
wrote to the Department of Infrastructure (DOI)
seeking an on-site meeting with council, concerned
local residents and me.
On 27 September 2007 Tom Sargent, general manager
at the DOI, replied, stating ‘I would be pleased to meet
you on site to discuss the issues’, and a meeting was
arranged for 14 January 2008. However, prior to the
meeting DOI informed me that the office of the
Minister for Public Transport had ordered Mr Sargent
not to attend. I subsequently discovered that the
minister was, in fact, on leave at this time. I understand
that it was her ministerial adviser Raoul Wainwright
who gave the department its orders — the same Raoul
Wainwright who drafted the infamous email to Labor
MPs warning them not to bother the minister with
complaints about our abysmal public transport system.
The minister needs to explain why she allowed her
office to interfere with a legitimate meeting between a
public servant, members of the public and their member
of Parliament. This censorship and political interference
characterises this government’s true attitude towards
accountability and transparency. The minister’s
jumped-up factional minder should be put back in his
box and the minister moved from a job for which, given
her antipathy towards the public, she is clearly unsuited.

Australia Day: Mitcham electorate
Police Integrity, Office of — Exposing corruption within
senior levels of Victoria Police — Ordered to be printed.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — A
number of residents in the Mitcham electorate have
recently been recognised in the Australia Day honours
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list. I want to place on the record my congratulations to
Emeritus Professor Paul Grundy, who was made a
member of the Order of Australia for services to
engineering, particularly in the areas of structural
stability and fatigue, as an academic researcher, and
through his leadership roles with professional
organisations.

tirelessly to get their race tracks up to standard and
provide excellent recreational activities. Removing race
meetings and TAB status from these country towns not
only impacts on their local economy but also impacts
heavily on their ability to attract horses, trainers, owners
and supporters from across western Victoria and South
Australia.

Another Blackburn resident, Sue Lockwood, was made
a member of the Order of Australia — very well
deserved — for service to the community, particularly
women with breast cancer, through consumer advocacy
and support roles, and for conservation and
environment protection of the much-loved Blackburn
Lake Sanctuary. Jennifer O’Sullivan of Vermont was
the third recipient, and she received an Order of
Australia Medal for services to the community as a
speech pathologist, particularly to people with hearing
impairments, and as a contributor to the development of
cognitive thinking techniques.

Victoria is bigger than Melbourne, and country
Victorians expect more from their government in
relation to both country rail freight services and country
racing, which forms an integral part of the social fabric
of rural communities.

These people have given great service to the broader
Victorian community, and these honours are a worthy
recognition of that great contribution.

Mr Jonathon Rush and Ms Anita Narduzzo received
honours for their services to orthopaedics and
community health respectively, and Mr Frank
Thompson, who of course would be well known,
received an honour for service to the community. He
was mayor of Collingwood in 1979–80; he was a
member of the Collingwood council for 10 years; he
was a well-known activist in the local community; he
was made a life member of the Australian Labor Party
in 2005; and of course now he is residing down in the
Rosebud area and offering great contributions to people
in that area, particularly in the area of community
health.

Rail: freight network
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Anger is rising in
country communities as rail freight services grind to a
halt because of the inaction by this city-centric Labor
government. This government has no vision and no
commitment to rail freight services. With government
ownership of the track, it is time for consistency in the
rail freight industry, consistency on access charges for
all forms of freight, and consistency with train-path
assignment across all lines. Every million tonnes that
go off rail means an extra 50 000 B-double truck
movements and an extra 30 million kilometres of travel
on our stressed road network. This will also cause
transport gridlock in Melbourne. As Tim Fischer said,
the case for rail freight is formidable for economic,
social and environmental reasons.

Racing: country meetings
Mr DELAHUNTY — Country Victorians, and
particularly country race clubs, are also frustrated and
angry with this city-centric government’s lack of
support for country racing. In my electorate of Lowan
we have lost four race meetings from Casterton,
Edenhope, Hamilton and Wimmera, and we have lost
TAB status from the Apsley, Coleraine and Edenhope
race meetings.
These announcements have hit our voluntary
committees extremely hard. Their members work

Australia Day: Richmond electorate
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I would like
to congratulate four people who received Australia Day
honours last week who are or were longstanding
members of the Richmond electorate.

I am particularly pleased that the Honourable Brian
Howe received a second Australia Day award. He was
appointed an officer of the Order of Australia on
26 January. This honour follows his appointment as a
member of the Order of Australia. The award was for
services to education and the community as an
academic, an advocate for social sustainability and a
facilitator of debate about public policy, particularly in
the housing, employment and welfare sectors, to the
development of public administration, to theology and
to the arts. The award is very well deserved by this
great Australian — a mentor to me and the member for
Bentleigh.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Any resident in Yarra
Ranges in my electorate who cannot afford private
health cover and relies on the public health system —
anyone who is unemployed, is on an aged or invalid
pension, or is a single parent — is facing a bleak future
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in Victoria’s frightening world of a serious lack of
medical services. Operations are cancelled at the last
minute. Sick people face a 12-month wait to get an
appointment for a consultation before being put onto a
waiting list for very necessary operations and treatment.
Urgent operations are classified as elective — when
they are clearly not — to justify cancelling at the last
minute. The nearest two public hospitals, Maroondah
Hospital and Box Hill Hospital, have horrendous
waiting lists for consultations and surgery.
Brian was diagnosed with an enlarged prostate in the
middle of last year. In July he received a letter from
Maroondah Hospital advising of an appointment with a
specialist. On 19 October he was told the appointment
was cancelled and another one was made for May
2008. Brian has not even had a biopsy — he has been
living with the uncertainty of not knowing whether he
has cancer or not. Richard was booked in for
desperately needed surgery. He had been checked in
and processed to the point of putting on a gown and
being placed in a side room when his surgery was
cancelled. This was despite the fact he is a diabetic and
had not eaten for 15 hours.
These are just two examples of the dozens of
complaints my office receives on this issue. That is just
the tip of the iceberg of the deplorable state of the
Victorian health system.

Dr Eric Cunningham Dax
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
know I join with other members of the house and many
people both locally and internationally in being
saddened by the recent death of Dr Eric Cunningham
Dax.
Dr Dax came to Victoria in 1952 with his wife and
family, having been invited to take up the position of
inaugural chairman of what was then known as the
Mental Hygiene Authority. Dr Dax believed people
with a mental illness should be treated humanely and
with respect. With this as his guiding principle he used
his powerful intellect and unflagging energy to
transform our public mental health system over the next
17 years. He introduced a series of reforms, including
community-based mental health care, new and
improved treatments, rehabilitation projects and
improved training for clinical staff. He went on to other
senior positions and continued to make a significant
contribution as a leader across the mental health field.
In my own area, Dax House in Geelong, which was
completed in 1978, was named after Dr Dax in
recognition of his extensive work in mental health. It
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was a fitting tribute to him as it was the first mental
health facility built and integrated with a public hospital
in Victoria. Dr Dax is perhaps best known in the wider
community for the Cunningham Dax collection, a
wonderful art collection which now comprises over
12 000 artworks by people who have experienced
mental illness or psychological trauma. The collection
is both a significant legacy and a lasting tribute to a
man who was a visionary and a great reformer in
mental health services in Victoria. My condolences go
to his family and friends.

Government: performance
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am astounded
that the Labor government continues to pocket
enormous amounts of revenue yet does so little with it.
We heard last week that a whopping $1.35 billion was
frittered away by Victorian gamblers in just six months,
and this government gleefully pocketed the associated
taxes. Land tax is crippling Victorians, and payroll tax
and WorkCover levies are still a monstrous burden on
large and small businesses.
My welfare agencies in Knox and Maroondah would be
ready and willing to advise the government on what to
do with a reported surplus of more than $800 million.
This huge pot of gold could go a long way towards
diminishing our hospital waiting lists, and the waiting
lists for those waiting lists. It could completely
eradicate the school maintenance backlog, or improve
our roads and transport system, which has never seen
such dark days. Members can take their pick from a
very long list of services that are not being delivered or
are simply being ignored by the government — police,
mental health, aged care, community services and
housing shortages and affordability.
The Premier says he does not want Melbourne to
become a backwater, but members should look around
them now. This state used to proudly spruik that it was
on the move, but now, it seems, it is not in the same
direction.

Country Fire Authority: Bayswater brigade
Mrs VICTORIA — I wish to congratulate Captain
Craig Ferguson and all at the Bayswater brigade of the
Country Fire Authority for their innovative approach to
a lack of space in their station. They did a great job
thinking outside the square, and they continue to help
look after the outer east with true professionalism.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 7 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

Tarneit electorate: sports uniform grants
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
recently had the pleasure of joining the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs at the Werribee
Sports and Fitness Centre, where we presented sports
uniform grants to local clubs.
The 11 clubs in the city of Wyndham that received the
grants and will be dressed for success were the
Glenorden Cricket Club, the Hoppers Crossing Club,
the Hoppers Crossing Junior Basketball Club, the
Hoppers Crossing Soccer Club, the Hoppers Crossing
Swimming Club, the Little River Cricket Club, the Old
Westbourne Amateur Football Club, the Werribee
Basketball Association, the Werribee Junior Football
Club, the Werribee Little Athletics Centre and the
Wyndham Olympic Soccer Club. Each club spoke of
how the grant would help their clubs, and many clubs
recognise the importance of uniform grants to
financially disadvantaged members.
The $1.5 million from the Our Club Our Future
sporting uniform grants program is part of the
$26 million that was saved from delivering the
Commonwealth Games under budget. While being able
to provide world-class facilities to elite athletes for the
games, the state government has ensured that our
grassroots sportspeople are also supported.
The Brumby government is committed to supporting
our local sporting clubs, and this initiative ensures that
all members will be able to have new uniforms and
represent their clubs and Wyndham proudly. The
uniform grants were well received by sports clubs in the
growing electorate. These grants will encourage many
people in Tarneit, especially younger residents, to play
and enjoy sport in the area.

Water: tank rebates
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — The Victorian
government has introduced a range of support services
encouraging Victorians to conserve water and to be
aware of the importance of water, particularly in dry
weather conditions. However, the water tank rebate
scheme shows discrimination against many Victorians
living in country areas. The current policy to access the
government subsidy requires that the applicant must be
serviced by a reticulated water supply system. In
practice this means that country people living outside
cities and towns are not eligible to access the financial
support.
Over recent years I have made and received from
constituents extensive representations pointing out the
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discrimination in the application of this policy. In
responses I have received from successive ministers
they have rejected any change to the policy on the basis
that this encourages those on a reticulated water supply
system to be economical with water usage, but those
people living outside of town water supply are already
aware of conservation of water and do not need the
subsidy. This policy totally ignores the fact that farmers
and others outside reticulated water areas are often
totally reliant on tank water for their normal usage. My
most recent response from Minister Holding continues
to support this policy of discrimination against an
important section of country Victorians.
I call on the government and the minister to again
review this policy and change it immediately to assist
people outside reticulated water supply systems.

Banksia-La Trobe Secondary School:
regeneration project
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — Today I wish to
congratulate the school communities of the Banksia
Secondary College and the La Trobe Secondary
College. At the start of this school year these two
schools became one — Banksia-La Trobe Secondary
School — as part of the Heidelberg regeneration.
I particularly wish to acknowledge the enormous work
undertaken by the two principals, Gerry Fogarty and
Glenn White, the school councils, the teachers, the
staff, the parents and the students to establish this new
school. The planning has taken months. The new
school is situated at the former Banksia Secondary
College site; the La Trobe Secondary College site has
been earmarked for a future senior campus with over
$4 million being committed by the state government at
the last election for a new maths-science campus.
The merger was undertaken by the school communities
without any involvement by either me or my office.
Despite all the great work the school communities did
by themselves, this did not stop Cr Jenny Mulholland
issuing an outrageous press release condemning the
merger and me, which was so totally wrong that it
showed how out of touch she is and to what lengths she
will go to get attention. Cr Mulholland should learn
from these two great schools that hard work, dedication
and forward planning bring results, not lies and
deception.
I wish to advise the house that my request to the
Minister for Education for a public consultation
committee to be established to ensure that the entire
community has ownership of the school generation in
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Heidelberg has been approved, and the committee will
commence shortly.

Police: Mornington Peninsula
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — This summer the
Mornington Peninsula has been busier than ever
before — more holiday-makers, more traffic and more
business — and happily we have had less trouble, in
part because the Mornington Peninsula Shire had the
foresight to introduce very strict controls on the
transport of alcohol, but also because for the summer
we have a reasonable complement of police. Now that
January is gone we are back to normal, and our
undermanned and overstretched police again face their
daily battle.
The peninsula is not the crime capital of Australia, but
we do face our challenges. The members of the police
force do a great job, but the constant chant from this
government — its great hoax — is that police numbers
have risen since 1999. Perhaps in aggregate they have,
but we need police available on operational duties, not
on secondment to fill other vacancies and not acting
above their rank because their superior officers have
had to fill other gaps. We need them on the streets and
roads of Victoria visibly policing the state, and we need
them now.

Frankston Freeway: environment effects
statement
Mr MORRIS — The Southern and Eastern
Integrated Transport Authority (SEITA) has for some
months been engaged in work on the Frankston
freeway environment effects statement. There are a
number of identified options for investigation. It has
sent out a communications plan, which has been
somewhat effective, but many people do not seem to be
getting the message. One of the options proposes a
wholesale change to the Moorooduc Highway, with
dramatic impacts not only for the people who live and
work along that road but for the people of Mount Eliza
and Moorooduc. If the plan proceeds, we will have a
freeway where none is currently anticipated. The case
should not be prejudged, but the owners of all the
affected properties need to know what is going on. I
urge the minister to take the issue up with SEITA.

Australia Day: South Barwon electorate
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — At the
recent Australia Day awards ceremonies in my
electorate several members of the South Barwon
community received awards for their significant
community work.
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One such person is former nurse Mary Elliott, who was
presented with an Australia Day citizen of the year
award by the Surf Coast shire for 20 years service as a
Rotarian and for raising wider community awareness
about the Australian organ donor register, which is a
program I fully support. Richard Embledon of Highton
received an Order of Australia Medal (OAM) for his
service in providing for the welfare of veterans and
their families. He has also made a significant
contribution to local junior sporting organisations,
including the Geelong Falcons as head trainer and
player welfare coordinator and the Australian Football
League development program.
Neville Whitley is a well-known figure in local football
circles, clocking up nearly 50 years in the sport as a
player, coach, administrator, community worker and
president of the Geelong and District Football League
and as a contributor to the licensed club industry as a
co-founder of Buckley’s Entertainment Centre.
Mr Whitley was also awarded an OAM for his selfless
efforts. Belmont’s Marion Neil, who runs the Kalkee
Korner Shop, was recognised with a Order of Australia
Medal for her passion for volunteer work within the
community and for raising vital funds for the Kalkee
community aged care service. John Brady of Barwon
Heads was recognised for his services to the local
community through his work with sporting, charitable
and social welfare groups.
Without these local heroes many sporting and
charitable organisations would not exist, and I sincerely
thank them for their hard work and congratulate them
on their efforts.
Finally, I wish to pay tribute to City of Greater Geelong
councillor and former mayor Shane Dowling, who was
first elected in 2001 to the Deakin ward. Shane has
been a passionate and successful advocate for Geelong,
and the citizens of Geelong will be the poorer for his
retirement.

Rail: Boronia and Ferntree Gully stations
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Residents in
the Ferntree Gully electorate demand that the Brumby
Labor government listen to the concerns of Victorian
public transport commuters and recognise that
immediate action is needed to improve the safety of
railway stations within the city of Knox. Boronia
station has the unenviable distinction of having the third
highest rate of crime recorded of any metropolitan
station during the first six months of 2007.
Furthermore, Ferntree Gully railway station has been
the scene of numerous assaults over a sustained period
of time. Recently one poor victim had a bottle broken
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over his head before being stabbed in the upper body by
the broken glass.
The time for talking is over. I call upon this government
to immediately act, firstly, by increasing staff numbers
at Boronia station, and secondly, by upgrading Ferntree
Gully railway station to premium status by allocating
permanent staff as well as constructing an appropriate
waiting area for commuters.

Boarding houses: controls
Mr WAKELING — Despite repeated calls from
Ferntree Gully and other communities throughout
Victoria, the state Labor government has failed to enact
adequate legislation to deal with the proliferation of
boarding houses across the state. Current planning
legislation applies only to boarding houses that contain
more than 10 habitable rooms. Furthermore, only
certain establishments require registration under the
Health Act. Consequently a number of establishments
have been constructed in inappropriate locations.
Furthermore, local communities have been unable to
have any input into the decision-making process. I call
upon the government to listen to the concerns not only
of my community but of communities throughout
Victoria, work with key stakeholders and establish
appropriate legislation forthwith.

Aldercourt Primary School: community
development
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Last week I had the
pleasure of visiting Aldercourt Primary School in
Frankston North to welcome all the preps to the 2008
school year. I congratulate the school’s principal, Susan
Schneider, the staff and members of the school council,
who are taking the lead in implementing innovative and
restorative practices which build caring communities
around the students at Aldercourt Primary School. The
school is recognising and encouraging the contributions
made by staff, parents, carers and the community in
promoting great relationships. It is a fantastic concept.

Cranbourne electorate: sports uniform grants
Mr PERERA — I congratulate the following
grassroots sporting clubs which were successful in this
year’s sporting uniforms grants program: Cranbourne
Junior Football Club, Cranbourne Meadows Cricket
Club, Cranbourne Storm Basketball Club, Cranbourne
Dandenong Pistol Club, Langwarrin Soccer Club,
Frankston Pines Soccer Club, St Anne’s All Stars
Basketball Club and the Peninsula Fencing Academy.
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Stephen Jamieson
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — On 2 January,
while most of us were still welcoming in the new year,
Stephen Jamieson of Bendoc was constructing a
firebreak with his dozer to try to contain a fire started
by lightning in the Snowy River National Park north of
Bendoc. Tragically Stephen lost his life in the process
as his dozer slipped off the side cut he was building and
rolled, pinning him beneath the machine and killing
him instantly. Some of you may have read a small piece
in the newspapers of the day or heard of the accident
via TV or radio, but regrettably this tragic loss of life
occurred and received little recognition beyond East
Gippsland.
Stephen, like most Victorian timber-harvesting
contractors, had for many years provided critical
front-line support for bushfire suppression, shutting
down his timber-harvesting activities and sending his
machinery to the fire front to assist Department of
Sustainability and Environment and Parks Victoria.
Stephen’s legacy should be to remind us all of the
enormous danger faced by all who confront a wildfire
on behalf of fellow Victorians. His death is another
painful reminder of the significant risk that all
firefighters so bravely ignore as they struggle to protect
the lives and assets of country communities under
threat during a bushfire.
To Stephen’s wife and children I say: be very proud of
your husband and father. Without question he lost his
life as he worked diligently, using the experience and
expertise that is unique to timber harvesting contractors
familiar with the demands of the type of conditions
under which Stephen was operating. Stephen died
applying his great skill in the pursuit of the safety of
others and the ultimate protection of the bush that he
loved.

Tertiary education and training: overseas
students
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise today to draw the
house’s attention to a shocking article in yesterday’s
Australian, entitled ‘Foreigners are exploited’. The
article outlined that approximately 60 per cent of
overseas students working in Australia are paid less
than the legal minimum wage. Further, the article
outlined the strong economic importance of the
educational services export industry, which last year
overtook tourism as Australia’s largest service export
industry, worth $12.5 billion, with over
450 000 overseas students in Australia.
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Further, overseas students play an important role in
Australia’s migration program, with many students
after their studies choosing to participate in the skilled
migration program. This plays an important role in
meeting our skills shortages and in dealing with the
demographic issues faced by Australia, given our
ageing population. The exploitation of one person in
our community diminishes us all, but the exploitation of
such a vital part of our economic and social future is an
injustice our society cannot afford.

Preschools: speed zones
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My office has been
contacted by concerned local residents regarding the
lack of a reduced speed zone out the front of
kindergartens, the like of which are found in front of
primary and secondary schools, where the zone is
40 kilometres per hour between the hours of 8.00 a.m.
and 9.30 a.m. and between 2.15 p.m. and 4.00 p.m. on
relevant schooldays. A public plea to motorists to slow
down and be cautious when approaching kindergartens,
many of which in my electorate are located on major,
busy roads, was made through the local media.
Because of the staggered starting and finishing times of
children at kindergarten, they are not deemed by
VicRoads and the state government to qualify for a
lower speed zone outside their gates. Further, this
situation applies across the state. I understand that there
has been ongoing debate on the implementation of
40-kilometre-per-hour zones for kinders between
Meredith Carter, chief executive officer of
Kindergarten Parents Victoria, and the Minister for
Roads and Ports.
There is another, more expensive option to ensure the
safety of our preschoolers, which would be to put the
onus for safety around these areas back onto local
government and install speed humps near these
facilities, a suggestion that I am sure is not welcome. I
call on the Minister for Roads and Ports to accede to the
request by the kindergarten groups to make our kinders
safe places. The government-proposed program of
Arrive Alive 2 should include reduced speed zones in
front of our kindergartens to protect these young and
most precious members of our community.

Rail: Lara station
Mr EREN (Lara) — Commuters of Lara are very
excited indeed with the work that has started on a
$700 000 upgrade of the Lara train station, and I would
like to take this opportunity to thank the Minister for
Public Transport for her commitment to regional
travellers. The upgrade will provide train passengers
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with an improved waiting area, new toilet facilities and
a station kiosk. Improvements to the station will
complement the new Lara Parkway facility, which was
completed late last year at a cost of $600 000.
The new-look Lara station will include a new
coach-train interchange; a larger passenger waiting
room; a new cafe for customers; a new staffroom/meals
area; new toilets for staff and customers, including
facilities for the disabled; structural improvements to
the building; and painting and landscaping
improvements. With increased parking and, soon,
greatly improved passenger facilities, Lara passengers
can look forward to a more enjoyable travel experience.
This comes on top of reductions in V/Line fares and
safety improvements at the level crossing. Our
government is really delivering for Lara.
Actions speak louder than words, and on that basis it is
only the Brumby Labor government that is committed
to improving transport services and facilities for
regional Victorians. The project is due to be completed
by the middle of the year, and I certainly look forward
to being involved in the opening of this fantastic
facility.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The tabling of the report
by the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) into last year’s
corruption hearings may provide just a bit more clarity
about the extent of police corruption in Victoria Police.
However, Victorians will be none the wiser as to the
full extent of the allegations of corruption exposed at
last year’s hearings. Of course, Victoria does not have a
body that has the legislative power of the OPI to
investigate corrupt behaviour in the public sector
generally.
Throughout the course of the latest investigation several
high-ranking public officials and public servants were
named, directly or indirectly by inference, in relation to
alleged corrupt behaviour. The OPI has made it
perfectly clear that it cannot investigate this behaviour
because it does not have the legislative authority to do
so, and most importantly it does not have the power to
make adverse findings about these people. Likewise it
has no power to exonerate these people.
What is clear is that Victoria urgently requires an
independent, broad-based anticorruption commission
which is fully accountable to a joint parliamentary
committee — just like New South Wales, just like
Queensland and just like Western Australia — and
which the Prime Minister of Australia, the Premier of
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New South Wales and the former Premier of
Queensland all reckon Victoria is just nuts not to have.
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Kinglake West Mechanics Institute: upgrade

provide the coffee and biscuits and to drive the minister
around to show him the appalling condition of both
these roads. I urge the government to do something
other than organising media stunts for its ministers.

Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to thank the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development for a
timely and much-needed grant for the Kinglake West
Mechanics Institute hall and reserve precinct. The
$56 400 grant from the Small Towns Development
Fund is part of the Brumby Labor government’s plan to
make provincial Victoria a better place to live, work
and raise a family. The grant will go towards a $95 500
project to upgrade the hall and the reserve precinct, and
involves relocating and improving a 110-square-metre
former library building from the adjacent state school
site on to the reserve.

Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I refer you to a document that was tabled earlier this
morning, the report by the Attorney-General on the
operation of the Freedom of Information Act for
2006–07. I have obviously just picked up this
document but I note on the inside cover that it says,
‘This report is tabled in lieu of the report tabled on
6 December 2007’. We have here something highly
unusual: the Attorney-General tabled his annual report
on FOI in December, and this morning, without much
fanfare at all, he has tabled a new report on FOI
without any explanation whatsoever.

The building was actually erected by Kinglake West
parents and friends a few decades ago. The building
will be modified and fitted out for use by various local
organisations. It will become home for the Kinglake
Ranges Tennis Club, which has experienced a large
growth in membership and has outgrown its existing
clubrooms. The grant will also go towards many other
elements, which include a new storage area,
constructing barbecue facilities and shelter, landscaping
at the reserve and installing water tanks to harvest water
from the roof of the adjacent hall.

I am asking, Acting Speaker, if you could request the
Attorney-General to provide an explanation to the
house of why two FOI annual reports by him have been
provided to Parliament and what the reason is for the
withdrawal of the first report.

It is great to see these improvements actually happening
to the area, and the committee of management deserves
great thanks for helping to make Kinglake West a better
place to live.

King Street and Templestowe Road: upgrade
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I condemn this lazy
government. This government will not listen, especially
to constituents in my area who have been calling out for
upgrades to King Street and Templestowe Road. These
two major roads need major upgrading, and despite the
fact that I have raised this issue on numerous occasions
the government has ignored the pleas and the needs of
the residents.
How many people must get hurt or killed before this
government provides the money to upgrade these two
roads? King Street will cost approximately $12 million
to upgrade and Templestowe Road will cost about
$20 million. At the last election the Liberal Party
promised that both these roads would be upgraded. This
government refused to listen and continues to refuse to
listen to the residents of the Bulleen electorate. I urge
the Minister for Roads and Ports to actually visit my
electorate. As I have said previously, I am happy to

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order! I
will refer the member’s request to the Speaker for her
consideration.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from 5 February.
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — This
statement was trumpeted by the Premier as a major
reform. ‘Historic’, the Premier said, ‘a landmark’. The
government said it was an initiative that would increase
accountability in this state. They demanded the
attendance of members of the other house and the
attention of all Victorians. It was a Brumby version of a
State of the Union address, delivered fittingly on Super
Tuesday. On cue the troops rose at the finish to cheer
and applaud the president. But as great moments in
parliamentary democracy go, this fell as flat as the
proverbial effluent carter’s hat.
The Premier’s message in the document which
accompanied the statement commenced with a
commitment to increase ‘accessibility and
accountability’ and to ‘finding new ways to engage the
public, be accountable and strengthen the trust’ the
community places in government. He then invited
Victorians to join ‘the increased consultation
opportunities the government is offering’. That was on
Super Tuesday.
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But this week we have seen the government dismiss
country Victorians opposing the government’s plans for
the north–south pipeline as ‘ugly, ugly people’. We
have seen government members vote down a private
members bill designed to increase public scrutiny of the
channel deepening project. Not one single member of
the government had the courage to argue the case
against the bill proceeding. We have seen government
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee prevent disclosure of documents to explain
the transport ticketing fiasco and the minister flatly
refusing to answer questions on the subject. We have
seen the Premier tell country Victorians that they are
too far away to warrant the provision of a rescue
helicopter. And we have seen the establishment of the
Ministry of Truth, the Premier’s own spin machine,
with 1000 public servants building the biggest media
monitoring and propaganda unit in Australian political
history.
This statement has little to do with the government’s
intentions and more to do with the Premier’s
pretensions. Since 1999 the member for
Broadmeadows, as minister and Treasurer, had
presented to the house only one ministerial statement,
and that was in November 1999. It was the now
Premier’s first attempt to take the parliamentary
spotlight. It was an early display of the now famous
chip on the shoulder. The speech he gave then was so
long that it was described by the then Leader of The
Nationals as ‘the longest press release in the history of
man’.
It was not until 2001 that the now Premier got to strut
the stage for the first time as Treasurer with his first
budget speech. That was the first of seven in a row.
Each became a piece of highly orchestrated theatre.
Each salved the wounds the then Treasurer had
received over who should have been Premier. Each was
designed to show just who was running the show. It
was the annual statement of Brumby’s intentions. It was
Prince John’s time in the parliamentary spotlight,
comfort for the uncrowned king.
Suddenly the Premier finds himself again without a
stage for making grand parliamentary statements. He is
no longer the Treasurer, and there are no gala
parliamentary performances, just the very evident pain
of question time. So here we are, and what was
originally announced as the tabling of a document has
been converted into theatre.
Each of those grand performances of the past was
themed, each with its intentions and flourishes. What
was it that the now Premier said in those speeches? In
2001 the then Treasurer promised ‘a new level of
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openness and accountability’, the ‘standardisation of
regional railway gauges’, ‘a seamless freight system
across the state, integrating Victoria’s industries with
the national and global economies’, ‘improved access
to Victoria’s ports for regional business and industry’,
and ‘an integrated transport system for the whole of
Victoria’. He promised to ‘drag Victoria’s transport
system into the 21st century’. He promised to improve
‘literacy and numeracy’ and that Victorians ‘could feel
safe in their homes, streets and communities’.
In 2002 he proclaimed ‘education as the government’s
top priority’. He heralded ‘a new climate of confidence
in Victoria’ and ‘communities where there is trust and
support’. He promised ‘world-class schools and
hospitals’, ‘modern transport’ and ‘safer places for
people to live and work’. He said we Victorians ‘had
the wind in our sails’.
In 2003 he said we were ‘on track’ to providing ‘every
Victorian’ with ‘first-class health care whenever and
wherever they need it’. He promised then ‘a new
Department for Victorian Communities to work
together with communities across the state to tackle
problems, create new opportunities and secure their
futures’.
Dr Napthine — That’s gone.
Mr BAILLIEU — As the member for South-West
Coast reminds us, that is gone.
In 2004 the Premier promised again, because he had to
promise it again, to ‘improve rail and shipping access to
the port of Melbourne’. He said these improvements
were ‘critical to maintaining Melbourne’s position as
Australia’s leading freight hub’. He promised to
provide ‘detailed feasibility and design studies’ for —
guess what? — ‘the deepening of the shipping
channels’ in Port Phillip Bay. And he promised ‘fully
detailed designs to improve rail links to and within the
port, with the aim of increasing the amount of freight
carried by rail, reducing road congestion around the
port and boosting the efficiency of Victoria’s freight
sector’.
In 2005 he said we were ‘driving ahead’. He promised
Victorians ‘clean, healthy and safe communities’. And
he promised ‘decent, affordable housing’,
‘state-of-the-art public hospitals and health services’,
and again, ‘modern, reliable transport systems’. It is
fascinating to review those contributions over time. By
2006 the rhetoric was waning and the intentions were
fading. The best the then Treasurer could muster was a
generalist comment that Victoria was ‘a world-class
state and economy’. If only it had all been true.
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By 2007 a clearly frustrated and ambitious Treasurer
was struggling. He was highlighting problems and in so
doing was acknowledging the failure of the Labor
government to deliver in so many areas, including in
freight transport infrastructure. The talk at the time was
of a Treasurer counselling the then Premier to go or he
would — and guess what happened? The best he could
muster in that last budget speech were some narrow
claims about our state leading in just a handful of
indicators.
What has the Premier committed to in this statement of
government intentions? The bold intentions have gone or
merely been recycled, and the government is clearly
labouring. The Premier has committed in this document
to providing a website opportunity for Victorians to have
input. The address is www.yoursay.dpc.vic.gov.au.
‘Yoursay’ is the name; shame, then, that there are other
sites with the same name. If you Google ‘yoursay’, you
will find a website providing commercial online survey
sources, or even the Herald Sun’s feedback line, ‘Have
your say’.
The Herald Sun website is an open site. Comments are
posted there for all to see, and on Tuesday readers were
giving the Premier a right old towelling. I do not think
that is what the Premier had in mind. If you try hard,
you can find the Premier’s site, but it is a one-way site.
Those seeking to comment have to register, and full
details are required. You can make a comment, but
no-one else will get to see that comment, and in so
doing commentators will be captured by the
Department of Premier and Cabinet — the very same
department that is now running the propaganda
machine. Join the email list? The email list is run by the
Premier’s personal propaganda unit. Now we know
where Sharon went after the Office of Police Integrity
debacle!
What are the Premier’s claimed priorities? When the
Premier took office in 2007 his media release
proclaimed his priorities were education, skills and
lifelong learning, public transport, urban development,
planning, preventable diseases, major projects and
services to farmers. In an interview on Stateline in
August last year he proclaimed they were to
‘implement the policies the government took to the
election’, but there was no mention of the nearly
40 opposition policies the government has implemented
since the election. And he certainly did not mention his
broken promises, like the north–south pipeline.
In the house on Tuesday the Premier again proclaimed
that education was his no. 1 priority, but in the message
in the accompanying document he said government
priorities are ‘families, communities, water and climate
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change’. When it comes to priorities Victorians could
be forgiven for being a little confused about the
Premier’s message. I guess priorities change and all we
can do is accept whatever is in his most recent
statement.
This statement sets out the government’s intentions for
the year, and presumably they are derived from those
priorities, and the statement seeks to highlight in
particular the government’s parliamentary agenda. So it
is instructive after all the pomp to consider what
legislation the government has introduced this week.
Legislation has been introduced this week — what a
relief! — but there is only one bill. There is only one
bill of the 60-odd heralded in the accompanying
document, so we must look to that for a sense of
priority. There we have it — a bill to deal with the
management of the flower and garden show! ‘Look on
my works, ye mighty, and despair!’. I am convinced:
this statement stuff is really instructive.
The real story is in the Deputy Premier’s message
buried in the accompanying statement — the document
that demonstrates that the statement could have been
delivered and probably should have been delivered by
press release. There it is on the opening page:
Some of the bills outlined in this statement will not be
brought before Parliament until 2009.

So there we are — in delay again! This list is a grab bag
of bills, some of which may or may not see the light of
day. They have been patched together for Show Day, a
Show Day with a show bag and Polly Waffle to boot.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — A lovely interjection from the
member for Bass. What legislation does not get a
mention in the statement? It is, of course, just as
instructive to consider that. There is absolutely no
mention of two particular bills. One is the Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Projects)
Bill. This bill was so critical to the future of water
security in this state that Parliament was recalled in the
week before Christmas 2006 to provide for its urgent
passage. It still lies on the bottom of the notice paper,
and as for the government’s intentions, we still do not
know what they are.
The other is the Senate Elections Amendment Bill,
which was also introduced in 2006. It, too, rots on the
notice paper. A federal election has come and gone, and
the government intention for that bill still remains a
mystery.
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There are a number of major issues that have not been
covered. We cannot cover them all in the time allowed
here, but I want to cover some. One of the major issues
confronting Victorians at this time is the channel
deepening project. There is widespread and passionate
interest in this project, and, understandably, much
attention has been drawn to the environmental issues.
But equally in recent months public attention has been
drawn to the land use issue, the alternative port options
issue and also to the freight and traffic issues which
arise from the project. We might have expected that
these issues would have featured in the government’s
intention statement, but they do not. And in this regard I
want to highlight a glaring omission.
After seven years of promises and millions of dollars
spent there is still no freight and logistics strategy for
Melbourne or indeed Victoria. The strategy was
promised by the government in 2001 as being vital to
the development of future infrastructure development
decisions. It should have led the metropolitan growth
strategy, Melbourne 2030, which was released in 2002;
it should have led the port development plan. It should
have led decisions about freight rail; it should have led
decisions about road and rail links. Sadly it did not, and
it did not because the work was not done. It was urgent,
the government said. It was essential, the government
said, but it has been buried. We have raised it many
times in this house, but government embers —
‘embers’: there is a slip of the tongue! — government
members have dropped it as a subject.
On 7 October 2003 in the course of debate on the port
of Melbourne bill I raised industry concern about the
lack of the promised freight and logistics strategy and
asked the question: where is it? The then Minister for
Transport intervened: ‘It is in good hands’, he said! His
hands were chopped off, and we still do not know
whose hands it has been in because there is no strategy.
It does not rate a mention in this statement of intentions.
All that exists is a website for the freight and logistics
strategy — another website! There are one and a half
pages on that website. Go to it, and you see it refers to a
grab bag of other reports. Most of those reports refer in
turn to the pending freight and logistics strategy —
round and round, like a circle in a spiral.
Word around government circles is that in the last few
weeks a group in the Department of Infrastructure has
been desperately trying to cobble together a document
ahead of forthcoming road announcements. The
industry is rolling its collective eyes, and the Premier
wonders why industry figures give him a bucketing.
But it is all too late; so many decisions have already
been made, and the tail has wagged the dog. And, oh,
what a dog! No wonder there is no clarity on the future
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of Hastings as a port, or freight rail, or standardisation,
or traffic, or congestion. It is a tragedy that there is no
freight and logistics strategy from this government after
seven years.
There are many other things missing from this
statement. In health, where is the mention of the
patients currently on the waiting lists and the strategy to
relieve that, and the patients on hidden waiting lists and
waiting on lists to get onto the hidden waiting lists?
Where is the plan to achieve any specific outcomes in
terms of increased throughput in our hospitals? Where
is the mention of dental care? Where is the mention of
the faltering rural ambulance network in regional
Victoria? Where is the mention of a south-west rescue
helicopter? Where is the mention of the shortage of
medical professionals in country Victoria? And in
education — the government’s trumpeted priority; or at
least on occasions it is the government’s trumpeted
priority — where is the mention of the rising
maintenance backlog in our schools? There have been
years and years of increasing maintenance backlog.
Where is the mention of the reduction in the number
applying to become teachers in Victoria this year?
Where is the strategy for addressing the real problems
with literacy and numeracy? We do not want illiteracy
and innumeracy in this state. Where is the mention of
the 4000 teachers currently in schools who have not yet
had police record checks? Where is the mention of the
continuing exodus of Victorian students from
government to non-government schools and the exodus
of teachers to other states? And why is it that Victoria
spends less per student than any other state?
On law and order, where is the mention of the truth
about crime statistics being propped up by changed
reporting? Where is the mention of the thousands of
Victorians who have been the victims of violent crime
on our streets in the last 12 months and indeed in the
last eight years, and the staggering growth in the
number of assaults and crimes against the person?
Where is the mention of police officers who are under
enormous strain attempting to respond to escalating
violence with fewer and fewer front-line officers, or the
commitment to providing additional officers over the
next three years? Where is the mention of the violence
in our suburbs, regional centres or country towns, or a
commitment to any target for reducing the incidence of
violent crimes? Where are the increased human
resources for our courts, which continue to languish at
the bottom of the national league tables?
On transport and roads, where is the mention of that
triumph, the over-budget and overdue transport
ticketing fiasco? We have a billion dollars worth of
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tickets when we have already got tickets. What we need
is trains, trams and tracks. Where is the reference to the
delays, overcrowding and cancellations on our rail
network, or a specific proposal to increase rolling stock
for our public transport system? Where is the mention
of the South Morang rail extension, which is long
promised, or the proposals for a Rowville extension, or
a light rail to Doncaster? And where is the reference to
the current and future bottlenecks around Melbourne’s
ports and what has been done about them? I have
referred already to that freight and logistics strategy.
And where is the concern about violence on the public
transport network, or bringing forward the urgent level
crossing upgrades? We have again seen tragedies in at
least two locations in the last fortnight. Where are the
connections to the ring-road and the Frankston bypass
and other important road projects?
On tax, economic and business matters, where is the
reference to the crippling taxes this government
imposes on Victorians, or the soaring land tax and
stamp duty burdens, or the high price of housing and
renting in Victoria that threatens future employment,
security and growth? Where is the effort to reduce the
dependence on gaming revenue and the pain of
problem gamblers? Where is the reference to inflation
and the looming crisis in monetary policy on top of the
current crisis in housing affordability, or any strategy or
plan to boost Victoria’s exports and make sure the
newly deepened channel works both ways? Where is
the reference to the impact of the subprime mortgage
crisis on Victoria’s public sector agencies, a crisis the
Premier has ignored in this house on many occasions?
On water and the environment, where is the mention of
the national water plan for the Murray–Darling Basin?
Where is the reference to the government’s intention as
to whether it will sign up to a plan that has been agreed
to by almost every other jurisdiction? Where is the
mention of new public land management strategies to
prevent ecological devastation of the type seen in the
2002–03 and 2006–07 megafires? Where is the
reference to those people in regional communities still
suffering from the catastrophic effect of megafires,
followed quickly by flash flooding? Where is the
reference to the backlog of stormwater upgrades, first
identified by the Auditor-General four years ago? On
essential services, where is the new investment in
Victoria’s baseload power supply, which is rapidly
approaching demand? Where are the new dams or any
plan to address the water crisis in the next three years,
free of the shallow ideology of Labor?
On local government, where is the acknowledgement of
local government’s struggle against the onset of
additional poker machines in communities? Where is
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the mention of local government’s ability to fight
against executive intervention on other planning
decisions? And what about the cost shifting to local
government of the maintenance of local roads and
bridges, and the important issues of governance,
democracy and accountability?
Where is the reference to Victoria’s anticorruption
framework and the massive gaps covering oversight,
jurisdiction and enforcement of standards of probity
among public officials? Where is the acknowledgement
of the need for an independent broadbased
anticorruption commission? Why does this statement
hide the lack of probity and transparency around major
government contracts, including the lotteries and
gaming licenses, the ticketing system and other
contracts which have received attention in this place?
The lack of public disclosure around data collected on
the channel deepening project is to be very much
regretted. Where is the commitment or the intention of
this government to require ministers to actually answer
questions in this place? Where are the Premier’s
intentions with regard to the conduct of his ministers
and staff and public officials? Where are his intentions
on upper house committees that continue to be snubbed
by the Premier, his ministers and the government? And
where is the commitment to reining in the size of his
own staff and bureaucracy?
What is included in this document? There is a list of
bills such as those usually contained in the annual list of
departmental legislative bids; but here, spruced up for
the occasion, some 60 of them get a mention. Twenty
seven of them are machinery bills. A dozen are bills
aligning legislation with commonwealth or other
legislation or meeting Council of Australian
Governments requirements. Nearly half have already
been foreshadowed. Some will be welcome debates on
socially progressive issues, which will attract
conscience votes; and most of the rest anticipate future
reviews. We can only imagine how long that will be
strung out for, and I am sure local councils and
communities are looking forward to yet another
drawn-out erosion of their planning powers. It would
also have been constructive if the Premier had indicated
his intentions to promote the introduction of private
members bills, but the events of this week suggest that
is unlikely to happen.
What is new in this document? Not much. Some of the
early childhood proposals pick up on Liberal Party
policy at the last election, which was initially ridiculed
by the government, and we will be watching that one
with interest. A rewrite of the Health Act will no doubt
keep a swarm of public servants and health industry
professionals occupied while the problems in health
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care persist. But I, for one, will be keen to see measures
in the preventive health sphere. There is much more we
can do with alcohol, drugs, obesity and mental illness
issues.
What should be in the document? What should be on
the Premier’s mind? He should be putting Victoria back
on the top of the table rather than leaving it languishing;
making it a state of excellence and first choice;
leveraging our competitive advantages and our
strengths; introducing a definitive view on freight and
logistics to lead and drive planning and investment for
freight, rail and development. There should be a
detailed plan to grow our electricity supplies and make
clean use of our coal resources; a plan for harvesting
untapped water resources, including dams and
recycling, unrestrained by empty ideology. There
should be a plan for the farming sector to allow them to
get on with the job rather than constantly fighting the
yoke of Spring Street.
There should be a plan for our manufacturing sector; a
plan for driving our quality tertiary education sector and
supplying additional places for Victorian students; an
elevation of multiculturalism and language skills; a plan
to protect our lifestyle advantages; a plan for affordable
housing and giving encouragement and hope to young
families; a plan for lowering the cost of government
and providing genuine transparency; and a plan to rid
Victoria of the stench of corruption and to lift the veil
of secrecy that has descended on this government, on
its ministers, on its projects and on its conduct, which
has made Victoria the current holder of the title ‘The
Secret State’.
This Premier knows that what we have had instead is
the pedestrian monologue of a Premier who knows he
is in strife and blew it. He knows his government has
not delivered, that it has squandered perhaps the
greatest political opportunity in decades and wasted the
good times. He failed to do what was necessary. He
failed to make the decisions in a timely way, and the
legacy of the do-nothing government has come back to
haunt the Premier. He has blown the money, the power,
the majorities and the goodwill, and now there are no
more excuses. It may have been show day for the
Premier, but it was little more than a filibuster for the
Parliament.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The annual
statement of government intentions which was
delivered by the Premier on Tuesday of this week was a
dreadful disappointment, both in its content and for
Victorians at large. Unfortunately — tragically even —
the rhetoric within the document simply does not match
the facts of what is happening, and more particularly
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what is not happening, in Victoria at the moment.
Before addressing some of the issues contained within
the statement and some of the elements that were not in
it but that need addressing, I want to make reference to
some basic matters that underpin the way in which this
state and its communities should function. I want to
address those comments in part to the government.
The first thing to be said to this government is that it
should grow up. It has to recognise that it is now in its
ninth year of governance of the state of Victoria. It took
over the governance in the last century. It needs to
come into this century. On my count there are
14 members of the Legislative Assembly who were
here in 1992 at the time of the former government,
using that term in its generalised sense — 6 of them
from the Labor Party, 6 from the Liberal Party and 2
from The Nationals, including of course the Father of
the Parliament, the renowned member for Murray
Valley, who has been here forever.
Mr Baillieu — And long may he be!
Mr RYAN — This government has to accept
responsibility for who it is and for what is its task, and
for what it is and is not doing across Victoria. That is its
first job — to grow up.
The second thing is that it has to govern to unite
communities and not divide them. At the moment
division is rampant, and we saw more of it this week
out on the front steps and beyond. We see it on a daily
basis.
I give credit where it is due. I do it as a matter of
course, and I give it again today. The work of the
current Premier in the lead-up to the 1999 election was
a pivotal factor in enabling Labor to sit where it now
sits. I give him that credit. But when I look now at what
is happening under the premiership of the same person,
it is worlds apart. If you look at the sorts of headlines
that appeared in 1999 before the now Premier lost his
position as then Leader of the Opposition, you will see
emerging much that we are still seeing happen in
Victoria. You will see much of what happened then still
happening now. I think it is a terrible worry for all
Victorians.
We saw it here last Tuesday when this protest happened
out on the front steps of Parliament. The failure of the
government to grow up and accept responsibility was
clearly demonstrated. These good, decent people came
along to put their point of view. In the end of course we
saw a shemozzle in this chamber. I have never
condoned conduct of that nature, and I do not condone
it now. But the deeper issue is: this government has to
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examine why it is that that sort of conduct comes about.
It cannot stand aside from it.
What drives a group of honest, decent, hardworking
people to come to the steps of Parliament in the first
place and then involve themselves in that activity? This
is why it can justifiably be said that this government is
not accepting its responsibilities. Even worse, of course,
was that the government then cast aspersions upon the
member for Benalla — it happened again today — and
upon The Nationals at large when we had absolutely
nothing to do with the events that occurred in this
chamber the other day. That is another element of the
disgrace resting upon this government and why it ought
to grow up.
This issue of dividing communities has been rampant
under this government. We had the terrible saga of the
toxic waste dump issue. For literally years people tore
themselves inside out, and we saw the waste of millions
of dollars in fighting that issue. In the end the
government conceded. To this day I do not know what
its policy is over the issues that drove that absolutely
immoral attempt to construct that toxic dump in the
place it was intending. It was a terribly divisive
initiative. We have seen the VEAC (Victorian
Environment Assessment Council) inquiry report that
has now come to the government. Something like 6000
submissions on behalf of individuals across country
Victoria in particular were received, and yet we have
seen nothing from the government as to what it is going
to do. This is a document calculated to cause massive
disruption to country communities. It is shockingly
divisive. Then of course there is the issue of water and
its management. I will return to that in a moment.
The third point I want to raise is financial management.
This government cannot manage the finances of this
state. It is running a budget of about $35 billion. When
it took over last century the budget was about
$19 billion. Victoria is enjoying a period in its history
which has not been surpassed since the days of the gold
rush, yet Labor cannot make it work. Today 26 per cent
of its income is from GST payments. It gets about
$700 million a month on average just for turning up,
just for being here, but it still cannot make it work. That
money was not even part of government income when
Labor took over last century.
Twenty per cent of its income comes from special
purpose payments, yet we still have rampant stamp
duty in Victoria. We have the land tax issues. We have
the rhetoric from the government in the speech by the
Premier and in the accompanying document, talking
about families and what is important for them and the
capacity to be able to buy and own your own home and
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all those attendant things, yet we have a government
that is simply thriving upon the levels of stamp duty
and taxes at large that it enjoys. This is all in the face of
now having this income from GST and from the special
purpose payments. Yes, we run a budget in surplus, but
thankfully that happens because throughout the whole
time — over seven, eight and now almost nine years —
of this government the budgeted income has been
exceeded. The real question is: what happens when the
music stops? What happens when this driving economy
falters? What happens if and when we see the situation
that we now see in the United States? That is the
problem for us here in Victoria.
The fourth issue I want to raise is that we are an
export-driven economy. We must look outward as a
state, not inwards. From 1992 to 1999 our commodity
exports in Victoria expanded from about $11 billion to
about $19 billion or $20 billion in round figures. From
2000 through to 2007 our exports increased by
$1 billion. It is an appalling performance on the part of
this government. We have a major systemic problem in
Victoria simply because our export capacity is being
strangled. Yet the word ‘export’ does not appear in the
Premier’s speech. The word ‘export’ turns up on
page 37 of the accompanying document and then there
are some oblique references to the development of
industry at large. But we are an export-driven economy.
If we do not grow our exports in Victoria, we will be
strangled as a state within this nation. Yet this
government will not acknowledge it, let alone do
anything about it. As I say, we have a major systemic
problem around that issue.
The government says its priorities are to do with
families, communities, jobs, water and climate change.
Let us look at some of the specifics around those issues.
On the question of water, the mismanagement by Labor
of water in this state is going to cause cathartic
consequences for Victoria in a variety of ways.
Politically, Labor is already losing seats. It lost the seat
of Morwell at the last election in 2006. The member for
Morwell now sits here proudly under The Nationals
banner. It lost the seat of Narracan. The member for
Narracan is now here on behalf of the Liberal Party.
What we are seeing is the gradual retraction of the
Labor Party representation across Victoria. Labor now
has no political representation in the Assembly beyond
a radius of about 150 kilometres from Melbourne. It is
withdrawing gradually to Melbourne. It is a message
surely, and it is crucially around this issue of water. The
basic problem of Labor is that it has absolutely no
empathy with people around this critical issue.
I have no doubt that the Minister for Water, with his
photographic memory, has by now read almost every
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document ever created on the issue of water. I have no
doubt that he remembers them. But I also have no
doubt he has utterly no empathy with rural water needs
and what water means to country communities. He
simply does not understand it. Similarly the Premier of
this state, who should know better, is involved in this
escapade north of the Divide at the moment. He should
know better, but unfortunately he also has no empathy
with these people. The issue with water from a country
Victoria perspective is that it is the last great
competitive edge for country Victorians. It is the thing
which makes the difference, and Labor recognised that
going into the election in November of 2006. It swore
in its documentation that it would never pipe water
from north of the Great Dividing Range — no
qualifications; it swore it would never do it — and now
it is betraying that trust.
We strongly support the food bowl development in
relation to the investment of those millions of dollars up
around the Goulburn region. We think it is a great
initiative, and as far as that is concerned, all credit to the
government. We do have issues with how it is actually
being expended and with some of the outcomes it will
produce, but the principle behind it we strongly support.
We support it because those communities understand
that through the use of this last great competitive edge
they can actually grow product, they can produce things
and they can ensure that they maintain their position in
this all-important export market which is so crucial to
Victoria.
When you look at those figures for our export
performance you can see that we are able to
maintain — almost — our export capacity in Victoria
out of those commodities. That is because these people
are innovative, they think laterally, they use what they
have as well as they can, they take what they have got
at the time to work with and they do it absolutely
brilliantly — and all credit to them — but they
understand that in time to come the preservation and the
growth of those communities is essentially going to be
around this all-important issue of water. Of course they
are in a system now which cannot even remotely supply
its own needs, and we have a government that swore it
would never pipe water across the Great Divide — yet
it is pursuing that.
I say shame on the Labor Party, not only for the breach
of its promise and not only for betraying the trust of
those people, but also for putting a spear through the
heart of one of our great export industries — all that
enterprise — and I talk about it in the broad sense. The
on-farm element is not the only issue behind this; what
is behind it and supporting it is all the forms of
manufacturing enterprise and all the retailing and all the
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commercial activity around it, all of which is
fundamentally based on the notion of having water
available to it. That is what drives these people who are
objecting to the inane proposal this government has
dreamt up to build a dirty great big pipeline over
85 kilometres in length to take water from a system that
cannot provide for itself and pump it into Melbourne,
which should provide for itself. All of this is happening
in the smart state — the state which is supposed to be
one of the great leaders of the democratic world in the
way in which it uses technology. It is a disgrace.
In relation to the issue of the desalination plant, we are
not averse to desalination — it is part of the policy we
took to the last election — but the problem here is the
way in which this government has gone about it. The
process has been appalling — absolutely appalling —
and it is no wonder that we saw representatives of the
people out there during the course of the week
complaining bitterly about it, including the 10 or a
dozen people who have been served with acquisition
notices down there in the South Gippsland region. Their
land will be taken away from them forcibly to enable
this to happen. As a general principle desalination
should be done only when other means have been
exhausted and when it remains the only option
available. We support the principle of it, but not the
dreadful way this government has sought to go about it.
The construction of more dams in Victoria: of course
we should examine that alternative. In northern Victoria
we have large catchment areas in our dams. We have
places like Eildon Weir with a capacity three times that
of the Thomson Dam, whereas over in Gippsland, east
of the Thomson, the only dam we have is the pond
known as Glenmaggie Weir, with 190 gigalitres —
about 20 per cent of the capacity of the Thomson Dam.
Last year in those flood events in June and November
almost 800 000 megalitres — 800 gigalitres! — of
water went straight out to sea. Of course I am not
suggesting for one moment that the whole of that
should have been collected, but there is scope to build
new facilities there which will do justice to Victoria’s
needs — and I emphasise this — not only in an
economic sense and not only in a communal sense but
very importantly in an environmental sense, particularly
with respect to the Gippsland Lakes. On this whole
issue, Melbourne should look after its own water needs.
There is plenty of capacity to do it. On the
government’s own documents, it should happen.
Insofar as rail issues are concerned, the rail system in
Victoria is a shambolic mess. We have, of course, the
recent report from the former Deputy Prime Minister
Tim Fischer, and what a great job he has done. This
government promised standardisation of rail in 2001.
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Where has that money gone, for heaven’s sake! That
$90-odd million seems to have disappeared into the
ether. That is where the Leader of the House, as he is
now known and was known then, got that great name
Pig-Iron Pete. It is no disrespect to him but just a
reflection of the fact that at the time when he was the
minister responsible the whole thing just never ever
happened. I ask rhetorically, where is it now? The
recommendations of the Fischer review should be
pursued and pursued quickly. A project estimated at
$80 million, which was the original figure for fast rail,
eventually somehow cost $750 million in quintessential
Labor terms. If you put up about half that amount of
money over a five-year span, for example, it would
make an enormous difference.
Health services are in a parlous condition across much
of country Victoria. The professionals who provide the
services are doing a magnificent job, but the South
Gippsland region is a snapshot of what is happening in
other places. Paramedics are again very concerned
about the way in which they are being supported in
their service provision. It is two years to the day since I
stood up in this place to express concerns about the
situation with Rural Ambulance Victoria. I was told by
the government that there was not a problem; history
would say there certainly was, but still the problems
persist. At Wonthaggi we have got difficulties in being
able to provide services. The doctors are struggling,
with paramedics having to provide much of the service.
Of course the member for Bass has talked about this
regularly and continues to do so. In my own electorate
of Gippsland South across the campuses of Korumburra
and Leongatha, Gippsland Southern Health Service is
very concerned about the way in which it is being
funded with regard to what it does. The closure of the
Warley Hospital on Phillip Island: what an unmitigated
disgrace it is in this apparent new age of federalism that
that should have been able to happen, leaving the
people of Phillip Island without acute services.
In education, completion rates in country Victoria are
lagging behind those in Melbourne. The rate of uptake
of our tertiary courses and the training courses for our
kids is lagging badly behind the rate in Melbourne.
These children want to go — and they should — to get
their training and their education, and we then want
them to come back, but we need to support them and
give them proper help. We have an ageing cohort of
teachers. That issue needs to be addressed urgently by
the government. We need to have proper programs to
encourage teachers out to the country parts of our state.
In policing, the numbers are stretched in a variety of
areas, and we saw that again recently, particularly in the
coastal areas. In my own electorate in places like Venus
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Bay the police did the best they could over the recent
festive times, but still they struggled. On the road
system, we have been making calls on the government
in that area for many years, and still the improvements
are slight. We support the Arrive Alive strategy, but we
still do not have a strategy from the government in
relation to country roads as such. All of this, of course,
spills over to our families and local communities —
those wonderful people who constitute our country
community.
There are opportunities for this government in what is
the current structure of politics in Australia. I appreciate
that initiatives are being pursued at the Council of
Australian Governments, and I welcome that, but I also
say to the government that it has a generational
opportunity here to make positive change, and one of
the keys to that is going to be the ministerial council
meetings. The government needs to bring onto the
agenda of those meetings many of the issues which
bedevil our respective jurisdictions.
There have been calls, for example, for container
deposit legislation to be introduced in Victoria. If it is
such a good idea and works in other places, why do we
not have it here? The government should put it to that
ministerial council and let it be examined. On the issue
of teacher salary structures, it seems to me we are not
paying our teachers enough. Let us benchmark that
through those ministerial councils. With issues like
waiting lists in hospitals, we should be able to
benchmark those sorts of things through the ministerial
council meetings. I urge the government to take this
once-in-a-generation opportunity and make sure those
ministerial council meetings serve the purpose which I
think is available to them.
A lot of this statement that I am responding to talks
about Melbourne’s growth rate. Do not forget country
Victoria, I say to this government. This great city of
Melbourne — which we all know and love — we
support, but the cause of country Victoria is a great one;
it underpins the fortunes of this state. I proudly
represent the party that for 90 years has spoken on its
behalf, and this government should do likewise.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I join members
of the house in supporting the Premier’s 2008 annual
statement of government intentions. This is an historic
document. It is the first time in the history of the
Victorian Parliament — and it is a first for any
Australian government — that the government’s
legislative agenda for the coming year has been
publicly released and people have been invited to
contribute to the formation of legislation.
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From the outset this government said we would govern
for all Victorians; now we are asking all Victorians to
participate in the way we govern. This statement
provides a new opportunity for people to engage in the
political process and also to have an input into the
development of laws that directly affect their lives.
Instead of having a democracy that starts and ends at
the ballot box, we are encouraging people to get
involved in the public debate of issues at an early stage
and through the development of legislation. The
Brumby government believes in participatory
democracy, not just representative democracy. We
know that government is not the font of all wisdom and
that we get much better public policy when all
members of society are engaged in the debate of issues.
As a government we have always consulted widely and
we have always canvassed a wide variety of views.
Indeed some members on the other side have criticised
us for doing too much consultation. As strange as it
may sound to those members, we want to hear a range
of views and we are always looking for ways to better
engage the community.
Contrary to the current rules of political engagement,
this government wants to empower each and every
individual, wherever they live, whatever their
occupation and whatever their allegiances. We want to
encourage them to participate in the formation of the
laws of the state. We do not want to hear just from
lobbyists, interest groups, business entities and
community groups — although of course their views
are keenly sought and welcomed. We also want to
encourage all Victorians — retirees, parents at home
looking after their kids, students, shop assistants,
factory workers and executives alike — to take more
interest in public issues and feel that they can have an
input into the decision-making process and that their
input is valued and worth while.
From this year the public will have more opportunities
to influence the final shape of new laws through the
release of discussion papers, targeted consultation with
interested people and groups and the wider use of
exposure draft bills. The statement of government
intentions guides people on how to get involved. It also
tells a story about a particular issue for those just
wanting to be better informed. The public will be able
to quickly access documents which provide the
background of an issue as well as read up on the current
debate in relation to a particular issue.
The statement is fundamentally a work plan —
something that those opposite might find a bit
foreign — for the government over the next 12 months.
Further, it provides all Victorians with a blueprint of
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how their lives may change under this government. It
provides some details of that change well in advance of
it actually happening, and it invites people to have a
real say in what those changes might look like.
The statement shows that we have some real challenges
ahead. We have set ourselves an ambitious and
reforming program that tackles a large number of issues
ranging from health, education, transport and
community safety to bills dealing with climate change
and growing the economy through major infrastructure
projects and, of course, good financial management.
As Attorney-General I have a number of pieces of
legislation outlined in the statement under the heading
‘Addressing social challenges’. The heading says it all.
There are some big — indeed important — social
challenges ahead. This government is not about taking
the easy path — avoiding issues that should be dealt
with or putting them off until tomorrow when they need
to be addressed today. Some of the matters up for
debate include a review of the Equal Opportunity Act,
access to assisted reproductive technology and
surrogacy and tightening laws with respect to the
regulation of tattooing and body piercing. I am also
involved in looking at ways to make our communities
safer by modernising our Crimes Act and reforming the
way our courts work to deliver justice more quickly.
These are some of the issues that I am personally
responsible for, but the government’s agenda is broad
and exciting. I hope many Victorians will take
advantage of this new opportunity and have their say on
aspects of the government’s agenda that concern or
interest them. This government prides itself on being
inclusive. We believe in consultation, in listening to a
range of views and in making decisions in the best
interests of the entire Victorian community. That is not
to say that the government will agree with everything
people say, nor will we be able to please everyone —
particularly on more contentious issues where there are
often quite divergent views that are strongly held by
different sections of the community.
Of course the ultimate decision rests with the
government of the day, and we do not shy away from
our responsibilities in these matters. However, we also
know that you get good public policy outcomes by
listening to a wide range of views and working through
the issues with the whole community.
When one looks at the February 2008 Annual
Statement of Government Intentions one can see a
whole range of important challenges and issues that the
government will be dealing with over the next
12 months. They come under appropriate headings,
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including, ‘Investing in Victorians’, where we talk
about education, preventive health care and supporting
a fairer Victoria. Under the heading ‘Building stronger
and more livable communities’ we talk about
accelerating public transport improvements, improving
urban development and making our community safer.
One of the acts I am responsible for is the Crimes Act.
We will be rewriting the Crimes Act in its entirety. We
deal with serious sex offenders in the community,
which is a very difficult balancing act. We have people
who have done the crime and done the time, but
objectively there is a view that they still pose a serious
risk to the community. How do you deal with those
difficult issues? We are not going to shy away from
them; we are going to introduce legislation to deal with
those issues.
To address endemic family violence we will have a
new, stand-alone family violence act in this state. We
expect it will be a groundbreaking piece of legislation
that will be followed in other jurisdictions.
A whole range of other reforms fall under the heading
‘Promoting innovative and sustainable growth’, and
they are about securing Victoria’s economic future,
delivering major projects and events, and protecting our
agricultural sector. This is a groundbreaking, innovative
document. It is certainly a Victorian first and an
Australian first.
In conclusion I would like to thank Michael Kane and
his team in the Department of Premier and Cabinet for
their thorough work on the statement. I thank my
department and other departments as well. I thank
people like Louise Glanville and her team in my private
office, who have had such input to this groundbreaking
document.
The statement of government intentions is about
making Victoria’s legislative process even more
inclusive and, in the long run, about building a stronger
and healthier democratic system in this state. This is a
great statement, and I hope it is supported not only by
all members of this place but also by all Victorians,
who will now have greater input into the democratic
process.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — Another day, another
piece of spin and another glossy, self-congratulatory
publication — complete with, of all things, colour
photos of the Premier and Deputy Premier! I never
thought I would say this, but in a photographic sense at
least I very much regret the retirement of the previous
Premier and the previous Deputy Premier.
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First of all this document is one of complete spin. The
Premier’s message talks about accessibility and
accountability. This government is the most remote
government in Victoria’s history: there is no
accessibility and no accountability.
I make reference to the Deputy Premier’s message, and
the Leader of the Opposition has commented on it. The
Deputy Premier is deluding himself if he thinks that a
one-way website is participatory government. The
Deputy Premier has flagged that some of the bills
referred to in the statement will not be brought before
Parliament until 2009 — again evidence of a major
projects approach, with the Deputy Premier signalling
that the government may well delay some of these
provisions.
I take up the point made by the Leader of the
Opposition in relation to the government’s priorities.
When the Premier was installed on 30 July 2007 he
issued a press release in which he listed a range of
priorities. His priorities in this statement, we note, have
now changed. On the day he was appointed Premier
water was not a priority for this man, but all of a sudden
water has become a priority for the government.
Victorians will not be deluded by spin and they will not
be deluded by this statement, and we will see whether
the government can even implement this statement
throughout the course of this year.
I want to turn to my own portfolio areas and make a
couple of observations. The first one is in the skills
area. The government proposes to introduce some
university legislation reforms. It proposes, as always, to
issue a discussion paper at some stage this year and to
introduce template legislation to ‘modernise’ the
universities’ acts. In doing so the government claims
that it will rationalise 20 pieces of legislation and deal
with two private university acts. A key test for the
government will be whether the Premier’s statement
will apply to this piece of template legislation and
whether the universities will get their say in terms of
their own legislative administration.
I want to comment on the section on water, which is
headed ‘Ensuring water supply’. If only this
government had secured our water supply. If it had, we
would not have the problems in country Victoria or,
indeed, in metropolitan Melbourne that we now face.
The government has flagged two bills, the first one in
relation to water entitlements, which it says will qualify
water rights. That will immediately cause concern
among stakeholders. I note at page 41 of the document
that the government is saying there will be some
consultation. We know, however, that this government
has form — its consultation on the north–south
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pipeline, for example, has been non-existent. This
proposed legislation immediately flags significant areas
of concern.
I want to concentrate on the second piece of legislation
the government has proposed, which is about reform of
the metropolitan water retail sector. On 14 August 2007
the Premier announced that at that stage the VCEC
(Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission)
would be the body to undertake this so-called reform. I,
however, would make the observation that if the
Premier is concerned about equity pricing of water
across Melbourne suburbs — where, for example,
people in Footscray pay more than people from
Brighton for certain components of water use — the
government needs to look at rising block tariffs, which
it introduced and which have allowed for significant
differentials in pricing across Melbourne suburbs.
At the time he announced this inquiry, the Premier
made the following observations. I quote from his press
release of 14 August 2007:
Melbourne’s three water retailers have provided a quality
service to date but reform is required so the industry can
provide a better, more responsive and value for money
service to Melbourne households and industry for the future.

The Minister for Water said on the same day:
We recognise the need to look at issues such as inequities in
prices across Melbourne and the potential for greater
efficiencies through economies of scale …

The Premier and the Minister for Water made it very
clear that they were looking at substantial structural
reform for the metropolitan water authorities.
The Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
issued its report, titled Water Ways — Inquiry into
Reform of the Metropolitan Retail Water Sector, in
December 2007. This must be the one independent
body left in Victoria, because the VCEC is not of the
same view as the government. At page xxiv the
commission made the following observation:
However, the commission’s review of the current three
retailer structure in Melbourne demonstrates that changes to
this structure can at best only have a relatively small impact
on the overall costs of the sector …

On the next page it makes the observation:
There would also be significant transitional costs …

and indeed there were other costs and risks that were
non-monetary.
On page xxvi the commission said:
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Reducing the number of retailers to two would involve many
of the same transition costs as moving to a single retailer, but
would yield smaller ongoing savings. Consequently, this
option would yield only a very small reduction in the growth
of average water bills over the next five years.

The VCEC has a very different view of where
structural reform for the Melbourne water authorities
should be heading, and we wait with great interest to
see how the government will resolve the Premier’s and
the water minister’s more bolshie approach to structural
reform and what the VCEC has thrown up.
While I have the opportunity I would also like to draw
the government’s attention to page 44 of that report,
which makes negative comments on the government’s
dividend collection policies. The comment has been
made by the VCEC:
… on an after-tax basis the dividend payout ratio for all
retailers has risen materially over the past three years
… These ratios indicate the retailers are currently paying out
as dividends an increasing proportion of post-tax profit.

That is the point the opposition has been making now
for the past year — that is, that the government is
stripping these water authorities of profits, it is
pocketing them in the form of dividends and it is not
expending that money on the water infrastructure that
Melbourne and country Victoria so desperately need.
One element that is missing in this statement is the
critical Water Amendment (Critical Water
Infrastructure Projects) Bill. The Leader of the
Opposition made the very valid point that we were
recalled to Parliament in December last year because
this bill was urgent. In fact we were told that the
Bendigo pipeline could not proceed without the critical
water infrastructure bill. The pipeline is now built, so,
again, we have another piece of nonsense and
subterfuge. I request that the government make clear its
intentions on that particular bill.
I note also that there will be a small business bill to
change business name registrations, which is dependent
on results of a meeting of the Council of Australian
Governments. However, much of what is in the
statement of government intentions is something that is
part of the government’s ongoing work. I refer the
government to the Governor’s speech, which was
delivered to the Parliament after the 2006 election.
There is nothing new — nothing new at all — in this
statement of intention, because in his speech the
Governor made the following observation:
… by 2010, the process of reviewing and modernising all of
Victoria’s legislation, a task begun in 2000, will have been
completed.
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Again I make the point that so many of these bills are
‘reviewing’ and ‘modernising’ — those words are used
right through the document — and this is a task the
government has embarked on since the year 2000 and
intends to continue up to the year 2010.
This is not a visionary statement. It is not something to
show that Premier Brumby is leading the state forward
in some new direction; it is simply picking up the work
of modernising. It is picking up the routine legislative
work that the government commenced in 2000 and will
continue on until 2010, and that was made very clear in
the Governor’s speech in 2006. Whilst I appreciate the
list of bills in advance of what the government may
intend to do this year, I still make the observation that
this is nothing but a piece of spin. We expected it would
always be so. It is not visionary; it is just a work
document.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am absolutely
delighted to be able to stand in this place today and
speak in support of the annual statement of government
intentions, because this is an historic day and an historic
document. It is the first time that such a piece of work
has been done in an Australian Parliament, and Victoria
is again leading the nation in this regard.
The importance of an annual statement of government
intentions — this being the first of what is to be an
annual document — is that it sets out in significant
detail the bulk of the government’s intended legislative
program for the year ahead. Historically in the
Victorian Parliament and in other, similar parliaments
the legislative programs of governments have been
announced relatively shortly before bills are introduced
into Parliament. There has been a limited amount of
time for public consultation and discussion and a
limited amount of time for members of Parliament on
both sides of the chamber to be engaged in that process.
What the Brumby government has done in developing a
statement of government intentions is develop a
legislative program for the 12 months ahead and
announce that program to the people of Victoria and the
Parliament of Victoria so that the people and this
Parliament can be more engaged, more informed and
more involved in the development of this program as
we go through 2008, and of course that process will
continue and be repeated in years to come.
I want to congratulate the Premier for this initiative. I
also want to pay tribute to the very hard and dedicated
work that was carried out by the staff of the Cabinet
Secretary’s office, who put in a great amount of work,
and also staff of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
who in this instance were led by Michael Kane. I also
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pay tribute to the way in which all the ministers in the
government and their offices and departments worked
particularly hard to bring their legislative program
together so far in advance so the detail of that program
could be incorporated into the statement that was
announced by the Premier earlier this week.
The statement covers the significant themes that the
government intends to pursue through the course of this
year. Those themes will not be any surprise to the
people of Victoria, because, in essence, they are the
themes that this government has been pursuing
assiduously over its years in office. In particular the
themes cover the areas of investing in Victorians,
building stronger and more livable communities,
promoting innovative and sustainable growth and
leading Victoria and the nation.
When we look at those individual themes, we note that
investing in Victorians involves promoting education,
which of course has been and continues to be this
government’s no. 1 priority; it means strengthening
health-care provision in this state; and it also involves
supporting A Fairer Victoria. Our approach to
education in particular this year involves integrating
education. It involves early childhood development,
further reform of school education and reform of
legislation covering our universities. What an example
of integrated education those pieces of legislation will
provide, because it will go through early childhood
development, through our primary and secondary
schools and into making our universities more strategic
and better able to meet the demands that are placed
upon them in the 21st century.
In relation to health care, the focus of the government,
as announced by the Premier, will be on strengthening
preventive health care. We will be introducing a public
health and wellbeing act, and we will also be making
significant further reforms to reduce the harm caused
by alcohol abuse in the community. Our far-reaching
program, A Fairer Victoria, which has been running
over the last few years, will continue to be a focus of
this government’s attention. In particular there will be
more protection for consumers. We will be updating
equal opportunity laws. We will be reforming the law
regarding access to assisted reproductive technology
and surrogacy.
We will be improving the law in relation to residential
tenancies, strengthening multiculturalism and also
making community organisations better able to function
effectively by removing unnecessary red tape. Overall
that program for investing in Victorians will strengthen
our communities and make our education and health
services better and make Victoria a fairer and stronger
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community as we go forward. We will also be
continuing with our themes of building stronger and
more livable communities, in particular by accelerating
public transport improvements. We will be improving
urban development through reform to the planning and
environment legislation and strengthening building
legislation.
We will also be continuing to make our community
safer. Victoria is the safest state in Australia — we are
very proud of that — but we cannot rest on our laurels
in that regard. We have to continue to make sure that
we drive the crime rate down and that Victoria remains
the safest state in Australia. We will be introducing the
Victoria Police Bill to reform police legislation and
legislation that will reform the Crimes Act and deal
with serious sex offenders. We will be simplifying the
evidence laws and introducing a modernised coronial
system.
We will also be continuing to make sure that Victoria is
a great place for innovation and sustainable growth. We
will be securing Victoria’s economic future through
streamlining our resources law. We will also be
providing for better and fairer accident compensation
laws in this state — that of course is a very important
part of this government’s policy framework. The ways
in which we will continue to provide innovative and
sustainable growth stretch out to every corner of
Victoria. We will be making sure that we protect and
improve our agricultural industries and ensure our
water supplies through the provision of important water
infrastructure reforms, reforming the metropolitan
water retail sector and ensuring water entitlements. We
will also be making sure that the environment is
protected. This is another of the great hallmarks of this
government. We will be moving forward with
legislation that will address issues of climate change,
the reduction of industrial waste and the improvement
and protection of our national parks.
All these reforms — all of the initiatives of this
government, the things that make Victoria a great place
to live, to work, to raise a family and to invest in — are
based on the sound financial management this
government has made a hallmark of its period of office.
In that regard we will be continuing to ensure the strong
financial management of this state. In particular we will
be moving forward with legislation in relation to
financial management reform. As has been debated this
week, we will also be making further improvements to
freedom of information. There will be continuing
public administration reform so that the public sector in
this state remains at the forefront of Australia. We will
continue to make sure that we lead Australia through
the national reform agenda of which this government
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has been the driver over recent years. We are very
pleased that we will now have the opportunity to work
with a cooperative federal Labor government to
continue to drive that policy initiative and keep reform
happening in this country, because that is the way we
will maintain our prosperity going forward.
In this document, this statement of government
intentions, we have a blueprint for the way in which the
government intends to legislate through the course of
this year to ensure that Victoria remains a great state in
which to live, to work and to raise a family. We will
continue to make sure that through this statement of
legislative intentions we will give the people of Victoria
a greater opportunity to have a say and to be involved
in the development of laws that affect them. Through
the Your Say website we will encourage the people of
Victoria to comment on the legislation that is in the
public arena and that we have made public through this
statement of government intentions so early in the
legislative process. We will ensure that there are more
exposure drafts and consultation processes to enable
people to have input into the making of the best laws
we can possibly make for the people of this state.
We will continue to have a prosperous and thriving
democracy in Victoria. We will continue to make sure
we are leading the nation in so many of those important
services that the people of Australia need their
governments to work with them to provide. And we
will make sure that Victoria remains a great state where
we have a first-class education system and a health
system that is the envy of the rest of the world, the
safest state in Australia, a great state to invest in and a
great state to live in. I commend the government and
the statement of government intentions to the house.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the debate
on the annual statement of government intentions for
2008. I guess the Liberal Party sees this as a bit of a
State of the Union address by the Premier. In past years
the Premier has stood up here and had the matching tie,
the budget documents and the spotlight exclusively on
him; as Premier, he does not get the chance to present
the budget anymore. He is not able to pull out the
brand-new tie to match the brand-new budget
documents, so now he presents a State of the
Union-type of document.
It is interesting, as the Leader of the Opposition
mentioned, that the government could not even get the
front page right with regard to the message from the
Premier and the message from the Deputy Premier. Is
that not just incredible? One of them says, ‘This is the
intention. This is the plan. This is the map for 2008’,
but the other contradicts the Premier and says, ‘Hang
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on a minute, we might have the Premier saying this, but
some of the bills in the statement will not be brought
into Parliament until next year’. There is already a
contradiction. Yesterday in one of the law and order
debates we heard how the Deputy Premier had
contradicted his Premier by coming out and saying, ‘I
will make sure we are going to decriminalise public
drunkenness’, when two months later we have the
Premier and the chief commissioner coming out and
saying, ‘We are going to be tough on crime, and we are
going to be tough on people who are drunk in public’. It
is just a slight difference between the Premier and the
Deputy Premier, but to put it in print is an absolute
classic.
Can I say that the document, and the event that took
place, is the epitome of spin and rhetoric — and no
substance. When we were sitting on the opposition
front bench we were wondering when the next part of
the document would be tabled. We were waiting for the
10-point plan or action plan to be distributed. We were
looking for the attendants to start distributing them. We
received the speech and the glossy brochure, but then
we started fumbling around looking for what would
happen next. What would the government do to fix the
problems in this state? We have overcrowded and late
public transport; we have longer waiting lists in our
hospitals; the quality of education is falling; school
maintenance is a shambles; there has been a massive
increase in violent crime — up 34 per cent since the
Labor government came in; and there has been a
massive increase in debt from about $3 billion heading
to $20 billion. There is nothing of substance to fix just
one of the main problems that we face in this state.
I have read Delivering for Victoria — February 2008
Annual Statement of Government Intentions. The
mushrooms opposite are getting excited and saying that
I have not read the document, but I have read the
speech and the document, and if anyone on the back
bench can tell me where I can find how we will fix the
public transport system, the health system, the school
system, the increase in violent crime or the increase in
the debt, please tell me. If you are going to set out a set
of intentions of what you are going to achieve in 2008,
it should be included in Delivering for Victoria,
because we need solutions. Despite massive tax hikes
there is not one mention of what the government plans
to do for tax reform — not one mention of tax reform!
The government says it will look at the Financial
Management Act and public administration, but what
will it do regarding tax reform?
Mr Hudson interjected.
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Mr WELLS — The member opposite interjects,
saying, ‘Wait for the budget’. Why would you not
make that part of this document and say you will look
at tax reform, including land tax, payroll tax or stamp
duty? Why would not you put up your intentions about
what you are planning to do to fix these problems?
Recently we saw Victorians bled dry with increases in
taxes. We have seen the incredible issue with land tax. I
refer to an incredible press release about land tax from
the Treasurer of Victoria entitled ‘Victorians pay less
land tax in 2008 following reforms’. The Treasurer
goes through in great detail how Victorians will pay
less land tax, but the reality is that in the update budget
paper that the government released in December it is
very clear that Victorians will pay more land tax. On
page 79 of the budget update under ‘Taxation’ the
government forecast in May last year that it would
collect $765 million in land tax.
That is what the government forecast it would collect
this financial year. But just seven months later it went
back and said, ‘Hang on a minute, we’ve got those
figures wrong’. It said it would collect $880 million —
a $115 million increase in land tax from the time the
government wrote the budget in May last year to the
budget update in December of the same year. An
increase of $115 million! Yet the Treasurer has the
audacity to come out and try to con and spin more
rhetoric that Victorians will pay less land tax. It is a
blatant lie. The government has delivered another
blatant lie. It is misleading and deceitful when the
people of Victoria will pay another $115 million.
It is an unfair tax. How do you increase your revenue
because of an increase in the value of the property?
You cannot increase your revenues coming in because
land values increase by another $20 000, $30 000 or
$40 000. Recently I visited a timber merchant in Clifton
Hill and she told me she was paying $30 000 in land tax
now and she is petrified about whether she will be able
to hang on to her business when she gets her new land
tax bill. As she said, ‘Am I going to get another
2000 customers coming in because the property values
have increased?’. No, of course not. It is interesting to
note that when Labor came into government it collected
$411 million in land tax, but with the budget update it
will increase to $880 million. It has doubled the take on
land tax in just eight years. The government tries to tell
Victorians it is cutting land tax! You can see the
massive increase in payroll tax and stamp duties.
The last issue I want to touch on very carefully is the
issue of transparency and accountability. I have been
listening very carefully to the member for Polwarth
talking about this ticketing fiasco. The government
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prides itself in the document on talking about greater
accountability. I do not understand what is happening
regarding what the government is saying and what it is
actually delivering. We on this side of the house are
strong supporters of the Auditor-General. We believe
he has to produce reports without fear or favour. He has
the responsibility to ensure that taxpayers receive value
for money, and we strongly support the position of the
Auditor-General and his office.
I am very concerned about an article I read in the
Herald Sun written by Ellen Whinnett, because she
points out that when John Brumby was appointed to the
position of Premier he promised to be open and
accountable. Yet, as she points out, the Premier has
given instructions, or has been seen to be giving
instructions, to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee about shutting it down and not allowing
documents to be tabled in that committee. The
committee does have a strong role to play in this, but
what concerns me greatly with this article is that the
government is being anything but open and transparent.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I make my first contribution to the debate on the
government’s annual statement of government
intentions. I am pleased to see that Victoria has
achieved another first in outlining its legislative
program. It is the first time that any government has
done so in any jurisdiction in Australia. It will offer an
unprecedented opportunity for the community to be
involved in a partnership with government and to have
a look at, a discussion and a dialogue on what we
intend to do throughout the forward year. It is
something that I welcome and I know my community
welcomes.
I represent a young electorate, an engaged electorate
and a very thoughtful electorate, and I have been
pleased by the two electorate-wide surveys that I have
conducted in my time as a member. I am always
pleased to hear the views of my constituents. I know
from the views they have shared with me that they will
value this sort of input.
I noted in the Premier’s contribution that he committed
the government to having education as the first priority
of our government. The changes that were outlined
include tackling the difficulties experienced by
underperforming schools; looking to the future of what
we need in education for our kids in the 21st century;
having a better connection between the early years and
primary school, with a review of the Children’s
Services Act to improve what happens with those
services; and also the offer of a report card, or transition
statement, for kindergarten students before they go to
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school, which will certainly be welcomed by families in
my electorate. I have many families in that category.
We have built many new schools in my electorate, and
I have been pleased to serve on four of those school
planning committees. I know that those schools are
working very well with the children’s services hubs that
we have funded and that this statement will assist them
in their work. I have encouraged the minister to have a
look at their work as an example of how it might
operate across the state. I know the Lakes School in
Mill Park in particular is engaging well with the
kindergarten at this point.
The Premier said we are going to look at reviewing the
50-year-old Health Act, which is crucial, and
introducing a public health and wellbeing bill. Too
often in health there is a focus on illness rather than on
promoting wellbeing, so I welcome that. It builds on
what we have already done in terms of investing in
capital, particularly in the hospitals that serve my
electorate, the Austin and Mercy hospitals. It is the
largest ever redevelopment project of any hospital
precinct in this country. There have been three
successive upgrades to the Northern Hospital. Anything
that continues to work on the health of my community
will be welcomed, and I look forward to contributing to
the debate on those matters.
My community, particularly on the Nillumbik side, is
interested in the issues of equity and fairness. The
changes to the Equal Opportunity Act to protect people
and tackle discrimination will be welcomed. They are
some of the important social things that we need to deal
with in a modern community in the 21st century.
I will welcome the opportunity to contribute to the
debate and discussion on reproductive technology and
surrogacy, and also, importantly, on something I have
had a passion for ever since my early political
formation when I was a very young woman — that is,
abortion law reform. I would like to have laws
governing abortion put on the statute book of this state
and have it removed from the Crimes Act. It would be
significant to do this in the year of the
100th anniversary of women’s suffrage. It will be a real
advance, and the female and male members in this
chamber will be able do something significant for the
women of this state.
The communities in my electorate, both the
communities in the growth corridor and the established
communities, are passionate about transport, and any
changes to the Transport Act to provide better
integration and transport planning will merge well with
our Meeting Our Transport Challenges document,
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including the recent extensions to bus services, which
the member for Eltham and I have welcomed. The
orbital bus routes that will soon come online and the
new services into the growth communities will also be
welcomed.
When the current Premier took office I welcomed not
only the changes that will put children’s services into
the education department, creating a new department,
but also the changes creating the Department of
Planning and Community Development. It is something
that is crucial to the outer suburbs. In light of that, the
review of the Planning and Environment Act to look at
more sustainable and affordable communities will also
be welcomed by my community, and I look forward to
that debate.
I also look forward to making a contribution to the
debate on the new police act. It will be developed in
three stages over the next 12 months to strengthen the
effectiveness of the employment arrangements for
Victoria Police, and it will also cement the role of the
Office of Police Integrity as Victoria’s pre-eminent
police corruption watchdog. A third bill will replace the
Police Regulation Act, providing for a more
accountable framework for police operations and
employment. Policing is something we have been really
committed to. Community safety is extremely
important. We need to ensure that Victoria remains the
safest state, and we are very committed to that and also
to having good places for police to work in. I remind
the house of the new police stations that have been built
to service my electorate — in Diamond Creek, Eltham,
King Lake, Hurstbridge and Warrandyte.
I welcome the Premier and Attorney-General outlining
a new detention scheme for serious sex offenders who
pose a high risk to the community. That is another way
of ensuring that Victoria retains its status as the safest
state. There will also be new laws covering family
violence. Following extensive consultation with victims
groups, we will continue to improve the protection for
families in this difficult area.
In terms of the environment, we are doing some more
work on Victoria’s renewable energy targets. I look
forward to the opportunity to work with a federal
government that recognises that climate change is here
to stay and will work with the states, unlike the
previous federal government and those on the other
side — the ‘flat earth society’ and the climate change
nay-sayers. This is one area on which the community
definitely recognises that we are forward looking, and
this legislation will confirm that. I hope those on the
other side have the common sense to support that.
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I know my community will also welcome the proposed
amendments to the Water Act. We have three
Melbourne water storages in my electorate: Sugarloaf,
Yan Yean — Melbourne’s first water storage — and
Toorourrong reservoirs. Water and water saving is very
close to the heart and soul of my community, and I
particularly congratulate those in my community who
have had some of the highest water savings of all
households in Melbourne. I commend those families in
Mernda and Doreen, who have had some of the most
difficult tasks in water savings in that they have been
establishing gardens for new houses. They are putting
in drought-proof plants and setting an example for the
rest of Melbourne.
In the time that I have remaining I welcome this first
annual statement of government intentions as a good
innovation in the operation of this Parliament. Those on
the other side would never have thought of this. I am
not surprised that they have talked it down, because
they are not looking forward to anything beyond the
next election and trying to get their bums on the seats
on the government side of the house. That will not
happen until they get their act together. I commend this
statement to the house.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I can absolutely and
totally endorse the member for Yan Yean’s comments.
We would never, ever have thought of this, because this
is nothing other than an absolute hoax. It is nothing but
trickery. Members opposite know it, we know it and the
Victorian community knows it. What is its short title?
Delivering for Victoria. You would think that if you
had a document tabled in this Parliament that was
delivering for Victoria it would actually have
something in it — a new project or new services. But
this has absolutely nothing in it. It delivers absolutely
nothing for Victoria. It is nothing other than an absolute
hoax, and everybody knows it.
We thought we would be looking at the provision of
new trains, new trams, new tracks, safety upgrades,
level crossing upgrades, more police and more
authorised officers on our stations. What did we get?
We got nothing from a Premier who stated that he was
going to fix the public transport system. But within this
document there is a concern, and it is on page 18. In
terms of delivering, the government says it is going to:
… provide a streamlined regime to facilitate the delivery of
critical road and rail infrastructure projects.

A new regime is what we are going to get — in other
words, another bureaucracy.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr MULDER — You should stop listening to the
left-wing loonies out there, who have been sending
messages saying, ‘We need another bureaucracy over
and above everything else we’ve got’, and to all those
who are promoting this new regime because they are
looking for jobs. You should not listen to them. How
many more bureaucrats and how many more
government agencies do we need in this state to get a
train to turn up on time? This week we saw the
embarrassing situation of a train on one of the regional
lines running out of diesel and another train coming
behind it and pushing it all the way into the new
Southern Cross station — with the passengers on
board! What a joke, and what an absolute disgrace. But
hey, we are going to get it!

Victorian Transport Association and Bus Association
Victoria — and I have probably missed some. But they
are all advisory groups and they are all agencies and
organisations that are there to help these dumbclucks —
these two ministers — who draw great salaries from the
public purse, along with chauffeurs and limos. Yet they
need another regime to get this to work for them.

As for all the talk about public safety and the
announcement that was made yesterday in relation to
Arrive Alive 2, if you want an understanding of how
empty this government is in terms of policy thinking,
have a look at what it did. It stole the ideas from the
Road Safety Committee and transferred them into
Arrive Alive 2. Its own members on that committee
recognise that the information was stolen from reports
of the deliberations of the Road Safety Committee,
because the government has no idea of how to go about
putting together a policy in relation to road safety.

Imagine how they will spend their next 12 months. There
will be offices to rent in the Collins Street Towers. There
will be a new board and government-appointed
chairman, of course; and a worldwide search for the
CEO (chief executive officer) will be carried out, no
doubt, by David White’s Hawker Britton. Then we will
have the usual army of gnomes and mushrooms,
consisting mainly of Labor hacks, as well, of course, as
the Labor-government-recommended media spin doctor,
so that he can liaise on a day-to-day basis with the
Minister for Roads and Ports and the Minister for Public
Transport. There will be a new computer system to put in
place, along with the black-wood boardroom table and
the Moran leather chairs. This new regime will be
making progress within the first three months as it chews
up millions of dollars of taxpayers money.

So we are going to get a new regime to help the
Minister for Public Transport and the Minister for
Roads and Ports. I tell you what, they need another
bureaucracy, because the only agencies and
organisations they have at the moment to help them get
the trains to run on time and sort out the traffic
congestion issues are the following — and I will name
them, because then you will understand why Labor
needs some more.
There are hundreds of gnomes and mushrooms, Labor
hacks and Labor advisers, sitting in the following:
VicRoads; VicTrack; the Southern Cross Station
Authority; Metlink; Public Transport Safety Victoria;
the chief investigator, transport and marine safety
investigations; Marine Safety Victoria; the Transport
Ticketing Authority — what a beauty that is; the
Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority;
V/Line; Connex; Yarra Trams; the public transport
ombudsman; the Victorian Freight and Logistics
Council; the parliamentary Road Safety Committee; the
Victorian Rail Safety Level Crossing Committee; the
Public Transport Access Committee; the Victorian
Bicycle Advisory Council; the Victorian Motorcycle
Advisory Council; the Victorian Road Freight Advisory
Council; the Victorian Taxi Directorate; and the Port of
Melbourne Authority. There are numerous industry
bodies, including the Victorian Taxi Association, the

What an absolute hoax this document is! I think a man
on a white horse will arrive: we will end up with a
general director of transport and infrastructure. We are
going to get more fat cats, more consultants and more
Labor hacks. And won’t the minister at the table, the
Minister for Roads and Ports, and the new Minister for
Public Transport be busy setting up this regime?

But there will be more work to be done, because they
will need a marketing firm: ‘Someone ring Bill
Shannon and ask him for a quote. We need a logo and
we need it fast, because someone has to know who we
are and what we are doing’. They will set up yet
another website. This corporation will be going ahead
in leaps and bounds, all under the direction of the
minister at the table and the Minister for Public
Transport. There will be corporate colours to select and
a taxpayer-funded launch and dinner to organise.
Do not worry about the stranded passengers on
Caulfield railway station, do not worry about those
people who are being shunted into buses on the
Pakenham line because the signals have collapsed
again, and do not worry about the people who are
getting bashed senseless on the platforms at Dandenong
and Frankston railway stations because the police
officers and the authorised officers are not there to
assist and help.
This new regime will be going ahead in leaps and
bounds. Overseas fact-finding missions will have to be
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organised by the Minister for Roads and Ports and the
Minister for Public Transport, and the CEO will have to
undertake a media course to make sure he can get the
message and the spin out about this new regime. About
$5 million later the corporate photographers will be
called in, because we will need photos for the annual
report. The annual report for this other useless, hopeless
agency and this new regime that will be put into place
will, of course, be dumped in the last week of
Parliament, along with each and every other annual
report that this government puts together. That is what
the government has planned — a new regime to sit over
all these other government agencies, referral bodies and
community organisations — because we have two
ministers who are not up to it. They are completely and
totally incapable of doing the job.
In the last few weeks we have seen the Transport
Ticketing Authority and the disgraceful $1 billion of
taxpayers money for tickets. We do not have enough
trains or trams, we cannot do rail extensions to
Cranbourne East or to South Morang and we cannot
help the people of Rowville — we cannot do any of
that work — but we can spend a billion dollars on
tickets. That is the third billion-dollar project that I am
aware of that has completely and totally been stuffed by
this government.
On fast trains, can you imagine on the fast train corridor
a train getting pushed into Southern Cross station
because it has run out of diesel? What an
embarrassment! A billion dollars down the drain. On
the channel deepening, just have a look at what that
started out at and what it has built to now — another
billion-dollar project. There are dredges sitting out there
that cannot even start work because the government did
not get the job right in the first place in relation to the
environment effects works.
We have a billion dollars worth of tickets, and, as the
minister himself acknowledged on television this week,
there is a bit of a problem with this equipment on the
trams, because the overhead powerlines interfere with
the equipment. Would you not have thought, when you
went to sign a billion-dollar contract, that you might
ask, ‘Does this equipment work in Melbourne?’. Good
heavens above!
Mr Hudson — It will work!
Mr MULDER — The honourable member for
Bentleigh said this will work. I will hold him to that as
this project moves forward, because this document is an
absolute dog. Government members should all be
ashamed of themselves: they would be struggling to get
to their feet and defend it.
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Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I am delighted to speak
on the 2008 annual statement of government intentions,
and I am particularly pleased to do it after some of the
disgraceful speeches we have just heard from the
opposition.
We have outlined to the opposition what our 60 main
bills will be, and one would think opposition members
would welcome it and be super pleased, clapping their
hands with glee. But instead we get stump speeches!
The Leader of the Opposition gave his standard
doom-and-gloom, sky-is-falling, Chicken Little speech.
The Leader of The Nationals talked about how The
Nationals will save the bush. How many times have we
heard that? The shadow Treasurer’s speech seemed to
be last year’s budget/address-in-reply speech. And we
have just heard the member for Polwarth, humorous
though he be at times, give his speech about conspiracy
theories, there being reds under the beds and so on.
This is a serious statement that is absolutely welcomed
by Victorians. It represents another great milestone in
democracy in this state, and very few people would
deny that. It offers genuine openness to the legislative
process, which is a mystery to most people. Most
people do not have a clue as to how this place works —
at times some of us in here do not even know either —
but this bill offers to the general public genuine scrutiny
of the legislative process. For the first time, schools,
community groups, businesses, industry and ordinary
citizens can have a good look forward to the legislative
agenda over the coming years and have their say about
that agenda, about the government’s intention. They
can have their say about the government’s policy
settings and about the direction in which this state is
going not just in an election year but year in, year out,
because they are given the detail of that direction.
What needs to be noted — and this is something the
opposition fails to recognise — is that this measure is
not new. It is a new idea and a first for Victoria, but it
comes on top of a raft of democratic reforms introduced
by the government since the disgraced previous Liberal
government was ousted from power in 1999, and that is
important. We have had nearly a decade of continuous
reform and of strengthening our democratic process and
nearly a decade of enshrining independence in our
public watchdogs — the Ombudsman, the Electoral
Commissioner, the Director of Public Prosecutions. We
have seen improved freedom of information bills and
the restoring of powers to the Auditor-General.
There has been nearly a decade of reforms to the
Legislative Council, now with elected proportional
representation, with the introduction of fixed terms in
our houses of Parliament, and with the removal of the
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Legislative Council’s ability to prevent the passage of
government appropriation bills. We have also seen
reforms to parliamentary question time and to the
standing orders; we have seen the modernisation of the
Parliament, reforms to the parliamentary committee
system and new legislative committees in the council.
There have also been reforms to the ways ordinary
people can use the Parliament. They can come in here
at weekends, have a wedding, a celebration, use the
gardens, or use Queen’s Hall, and we have opened up
the members dining room to the public during
non-sitting weeks.

This legislation will keep the economy strong. It will
create new jobs. There will be legislation to improve
public transport, planning and community safety. There
will be legislation to implement huge infrastructure
projects, to ensure water security. There will be
legislation to develop measures to tackle climate
change, which is incredibly important, and we have a
massive opportunity now, with a federal Labor
government, to work together on issues that are
important to this state’s future, but issues that need to
be tackled in a cooperative way in terms of the
federal-state arrangements in this country.

After nearly 10 years of reforms this statement shows
that the government is still fresh and is more committed
than ever before to improving the legislative process,
and that is a great sign for a new leader of the
government — a new leader with fresh ideas, who is
even more committed to ensuring that the Parliament
meets the demands of ordinary Victorians in the 21st
century.

Importantly, and certainly importantly to me, is that
there is legislation here to drive education and health
reform, particularly for the most disadvantaged in our
community. In education there have been massive
reforms and improvements over recent years. We have
seen a whole host of changes to our upper level, with
new curricula introduced; we have seen class sizes
driven down from the massive sizes under the previous
Liberal government, and massive improvements in
terms of computer technology in schools.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr HERBERT — ‘A one-term Premier’, we hear
by interjection from the other side. One of the
interesting things is that this statement has come with
some genuine action in the week it is introduced in this
Parliament. We have seen the Arrive Alive 2 strategy,
designed to reduce the road toll by a further 30 per cent,
and I note that the Minister for Roads and Ports is here
at the table. This is no laughing matter. It is a genuine
and tough target to meet, and it is something the
government is committed to.
Also with this statement come our major reforms to
early childhood education to make kindergartens better,
more accountable, and more transparent. We see the
introduction, with $4 million attached to it, of transition
statements for kinder kids — statements that talk about
the ability of a child; about what the child has achieved.
These statements are really important in giving kids the
best start at school. After hearing some of the appalling
contributions today, members of the opposition should
be looking at issuing some transition statements
themselves to look to the underperformance of their
leaders. Perhaps the outgoing leaders could write out
lists of whom to trust and not to trust, etcetera!
The statement outlines some 60 pieces of legislation to
be introduced this year. Some 60 bills will drive
productivity; they will address climate change and
make the state more sustainable, livable and fair. I
notice the Opposition Whip is now in the chamber, and
I can see some more members of the opposition coming
in, which is good to see.

We have had major capital infrastructure improvements
right across the state that have turned some run-down
facilities into absolutely state-of-the-art facilities. We
recognise that there is a need to make further
educational improvements and to start having a look at
those sectors and those schools where there is genuine
underperformance and where there is
underachievement and disadvantage. I certainly look
forward to being part of that process, which is outlined
in this statement, in order to give those who are most
disadvantaged a real opportunity in life to achieve what
they can through the education process.
While these bills are important in their own right,
equally important is the capacity for ordinary
Victorians to have an input into the parliamentary
process and to have their say about what happens in this
place. It is about their capacity not just to look at
30 seconds on the 6 o’clock news of what happens in
the chamber but to get onto the website and look at the
content of bills and have their say. It is important that
they can log on to the government site and have a say
about each piece of legislation. It is important that they
can have a look at what public policy is being
developed and have a say about what they want to see
happen in this state in the future. This is about genuine
reform and genuine innovation.
When ministers present bills to the cabinet they will be
informing the cabinet about the public consultation that
has occurred and about what people are in fact saying
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about them. This is a massive innovation for democracy
in this state.

create uncertainty for those communities and for the
irrigation community.

We should think about this more broadly. We have
hundreds of thousands of young people in our schools
studying how democracy and Parliament work and how
decisions are taken in the state. This makes it real for
them. They can have a look at this statement and see in
advance what the legislation is going to do. They can
do assignments; they can run mini-campaigns. Students
can actually engage as part of their learning process in
what is about to come into the Parliament, and they can
have their say before legislation even reaches this
chamber and the other chamber. This is a fantastic
achievement that will help engage young people in the
democratic process that everybody in this house
considers so close to their heart.

The size of the Water Act has actually doubled under
this government, but there is less certainty for irrigators.
The implementation of the 2005 changes to the Water
Act, as result of which we have had water shares and
the unbundling of land and water, has been farcical. It
has created uncertainty for irrigators and has cost them
money. Anyone who has wanted to make a land or
water transfer since the act took effect on 1 July 2007
has had to go through an absolute minefield of
bureaucracy. Lots of people have had to pay penalty
interest because land transfers and water transfers have
been held up. That has created significant stress and
confusion for those people.

In conclusion, this statement is great for the
community. It will enable us to get more smoothly
through the legislative process and to allay the fears of
people about legislation well before it comes into the
house. I think it is another great step for democracy in
this state. I commend the government for making the
statement.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — Before I start the main
part of my contribution I would like to take up a
comment made by the member for Eltham about
kindergartens. Sure there have been some good things
done on structural issues, but unless there is more
money for kindergartens, the young mums and dads in
my electorate will continue to have to raise somewhere
between $5 000 and $15 000 a year to keep their
kindergartens open. That is not a free kindergarten
service. There has been some assistance with drought
funding, and that has helped. But when that stops, they
are going to be out there again, fundraising to try to
keep their kindergartens open. The issue with
kindergartens has most certainly not been solved.
The majority of people look for certainty in their lives.
They look for certainty in having a job, certainty in
having a home to live in, certainty in being part of a
family and certainty in being part of a community, and
they want to be protected against having their assets
unjustly taken away from them. It is this sort of
certainty that our society is built on. It is this sort of
certainty that makes Australia such a great place to live
in compared to other parts of the world — and it is
about a belief in a fair and honest government. Under
the Brumby government, if you live in northern
Victoria and, in particular, if you rely on the irrigation
industry, you have none of the above. The Brumby
government appears to be deliberately doing its best to

Water authority staff were blamed, but the real culprit
has been the DSE (Department of Sustainability and
Environment). It had two years to design the structure
to implement those changes, and it could not get it
right. There is a crisis of faith in the industry and in the
ability of DSE to provide factual water advice to the
government and to implement legislative change
successfully.
The people around Lake Mokoan have been put
through a torturous process of half-truths and broken
promises. No community would be put through that
sort of stress if we had an honest and accountable
government. We saw the development of the central
region water strategy, supposedly a blueprint for
certainty around the supply of water in the central
region of Victoria. The government promised that it
would not take water from north of the Great Dividing
Range to Melbourne. It said that Melbourne had other
options in its own catchment to supply its future water
needs. That promise did not even last six months after
the election before it was broken.
We have seen the announcement of the infamous
north–south pipe project, and we have seen the food
bowl modernisation project announced as part of that.
That has all been based on the fact that, supposedly, we
lose somewhere between 800 and 900 gigalitres of
water out of that system. That is not factually correct,
and I am sure the member for Rodney will have more
to say about that. If anyone actually challenges it, all the
government does is resort to personal abuse. It cannot
actually argue using facts. Government members can
roll out the mantras, but all they do is resort to personal
abuse. Anyone who challenges those things are
described as ‘ugly, ugly people’, ‘quasi-terrorists’ and a
‘sorry bunch of people’. All the government can do is
resort to personal abuse.
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The Nationals will introduce into the upper house a
private member’s bill — it is being drafted at the
moment — for mandatory recycled water targets. I
would hope that the government will support that bill,
because we believe it is a way of actually driving the
changes that are needed to Melbourne’s water supply to
get a good outcome. It will let the market work to
identify the issues. We all know that there are issues
around climate change, but my view is that when it
comes to water the Brumby government is actually a
greater threat to northern Victoria than climate change.
In the statement the government talks about Victoria’s
economic future. When this government came to power
in 1999 it picked up the previous Kennett government’s
visionary target of having $12 billion of exports of food
and fibre out of this state by 2010. There was a lot said
about that at the time. It was said that it was a
worthwhile target and that the government would
actually work to drive the exports out of this state
because we know we are an export-orientated state and
it is exports that actually create wealth and jobs for this
state. What has happened to that target? We have heard
nothing for a few years. It has stalled. It is sitting
somewhere around $7 billion and going nowhere,
because there is no leadership by this government and it
has no vision to actually help industry.
One of the key issues in driving that economic future is
agriculture, and the statement talks about protecting
agriculture. But what has the government actually done
to protect agriculture from two of its greatest threats —
weeds and vermin? Twice we have had a fox bounty
from this government, and both times it has been
extremely successful in reducing the vermin in this state
that affect agriculture and affect our native fauna.
Twice the bounty has been there; twice it has been
taken away; and twice the ministers have said it was a
success, but the government will not fund it again.
Where is the true passion to do something about the
issue of vermin in this state?
We see the eternal issue of weeds and the impact weeds
have both on agricultural production and on our Crown
land. We have had some shifting of the deckchairs. We
now have the Department of Primary Industries
supposedly responsible for the whole issue of weeds,
but until we actually have legislation introduced into
this place whereby DPI has the power to serve penalty
infringement notices on the Department of
Sustainability and Environment for its mismanagement
of Crown land and until we have those notices
enforced, we will not see the changes that we need.
We have seen utter confusion about the Catchment and
Land Protection Act and who is responsible for weeds
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on roadsides. We need legislative change to that act to
clarify that situation. Some legal opinions are saying it
is councils that are responsible, but they do not have the
money to control the problem; others are saying it is the
adjoining land-holders who have responsibility, but
they do not have the money. The government is
ducking for cover on this issue and needs to actually
clarify the Catchment and Land Protection Act so we
know who is truly responsible for weeds on roadsides.
I would like to briefly touch on the whole issue of rail
freight. It is in a sad and sorry state. Despite the
government’s allocation of $96 million in 2001–02 to
upgrade and standardise the Mildura railway line, as we
stand here — nine years later — we are only now
finally seeing a small amount of work being done. It is
finally starting. In following budgets we had another
$54 million allocated, but there was so much confusion
out there that we never ever knew if that was what was
left of the $96 million that had been misappropriated
somewhere else or if it was further money in addition to
the $96 million.
We now have the situation where, fortunately, the
government actually took up The Nationals policy and
bought back the lease of the tracks so we could get
some certainty there, but other operators cannot access
the tracks because the government is still having trouble
sorting out who actually controls the pathways on the
train tracks. We have spent $138 million of taxpayers
money to try to get some access on those tracks, but
nothing has happened because there is no real plan as to
how we can actually drive the changes that are needed
to have an efficient rail system in Victoria.
The last thing I am sure the Minister for Roads and
Ports wants to see is hundreds of thousands of truck
movements to cart that freight into Melbourne by road
instead of by rail. I am sure he would like to see some
change. Let us make sure we get the cabinet focusing
on this and get it to happen. There does not appear to be
any vision, there does not appear to be any plan and
there does not appear to be any passion for making sure
we have a world-competitive rail system in Victoria.
The last thing I would like to say is that I am bitterly
disappointed that we have members of the cabinet on
the other side of the table — people who purport to be
elected to govern for all of Victoria — resorting to
personal abuse whenever anyone challenges what this
government is doing. On Tuesday the Leader of the
House called country people who are opposed to the
water changes that are being put in ‘ugly, ugly people’.
It is an absolute disgrace that a minister of the Crown
would describe people like that when they are
exercising their democratic right to demonstrate.
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Previously we had the Minister for Water call people
who opposed the north–south pipeline ‘quasi-terrorists’
and ‘a sorry bunch of people’. The genuine good
citizens of Swan Hill who came into my office and
signed a petition against that pipeline believe the
minister has called them quasi-terrorists, and they are
mortally offended. Finally, we had the Treasurer of
Victoria gatecrashing the Municipal Association of
Victoria conference and lecturing the councils at that
conference, saying that if there was not something in it
for Melbourne, this government would not invest in
country Victoria. All I can say is: shame, shame,
shame!
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on this annual statement of government
intentions, because this is a first for Victoria and a first
for this Victorian Parliament. It is an outline of the
government’s legislative program, and it is an outline
that will allow the community, interested organisations
and indeed the opposition to see what the forward
legislative program of this Parliament is going to be for
the coming year.
It maps out the legislation that will govern Victorians in
coming years. It will give them an opportunity to
engage with democracy, it will strengthen our
democracy and it will provide Victorians with an
opportunity to have their say. It makes it absolutely
clear that there will be more exposure drafts of bills and
more opportunities for people to feed their views into
those exposure drafts, and it will help the opposition to
do its job. But what happens when we have this annual
statement of government intentions? It should be
welcomed by opposition members, because they will
know what bills are coming up. They will be able to go
out to the community, talk to the interested parties and
the interested non-government organisations and find
out what their views are in relation to reform in those
areas.
It will help them do their job — we are doing them a
favour! But what happens? At the first opportunity
opposition members have to come in here to talk about
this statement, what do they do? They trash it; they
trash the statement. The first opportunity they have to
actually welcome it as an initiative, they do not take.
What they do is run out a whole host of tired old
arguments and tired old debates from times past, from
matters of public importance, from grievances and from
things they have said in the past that have got nothing
to do with the legislative program.
Let us have a look at what opposition members have
done. They have dragged out the retreads. The Leader
of the Opposition came out and gave a tired old
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campaign speech from a campaign that finished
14 months ago. The Leader of The Nationals thought it
was an opportunity to play to the gallery of supporters
who left two days ago. The shadow Treasurer came in
here and thought it was an opportunity to give the
budget reply speech that he is going to give on 6 May.
Then of course we had the member for Polwarth — the
shadow minister for transport — who gave an
excruciatingly embarrassing speech in which he made it
clear that he does not understand that Bicycle Victoria,
the Victorian Taxi Association, Connex and Yarra
Trams are not in fact government bodies. No, they are
not; they are community organisations, they are peak
bodies representing industry and they are private
companies. But of course the member for Polwarth
does not understand that distinction. It was an
embarrassing speech, and he will be sorry when he
reads that speech and sees that he does not actually
understand that distinction.
This is a great statement, and if the opposition had
come in here and said, ‘There’s legislation that we
require in this area and you haven’t covered these
areas’, I would have some respect for that. The member
for Swan Hill at least made some start on that. He said
we should have legislation about weeds. Okay, that is
good; at least he is saying we should be legislating for
some other things. But we have not heard that from
other opposition members. They have not come in and
talked about a legislative program that adds to this or is
an alternative to that.
Let us go through our legislative intentions. The budget
will deal with the government’s overall priorities.
Those opposite surely know that as an opposition.
There are some big issues on the agenda in this
statement of government intentions. We will reduce
harm from alcohol, which is one of the major scourges
that we face as a health issue and as a public safety
issue in this community.
We will tighten laws in relation to tattooing and body
piercing. We will introduce transport legislation to
facilitate the delivery of critical road and rail
infrastructure. We will introduce new road safety
legislation to implement Arrive Alive 2. The
newspapers today are full of debate on the question of
what we should do with young drivers. Did members
opposite contribute to that debate? No, they did not
have a word to say about it. We will introduce a new
family violence act that will deal with the issue of
intervention orders and overhaul the laws about
intervention in violent domestic disputes.
Legislation will be introduced to modernise the coronial
system. I was really proud to be part of the
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parliamentary Law Reform Committee that
recommended Parliament overhaul our coronial system
for the first time in 20 years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HUDSON — Members on the other side say
that the government steals the work of parliamentary
committees. It is the work of parliamentary committees
to report to the Parliament, to come up with ideas for
legislative reform that this Parliament and the
government can adopt. Members opposite should be
welcoming that, not deriding or criticising it — that is
why they are on committees; that is why we have
parliamentary committees.
The coronial report will lead to significant reforms
flagged by the government in this document, such as
the overhauling of the system of reporting deaths to the
coroner and the deaths investigation system. It will
enhance the Coroners Act and enshrine as a key
objective safety and prevention, incredibly important
elements in reducing unnecessary deaths in the
community. It will enshrine as a principal objective of
the act support for families who come in touch with the
coronial system.
There will be legislation to secure water supplies for all
Victorians. Today we have heard speakers criticise the
government’s $1 billion investment in the food bowl
modernisation project. The project will upgrade the
dilapidated, antiquated, leaky infrastructure, which has
not been touched for over 70 years. No-one else has
committed $1 billion to it. One-third of the total amount
of water in the system is lost through leakage and
evaporation. The Nationals and the Liberal Party
certainly did not commit any money to recoup those
losses when they were in government. The project will
supply 375 billion litres of water to Victorians each
year.
What did The Nationals say to that? They said, ‘We
don’t want the money. If we want the money, we want
Melbourne taxpayers to pay higher water bills and fund
the upgrade of the infrastructure, but we don’t want to
share water we did not have before, which will be
produced through the savings’. It is as if The Nationals
think Melbourne is another state. You think there is the
state of Melbourne and the state of country Victoria.
You think we are not all in the same state and that we
do not share the resources of the state, using them as
effectively as we can. It is just an absurdity, because
you know that — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harkness) —
Order! Through the Chair!
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Mr HUDSON — The opposition knows the farmers
in the food bowl will not spend that money to upgrade
the infrastructure. I have been on farms in and around
Shepparton. I have seen the sandy channels that were
constructed in the 1930s. They were lined with clay, but
the clay has gone — it has been washed away. The
water is seeping through the sand, and an enormous
amount of water is being lost. The Nationals and
Liberal Party members are going to save that water, get
a share in its use and be able to grow the food bowl —
that is what they say they want to do — but they do not
have a plan to do it, because they know that if they had
to fund it from the irrigators, the irrigators would be
screaming about the cost of water that would be applied
to them as a result of a program like that.
The Leader of The Nationals has claimed that we are
putting a spear through the heart of the food bowl. That
is absolute nonsense. We are plugging the holes in the
heart of the food bowl. We are plugging the multitude
of leaks in the thousands of kilometres of channels in
the food bowl so that we will have new water to grow
the food bowl into the future.
Here we have the first test of democracy for this
opposition — the statement of government intentions.
Just as it failed the test on the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, just as it failed the test on upper
house reform and just as it failed the test this week on
the freedom of information legislation, it has failed the
test on this statement of government intentions.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Those on this
side of the house love to hear the contributions of
government backbenchers trying to defend the
indefensible. Time after time we have heard those
members come into this house and champion the cause
of the Bracks government, and now they are
championing the cause of the Brumby government.
They forget that they have had eight years to fix these
problems. They make these announcements as if they
have only just been elected to Parliament — as if they
have been in Parliament only two weeks — and will
now fix the woes of the world.
I was very interested to see how this ‘State of the
Union’ address would go. We had everything except
bells and whistles and Hail to the Chief! I was
expecting a document that would be a blueprint for the
state — this state’s vision document. I expected it
would outline the urgent upgrades to our struggling
infrastructure and provide solutions on public transport,
roads, health and education. I came in here with an
open mind to see what the government would produce,
because we were told that this vision statement would
provide the solutions to take this state forward. Sadly
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we were let down by what we saw on Tuesday. We had
to sit there and listen to the spin, the fluff and the
bubble.
We got a glossy document with some nice, pretty
photos of the leader and his deputy. We got some nice
information about bills that the government is seeking
to introduce, and more importantly we got information
about the website. We could have avoided the speech.
Instead the government could simply have issued a
press release and we could all have received a copy via
email. That way we could have all been told about this
new website. We are being told that the solutions for
the problems that this state faces are going to be
provided by way of a website. What a sham! What a
disgrace!
I have read the document, and there is not a lot in it. I
looked at it to see what the government was going to do
to provide relief for small business. There is nothing in
the document about how the government is going to
reform workers compensation, occupational health and
safety and tax, and there is nothing in here about how it
will provide relief for the onerous aspects of equal
opportunity legislation. I listened intently to hear what
the Premier had to say about those things, but on them
he was silent. Small businesses throughout this state
rightly hold the government in contempt, because they
know it has failed them badly.
I turn to the area of public transport. We have a minister
who does not want to take responsibility for public
transport. Instead she wants to hand over responsibility
to quasi-organisations for which she says she has no
responsibility at all. We have been expecting
announcements about new rolling stock, but the
government’s response to relief for the public transport
system has been to pull out seats and force people onto
trains at 4 o’clock in the morning. That is not a solution
for this state.
We have a ticketing system which is an absolute sham
and which has cost $1 billion.
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am glad the member for
Bentleigh is in the house. He may not be remembered
for his contributions, but he will be remembered for one
thing. Hand on heart he gave a cast-iron guarantee that
the new ticketing system was going to work. I hope the
Minister for Public Transport was listening, because the
member for Bentleigh has put these cards on the table
and guaranteed the Victorian community that the
system will work. History will be the judge of that
statement.
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In my community we looked to the document for the
provision of the feasibility study for the Rowville rail
line, not promised by the Liberal Party but promised
by the ALP in 1999. Labor promised my community in
1999 that we would have a feasibility study for the
Rowville rail line. What has it done about it? Nothing.
This government promised in the same year, 1999, that
it would extend the tramline to Knox City. Eight years
later what do we have? Nothing. I expected to see that
mentioned in the glossy policy document — the plan
for the future — but where was it?
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — As the member for Bentleigh
rightly points out, it is not about policy, it is not about
vision and it is not about providing solutions — —
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — If it were about providing
solutions, I would be able to refer to them in the
document, but they are not there. In my community we
are looking for upgrades to bus services, we are looking
for upgrades to railway stations and we are looking for
increases in staffing to stop the assaults that occur at
railway stations, but there is nothing in this document
that provides solutions in these areas.
With regard to police we want extra members on the
beat and extra members on the ground. Back in 1999
this government promised that it would provide my
community with a 24-hour police station in Rowville.
We expected to see it announced in the document.
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I expected the government to
announce that it would deliver on its commitments.
Nothing in this document says that it is going to deliver
on the commitments it made to my community eight
years ago. Eight years later we are still waiting for those
promises to be delivered.
With regard to health, nothing in this document talks
about waiting lists, yet we have had the minister stand
up here and say, ‘It is all going to happen’. There is
nothing in here that talks about solutions and about
upgrades to the Angliss Hospital, the need for which is
spelt out in Eastern Health’s strategic plan. There is
nothing in this document that talks about the delivery of
a strategic plan that was developed by the government’s
health service.
There is nothing in here that talks about how we are
going to overcome the dental health crisis. You cannot
blame the federal government — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — It is your job, it is your
responsibility. You take control. You take ownership of
the issue and fix the problem! The community health
service at Knox needs to be upgraded, and it is the
government’s responsibility to get on with the job and
fix the problem.
As for education, this government promised that it
would rebuild every school as part of a 10-year plan.
My schools do not know when that is going to occur.
They do not want to spend money unnecessarily on
upgrading outdated infrastructure if a building is going
to be replaced next year, but they cannot get a timetable
from the government. I would have thought this
document would have provided them with the
solution and that it would have stated, ‘Here is the
timetable, here is the plan and here is the vision’, but of
course there is nothing in it that talks about that.
I would like to remind the member for Melton, who
unfortunately is not in the house but who has talked
about this government not closing schools, to drive
along Dorset Road in Ferntree Gully, past the sites of
the former Ferntree Gully Primary School and Ferntree
Gully Secondary College. They were both closed on the
watch of this government. I remind members opposite
that theirs is a government that has closed schools. The
federal government did not close them and Knox City
Council did not close them, because they do not run
school facilities. State schools are run by the state
government, and the closure of those state school
facilities was done on the watch of this government and
on the watch of this minister.
Road infrastructure urgently needs upgrading. I would
have thought this document would have been an
opportunity for the minister to stand up and say, ‘With
regard to roads, here is the solution. Here is the vision
and here is the plan for improvements to road
infrastructure’. My community needs an upgrade to
Napoleon Road. My community has been calling on
this government to fix Dorset Road. I am sure that if
you asked them every other member on this side of the
house could stand up and raise road issues in their
electorate. We expected vision and outcomes. We
expected an outline of a policy that would fix those
problems so that I could go back as a local member and
say to my community, ‘This government knows what it
is doing. This government has a plan, this government
has a vision and this government has a solution for
making improvements to our roads’ — but there is
nothing in the document about that.
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I look at my local sporting facilities. Those facilities
need urgent upgrades, and I expected this government
to announce a strategy to assist local sporting
facilities — but again, there is nothing in it. Finally, I
turn to gaming. I expected this government to bite the
bullet and recognise that communities want this
government to act to reduce gaming and not look at a
potential increase in gaming machine numbers, but of
course this document is silent on that.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I am pleased to rise in
support of this historic document, the annual statement
of government intentions. The member for Ferntree
Gully has misunderstood this document. It has been put
out so that the community and the opposition can have
an understanding of the legislative program for the next
12 months. It is not about funding levels or police
numbers or how much the government intends to spend
on bus services. It is about the legislative program for
the next 12 months.
Earlier today the Leader of The Nationals would have
had us forget about the Kennett era. He said we should
no longer speak about the Kennett era because there are
so few parliamentarians left in this place who
experienced those years. Well, I was one of the
parliamentarians who experienced that era, and I know
there was no similar document in the Kennett era and
no openness of government in that period. In fact the
Kennett government treated this Parliament with
contempt. Important pieces of legislation were not
debated in this house, let alone any invitation given for
input from the opposition. Bills were not debated in this
house; they were guillotined. There were attacks on the
Auditor-General and the Director of Public
Prosecutions, and a whole host of antidemocratic and
authoritarian measures and ill treatment of this
Parliament.
As a government we have taken the opportunity to give
a document to the opposition with the intention that
opposition members can examine and have input into
the legislative program and see what it looks like. There
is a whole raft of laws and potential laws, as well as
indications of discussion documents — for example,
that on early childhood development — which will be
made available over the next 12 months. Opposition
members will be able to talk to their communities, as
we will be to talking to ours, and as we will have input,
opposition members will also have input into this
legislation. The annual statement of government
intentions document improves the legislative process.
I have been scratching my head and asking myself why
the opposition is so critical of a document which assists
the work of opposition members. During the period
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when the Labor Party was in opposition, Labor
members were only able to dream of having this sort of
document. We would have seen it as an opportunity to
have some input, so I support the Premier. It is an
historic document and fundamentally improves the
openness of the legislative process — and, as a result,
improves democracy in this state. That is why I think
this statement is an important initiative. It fits with a lot
of initiatives we have taken as a government to ensure,
for example, that the Auditor-General, the Director of
Public Prosecutions and others are protected in the
constitution. We have improved the standing orders of
this Parliament to allow for greater input. We have
learnt the lessons from the period of the 1990s — those
seven dark years, as we are so fond of saying!
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Mr CARLI — They were dark years in the
Parliament. The community was denied the chance to
have an input into legislation and the then opposition
was denied the opportunity to have an input in debates.
What is really important about this statement is that it
indicates the priorities of government — the priorities
of education and health care — and the livability of our
city and our state. Some of the things that impresses me
about our legislative program are: the acceleration of
public transport projects; the improvement of urban
development; ensuring the timely availability of land on
the urban fringes of Melbourne; and the modernisation
of legislation, particularly the modernisation of
planning legislation and strengthening the planning
system. There is a whole raft of improvements to
legislation, but more importantly the statement is
focused, and focused on a number of things.
Fundamentally, the statement is underpinned by an
awareness of sustainability issues. We saw that in
water, in energy, in transport and in land use. This is
clearly an important period in Victoria’s history. We
have to link a strong economic performance and a
strong economy to make sure they are more
sustainable — that is, so that our practices, the way we
build our infrastructure and connect our city and state,
and the way we use our water and generate our energy
for our prosperity are more sustainable. That will mean
some fundamental shifts and in the future doing things
differently to how we did them in the past.
We are a government that is committed to the idea of
change. I am pleased that our Premier was present at
the United Nations climate change conference in Bali in
December so that he could hear the debates about and
the importance of the issues around climate change. As
a state that is dependent upon brown coal and has a
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large carbon footprint, we need to take measures to
reduce our footprint on our planet. It is important we
recognise that the Brumby Labor government is
committed to sustainability, and this document has an
emphasis on water, energy, transport and land use. I
think that is important.
I want to return briefly to the issue of our democracy.
As I said, I was here during the Kennett period, so I
know what it was like and how this Parliament was
treated. People in the community and in workplaces
also know what that period was like. Our government
has made some substantial and fundamental reforms,
and this document adds to those. It adds to the fact that
we have made the Legislative Council more open by
introducing proportional representation and allowing
smaller political forces and political parties in the state
to be represented.
We have introduced fixed-term elections giving
governments a four-year term so that no government
can take advantage by calling an early election or
postponing an election. We have provided greater
scrutiny of government. As chair of the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee I can say that the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act in
this state has put a greater emphasis on rights issues in
this state and how they are reflected in legislation and
regulations. We have provided protection for the
Auditor-General. We have done a lot.
It is also interesting that we are introducing and using
discussion papers. I am very pleased that this document
mentions the future release of a blueprint for early
childhood development and that there has been major
consultation on the regulation of children’s services. As
a local member of Parliament I deal a lot with early
child-care services. I know there has been a large
amount of activity around that issue, and that is
important. In today’s networked society there is a lot of
information available on the internet, and people expect
more from government and to have greater input. That,
too, is important.
This document also identifies that we are dealing with
substantial issues of conscience. Not all of us will agree
on these issues, and some of us will disagree within our
political parties. This document presents two major
issues. The first issue of conscience the statement
identifies is access to assisted reproductive technology.
That is obviously as a result of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission (VLRC), which found that
existing access to reproductive technologies is a breach
of the federal Sex Discrimination Act, and that we
should deal with it. That is going to raise a number of
issues in terms of people’s access to those technologies.
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The second issue of conscience is the modernisation of
the abortion law, which is always a difficult issue to
debate. It is an issue of conscience, but it is important.
Again, the VLRC is working on a series of options to
modernise the law and deal with the issue of abortion in
the Crimes Act. I think it is great that we can present a
document which says the intention is for this matter to
be debated in this Parliament. We will have an
opportunity to debate the issue, and the process will
come out of a substantial amount of work being done
by the VLRC and community input. It is not an easy
issue, and we in this Parliament should not run away
from it. We need to be warned in advance and to have a
process of consultation and debate so that we can make
some decisions, and I think this document outlines that.
I am very pleased to support the annual statement of
government intentions, and very pleased to support the
Premier on the historical presentation of such a
statement. It is the first time such a statement has been
presented in a Parliament in this country. It
fundamentally opens us up to a more democratic
process, and I think it fits very well with the
democratisation of politics in Victoria, which has been
a hallmark of Labor administrations since 1999.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the annual statement of government
intentions, but before I talk about the issues I have in
my electorate, I would like to pick up on the previous
speaker’s comment that we are looking at
‘modernisation’ of abortion law. That is just a public
relations term. There are proposed changes to abortion
law — not modernisation.
There are many things in this statement of government
intentions, but very little of true value that is going to
incite economic activity, that is going to get people
interested, that is exciting or that is visionary. I really
wanted this government to take a stand on gaming —
the government’s cash cow. Pokie machines were
introduced by Labor. Over the last six months gaming
revenues in the shire of Yarra Ranges have increased
from $16.9 million to $17.5 million. This represents an
overall revenue increase of $600 000, which this
government happily skims off the top from those who
can least afford it. It is disconcerting to see a greedy
government so comfortable with making a profit off the
backs of people who are suffering from a gambling
addiction. Given that the 2007–08 budget update,
released in December, showed the net debt of Victoria’s
total non-financial public sector will skyrocket from a
low of $3.5 billion in 2001–02 to a massive $20 billion
in 2010–11, it is hardly surprising that the government
is making a greedy grab for cash.
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I turn to health services, which the government talks
about improving. The hospital waiting lists are
appalling. Maroondah and Ringwood hospitals are
continually cancelling operations at the last minute,
because although they have empty beds they do not
have the funding for the staff to service them. A
super-clinic was promised for Evelyn in 2002. The last
completion date that was announced was June 2008,
but completion will be more like October 2008. During
the reading of the 2004–05 appropriation bill, the
super-clinic was touted as being evidence of Labor’s
commitment to rebuilding Victoria’s health system, yet
Eastern Health, six months out from the proposed
opening, does not know what is going to be included in
the building — what services are going to be there and
what technology will be installed.
Sitting suspended 1.00 until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
Office of Police Integrity report tabled this morning,
which contains recommendations which mirror
information leaked to newspapers on Tuesday, and I
ask: now that it is clear that the report into the leaking
of information from Victoria Police has itself been
leaked to the media, who will investigate the leaking of
that report?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The report of the Office
of Police Integrity was tabled in this house this
morning. In relation to the member’s question, it is
obviously a matter for the OPI. I understand that the
OPI has released a statement today rejecting claims that
the matter was leaked to the media, and in that
statement, which the OPI has released, it notes that ‘the
media outlet that published the report has confirmed
that the report was not based on any alleged OPI leak’.

Economy: performance
Mr LIM (Clayton) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to Victoria’s recent economic
performance and to the ongoing strength of the
Victorian economy, and I ask: what benefit will come
from the Premier’s visit to China, Japan and Dubai?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for his question and also note the very positive
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work the member does in building trade and investment
relations between Victoria and Asia more generally. As
I have said before in this place, Victoria is enjoying a
very strong and resilient economy. I mentioned the
Australian Bureau of Statistics data released earlier this
week on building approvals, which shows that in the
last calendar year, to December 2007, the state that had
more building approvals than any other state in
Australia was, of course, Victoria, with $19.1 billion.
Queensland had $18.5 billion, and New South Wales,
$17.3 billion.
I note in today’s Australian Financial Review that a
report from the Property Council of Australia says that
over the last three years there has been more new office
space built in Melbourne than in any other Australian
capital city. Bernard Salt, the KPMG demographer, was
reported in the Herald Sun as indicating that between
2001 and 2006 Melbourne added 87 000 privately
occupied dwellings and Sydney just 57 000. He said
that there could be no doubt that the rhythm of
Melbourne has quickened in this decade, and largely as
a consequence of our faster rate of population growth.
These are all positive things for the state. We are proud
of the way in which our state is developing. We are
proud of the fact that, despite our state not being a
resource state, we are clocking up the sort of economic
performance that only the states of Western Australia
and Queensland have been able to achieve in the past.
Tomorrow night I leave on an 11-day mission to China,
Japan and Dubai. I will be visiting China, which is
Victoria’s biggest and largest trading partner. I will be
visiting Japan to talk to major investors, particularly
Toyota in Nagoya. And I will be visiting Dubai to open
a new school which has been based on the Victorian
model and to address a business luncheon at the
Australian Football League promotional match.
It is worth noting that China is now Victoria’s largest
single trading partner. Two-way trade between Victoria
and China is now worth $11.5 billion. I will be visiting
Beijing, Nanjing and Shanghai. I will be meeting with
senior ministers in the national Chinese government,
including the Minister for Water Resources, Chen Lei,
and the Vice-Minister of Construction, Huang Wei.
Climate change will also be a key focus of my trip. I
have mentioned — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to cease interjecting in that manner. I
ask government members to lower the tone of their
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conversation, and I ask opposition members generally
to cease the interjections.
Mr BRUMBY — Climate change is a big issue for
all of us — for Australia and for the world. There was a
comment from across the chamber about helping
China. The point is that Victoria is a leader in carbon
capture storage. China is adding two new coal-fired
power stations a week. If we can succeed with carbon
capture storage in Victoria, it will be a technology and a
development which can benefit China and the whole
world. I will be having discussions on those matters. I
will also be leading the environment and sustainable
development mission. There are a number of Victorian
companies — Earth Systems, GHD, Metricon and
Diesel Test Australia — that are seeking to capitalise
on China’s economic strength. I think this is a mission
to China which will produce significant benefits.
In relation to the United Arab Emirates, we now export
more product to the UAE than we do to Great Britain.
This is an important market for us. And as I said, I will
be opening the junior school that is located in Sharjah. I
will also be visiting our sister state, Aichi, and will be
undertaking a function there with Governor Kanda. As
I have said, I will be visiting a number of Japanese
automotive companies, particularly Toyota.
All of this is about sustaining the strong economic
performance of this state, an economic performance
which is the envy of other states across Australia. I
believe this mission will be important in maintaining
that performance going forward.

Commonwealth-state relations: funding
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to comments made by
the Premier when he was Treasurer in relation to the
GST formula:
This is a rip-off for Victorians, and it is time this antiquated,
outmoded, ramshackle and blatantly unfair system was
reviewed.

With Mr Rudd now in the Lodge, could the Premier
advise the house as to the progress of the review, or is
this just more hot air?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Speaker — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte knows not to interject in that manner. The
minister who is given the call must be given an
opportunity to answer the question.
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Mr BRUMBY — If my memory is correct, when I
made those comments in the house I am not sure that
they were supported at the time by the Leader of The
Nationals. I do not think they were.
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We are making progress in these areas. As I said, any
progress we make will be far superior to the zero rate of
progress that was made under the Howard government.

Trams: overcrowding
We have an agenda going forward in relation to our
relationship with the commonwealth government which
is based around cooperative federalism. We have
already seen the first Council of Australian
Governments meeting held in Melbourne — the first
time one has ever been held in Melbourne — last
December, and out of that came financial benefits for
Victoria. Out of that one single meeting we picked up
an extra $35 million in elective surgery health funding.
We backed that with $25 million of our own, so there is
$60 million extra for elective surgery to treat
10 000 more patients across our state.
We want to see more reform of commonwealth-state
relations going forward. We want to see reform of SPPs
(special purpose payments). Indeed when the
Treasurer — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — There had been nothing done in
the previous 11 years.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to resist
the temptation to respond to interjections. I also ask the
Leader of The Nationals not to interject across the table.
Mr BRUMBY — I just want to make sure that
Hansard is clear: the opposition parties were agreeing
that nothing had been done for 11 years — and nothing
was done for 11 years.
The treasurers met in Brisbane in January and agreed
on a program for reform of SPPs. In just the 10 weeks
since the election of the Rudd federal government we
have seen more funds flowing to the states in crucial
areas like health and elective surgery. We have seen a
commitment to the reform of special purpose payments,
where we had extraordinary duplication and red tape
under the Howard government. I think there will be
further benefits flowing to our state in the future, not
the least being a fairer share for Victoria of
commonwealth finances, not just in health but also in
areas like infrastructure and road funding, where prior
to the last federal election we received a number of
significant commitments from the federal Labor Party,
now the federal government.

Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister tell the
house what the government is doing to ease
overcrowding on Melbourne’s trams?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Brunswick for his ongoing
interest in public transport right across Victoria. As
everyone in this house knows, the Brumby government
has a very strong vision and plan for meeting our public
transport needs. Meeting Our Transport Challenges,
which is $7.5 billion program, is a demonstration of our
commitment to meeting our public transport needs.
We have seen unprecedented growth of almost 25 per
cent in train patronage in the last two years. Everyone
in the house knows that. That is why we have ordered
an extra 18 trains for the network, and they will be
rolling out late in 2009. But members are probably not
as clearly aware that tram patronage is also up. After
many years of growth at around 3 to 4 per cent, we are
now looking at tram patronage growth of at least 5 per
cent over the last 12 months, and it is anticipated that
that will increase. Melburnians are voting with their feet
and they are using public transport in very large
numbers.
That is why I was delighted this morning to announce
that we have been able to take advantage of a very
unique opportunity to lease an additional five
high-capacity, low-floor trams for Melbourne for four
years at a cost of almost $9 million. Meeting Our
Transport Challenges has a commitment to the
purchase of new trams for our network, but given the
increase in patronage growth on our tram network this
will allow us to fill the gap and to meet the needs of the
travelling public.
The trams were built for the town of Mulhouse in
France, but they are not yet ready to put them into
service. We are delighted, along with Yarra Trams, to
have grabbed this unique opportunity, ahead of a whole
lot of other cities around the world, to lease these trams
for the next four years. When I was overseas last year I
took the opportunity to stress the importance of leasing
these trams for Melbourne to both Alstom and
Transdev. The first of these trams will arrive in
Melbourne next week, and, following modifications to
the trams, they will be in the system in March, with all
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five trams in the system and on the tram tracks by
September this year.
Just to put this into perspective, during the peak-hour
period these five new trams will be able to carry up to
1200 passengers. That is the equivalent of 1000 cars
being kept off the road. So it not only deals with the
overcrowding on our public transport system, it also
deals with the congestion on our roads. It will better
position the tram network to meet the emerging
demands that are being placed on it.
These low-floor trams will be allocated to route 96,
which is the network’s most popular tram route. It will
allow some of the trams that are currently on route 96
to be reallocated to other very high demand routes as
well. So the whole of the tram network will benefit
from this investment. I am delighted that Melbourne,
ahead of a lot of other cities around the world, has been
able to grab this unique opportunity for the travelling
public in Melbourne.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier was clear in that he was stating a
position that he agreed with, which I would believe is
responding to the question put to him by the Leader of
the Opposition.
Mr BRUMBY — Just to make it clear, the position
which I support is that matters involving allegations of
serious criminal misconduct and corruption by public
officers in local government should remain the
responsibility of the state Ombudsman working with
Victoria Police.

Energy: efficient households
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. I congratulate the
government on its involvement in the Change the
Globe promotion last weekend, and I ask the minister to
outline to the house what steps the Brumby government
is taking to increase the energy efficiency of Victorian
households.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Office of Police
Integrity report on Victorian police corruption, which
was tabled this morning, and to the conclusion by the
director, police integrity, that:
… without proper commitment to ensuring personal standards
of integrity accord with public trust vested in police and
public officials, corruption can occur at any level.

And I ask: now that the director, police integrity has
warned Victorians that corruption among public
officials is as likely as corruption within the Victorian
police force, will the Premier do the right thing and
establish an independent, broadbased, anticorruption
commission for this state?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The Leader of the
Opposition has had seven different positions on this
issue. I agree with the position which the opposition
took to the last state election, and that is:
Matters involving allegations of serious criminal misconduct
and corruption by public officers and local
government … remain the responsibility of the state
Ombudsman working with Victoria Police.

Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating this question and not relating his
answer to government business. He knows full well that
since the last election this Parliament has had cause to
debate the issue of corruption on numerous occasions.
He is seeking to avoid answering the question.

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Bentleigh for his
ongoing interest in energy efficiency and the benefits
that will bring to Victorian households and to the
Victorian environment. I have said before that the
cheapest and cleanest power station is the power station
that does not have to be built. All the experts agree that
this is where energy efficiency comes into play. Energy
efficiency is absolutely essential to both individual
household budgets and to supporting the Victorian
environment. Eighty per cent of Victoria’s greenhouse
gases come from the generation and use of energy, and
a third of Victoria’s energy is used in the home. That is
why the Brumby government is taking energy
efficiency very seriously, and it is why we are tackling
it on several fronts.
For example, our award-winning black balloons
campaign has increased awareness in our community
and in households about the need for improvement in
energy efficiency, but we need to turn awareness into
actions, and that is what we are doing. The Change the
Globe promotion is just one of the steps in the right
direction of improving household energy efficiency.
Yesterday I launched the Resource Smart retail
program in the suburb of Chadstone. This project will
make it easier to identify energy and water-efficient
appliances by providing, in partnership with the retail
stores, energy saving advice at the point of sale. At the
very time when people are seeking and wanting
detailed information our Resource Smart retail program
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would be able to provide the right sort of information at
this critical point when decisions are made.
Research shows that a typical household could save
around $270 a year on its energy bills if a few relatively
steps are undertaken. For example, the Change the
Globe promotion, which is changing the old dinosaur
light bulbs and installing compact — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — There is a bit of sensitivity
here! The Change the Globe promotion is a program to
install compact fluorescent light bulbs, and this will
save up to 80 per cent on lighting bills over the life of
those globes.
People can buy appliances — fridges, dishwashers and
washing machines — that have energy ratings of at
least four stars, and it is important to note that over the
life of those appliances every extra star that you have
purchased will save you between 20 per cent and 30 per
cent of the running costs. People could install solar or
five-star gas hot water systems, and this will save on
energy costs and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
They could adjust their thermostat on home heating and
cooling, and it is important to remember that just a
1 degree change can save up to 10 per cent on
household running costs. And you can turn off
appliances at the wall and save up to 10 per cent on
your energy bills.
These current programs will help with our
world-leading policy initiative, the Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme, which Parliament passed last
year and which will be commencing at the beginning of
2009. It is important to remember that energy efficiency
is not about reducing our standard of living, it is about
doing more with the resources that we already have.
This government recognises that energy efficiency can
help Victorian families do their bit to tackle the climate
change policy. At the same time simple energy
efficiency measures will help those householders save
money and cope with the impact of rising energy costs
now and into the future.

Police Association: pre-election agreement
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question again is to the Premier, and I refer again to the
Office of Police Integrity report on Victorian police
corruption tabled this morning and to the conclusion by
the director, police integrity, that:
The unique circumstances of this case demand … the utmost
transparency and public accountability in the way matters are
dealt with.
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And I ask: in keeping with the need for transparency in
the relationship between Victoria Police and the
government, will the Premier now release the
30 documents held in his office which relate to the
secret pre-election deal with the police union and which
the Premier has continually refused to make public?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — My recollection is that
this question has been asked before, and the
commitments which were made by the government to
the Police Association and contained in the letter have
been tabled in this Parliament and released publicly.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. The Premier is
keeping secret 30 documents about his secret
pre-election deal with the police union. He should make
them public.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition is clearly putting into practice
a predetermined strategy of interrupting question time
with frivolous points of order. The Premier can hardly
be debating the question when he has finished the
answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yuroke
and the Minister for Water!
Mr McIntosh — Further on the point of order,
Speaker, the reality is that the Premier’s department of
course still has the 30 documents but has failed to
release those documents, and he ought to release them.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
knows that that is not a point of order. Has the Premier
completed his answer?
Mr Brumby — Yes.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

Students: school starter assistance
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is to the Minister
for Education. Can the minister advise the house of
what the Brumby government is doing to assist
Victorian families as their children start primary and
secondary school this year?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Lara for his question. This is a government
that really does care about assisting Victoria’s families,
and particularly in this instance those families with
school-aged children. Not only do we provide financial

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 7 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

support to families through the education maintenance
allowance — and that allowance in fact assists
200 000 students from low-income families each year,
with $215 for eligible primary school students and
$430 for eligible secondary school students — but we
are also supporting Victorian families with students
who are starting school in prep or year 7 with the
payment of an additional $300 per child.
This bonus recognises that these times can be expensive
for parents with extra children starting both primary and
secondary school for the first time. This is a
$182 million initiative by the Brumby government, and
it is there to help families purchase additional items for
school such as uniforms, books, bags and other
equipment. So far 106 571 children have had vouchers
redeemed on their behalf by their families, and these
children and their families really are benefiting from
this very timely support. That is over $31.9 million that
in just the last few weeks has gone directly into the
pockets of Victorian families.
Parents can cash in the vouchers which are provided by
the schools at their local Australia Post office. Some of
the busiest offices that have been receiving these
vouchers are in fact in some of our outer metropolitan
areas, where we know that sometimes budgets are tight
and that, particularly with interest rate rises, there is
additional financial stress.
The Werribee Plaza Post Shop has cashed over
1000 vouchers, and other busy outlets are at the
Fountain Gate Post Shop and the Watergardens Post
Shop and in Rowville, Sunbury, Cranbourne Park,
Traralgon, Greensborough and Hampton Park. They are
the busiest areas. We wanted to make sure that parents
had access to these funds when they needed them
most — before their children started school, right at the
beginning of the school year.
It has been a very busy start to the school year. More
than 538 000 children are enrolled in government
schools, and 1300 new teachers started teaching in our
schools this year under the graduate recruitment
program. I was very pleased, on the first day of school,
to go to Pakenham Springs Primary School, which is
one of the brand-new schools that this government has
built. It has fantastic new facilities, co-located with
some early childhood facilities, and the young people in
that area are enjoying a great start to a quality education
here in Victoria — and of course there is more to come.
The government has committed $1.9 billion in this term
to additional capital projects, whether it be
modernisations, renovations or additional brand-new
schools. That is part of what has been an ongoing
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commitment over many years to our no. 1 priority, and
that of course is seeing that our children get the very
best start in their lives and have a quality education here
in Victoria.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the overdue and over-budget
transport ticketing fiasco and to the Premier’s failure on
three occasions on radio on Tuesday to directly endorse
the tender as clean and above board, and I ask: does the
Premier have full confidence in Victoria’s highest paid
public servant and the chief executive officer (CEO) of
the Transport Ticketing Authority, Mr Vivian Miners?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I thought I have
made clear over the last few days when I have been
asked about this, when major projects come before
government and there is a tender process, there is an
independent process which is put in place. That
involves either an independent board or a selection
panel. They assess tenders and they make
recommendations to government. In relation to the
ticketing system, that process was strictly adhered to
and was overseen by probity auditors. The
recommendation was made to government, and that
recommendation was accepted by government.
It is a complex system. I have said publicly that I would
obviously prefer this ticketing system to have been
delivered in a way which is fully consistent with the
contractual obligations. It is running behind
schedule — that is no secret — and if you look around
Australia and elsewhere around the world, you find that
these new systems are often complex, they are often
difficult and they often run over time.
We have seen confirmation of that recently in New
South Wales, which I think was running four years
behind schedule. Given the significance of this in terms
of public transport use in our state, this will be a great
new ticketing system. It will give customers increased
convenience.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, does
the Premier have confidence in the chief executive
officer? Yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Scoresby, as I did yesterday, that if he wishes to ask
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a question, he should stand in his place and be given the
call.

grant to help establish a new and innovative proof of
concept centre at Deakin University.

Mr BRUMBY — With an investment and a
ticketing system of this type and complexity, obviously
the government wants to make sure that it is right
before it is introduced. Obviously we look to the
Transport Ticketing Authority and we look to the — —

In thanking the government for this funding the
vice-chancellor of Deakin University, Sally Walker,
wrote to me and said that ‘the grant moves Deakin
closer to realising our plan to create an Australian
version of Silicon Valley at the Geelong campus at
Waurn Ponds’. This new and innovative centre will
reinforce Geelong’s growing reputation as a place of
innovation and excellence.

Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — We look to the Transport
Ticketing Authority and its staff to effectively and
efficiently implement this new ticketing system.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has been able publicly to support the
commissioner of police. Why will he not publicly
support Vivian Miners, the CEO of the Transport
Ticketing Authority?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth well knows that that is not the correct form for
a point of order. That is two points of order in a row
that he has used inappropriately to disrupt the running
of question time. I warn him. I also suggest to him that I
will cease to hear his points of order if he continues in
this vein.

Regional and rural Victoria: economic
development
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. Can the minister update the house on any
recent Brumby government initiatives that are building
stronger and more innovative regional economies in
Victoria?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for South
Barwon for his question. The member for South
Barwon’s question very much goes to the heart of the
Brumby government’s commitment to Victoria about
creating more jobs and about growing our economy,
whether it is through investing in skills and investing in
innovation or through key economic infrastructure. As
members of the house know very well, we have a
particular focus and attention on our regional areas.
Recently the Premier, the member for South Barwon,
the member for Bellarine and I visited the Geelong
technology precinct at Deakin University to announce a
$6 million Regional Infrastructure Development Fund

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — It is great to see that the Geelong
members, the Labor members, are interested in this
$6 million investment. We will send the message to
Geelong that members opposite are not interested in
hearing that this $6 million initiative will invest — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Bulleen and the member for Kilsyth that if they
wish to have a loud discussion, which they are, they
might like to leave the chamber.
Ms ALLAN — On this side of the house we are
proud that we have committed $6 million to this centre,
which is going to create over 400 jobs in the Geelong
region and deliver a boost to the local economy of
$48 million. This is great news for Geelong and great
news for regional Victoria and the regional economy.
And this is not a one-off.
The Brumby government is also leading the way in its
support of science, technology and innovation right
across regional Victoria. We have invested over
$2 billion in innovation-related industries in areas such
as Horsham, Ballarat, Churchill and Warrnambool.
Also, through our highly successful Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund — the very first piece
of legislation that this government introduced into
Parliament back in 1999 — we have invested more than
$380 million across 158 projects that have now
delivered over $1 billion in new investment in
infrastructure in regional and rural Victoria. Who
would think that this kind of fund could be anything but
good news for country Victoria? Who labelled this sort
of commitment to regional Victoria a sham? It was the
Leader of The Nationals and those opposite who had to
be dragged, kicking and screaming, to support that
legislation.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the minister
that she come back to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — There are now a billion good
reasons why the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund was the right legislation, and it has backed the
future of regional and rural Victoria. It is no surprise
that it was the Leader of The Nationals — then the
Kennett National Party — that voted 1150 times to
punish country Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
conclude her answer.
Ms ALLAN — It is the Brumby Labor government
which will continue to work hard with our regional
communities to build stronger communities.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms ALLAN — It was 1150 times.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
conclude her answer, with no debating.
Ms ALLAN — It is the Brumby Labor government
that is going to continue to work with regional
Victorian communities to build stronger communities
and help to ensure that Victoria as a whole remains the
best place to live, to work, to invest and to raise a
family.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the member for
Derrimut and the Premier that banging on the desks and
the table makes it very difficult for Hansard. The time
set aside for questions has expired.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — The unfinished and
overdue Lilydale super-clinic is a sad example of a very
embarrassing trend for this government, which has a
rich history of being unable to finish a single project on
time or on budget — for example, the myki smartcard,
Southern Cross station and regional rail, and the list
goes on. Time and again we see that Labor promises
the world but delivers nothing.
In September 2007 we heard from the Minister for
Health that the boost in state funding for dental services
had reduced times for treatment right across our state.
Yarra Ranges community health statistics reveal that
2920 patients are currently waiting for general dental
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health treatment and 465 patients are waiting for
denture care — a 41 per cent increase in numbers from
the previous six months. There is a 17-month wait for
general dental care and a 22-month wait for dentures,
which is appalling, given that the majority of the
patients are senior citizens. The government is out of
touch with those living in the Yarra Ranges — or are
we too far away for it to care?
The Premier’s statement talks about transport. The
Lilydale train line, which services thousands of
communities in the Evelyn electorate, suffered
879 cancellations last year, putting the Lilydale line at
the top of the list for cancellations. Obviously Labor
does not see Evelyn communities as being a priority.
At Wandin North speed-zone flashing lights were
promised for the Wandin North Primary School two
years ago. Do the responsible minister and the Treasurer
prefer to put lives at risk by not installing the lights so
that they can reap thousands of dollars from the hefty
fines imposed on unsuspecting motorists targeted by the
speed cameras? We have delays on the project for traffic
lights at the Maroondah Highway–Killara Road
intersection in Coldstream, which was promised two
years ago in 2006 as part of the government’s
$30 million program to address congestion. Some
$1.5 million was allocated to that project.
The Coldstream Country Fire Authority brigade has
contacted me because it is deeply concerned that its
vehicles are held up getting out into the traffic on
Melba Highway. In a fire-prone area such as Evelyn, an
additional couple of minutes travelling time can mean
the difference between life and death. It is absolutely
appalling that the lack of installation of these lights is
delaying the unit’s response by several minutes.
In the area of education infrastructure, during the last
election campaign Mount Evelyn Primary School got a
firm commitment from Labor for a facility upgrade. It
is still waiting. Wandin Yallock Primary School has
deplorable old buildings, with holes in outside walls
and uneven and unsafe floors. The condition is such
that the government should be ashamed. If it were not
for the wonderful work of parents, these buildings
would be in an even worse situation. The Minister for
Education announced in January this year that
education will continue to be the government’s no. 1
priority; it definitely is not for the Mount Evelyn
Primary School or the Wandin Yallock Primary School.
In relation to police and violent crime, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services claimed that Victoria
was the safest state in Australia, which flies in the face
of comments by the Chief Commissioner of Police,
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Christine Nixon, who has said that the level of violence
is higher than we have ever seen before. In
the September edition of the Lilydale and Yarra Valley
Leader it was reported that homicides in the Yarra
Ranges were up dramatically in 2000 and 2007,
bucking the statewide trend. Homicides were up
200 per cent on the previous period. We have a murder
rate of 8.4 homicides for every 100 000 people; by
comparison, the statewide murder rate fell 11 per cent
to 3.8 homicides per 100 000 people. Labor ministers
need to stop slapping one another on the back and get
more police on the beat in Evelyn. The police need
more resources and more support. Their morale is at an
all-time low. Public confidence is rapidly diminishing.

very proud that it has been in here for almost a decade,
but what has it done and what has it achieved?

Much has been made about the issue of water, and I do
commend those good people who demonstrated at
Sugarloaf Reservoir on Sunday and outside this
building on Tuesday. They are good people who would
not normally put themselves out into such a public
situation, but they are frustrated beyond belief. The
proposal to pipe 75 gigalitres of Goulburn water from
an area that is already parched is absolutely ridiculous.
It is a wrong decision and must be changed.

This statement was very disappointing. I really
expected that it would have vision and that it would
have an impact for future generations of this state, but it
really does not. It is broadbased, it is motherhood stuff,
and it does not give anything that can generate
excitement in these times that we are now facing.

Residents in the Yarra Valley are angry that the
government has decided to go ahead without an
environment effects statement. The Minister for
Planning in the other place said the flexible alignment
of the pipeline will mean potential environmental
effects can be avoided or mitigated. This is ludicrous.
The known presence of endangered flora and fauna
species in the area negates the planning minister’s
assertions. The helmeted honeyeater, one of Victoria’s
faunal emblems, the powerful owl and the striped
legless lizard are all known to occupy the anticipated
pipeline construction zone.
How is it that the government can override environment
effects statement legislation when it expects ordinary
citizens to comply? How is taking water from the north
of the Great Dividing Range going to satisfy the needs
of Melbourne? How is bullying and disregarding
marginalised rural communities going to solve the
water problems in the long term?
There is no mention in the statement of government
intentions of disabled young people who are having to
live in senior citizen facilities because there is nowhere
else for them to go. There is nothing about the
tradesmen who are struggling with red tape and with
fees and charges. Every small business person has
suffered since this government came in. I must say that
in a previous contribution a member talked about
almost a decade of Labor government and sounded

It has increased the number of public servants by
thousands — 15 000 to 17 000 is the estimated number.
The number of public relations officers and the number
of media spin merchants have grown and grown, but
actual facilities on the ground have not been provided.
Small businesses are being buried in red tape and in the
increases in fees and charges. Where is the support for
councils? Where is the extra funding they need? Rates
have been rising to the maximum, but the councils
cannot supply the services that a modern society should
be getting and expecting.

Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to contribute
to this historic innovation for the Parliament of
Victoria. This statement of government intentions is
about providing better accountability in consultation
with the community so that all Victorians know what
intentions the government has in regard to legislation in
this state for the year ahead.
This document further improves reforms that this Labor
government has made to democracy in this state —
actions such as restoring the powers and independence
of the Auditor-General and enshrining the
independence of the Ombudsman, the Electoral
Commissioner and the Director of Public Prosecutions
in the Victorian constitution. It must be remembered
why these actions had to be taken. It was as a result of
the Liberals and the Nationals, who abused their power
and mistreated these important watchdogs in our
society when they were in government.
I hear opposition members crying foul when we talk
about their appalling record when they were in
government, but we can only accurately judge the
Liberal Party and The Nationals on what they do and
not on what they say, and the electorate knows that, too.
The arrogance and the born-to-rule attitude of the
Liberal Party and The Nationals shows just how out of
touch they really are with the local community. It
appears from their behaviour over recent weeks that the
Liberal Party and The Nationals actually oppose
everything and stand for nothing. They do not know
what they stand for, but we know they stand for
nothing. They oppose everything.
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The legislative program which is outlined in this
document recognises the challenges facing our state. It
also recognises that more will need to be done into the
future and that new issues and pressures will emerge
throughout this year and into the future. Victoria is a
state of great prosperity and opportunity. The Brumby
government recognises that it is its role to create the
best possible environment to support all people so that
they may participate in the opportunities available.
Our no. 1 priority is education, which is reflected in the
document. We know that engaging children in
education from a very early age and integrating
children’s services will provide the best foundations for
their success in learning in later life. There will always
be a lot more to do in education, and it is great to be
part of a government that invests in teachers and better
facilities and has a plan to continue to improve access
to education at all levels — to upgrade schools, support
teachers and parents, provide better learning
environments for students through lowered class sizes
and make education relevant so as to retain students
who would have dropped out in the past. These students
now have an alternative — the Victorian certificate of
applied learning — to keep them in education longer
and give them better chances in life.
Demographers are pointing to the challenges we face in
regard to the ageing of the state and our country — and
indeed the developed nations around the world. That is
why we need to ensure that people reach their senior
years in as good health as possible and why we need to
strengthen our emphasis on preventive health care. The
member for Evelyn may not find this exciting, but this
is a real challenge that will face us in the future, and it
is something we need to deal with as a government.
Doing so will improve people’s quality of life as they
age and ensure that — no matter what their background
or socioeconomic status — people will have a better
chance of enjoying their senior years. It will also reduce
the future burden on our health system and taxation into
the future.
It is pretty clear where we on the Labor side of the
house come from. There has already been $3 billion
worth of practical initiatives committed under our
policy A Fairer Victoria. We will give people more
opportunity, and I am pleased to see this mentioned in
this important statement of government intentions.
Obviously we want everyone to enjoy the lifestyle and
opportunities our great state has to offer.
I was also pleased to see in the document an emphasis
on improving public transport by accelerating projects
that we know are needed. The Brumby government has
done much in this area. The kinds of improvements that

221

have been made are very obvious in the Seymour
electorate, and I know they have been replicated around
the state. There is always more to be done, and none of
us shirks that. One of the things the government has
done is provide 100 extra services every week on the
Seymour line to Melbourne.
The towns of Kilmore and Wallan now have bus
services that connect them to those regular services,
with low-floor buses to allow people who are disabled
or who have ambulatory problems to access the
services. The townships of Healesville and Seymour
also have low-floor buses and better bus stops so that
people can get around town even if they do not have
their own vehicles. I have talked to elderly people who
have to make appointments at or near the hospital or
visit partners in nursing homes whom they cannot look
after any more. They have better access to transport,
and they are most appreciative of the Brumby
government’s investments to make Victoria a fairer
place to live.
Those opposite will obviously continue to find fault.
We on the Labor side know there is more to do. We do
not shy away from the challenges ahead. We see that no
matter where you live in the state you deserve to have
the best possible services and facilities in education,
health, community safety and transport. The
government is working to do that. It is great to see that
there is a plan and that there is the opportunity for
people to respond to it through mechanisms the
government has set up, such as the website. The
challenges are obviously there. They are listed in the
document, which is not exhaustive — I always say that.
Tuesday, when the government put out its statement of
intentions for the future, was an important day. This
statement recognises the importance of protecting the
environment and meeting the challenges that face us as
a result of the change. I look forward to the
formalisation of our policies to tackle climate change
through the climate change bill, which will strengthen
the work we have already done on things such as
Sustainability Victoria, the Victorian energy efficiency
target and the Victorian renewable energy target. All of
this has demonstrated our government’s commitment to
tackling the issue of climate change, but the climate
change bill will provide a better foundation for us to
plan.
As parliamentary secretary for agriculture, I have had a
great opportunity to learn about and gain a greater
understanding of the challenges facing the agriculture
industry in Victoria. I am pleased that we are moving to
protect our livestock and plants from diseases which
can impact horrifically on productivity and
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profitability — and therefore the viability — of farming
businesses, which we know are really important to the
rural and regional communities of our state.
The statement of government intentions recognises that
the drought and climate change are great challenges in
our state. The government has taken a number of
actions to secure our water supply, and it has been
doing so for a long period of time. The latest figures
show that people in Melbourne are now using 28 per
cent less water per capita than in the 1990s. That is a
significant drop, and it has happened through growing
awareness with the installation of dual-flush toilets and
the reduction in the use of water through low-flow
shower head roses and the $1000 rebate for the
installation of water tanks connected to both the
bathroom and the laundry — or $900 if the water tank
is only connected to one of those — which are the main
places we use water in the household. These things are
obviously important.
We are recommissioning the Tarago Reservoir and
have come up with a plan to look at the security of
water into the future. The $300 million eastern
treatment plant upgrade will produce 100 gigalitres of
class-A recycled water. The desalination plant will
produce 150 gigalitres of water in a way that is not
reliant on rainfall. The investment in the food bowl will
save 225 gigalitres of water and allow the farmers of
the food bowl to get better value from their water and,
therefore, to survive and keep their communities
thriving into the future. They will be able to get better
production because of the way their water will be
delivered.
The 75 gigalitres from the Sugarloaf Reservoir, which
has a great impact on my electorate and is obviously
something that people in my area are very passionate
about, recognises that the 4 million people in
Melbourne also need that water security to be able to
survive into the future.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I am pleased to
join the debate on the 2008 annual statement of
government intentions and indicate that this is the first
time that we have seen a presentation like this to the
Parliament since I entered the Parliament in 1976. It is
an interesting concept, and I listened with a great deal
of attention to the Premier’s speech on this government
document. It is heavy with rhetoric — there is no doubt
about that — and there are certainly good intentions,
but many would say it is almost a public relations
exercise. I note the Premier’s comments:
In short, the introduction of an annual statement of
government intentions will go a long way towards making
our representative democracy more of the kind of
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participatory democracy it needs to be to thrive in the
21st century.

I hope we get more consultation and more transparency
in what the government is doing, particularly for
country Victorians.
I want to refer to one example which highlights the lack
of appreciation by the government of the particular
problems that we have in country Victoria. We often
listen to comments from the Premier and government
ministers about how they are listening to country
people and eliminating discrimination against country
people, but I want to refer to the rainwater tank rebate,
which is a matter I mentioned in my 90-second
statement this morning. It is quite clear that this rebate
discriminates against people in country Victoria who do
not have access to a reticulated water supply system. I
have been making representations to ministers for a
couple of years on this issue, and the ministers to whom
I have written have written back on a number of
occasions defending this program. However, it
discriminates against people who do not have access to
a reticulated water supply system.
I think the government has its head in the sand on this
matter. It should come out and say, ‘We should review
this; we think it is good for everyone. Why should
farmers and others out in the country areas not have
access to that rebate the same as everybody else?’. This
issue really highlights the fact that the government
often does not listen to the representations made by
constituents and the people of Victoria.
I listened with a great deal of interest to the comments
made by the member for Seymour. I have to take issue
with some of the things he said. He talked about the
water situation and the north–south pipeline. If the
government were intent on listening to people in
country Victoria, I do not think it would support the
north–south pipeline. When a government plans for
water to be piped from northern Victoria to
metropolitan Melbourne, from an area that is distressed
as far as water supply is concerned and where irrigators
are on small allocations of water, it is clearly not
listening to what the majority of people want, and it is
opposite to its policy prior to the election, which was
that no water would be shifted from northern Victoria
to service metropolitan Melbourne. These are the sorts
of issues that we, as country Victorians, think the
government should be saying, as part of the Premier’s
statement, ‘Yes, we will listen to more of the issues in
country Victoria and try to respond to them’.
I am interested to see the Minister for Public Transport
in the chamber. I get on very well with the minister, but
I have to say that the passenger rail service that is
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currently provided for north-eastern Victorians is a
huge problem. I have had more representations on this
issue than on any other in recent times. The substandard
service that is being provided is not acceptable. We
need the government to respond quickly to that and
overcome the situation.
I heard about one lady who used the train service from
Southern Cross station to Wangaratta last Sunday night.
At first she could not get on the train because they were
clearing the sewage tanks on the carriages, but when
she eventually boarded she shifted to another carriage
because she could not stand the stench. The sorts of
things that are happening include air conditioning not
working, no water being available, and trains stopping
when they are not supposed to. The train up to northern
Victoria on Monday ran out of fuel when it got to
Wallan. These sorts of situations need to be addressed
immediately. I want to make sure that the Minister for
Public Transport understands that whilst I recognise
and appreciate the work she has done in education,
indeed I have had a close working relationship with her,
we need action on that sort of issue. She has to respond
to us in north-eastern Victoria.
The government will come back and say to me that the
passenger usage is increasing. Of course it is, there is
no doubt about that. More people are using the
passenger rail services in country Victoria, because they
need to travel to Melbourne and they are trying to get
off the major roads and highways. There has been a
reduction in the fares, and people have responded to
that and are using the service. But it is a substandard
service that is not acceptable. We must get a response
from the minister on what she will do immediately to
overcome the dreadful service to north-eastern Victoria.
That should be addressed quickly, and I hope the
minister does respond to it.
I note the Premier’s comments in his statement of
intentions document on the transport issue:
In 2008, planned amendments to the Transport Act will
provide a stronger, more integrated approach to transport
planning and service delivery — with that new approach
streamlining the delivery of critical road and rail
infrastructure.

We want to see that happen immediately for us in
north-eastern Victoria.
I also heard the member for Seymour say that The
Nationals opposed everything in the Parliament. I want
to correct him, because as far as we are concerned, and
as far as the Parliament is concerned, there is general
agreement on both sides of the house with most of the
legislation that comes before the Parliament. Yes, there
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are amendments and critical comment is often made of
legislation, but the majority of legislation goes through.
I want to also confirm the comments made by the
Leader of The Nationals: we will support anything that
is going to make Melbourne a better place, indeed
where it will result in improvements for country
Victoria where we have our true representation. It is
critical for us to make sure we get the best that we can
for those people living in country Victoria.
I want to make sure that the member for Bendigo East
is under no illusions as to where the National Party
stands in this Parliament and on legislation. I also want
to take on board comments made by the member for
Melton and which have often been made by the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development. She
made comments about the 1990s. I remind the house
that when there was a change of government in 1992
the previous Labor government had left a debt of at
least $32 billion which had to be addressed, and the
Kennett government did so during the period of time it
was in office. I have to say to the house — and people
would be well aware of this — that I was never the
white-haired boy as far as the coalition government was
concerned at that time, because I opposed some of the
things that were going on — for instance, the removal
of passenger rail services from country Victoria. Be that
as it may, a huge turnaround had to be undertaken. For
the member for Melton to say that nothing happened in
country Victoria is beyond belief!
Before she became a minister I invited the member for
Bendigo East — and the member for Melton — to
come up and visit my electorate of Murray Valley.
Schools in my electorate were not closed during the
Kennett years. Two schools closed that had fewer than
12 students — it was agreed that they should be
closed — and no police stations in my electorate were
closed. Those members should not get up and say those
sorts of things. We developed — even right through the
1990s — and we are still developing. Major
developments are taking place in north-eastern Victoria,
particularly within my electorate of Murray Valley. We
want to make sure that people understand that, while
there were difficulties and changes in the 1990s due to
clearing the state debt, when the Labor government was
elected in 1999 it had a war chest and could spend that
money. This government has also had revenue from the
goods and services tax and other avenues — huge
revenue! — and has been able to respond to the needs
of our electorates, including those in north-eastern
Victoria, including my electorate of Murray Valley.
I should also mention the issue of dams, which is a big
issue as far as I am concerned. I am disappointed with
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the responses that I have been getting from ministers on
the extension of Big Buffalo dam and of other dams in
northern Victoria. I remind the house that the
Dartmouth Dam saved the Murray Valley. The
Dartmouth Dam, which holds about 4 million
megalitres of water, underpinned the supply of water
into the Murray system, as did water from the Snowy
River scheme, but we need to have dams to underpin
the system. I am extremely disappointed that we are
still getting strong opposition to extending dams. There
is talk of strengthening the wall in the Dartmouth Dam
and Lake William Hovell. What they should be doing is
raising the walls of those dams so we can hold the
water when we get the rains and use it in appropriate
places when required.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — It is always a
pleasure to follow the member for Murray Valley. The
debate on the annual statement of government
intentions is very interesting. When it was proposed to
be introduced I was the only one on the
non-government side who supported the proposal for
the debate we are having here today. I notice that
members are using the opportunity as the statement was
designed to be used — that is, to raise issues within
their electorates, and that is what I said in my
contribution to the debate at that time. This is a good
opportunity for members of Parliament to say, ‘It is
good the government is doing those things, but what
about some of these other issues?’.
Having looked through the list of legislation included in
the statement, I see that there are a number of issues
which are going to be reasonably contentious right
across the Victorian community. It is a good
opportunity for members of Parliament to go out and
consult with their local communities and get the feel on
a number of those issues. It gives people the
opportunity to have input, and that is a good thing. It is
a part of democracy that I do not think we do well
enough in this place. Legislation is introduced, which is
the first time anyone really sees it. Sometimes people
do not even know legislation is on the agenda until it is
deposited in here late on a Thursday afternoon, and two
weeks later we are debating it. The more scrutiny we
can give proposals, the better.
I would like to raise a number of issues. I listened to the
Leader of The Nationals earlier during his presentation,
and I thank him for his support of one of the ideas that I
have been pushing — that is, container deposit
legislation (CDL). I know that members of The
Nationals and the Liberal Party are supporting that
proposal. The proposal is to bring in a scheme similar
to that in operation in South Australia for beverage
containers. It would be good to do that in Victoria, and I
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would encourage all members of this place to urge the
environment minister and the government to take a
positive position to the April meeting of the
environment ministers — I think it will be held here in
Melbourne — to push forward a national scheme for
the introduction of CDL. The benefits are very clear. It
would increase recycling, and the proposal is well
supported within the community. Within my electorate
I have done a number of surveys on CDL, which is
supported by 80 per cent to 90 per cent of people within
the community. They support deposit schemes on
bottles, cans and other beverage containers.
Container deposit legislation would be very positive for
community groups. They would use it for fundraisers
through sporting clubs and scout groups and so on. Not
only that, CDL would have a real environmental
benefit, particularly for those recyclable containers
which are currently expensive to recycle, like glass and
plastics. It is an extended producers’ responsibility
scheme which forces businesses to take responsibility
and make sure their containers are recycled. I
encourage all members of this place to get behind that
initiative. With a bit of luck we have an opportunity at a
national level to have CDL implemented. To that end I
have written to all the state environment ministers. It is
good to see that Western Australia has recently
announced that it will introduce CDL over there. The
Northern Territory has indicated in the past that if it
comes in as a national scheme it will support it. If
Victoria comes on board, it is something that could be
delivered.
I also listened to the Leader of The Nationals speak
about his party’s plans for dams, and I have listened to
the member for Murray Valley. It is always interesting
to hear The Nationals proposals for dams. The Leader
of The Nationals finally came out and said that he
wants Gippsland’s water to be dammed and sent to
Melbourne. The Nationals oppose the north–south
pipeline, and I can understand why they oppose it. They
oppose the desalination plant, and now they have
finally come out and said where they would get water
from if they had the opportunity. They would dam one
of Gippsland’s rivers. Already a large proportion of
Melbourne’s water comes from the Thomson River in
the Gippsland Lakes catchment. I will make it very
clear: the Gippsland Lakes are far too important to have
further large extractions.
The amount of water that is coming out of the Latrobe
Valley through power generation and other usages and
the amount of water that is coming out of the Thomson
catchment area and being used for Melbourne and for
other consumptive users within the catchment mean
that the health of the Gippsland Lakes as the Southern
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Hemisphere’s largest inland waterway is too important
to have a further reduction in inflow. We have recently
seen algal blooms. These are caused partly by nutrients,
but they are also caused by lack of water flow. Any
further reduction in the inflows to the lake system and
any further stress on the Gippsland Lakes would cause
more problems. The lakes are our region’s most
important tourism asset, and it is essential that we go
forward to make further improvements to the health of
the Gippsland Lakes.
I will make another comment about something I have
not seen in the statement — that is, reference to the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council’s river
red gum forests investigation. It is something that is
well outside my area, but the VEAC often makes
recommendations to Parliament in relation to the
establishment of national parks. The Murray red gum
inquiry report is one that will be fairly contentious
when it comes into the Parliament. Too often we
penalise the communities that love and responsibly use
our public land areas.
As someone who camps reasonably regularly in some
of the red gum areas when I get the opportunity, I know
they are very therapeutic areas to visit, including
camping by the Ovens River or the Murray River,
getting back to nature and doing a bit of fishing. It is
important that we penalise those idiots — and they are
idiots — who go out there and litter and do the wrong
thing in our parks. Instead of saying we are damaging
these areas, it is better to put in penalties and
regulations for those idiots who go out bugger it up for
everyone else. I think we do not do that well enough.
We say, ‘We have got problems with the management
of our parks and management of public lands, so we
will declare more national parks and lock them up’.
That is a real criticism of what has occurred.
My area has some of the most spectacular and beautiful
national parks in this state. Parks such as the Snowy
River National Park and the Errinundra National Park
have, for example, one park ranger to cover 130 000
hectares of national park. We do not have the resources
to manage our public lands anywhere near well enough.
We need to make sure adequate resources are put in to
manage the parks we have. We need to make sure that
they are high-quality areas to visit and that they have
the infrastructure that is needed to promote tourism in
them so that the people of Victoria value, visit and want
to protect those areas. That is something we need to get
right — and I do not think we have got that balance
quite right yet.
There are a number of issues raised in the statement that
I take a particular interest in, such as the water bills,
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which are important. However, another issue in the
statement that I want to refer to is the capture and
storage of carbon and the reforms to the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act. These are issues of great
concern in Gippsland. Climate change is a real issue,
and I think it has taken governments both state and
federal too long to grapple with the challenges climate
change pose for our community.
One of the issues Gippsland has is the continual
extraction of water by both the coal industry and the oil
and gas industry. When they extract oil and gas out of
the Bass Strait fields they remove water with them; they
therefore remove the ability of irrigators and other
water users to extract water from the Latrobe aquifer.
This is a cause of a large proportion of the increased
costs imposed on water users in that area. If we are
going to deal with this, we need to make sure we get the
recharge systems right so that we are actually putting
something back in. Maybe putting gas back in there
would be one way of increasing the capacity to use
water from those aquifers. If we are going to deal with
those petroleum reservoirs, if you like, at some stage
we are going to need to make sure that when oil or gas
is to be extracted we get the licence conditions for those
industries right to make sure they are recharging the
groundwater aquifer.
I would like to raise a number of other issues. In East
Gippsland at the moment we are dealing with ongoing
issues in the timber industry — the changeover to
VicForests and the government’s policy on old growth
forests. All this is causing incredible concern within our
community. The impact on the timber industry of the
changes that have occurred in recent years is something
that the government must deal with properly. It must
get protection that is needed for the industry and the
community right.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — It gives me great pleasure to
be part of the debate on this historic annual statement of
government intentions for the year. For those who are
not familiar with the parliamentary process, I point out
that we have a new Premier who did not have the
opportunity to have the Governor present his legislative
program to the Parliament, which is normal
government procedure.
In that circumstance I congratulate the Premier for
deciding to make a statement of government intentions
every year. It is very important, because the only other
opportunity the Premier would have had to do such a
thing would have been to prorogue Parliament and have
the Governor come in and make a speech on what the
government would do for the rest of this term. It is a
very good thing to have a 12-month program outlined

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT INTENTIONS
226

ASSEMBLY

each year. As we know, even in a 12-month period
things can change, but the best part of this is that the
people of Victoria — including businesspeople,
educators, health planners, road planners and local
government planners — will all have a fair idea of what
legislation or what changes to legislation it is proposed
to introduce.
As I said, there will always have to be some emergency
legislation brought in, whether it is a private bill
regarding a land issue or some action by a trust or
whether it is because some smart lawyers have found
loopholes in an act that need closing so that people do
not get around the intent of the legislation.
Having said that, I am pleased to be part of this process
and to see it accepted by all sides of the house, which is
important, because it conveys knowledge to our
community. Members sometimes forget that our young
people, and particularly our school students, are
educated in a more advanced way than we were about
the country’s governments. In primary schools students
have sessions on local governments. They even learn
about government through electing their own school
council representatives and running their own shows.
The same thing happens in secondary schools: their
knowledge is further developed than ours was. The
whole society wants to know about and be far more
involved in how the state government and, I dare say,
the commonwealth government are run. So this is a
very progressive and innovative step, and a step that
should be further developed in future.
I have heard previous opposition speakers saying,
‘These are motherhood statements. This document
lacks detail’, and so on. It was never intended to have a
lot of detail in it. It is about a program and about the
intentions the government has for the next 12 months. It
is an outline that is designed to give people the
opportunity to have input into and a say in the program.
It is an absolutely new thing for a government to list up
front the bills that it intends to present to the house over
the next 12 months. Usually this sort of thing only
happens at election time, when the Premier or the
Leader of the Opposition makes promises to introduce
this legislation or that legislation — or, if they are
pressed by the media, to initiate a big public campaign.
However, in this case the government has come
forward and let the people of Victoria know what its
intentions are and, in particular, what the intentions of
its new Premier are. We must not forget that this is the
new Brumby government; that is what we are on about.
This statement is about what its intentions are for the
next 12 months, and that is commendable.
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When we go into the details and priorities mentioned in
the annual statement we find education is an important
step. That has gone forward. In my electorate new
primary schools have been built since Labor has been in
government, and two more primary schools are on the
books and planning is being done for their construction
in line with new areas in my electorate. That is
tremendous for parents of children, because if they
want to settle in the area or buy houses in the area
services will be available. The first things people look
at are child care, kindergarten and primary school. They
are the no. 1 priorities for parents.
It is important to lay out these things for the community
so people can make decisions. A primary school is an
important structure for any family, and primary schools
help to build communities. With the changes we have
now made with the department of education having
control of kindergartens, kindergartens and primary
schools are even more important. Having a report sheet
going to the primary school teachers when kids start
prep is a good step. I saw that with my grandson just
two weeks ago. He is in the same school, but he has
gone up to a new class and he has had an assessment
done for him. There is nothing wrong in having reports
prepared, because parents expect more and want to
know more about how they can assist in the educational
development of their children. So do the professionals,
because they want to know what level they are teaching
and they want to treat each student as an individual
rather than just teaching a group of 25 kids. This is a
very important and innovative step forward taken by
the government.
As I have pointed out previously, it is a work in
progress, and I hope that in future we further develop
this process so that in about 2015 it matures to its full
extent and people will appreciate it for what it is. I
know a lot of people were apprehensive about
preparing this document and putting it out into the
community. This government has confidence and is
showing its trust and faith in the people of Victoria by
letting them know what it is about, and especially so for
business management, public servants and the people
who drive the engines of government. Public transport,
as we heard from the minister and from the Premier in
talking about securing the economy of Victoria, is
vitally important.
The Premier’s pending overseas trip is part of the
project he has outlined of encouraging investment in
the state — visiting overseas countries and encouraging
growth in Victoria and Melbourne so we can become
the no. 1 state in Australia. In my junior years Sydney
was the financial hub of Australia, but now Victoria is
coming to be the financial hub and the economic driver
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of Australia. That has not just happened; it is happening
because people have confidence in the government and
work hand in hand with it to make sure that we have a
prosperous state.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It is 439 days
since I was elected as a member of Parliament, and I
love my job. I tell everyone I meet how much I love my
job and love my electorate and how I am one of the
luckiest people alive. I actually get paid to do a job that
so many people want to do but do not get the
opportunity to. However, some days this job tries my
patience. I sit here and watch the cocky strut of those
opposite. On some days they are like smug peacocks. I
listen to their rhetoric and spin and the gratuitous
ramblings of ministers who almost dislocate their
shoulders because they are so busy patting themselves
on their backs because of all the things they think they
collectively do. It is obvious that some Labor members
are here for self-elevation and do not represent their
constituents well or with passion and pride. That is so
obvious in their contributions to the house. I am
different. As I said, I love my electorate, I live in my
electorate and I breathe my electorate, and I am proud
of it.
Let me tell you about the Bayswater electorate and the
things its constituents are crying out for. I have talked
before about school maintenance. The total state
maintenance backlog for schools is over $200 million.
This is a shameful amount of money. The total in
Bayswater is over $1 million. I want to give an example
of a school that I saw recently. Some parents on the
council of Boronia West Primary School came to me
recently. They were given a pitiful amount of money to
fix leaks coming through the school’s roof. They had
buckets on the floor of the prep room where drips were
being caught every time it rained. That is what they
thought their preps had to put up with. They said, ‘We
are not getting the money we need’. Guess what, a little
bad publicity in the local press and we managed to get
them $145 500 for their maintenance backlog and
repairs. Tell me that was not something that should
have been done urgently, and why did I have to give
them bad press in order to get that sort of attention?
This is not what the parents and the students of
Bayswater deserve.
Bayswater Secondary College has a beautiful new
technical wing; it is one half of two buildings. It cost
$1.9 million to build, and a lot of that money came
from the Howard federal government. The second half
of the wing, stage 2, has been promised to that school
on three occasions. It was promised prior to the election
and it has been promised since the election. We are now
talking about the 2006 election. It was launched at the

227

school with a big fanfare, the whole lot, by Minister
Allan, who was then the Minister for Education
Services, but the piece of paper that came from the
department of education said, ‘We will build stage 2 of
this fantastic information technology wing so needed at
the college’. It was published in a flyer with fanfare and
pretty pictures and words. Steve Bracks’s head was on
the banner. It was stated again that they would get the
second half of the education technology wing.
Post the election that was restated by Minister Lenders
at the opening of stage 1. I was there, and in front of the
school principal and the deputy principal and the head
of the school council I asked: are we going to get
stage 2? The answer from Minister Lenders right there
in front of a crowd was, ‘If it is in writing, we will
honour it’. Since then I have written to the Minister for
Education and asked when it is coming. I have a letter
from the minister — which I am very happy to
submit — which claims that this school now has to be
part of an education cluster. That is a red herring. Let
me tell you, nowhere on any of the paperwork is it
stated that it has to be part of a cluster. Nowhere is there
a rider that says: ‘Be part of a cluster or you do not get
this funding’. Guess what! When this was first
promised there were no clusters, and there was nothing
called ‘Building Futures’.
This is a red herring of the worst kind, and the
government is cheating the students of Bayswater
Secondary College and the future students of
Bayswater Secondary College as well. This is a
building that is much needed. It was promised on at
least three occasions, and it is immoral that this is not
going to happen. It is a little bit like saying you have to
be part of the cluster or you do not get the funding.
Since when do we do things like that to our schools? It
is a bit like non-compulsory unionism. The building
sites say, ‘It is not absolutely imperative that you are
part of a union, but no ticket, no start’. It is illegal; it is
immoral, and it is depriving these students. And guess
what? Welshing on a deal is highly un-Australian.
So too is not looking after our elderly. I have repeatedly
lobbied for a pedestrian crossing outside Waldreas
Lodge retirement village in Wantirna Road, Ringwood.
Hundreds and hundreds of people have either been at
rallies, signed petitions, written to me or rung my office
and said they can see what is so inevitable. There will
be a death on Wantirna Road outside this village. The
only people who cannot see this are VicRoads and the
minister. This is so short sighted; it is so myopic. The
government cannot see that when it has a surplus of
$800 million plus a few hundred thousand — if that! —
could be used to prevent the death of perhaps an elderly
citizen or a child crossing the road to go to school. A

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT INTENTIONS
228

ASSEMBLY

death is a death, and no price is high enough to pay for
a life. No price should be put on building that crossing.
It does not matter what it costs; if it is going to save a
life, we need to build it. If the government has got
$800 million to spare, I can give it some good ideas on
what to do with it.
This state has record revenue. Whether it is from the
taxes derived from gambling or whether it is from
stamp duty or land tax or whatever the money is being
derived from, there is record revenue, yet this
government is cunningly hiding waiting lists in
hospitals. There are waiting lists for waiting lists, which
are waiting lists for the next waiting lists. And the
government is cunning in the way it hides this. We
could probably go back into the record and find the
Premier giving the promise of world-class health for
Victorians. He said that world-class health would be
delivered to Victorians wherever and whenever it was
needed. I bet no parent of a Labor politician is on a
waiting list. I can pretty well guarantee that. I would
love somebody to challenge me on that one. No wonder
the government needs over 1000 public servants to
create the spin and the good public relations. Because
otherwise the Brumby bunch would be sitting on the
opposition benches right now, and we would have a
fiscally responsible Baillieu government in Victoria,
which is where we need it right now.
The government does not take crime seriously either,
and that is a shame. The people of Bayswater deserve
so much better. The government talks about the crime
statistics being down. It should have a look at Knox and
Maroondah, my other local government areas. My
policemen and policewomen are stressed; they are out
on stress leave. Those who are still there are stretched
to the limit. You know what? We cannot get enough
people on the streets. We cannot get enough police out
there to help us, but that is okay — bicycle theft is
down! I think that is a really good thing. If I were to
leave my bike perhaps at the station — which of course
would mean I would catch the train, but that would be
overcrowded too — my bicycle would probably be
safe, but do not talk about rapes, murders and
abductions in my electorate.
All I want to say to this government is: stop wasting my
taxes on new billion-dollar transport ticketing systems
and start delivering the services you promised to the
people of Bayswater and to all Victorians. This
government has at various times claimed that its no. 1
priority is education — prove it! I have also heard it
claim that its no. 1 priority is health. Which is it,
education or health? If it is health, it should prove it.
What about the claim it made, at the stage when people
were in uproar about water, that its no. 1 priority was
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water? We saw it not prove that one. I dare those on the
Labor side to prove it. The most likely thing that will be
proven from this time until the next election is that the
people of Victoria are going to come to their senses.
They are starting to realise after eight years of this
Labor government that it is a spin-driven government
with no accountability, no substance and no moral
decency.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I am very delighted
to speak on this exciting annual statement of
government intentions. I am very excited, even though
opposition members are not. It is fair to say once again
that Victoria is leading not just the nation but the whole
world in its move to be up front about the forward
legislative program.
This is another measure aimed at strengthening
accountability and providing more opportunities for the
public to participate in the government’s legislative
program. Now Victorians have the opportunity to do
research a lot more broadly on their particular areas of
interest and to participate in the debate later when the
bills are introduced to the Parliament.
It provides ample time for the opposition to broadly
prepare in the lead-up to the bills and engage in the
consultation and discussion process. In the future there
will be no excuses to grumble about insufficient time to
prepare for debates. If the opposition chooses to
organise protesters on a particular issue, now it will
have more time to do so. This statement is opposition
friendly. Members of the opposition know this well,
and they love the concept of the annual statement of
government intentions, but this being the negative
opposition that it is, its members will like to whinge
about it.
This is a plan for the next 12 months to let all
Victorians know how the law is going to change in this
state and hence how their lives are going to be affected.
I am sure that Victorians will appreciate the Brumby
government being up front about what it is about. It will
also provide an opportunity for the government to give
the community feedback well ahead of introducing the
bills to the Parliament.
The statement will be a great tool not only for students
of politics but for everybody who is keen on the
political process. In the statement each bill is
summarised into categories: a short description with the
background, the main elements of the bill, the proposed
process, related documents, the existing legislation in
the area and a list of the responsible ministers. This
provides sufficient information for any interested party
to have knowledge of, firstly, the reason behind the
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bringing in of a particular piece of legislation to
Parliament; secondly, the main features of a bill and
how it will affect all Victorians; thirdly, the process of
implementation if it is cumbersome and complex;
fourthly, the related documents that can enhance their
knowledge and help them participate effectively in the
debate; fifthly, the current pieces of legislation related
to the new bill; and sixthly, the responsible ministers if
Victorians need to communicate with them. The
responsible ministers are listed both in the statement
and on the website.
This statement answers a lot of questions which have
been raised with me by my constituents regarding the
pieces of legislation about to go through the Parliament.
It will be very handy for a constituent to have the
statement to enable them to do a lot of the groundwork
before going to their local member’s office.
It is amazing that the opposition is talking down this
statement. Given it cannot disagree with the concept,
the opposition is beating around the bush by talking
about individual issues that are not relevant to the
statement.
The debate should be about how comprehensive the
statement is and whether it is helpful or unhelpful for
Victorians to participate extensively in the progress of
government legislation and to have the opportunities to
participate in important issues such as education and
health reforms, securing water, public transport
challenges, road safety issues, drug and alcohol
reforms, and planning and the environment.
Unfortunately opposition speakers have conveniently
avoided debating the statement broadly. I have not
heard any opposition member speaking on the
statement broadly. There have been no
recommendations for improving the statement in the
future. Instead they have chosen to speak on everything
else under the sun and not about the effects of the
statement on the lives of Victorians. They have
completely ignored debating the concepts behind the
statement of government intentions. Opposition
members have sounded like they have been
participating in a grievance debate.
This is not the time to debate individual bills and issues
or talk up the issue of the protesters behaving in an
unruly fashion in the public gallery. This is the time to
congratulate the government on the bold move to be up
front about the government’s plans for the next
12 months. It is the time to argue about how we could
improve the statement to attract greater participation by
the public in parliamentary debate.

229

The annual statement of government intentions is not
about providing additional police resources or
infrastructure projects or putting numbers against
health, education or water. It is not a time for talking
about the number of nurses, teachers or police recruited
by the Bracks and Brumby governments or about the
previous Kennett government and how it sacked nurses,
teachers and police. This is about the broader concept
of the government’s intentions and of presenting those
intentions 12 months ahead of the program.
This is a groundbreaking document that further
strengthens our democratic system. I support the annual
statement of government intentions, and I congratulate
the Brumby government.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to speak
on the annual statement of government intentions. What
the Premier yesterday described as an historic occasion
and a great day for Victorian democracy was about
nothing more than empty rhetoric. The government has
positioned its new annual statement of government
intentions as a measure to increase its accessibility and
accountability and as a new way of strengthening the
trust the community places in government. It sounds
good, but these statements warrant further investigation.
When this government’s record is scrutinised it
becomes abundantly clear that there is a vast chasm
between what it says and what it does. In terms of
accountability, question time, questions on notice and
freedom of information are systemically abused by the
Premier and his ministers — a fact that cannot be
obscured by shallow public relations stunts. I will not
say any more on this, as I spoke extensively in this
chamber on this issue on Tuesday.
In terms of the government’s forward agenda, firstly
under ‘Reducing harm from alcohol’, members will be
well aware that I have spoken about the elusive
Victorian alcohol action plan and the associated
document on a number of occasions. I find it interesting
that while all the other related documents referred to in
the statement of intentions are referenced and actually
exist — the Law Reform Committee report refers to its
website; the section of public transport issues refers to
the Meeting Our Transport Challenges policy; and a
media release can even be classified under this report as
a related document, as it is refers to the flower show —
the Victorian alcohol action plan, a related document,
remains a phantom. That is because, despite its being
listed as a related document, there isn’t one!
A Google of the VAAP, as it is called, brings up, as the
first response, a Department of Human Services
document which says:
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The government will release a draft alcohol action plan for
consultation in December 2005.

What a joke! It still has not happened. The history of
the VAAP sums up Labor’s negligence in this area.
In 2002 Labor first announced that it was developing a
Victorian alcohol action plan. Since then it has
vacillated and wavered and ultimately delivered us
nothing. In 2004 the now Minister for Education said
there was additional resourcing in that year’s budget to
develop the plan. Then in 2006 Labor promised that the
VAAP was currently being finalised, only to
subsequently concede that only a draft would be
developed by the end of 2006–07. The Minister for
Mental Health’s line last year, like that of her
predecessor in 2004, is that funds from a recent budget
will see the development of the Victorian alcohol action
plan.
Labor has failed to meet any of the ever-changing time
lines it has set for the completion of this plan. As a
result I shall not be holding my breath waiting for the
VAAP that is promised, once again, in this statement of
intentions.
Interestingly the only legislation planned for the
minister is in this area of alcohol and drugs. In all her
time as a minister this will be her first piece of
legislation, and I suspect it will be one of those bills that
the Deputy Premier describes as not to be brought
before the Parliament until 2009. I say to the minister
and the Labor government: no more excuses! Alcohol
is an issue which is killing young Victorians every
week, and we need action.
The document lists several policy responses on the
issue of alcohol abuse which are all punitive. These
measures may well be warranted, but I am concerned
that prevention does not appear on Labor’s agenda.
Rather than simply focusing on dealing with people
once there is a crisis or after a serious incident has
occurred, all the evidence tells us that the best results
are gained by intervening early through education and
through timely treatment. Under Labor, treatment
facilities are underfunded, leaving them swamped and
unable to meet the demand. In fact just this week there
have been new reports of burgeoning demand. Sam
Biondo, chief executive of the Victorian Drug and
Alcohol Association, said:
The waiting lists are already massive, and when people are
told to wait they don’t have anywhere to go and often don’t
try again.

As a society we will not be able to seriously tackle
alcohol issues and the terrible consequences they bring
unless we invest in prevention and treatment services.
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But last year Labor cut the alcohol and drug services
budget by over 3 per cent. The government
commitment in this area is sorely lacking. Another
massive area that has obviously fallen off the
government’s agenda — if, indeed, it was ever on it —
is mental health. But since Labor, with great fanfare,
appointed the new health minister it has presided over
both stagnating investment and reform, and mental
health does not even appear in its work plan for 2008.
The statement of government intentions says that over
the last three years mental health services have been
transformed. The reality is, though, that while under the
Kennett government Victoria led the nation in terms of
investment and reform in mental health, we have now
slipped back to the rest of the pack and the data
consistently shows this. Further reform, especially in
areas such as child and adolescent services and
supported accommodation, is desperately needed.
However, if the statement of government intentions is
correct, none will be forthcoming in the next year.
Another important area that continues to be neglected is
ageing. Over the next 10 years the number of
Victorians over 60 will increase by more than 70 per
cent, and the numbers are even more significant in
country Victoria. On Tuesday the Premier had, as he
called it, an ‘historic occasion’ to outline a long-term
plan to tackle the challenges and embrace the
opportunities. Yet he utterly failed to propose any
current or future investment in our ageing population.
There is one mention relating to senior Victorians,
where he talked about supporting elderly to be more
active in their communities, which is worthwhile. But
what about policies for the delivery of hospital and
dental care? What about transport, planning, housing,
water and community services, all of which should
reflect the needs of older Victorians? To quote the
Premier’s own words in a second-reading speech he
gave in 1995:
… we have an ageing population who tend to consume health
services more than other people in the community.

More than a decade later, this has become an even
greater challenge. People aged over 65 account for
almost 50 per cent of the multi-day patient stays in our
public hospitals. The disability burden from dementia is
set to overtake depression by 2016, and in Victoria
alone we have almost a million unpaid carers, many of
whom are providing care to the frail elderly.
Amidst all of this we have seen no leadership, only
token reform. Despite all the rhetoric and flowery
words contained in this statement, the Premier’s
intentions for 2008 will mean very little to my
Doncaster constituents. For instance, while the Premier
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crows that there has been significant progress in
developing a transport network that responds to
Victoria’s future needs, commuters crowding onto
buses each day in my electorate will not share those
sentiments. Nor will those people who spend hours
each day crawling along the Eastern Freeway in traffic
snarls. In fact many are fearful that the situation will
significantly worsen when EastLink opens later this
year.
Doncaster is a government-designated principal activity
centre under Melbourne 2030, and yet it has no train or
tram services. After months of public agitation the
government has reluctantly brought forward a review of
bus services. I am pleased that the review will finally
give Doncaster residents a chance to directly express
their frustrations about government inaction. This
government has failed to take the next step and make
any major commitment on how it will work to ease the
critical transport problems that are being faced now.
The improved bus services it promised are still up to
two years away. I agree with the government when it
says there is still more that needs to be done.
Addressing the chronic transport problems in Doncaster
should be high on that agenda.
There are major challenges facing Victoria, a few of
which I have outlined in my speech this afternoon.
Lasting and substantial reform is not about hollow
words; it is about action. This holds true for social
policy and service provision as much as it does for
government accountability. Given this government’s
record on abusing the freedom of information system
and parliamentary procedures, it is hard to take the
Premier seriously when he speaks about open and
accessible government. Similarly, the remarks
contained in the glossy statement of government
intentions about reform of social policy and service
provision are sharply at odds with reality. The Premier
needs to cut the rhetoric and stop spinning. No more
excuses, Premier. Now is the time to act.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to
rise and make a contribution to the debate on the 2008
annual statement of government intentions, which has
yet again shown the Brumby government’s
commitment to ensuring that government in Victoria is
not only a system of real democracy that reflects the
needs, desires and expectations of Victorians but
guarantees that our parliamentary system is thoroughly
up to date with the fast-paced and rapidly evolving
electronic information and communication network. I
for one have been surrounded by computers my entire
life. Accessing information through the web is my first
preference as opposed to the last, as some opposite
have clearly shown. That issue aside, this statement
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makes the government more accessible and accountable
by allowing the media, those in Parliament and, so
importantly, the Victorian community to know in
advance major issues to be debated.
Transparency is a sticky issue for the Liberal and
National parties. Having the mentality that their actions
should not be questioned has culminated in a result that
political commentators 10 years ago could never have
predicted — that is, not only every state and territory
represented by Labor governments but as a result of the
2007 federal election, Labor in power throughout
Australia.
Over the last week it has been reported in the media
that some members of the Victorian Liberal Party felt
that Victorians did not know what the Liberal Party
stands for. I disagree with this statement entirely. The
Victorian public knows exactly what the Liberal Party
stands for. As a result, in 1999, 2002 and 2006 it
elected the Labor Party with the knowledge that
Victoria is continually heading in a positive direction
that provides us all with a state that is a great place to
live, to work and to raise a family. This statement
continues that tradition, that Labor philosophy of
ensuring transparency in the decision-making process,
by providing Victorians with the opportunity to
comment not just once every four years but every step
of the way with every piece of legislation.
Some of the reforms this government has introduced
were subtle — a more regular sitting schedule,
allocation of more time for question time, reform of the
parliamentary committee system and the reform of
sessional orders. Some reforms have been less subtle —
such as, restoring the powers of the Auditor-General
and enshrining in the Victorian constitution the
independence of the Ombudsman, the Electoral
Commissioner and the Director of Public Prosecutions.
Accessibility has been addressed by regional
parliamentary sittings in Ballarat, Benalla, Bendigo,
Colac and Geelong, in addition to the meeting of 80
community cabinets right across the state.
This document creates unprecedented transparency for
the Victorian government. We consider transparency to
be a means of holding public officials accountable and
as a means of fighting corruption. When government
meetings are open to the media and the public, when
financial statements and budgets are able to be analysed
by anyone, and when rules, laws, proposed legislation
and decisions are open to discussion, we have a
systematic reduction in the capacity of any one person
or group to manipulate the system in their own interest.
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The definition of Liberal democracy is interesting —
that is, where decisions are taken behind locked doors
and the people have only a very small possibility, if
any, of influencing politics between elections. That is
what the Liberal Party stands for.

not only here in Victoria but in every part of this
country. It is far removed from the philosophy of
Labor, which is about participatory democracy and
which results in Labor being much more closely
connected to the will of the people.

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

I am proud to represent the beautiful electorate of
Forest Hill, an electorate that prior to my arrival was
decimated by the closure of schools and a reduction in
the number of police locally. In the past few years I
have seen the easing of pressure on highly stressed
hospital staff as a result of a huge increase,
proportionately, in the number of nurses provided. The
people who live in Forest Hill have continually
contacted me and come to see me to ensure that I am
aware of the contrast they see between Liberal and
Labor philosophy.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The time set down for consideration of items on
the government business program has arrived. I am
therefore required to interrupt business.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD
HOMICIDE) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 February; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 February; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).

Any member of the opposition who says their
philosophy and direction is unclear should make no
mistake: this statement of government intentions
positions the Labor Party again at the forefront of
democratic reform. It reminds Victorians of the stark
contrast between the Labor Party and the Liberal Party,
which sees transparency, accountability and freedom of
information as a direct threat to its ability to rule. My
deepest congratulations to every person involved in this
document. It makes me very proud to support the
Brumby government’s statement of intent.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOTSIRAS
(Bulleen).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing).

ADJOURNMENT

Motion agreed to.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) — The
question is:

Read second time.
Third reading

That the house do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to.

Disability services: supported accommodation

Read third time.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I raise a
matter of concern for the Minister for Mental Health
and Minister for Community Services. The action I
seek is for her to comprehensively investigate and
review the state government’s provision of supported
accommodation for Victorians with a disability or
mental illness. This is an issue I have raised previously
in this place, but I do so again with this specific request,
because supported accommodation for people with
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mental illness or a disability is in crisis. An open and
comprehensive review is needed, as this government
has failed to act, failed to avert the crisis and failed to
come up with new ideas.
Time and time again, in the areas of both mental health
and disability, individuals, families and community
organisations have said the biggest issue is
accommodation. It is time to do something about it.
Those with a disability are forced to wait over four
years on average for a place in a community residential
unit, placing an unacceptable burden on families.
The waiting list provided this week by the Department
of Human Services shows that there were 1368 people
with a significant disability waiting for supported
accommodation. The numbers are up from June last
year. Under Labor, 46 per cent of inpatient mental
health hospital beds are blocked because of chronic
shortages due to lack of discharge options. Some 65 per
cent of people in secure extended care units and 30 per
cent in community care units stay over 300 days
because there is simply no supported accommodation
available in the community. That there is a need for a
review and ultimately for further investment is not just
my opinion or even just the opinion of those in the
sector; it is also the opinion of the independent
watchdog. The community visitors released a series of
scathing reports at the end of last year slamming the
Brumby government’s handling of accommodation for
vulnerable Victorians.
The consequences of Labor’s failures in this area are
grave. For many, homelessness is a result; others are
left to languish in privately run low-care facilities that
are not set up or staffed to support the 66 per cent of
clients who have a mental illness or the increasing
numbers of young people who have to reside there.
This is Labor’s system of supported accommodation for
some of the most vulnerable members of our
community, and it is simply not good enough. That is
why I am asking the Minister for Mental Health and
Minister for Community Services to undertake a full
review that really quantifies unmet need and the
massive gaps in the current system; that looks at
accommodation as a whole, incorporating both people
with a disability and people with a mental illness; and
that importantly looks at the impact on Victorian
families of the current system in crisis. Vulnerable
Victorians deserve better from the Brumby government
on supported accommodation. New thinking and new
ideas which chart a new way forward through such a
review are the best way to make sure that they get it.

233

Geelong Hospital: equipment
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue for
action with the Minister for Health, and it relates to
funding for new medical equipment at Barwon Health,
or more specifically Geelong Hospital. I can assure
you, Acting Speaker, and the house that since the
election of the Bracks government — now the Brumby
government — in 1999, Barwon Health, including
Geelong Hospital and institutions such as the
MacKellar Centre, has seen a complete renaissance of
infrastructure and service delivery. However, as the
minister is well aware, there is always more that can be
done, especially in areas such as the upgrade of new
technology and medical equipment. Therefore the
action I seek is for the minister to ensure the provision
of further funding for medical equipment at Geelong
Hospital.
As I said, since the election of this government the
community of Geelong has witnessed unprecedented
rebuilding and refurbishment of its public health sector.
As compared to the long, dark years of our
predecessors, when half of Geelong Hospital was sold
off, nurses were sacked and wards with numerous beds
were shut down, this government has continued to fulfil
its promise of creating a world-class public health
sector in Geelong. Hundreds of extra nursing staff have
been employed since 1999; the Andrew Love oncology
centre has now reopened, having been extended and
completely refurbished to the tune of something like
$26 million; and the MacKellar Centre has been
transformed from a 19th century institution to a
magnificent 21st century state-of-the-art and
world-class rehabilitation and aged-care facility; we are
currently in the midst of extending the accident and
emergency department to the tune of $20 million plus;
and the list goes on — as you well know, Acting
Speaker, because I know you are a regular visitor to our
fair city of Geelong.
As I said before, there is always more that can be done,
and the ongoing adequate funding of medical
equipment is one such example. I can assure the house
that the Minister for Health is a regular visitor to
Barwon Health, and he is always warmly welcomed.
On his regular visits the minister has become well
aware of Geelong Hospital and its future requirements.
In fact it would be accurate to say that the Minister for
Health has established a very good working relationship
and a partnership with the executive managers and the
board of Geelong Hospital to ensure that it continues to
operate effectively and efficiently.
As you are well aware, Acting Speaker, future ongoing
funding is important for Geelong Hospital and Barwon
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Health in general, and I look forward to the minister’s
ongoing commitment to our hospital.

Clean Up Australia Day
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports
pertaining to Clean Up Australia Day. The action I seek
is that the minister shorten the process by which
volunteers obtain permission to clean the verges of the
state’s roads. Every year communities and individuals
band together and work to clean up, fix up and conserve
our environment on Clean Up Australia Day. Over the
past 16 years Australians nationwide have spent more
than 8 million hours picking up litter along the sides of
our roads and have collected more than 200 000 tonnes
of rubbish, yet despite the good work and goodwill of
these volunteers in Victoria, their efforts to gain
permission from VicRoads to clean the verges of the
authority’s roads are hampered by reels of red tape.
The current process is such that volunteers spend more
time negotiating legal permission through VicRoads
than they do actually picking up the rubbish. Not only
must they obtain written approval from local
government, but they must also obtain approval from
Victoria Police and all relevant local authorities, on top
of which prior to the event organisers must submit a
traffic management plan to VicRoads which complies
with the work-site safety traffic management code of
practice. Emergency service organisations also need to
be informed, along with the public transport authorities
that may be affected. Once those requirements are
satisfied, organisers are expected to organise road
signage and furnish their volunteers with protective
clothing.
All things considered, it is no surprise that the head
office of Clean Up Australia believes VicRoads to be
the most difficult road authority in the nation.
Volunteers are understandably bemused by such
overzealous bureaucratic control. Whilst they are
making a tremendous effort to do a job that is rightly
VicRoads’ responsibility, VicRoads is doing very little
to assist them. The thousands who turn out across the
state are evidence of the enthusiasm that exists in the
broader community. Thus far their passion for a cleaner
and more beautiful Victoria has convinced them to
persist, but the passion is measured with equal parts of
frustration. I am certain that the lengthy and convoluted
process organisers are currently going through can be
dramatically reduced without risking the safety of the
event’s volunteers and the general public.
The government’s procedures are in desperate need of
reform. We should be implementing policies that
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provide strong incentive for our volunteers. Planning
processes should be effortless, unlike the military-style
operations that we currently see. I ask the minister to
review the sanctions as a matter of priority so that
volunteers may proceed unhampered with their
clean-up next month.

Consumer affairs: Hewlett-Packard
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to raise a matter with
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, and it concerns the
lack of customer support by Hewlett-Packard. I request
the minister to ask his department to take up this matter
with Hewlett-Packard. I was recently contacted by a
longstanding Hewlett-Packard customer who was
annoyed that when he needed the support of HP, it was
not to be found.
I am sure all members will be aware that Microsoft has
released a new operating system, Windows Vista.
When consumers upgrade the operating system on an
existing computer or buy a new computer with a new
operating system it is necessary for them to update the
device drivers for peripheral equipment such as
printers, scanners and the like. Drivers are pieces of
software that allow the computer to use other devices
such as printers. With the release of every new
operating system, it is routine for companies that
manufacture equipment such as printers and scanners to
post updated drivers on their websites so that their
customers can continue to use their existing equipment.
The HP customer who contacted me had bought a new
home computer running Windows Vista. He
successfully updated the drivers for his printers. He
then turned to his scanner, a HP Scanjet 5370c. To his
dismay he found this message on HP’s website, which I
have confirmed by going to the site myself:
We are sorry to inform you that there will be no Windows
Vista support available for your HP product. Therefore your
product will not work with Windows Vista. If you are using
the Windows Vista operating system on your computer,
please consider upgrading to a newer HP product that is
supported on Windows Vista.

This is code for ‘Bad luck, you can throw your scanner
out. You might be a loyal customer but we won’t
support you. By the way, we would love to flog you a
new scanner!’. This customer is so annoyed he says he
will be buying anything but a HP.
Hewlett-Packard is failing both consumers and the
environment by encouraging the discarding of perfectly
good scanners. I urge the company to reconsider its
decision, to be less selfish and to be a good corporate
citizen. In the meantime I request that the minister
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instruct Consumer Affairs Victoria to pursue this issue
with Hewlett-Packard.

Road safety: traffic lights
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Roads and Ports the issue of the manner in which
traffic lights are returned to full operation after they
have been in flashing light mode and the way in which
the return to full operation is coordinated with traffic
light cameras. I ask the minister to look at changing
these arrangements to ensure that motorists are not
incorrectly issued with infringement notices if they
happen to be about to enter an intersection when traffic
lights return to full operation.
Recently a constituent approached me after she was
issued with an infringement notice alleging failure to
obey traffic lights. The facts were that a number of
traffic lights in the area where she was driving had been
on flashing amber at the time and that as my constituent
approached a set of flashing lights the lights turned to
red just as she reached the intersection, with no time for
her to stop.
My constituent’s initial application for internal review
was rejected, but she persevered and obtained written
documentation from VicRoads confirming that the
traffic lights in question were out of operation from
approximately 11.19 a.m. to 12.18 p.m. on the day in
question, apparently due to a power failure, and a letter
from CitiPower confirming that there was a power
supply interruption to the relevant traffic lights on that
day between 11.20 a.m. and 12.19 p.m. The
approximate time of offence shown on the infringement
notice was 12.19 p.m.
I am pleased to say that Victoria Police accepted this
additional evidence and withdrew the infringement
notice, and I thank it for that. However, it should not
require hours of work and determination by an
individual citizen to clear her name. Traffic lights and
traffic cameras should not be set up in such a way that
the instant a flashing traffic light returns to normal the
light goes to red and a traffic camera is triggered on an
unsuspecting motorist. There would seem to be several
ways in which the problem could be solved. Lights
could be set to return to a period of steady amber before
they change to red, or traffic cameras could be set either
to not trigger on the first red light or else to record that
the red light in question was the first red displayed after
lights returned to normal operation.
Whatever the best solution, a solution should be readily
available, and I ask the minister to take up this issue
and act to have the manner of operation of traffic lights
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and/or traffic cameras altered so that other innocent
citizens are not put in the unfortunate and distressing
circumstances that my constituent faced of being
unjustly issued with an infringement notice when she
had been driving sensibly, responsibly and in
accordance with the law.

Wathaurong Aboriginal Cooperative:
children’s services
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. I would also like to take the
opportunity to congratulate the minister on her
commitment to providing high-quality children’s
services in my electorate.
The issue I wish to raise is in relation to the
Wathaurong Aboriginal Cooperative, which is an
Aboriginal community-controlled health organisation
based in my electorate that is providing vital services to
the local indigenous community. Wathaurong provides
a wide range of programs and services including health,
family and community services, education, cultural
heritage and the Milla Milla playgroup. The playgroup
has operated very successfully for over 25 years. It is
coordinated by two very energetic and enthusiastic
young mums, who are great role models for the
community and who run the playgroup four days a
week. These young mums are currently undertaking a
child-care course to become qualified to work in
licensed children’s services programs.
Wathaurong secured $1.5 million funding from the
Office of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Health
to construct a multipurpose health facility, which was
completed in July 2006. As part of this project, the
cooperative has sought to relocate the playgroup from
the premises in which the service is currently provided
to a purpose-built facility on the same site as the health
facility and extend the children’s services they provide
to include occasional care.
In late 2005 Wathaurong was successful in its
application to the City of Greater Geelong for funding,
and subsequently $200 000 was secured towards the
construction of the children’s services centre. This
funding has enabled the cooperative to get the centre to
the lock-up stage. Unfortunately Wathaurong has been
unable to secure funding to complete the construction
and fit-out of this vital facility. The action I am seeking
is support from the minister for this important project
and funding towards the completion of the children’s
centre.
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Police: country residences
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The matter I raise is the recently discovered
plan to close some 45 police houses in country Victoria.
The action I seek from the minister is for him to
intervene in the process to stop this sinister plan from
proceeding. The proposal might see the end of the local
copper in some 45 country towns like Heywood,
Timboon, Daylesford, Dimboola, Woodend, Rochester,
Euroa, Rutherglen, Tallangatta, Myrtleford, Orbost,
Foster and Cowes, to name but a few.
The member for South-West Coast has already raised
in a public forum the possible demise of the police
residence in Heywood, north of Portland in his
electorate. The recent departure of its local copper has
seen the Heywood police residence earmarked for
closure and sale. Peter Hunt of the Weekly Times has
recently exposed a far broader and more sinister plot to
sell some 45 residences and — worse! — to apply the
proceeds of the sales of these various homes not
locally but elsewhere in country Victoria. This
robbing-Peter-to-pay-Paul mentality not only sees the
demise of the local copper but, as I said, sees the
money applied elsewhere.
Having a senior police officer reside in a town has
worked extremely well in many communities for many
years. The local copper is seen to have a stake in the
community, is part of the community and in many
cases is looked to for leadership. The mere presence of
a local copper can deter crime and provide a first
response at many times of emergency or when the
community needs protection.
Over the last 12 months I have had the opportunity to
visit many police residences, including Heywood, and
in particular I have seen the dilapidated condition of
that home. It is disgraceful that the government has
allowed police residences to run down so that many are
old, dilapidated and unfit for families to live in. The
occupational health and safety issues created would be
completely unacceptable in Melbourne, so why are they
acceptable in country Victoria? It makes attracting
senior police officers to country Victoria even more
difficult. Worse, the government is using getting around
its responsibility to provide adequate housing as a
justification for getting rid of a local copper.
It is incumbent upon the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to ensure that police residences are
maintained in an appropriate, habitable condition and
are not flogged off. I call upon the minister to intervene
in this process to ensure that the proposal that has been
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put forward by Victoria Police to close some 45 police
residences is immediately scotched in order to put an
end to the concern and give comfort to those
45 communities around country Victoria that they are
not going to lose their local copper.

YMCA Bridge Project: funding
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation. The action I seek from the
minister is that she consider favourably an application
from the YMCA Bridge Project for further funding
under the Workforce Participation Partnerships (WPP)
program. As the minister may recall, in my inaugural
speech last year I made reference to my role as the
foundation chair of the bridge project, a role which I
held in a voluntary and unpaid capacity.
By way of background, the bridge project was launched
in 2005 to improve the life outcomes of young
offenders transitioning from custody to community.
Almost two-thirds of the young men in custody are
reoffenders, with the highest risk period for reoffending
in the first year of release, when reoffending rates are
three to four times higher than during the second year.
Through previous funding from the WPP program and
support from community and business, the bridge
project has been able to offer a range of innovative
programs which have delivered meaningful outcomes
in the areas of self-esteem, personal development and
industry appreciation training for young offenders.
In 2007 the bridge project provided training in the
transport and motor vehicle industries for 20 young
men in custody. More importantly the project delivered
job placements for a further 30 young men leaving
custody. Jobs have been sourced in industries as diverse
as motoring, engineering, landscaping, bricklaying, and
sport and recreation. The feedback from employers has
been terrific, as many of the young men embrace the
opportunity to become valued members of the
community again. These training and job opportunities
are already changing lives, because statistically, without
the support of the bridge project, we could have
expected that up to 20 of these young people may have
reoffended by now. However, I am extremely pleased
to report that not one young person who commenced a
work placement through the bridge project in 2007 has
reoffended, which is a truly remarkable achievement
for the entire Victorian community.
In a positive development I note the Victorian
government announced in late 2007 that it would
allocate a further $2.5 million into WPP for the 2008
year and that organisations such as the YMCA were
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welcome to apply for further funding to support people
with significant barriers to employment. I think I can
speak from personal experience when I say that
juvenile offenders with little work or life experience
face enormous barriers to employment and need all the
support from government and the community to
transition from custody to becoming valued members
of our society again.
In closing, I thank the minister for her strong support
for such initiatives and would encourage her to consider
favourably the funding application from the bridge
project so that this unprecedented success that the
bridge project is bringing to our state can continue and
flourish.

Ambulance services: mental health patients
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — It is with a sad
heart and some frustration that I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health, and I am pleased to
see he is in the chamber. The issue concerns the
transport and accommodation of mental health patients
in western Victoria. The action I request is that the
minister provide resources and timely transport for
mental health patients from the Wimmera Base
Hospital in Horsham.
The background of this issue is that a nurse brought to
my attention her concern for the safety of staff and the
need for optimum care for mental health patients at the
Wimmera Base Hospital. This hospital has the only
24-hour accident and emergency department ranging
from Ballarat to the South Australian border. In the past
mental health patients, after assessment, if need be,
were transported by ambulance to Ballarat, which is the
nearest location. Now they are held overnight because
Rural Ambulance Victoria only has one paramedic
crew servicing the Horsham district and the wider
community ranging from Ararat to the border. It now
refuses to take mental health patients overnight.
Mental health patients who have been assessed and
await transfer, usually to Ballarat, now have to wait in
the emergency department, placing at risk themselves,
other users of the service and the nurses and the
doctors. Mental health patients now wait for up to
161⁄2 hours. The average time over nine months from
January to September last year was 81⁄2 hours. This
means that health staff, police and security are called in
to watch these patients for their own safety and that of
others. I am also informed that over the last 12 months
there have been 175 nights when no ambulance service
has been available to transfer mental health patients or
emergency work covering that wide region.
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I have arranged deputations for Wimmera Health Care
Group to meet with the minister. Unfortunately both of
those have been postponed. Yesterday I attended a
briefing from Department of Human Services staff and
Rural Ambulance Victoria. I think I told them more
about what was happening in my region than they were
telling me.
I suggested solutions. Firstly, the easiest solution is to
provide a second paramedic crew to service the
Wimmera region from, as I said, the South Australian
border to Ararat. The crew could service not only
mental health patients but also the wider community.
As I also said, on 175 nights there was no service. The
second solution is to have one of the Ballarat crews —
there are three down there — come up and collect the
mental health patients if need be, but this is not ideal. A
third solution would be to fund more mental health
staff, training and facilities for the optimum care of
these mental health patients. I raise this matter again
with a deeply sad heart that it has taken so long to
resolve.
My understanding is that discussions and workshops
have been going on for two years, but we do not seem
to get any action. I call on the minister to take action on
this very important matter.

Housing: large family accommodation
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Housing. The action I
seek from the minister is to ensure that social housing
funded by the state government also caters for people
with larger families. I know that the minister is very
committed and passionate about providing a mix of
public housing that meets the needs of those who rely
on it.
Last Tuesday I was fortunate enough to be with the
minister during a visit to a $1.5 million social housing
development funded by the Brumby government. The
government’s record commitment in this area is
certainly obvious and well known. The homes we
looked at — the development of which was supported
by Melbourne Affordable Housing and the Baptist
Union of Victoria — are four-bedroom homes which
have been built to cater to larger families. This is very
important in my electorate of Footscray, which has an
African community, the members of which have
moved into the area as refugees and have large families.
The issue is also important for families who are looking
after elderly parents or members of their extended
family. They also have to be supported in larger homes
so that their needs are taken into account.
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The Minister for Housing and I had a chance to look at
one of the new houses that was tenanted at Christmas. It
was beautifully furnished with obvious love and
appreciation by the new tenants, who are a newly
arrived family from Africa, including four children. It
certainly was a pleasure to see the excitement on their
faces because they had adequate and appropriate
accommodation in the place in which they want to live.
There are many such families in my electorate and
throughout Victoria who would benefit from a mix of
housing that includes large four-bedroom homes. While
I understand the priority for single accommodation, I
ask the minister to direct the Office of Housing to look
at supplying larger homes with more bedrooms.
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The member raised specifically the issue of upgrades to
medical equipment. We know that in order to support
the dedicated clinicians and other staff who work at
Barwon Health and other services to treat more patients
and provide better care and to meet the health
challenges of the future, we need to continue to support
them with the best medical equipment possible.
I am very pleased to inform the member for Geelong
that as part of my visit tomorrow, which will involve
meetings with senior management and inspecting
progress on the new emergency department, which I
believe is a $26 million commitment in terms of
funding, I will also make announcements about
$763 000 worth of medical equipment as part of the
government’s record — —

Debate interrupted.
Mr Eren — How much?

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Freedom of information: report 2006–07
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition raised a point of order earlier today
regarding the tabling of the freedom of information
annual report 2006–07. I can report to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice will be writing today to the
Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of The
Nationals outlining the correction of a number of errors
contained in the version of the annual report that was
tabled on 6 December 2007.
ADJOURNMENT

Debate resumed.

Responses
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I am very
pleased to respond to an important matter raised by the
member for Geelong. I think it is fair to say that he is a
very passionate advocate on behalf of his local
community and someone who takes a great interest in
the very best health care not only for residents of
Geelong but for residents of the broader Barwon and
south-west region.
I am very pleased to inform the member that tomorrow
I will journey to Barwon Health for an important visit. I
have been a frequent visitor to that fine, first-class
health service, both in my previous role as the
parliamentary secretary and since becoming Minister
for Health. It is very good to be able to go back there.
Barwon Health does a great job. Obviously the service
has been assisted by a 100 per cent funding boost since
we came to government in 1999, together with other
very important supports in relation to capital funding.

Mr ANDREWS — I should not forget the member
for Lara, who is in the chamber and who is also a
passionate advocate on behalf of his local community.
Mr Wynne — How much is it again?
Mr ANDREWS — Some $763 000 — a very
substantial investment. It is the most recent example of
this government’s commitment to providing the best
possible health care for Geelong families.
I mentioned a 100 per cent funding increase — from
$114 million in recurrent funding in 1999, the last year
of the former government, to some $228 million this
year. It is a very substantial funding increase in every
way and will give the dedicated staff and those who
work so hard to run the first-class health services at
Barwon Health the resources they need. In a practical
sense, it will mean 369 extra nurses. That is one-third
more than were employed across Barwon Health in
1999. Again it is a very practical demonstration of our
government’s record support for families in that
growing and very important part of our state.
The member for Geelong and his colleagues — most
notably the member for Lara, who is in the chamber at
the moment — can rest assured that this government
will continue to support families in their local
community by giving Geelong Hospital and the other
facilities in that region, organised under the banner of
Barwon Health, the ongoing support they need.
Whether it is medical equipment, ongoing capital works
projects or record ongoing funding, the government is
in every way supporting the best health care for
families in that local community. There is more to be
done, but tomorrow will provide yet another example
of our commitment to continuing to invest to deliver the
best health care in the Geelong community.
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The member for Lowan also raised an important matter,
which has been the subject of some discussion between
him and me and, as I understand it, staff from my
private office, together with representatives from the
relevant branch within the Department of Human
Services and officers of Rural Ambulance Victoria. I
met with the member for Lowan yesterday and sought
to brief him on a range of matters, issues and strategies
and other developments in relation to the query that he
raised. I acknowledge his interest in these matters and
his longstanding commitment to delivering better
outcomes in his local area. He and I have spoken many
times, and I think we have an acknowledged shared and
long-term interest — if I can be so immodest as to
categorise myself — in these matters.
I am very pleased to inform the member for Lowan that
the Wimmera Health Care Group, in partnership with
Rural Ambulance Victoria, psychiatric services at
Ballarat Health Services and the Department of Human
Services — regionally and at a Melbourne level —
have been working closely on these particular issues. It
is important to acknowledge that there are issues to be
dealt with, and challenges. We need to meet those and
better provide for mental health clients so that they can
get the care they need. Where transport is an issue we
can work hard to better provide for those needs.
The dignity and the quality of care afforded those
clients is important to me, important to the Wimmera
Health Care Group and important to the member for
Lowan. We will build on some very impressive work
that has been done in relation to, for instance, making
available a dedicated psychiatrist to provide assistance
to staff at Wimmera Health Care Service. The service
has access to that particular clinician in relation to
assisting in the management of mental health clients.
Some work has been done to develop guidelines to
assist staff at Wimmera health care in relation to the
appropriate medication of mental health clients who
may come through that health service.
There has been an expansion of videoconferencing
services, again assisted by IT upgrades and other
innovations supported by our government. Most
recently, in December last year, I think, the member
was informed that Rural Ambulance Victoria was
working on a range of options which may include over
time — and there is some work to be done on this —
increases in resources in that particular part of the state
and obviously further opportunities for RAV, the
Wimmera Health Care Group, Ballarat Health Services
psychiatric services and the Department of Human
Services to better manage that demand and try to
provide even better services on the ground.
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These are important matters, as acknowledged by me,
as the Minister for Health, and by those who are on the
ground providing the service. I am committed — I am
sure in concert with the Minister for Mental Health —
to continuing to deliver better services to families in the
local community, particularly to mental health clients
who may get initial care in the local community but
who will then require transport to a specialist service
some distance away. I am not in a position to make
financial commitments tonight, but the member for
Lowan can be assured that I take these matters
seriously, and we will move to progress the quality of
service offered to those who are often some of the most
vulnerable members of his local area.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The member for Clayton raised a very
interesting issue, and I thank him for that. It pertains to
customer support that is provided — or not provided,
which I think is more accurate — by Hewlett-Packard,
particularly in relation to the operating system Vista,
which raises, when it is loaded on to computers, some
compatibility issues for users in relation to other
software components.
This raises both compatibility issues for people buying
systems which in the member’s opinion they are
entitled to believe will be compatible but which are
not and the interesting issue of consequential selling. I
think in his contribution the member was perhaps
suggesting that Hewlett-Packard ought to know that
people who buy this product will in all probability need
to purchase other packages from the company to make
the original purchase work properly. This is a very
interesting issue, and I can well appreciate that it causes
great frustration for consumers — in particular, the
consumer to whom the member alluded.
As a general statement I can say that IT-related
complaints make up the fourth or fifth most common
complaint category to Consumer Affairs Victoria. We
published a list just recently, and that category is rising
in importance each year. That is no great surprise,
because each year more and more Victorians — and as
a general statement that is a good thing — are able to
access the internet and engage in the benefits that
computer technology brings. However, it is important
to ensure that they have fair and reasonable access to
products and that the people offering those products, of
whom there are more and more every year, do the right
thing by those consumers.
Consumer Affairs Victoria has various powers under
the Fair Trading Act. It certainly has powers in relation
to misleading and deceptive conduct, and it has powers
in relation to what it construes to be unfair contract
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terms. It is not possible for me to provide immediate
advice to the member as to whether the conduct which
he outlined to the house in itself represents a breach of
the Fair Trading Act or any other legislation, but I will
ensure that the matter is passed on to Consumer Affairs
Victoria for investigation. I appreciate the member’s
raising the issue. I think it is an issue that deserves
immediate investigation, and I will ensure that the
investigation is commenced and that the member in due
course receives advice.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I am
pleased to respond to the member for Footscray,
because earlier this week, as the member indicated, we
paid a site visit to four properties in Footscray which
are part of a project of Melbourne Affordable Housing,
one of our housing associations. Melbourne Affordable
Housing is doing some really fantastic work in
partnership, in this instance, with the Baptist Union, to
develop housing options for people in need. Indeed I
can indicate to the member that tomorrow I am going to
Clifton Hill, in my own electorate, to open another
facility which is also a project of Melbourne Affordable
Housing and the Baptist Union and which will provide
much-needed accommodation for people with a
psychiatric disability. It is an excellent partnership
between Melbourne Affordable and the Baptist Union.
In this case the four properties constitute a $1.5 million
project to cater for the needs of larger families. As
members of the house would be aware, the waiting list
for public housing is by and large made up of single
people and people with one or two children. But we do,
of course, have a strong demand for larger forms of
accommodation, and since 1999 the government has
increased the number of dwellings with four or more
bedrooms by 32 per cent. The challenge for us is to
ensure that we have stock that is flexible and is able to
meet the needs of the community more generally. We
are concerned to ensure that in all of our new
developments we provide a mix of stock, from
single-bedroom accommodation through to larger
stock.
I would point to developments such as the one in
Carlton, which is currently out to tender, where we
have indicated to the short-listed tenderers that we will
be seeking from them expressions of interest in relation
to properties that cross the spectrum from one bedroom
through to four bedrooms. We have emerging
communities of people, particularly from the Horn of
Africa, who have made Victoria their home and who in
many instances have larger families and include
unaccompanied minors in the family constellation.
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It is in that context that we need to provide a level of
accommodation to meet the needs of those families.
Indeed it was a delight to visit the residents and see the
real pleasure they had in working with Melbourne
Affordable in providing such high-quality
accommodation of a very substantial size. They have
four bedrooms with a large common area, a common
lounge room area and appropriate kitchen facilities. We
will be doing more of this work. The record investment
of this government — $500 million — is the biggest
investment by any state government ever in public and
social housing. These are the sorts of outcomes you get,
and these are outcomes that are reflective of the needs
of communities.
I thank the member for Footscray for her extraordinary
advocacy on behalf of public and social housing in her
area. I think I have been out there now two or three
times — I am advised I have been out there four times
in the last six months — to launch some fantastic
projects. We launched a wonderful single-person
accommodation in Footscray, this new four-bedroom
accommodation, and another one at Sunshine. We will
be taking up every opportunity we have to work in
partnership with housing associations and in our own
right to pursue very vigorously the redevelopment of
our large public housing estates. Gordon Street estate is
one where we will be doing some work in the next six
months. I thank the member for her continued support
for the provision of public housing in the western
suburbs of Melbourne.
The member for Doncaster raised a matter for the
Minister for Mental Health about supported
accommodation for people with mental health and
disability issues, and I will ensure the minister is
advised of that matter.
The member for Rodney raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports regarding difficult
bureaucratic issues about the Clean Up Australia Day. I
will ensure the minister is made aware of that.
The member for Box Hill also raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to traffic light
operations. I will ensure the minister is aware of that.
The member for Lara raised a matter for the Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development in
relation to further funding of the Wathaurong
cooperative child-care centre, which he said was much
needed, and I will ensure the minister is aware of that.
The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services in relation to the
closure of police houses in regional Victoria, and I will
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make sure that matter is brought to the minister’s
attention.
The member for Williamstown raised a matter for the
Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation relating
to the excellent YMCA Bridge Project for young
offenders and the further funding of that excellent
project. I will ensure this matter is brought to the
minister’s attention.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 4.48 p.m. until Tuesday,
26 February.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 5 February 2008
Treasurer: first home bonus duty payments
18.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — how much duty was paid in respect of purchases of property that qualified for the First
Home Bonus in each of 2004–05 and 2005–06.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Unfortunately as conveyancing duty is administered separately to the First Home Bonus, the data requested is not
collected.

Treasurer: Rural Finance Corporation entertainment expenses
25.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — with reference to the Corporation’s entertainment expenses in each of 2004–05 and
2005–06 —
(1)

What was the total cost incurred.

(2)

What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose;
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no entertainment expenses incurred in 2004–05 or 2005–06 by the Rural Finance Corporation.

Treasurer: Victorian Funds Management Corporation communications staff
31.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — how many officers in the Victorian Funds Management Corporation are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations as at 30 June 2006, and —
(1)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(2)

What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no officers in the Victorian Funds Management Corporation engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations at 30 June 2006.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office communications staff
33.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — how many officers in the State Revenue Office are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations as at 30 June 2006, and —
(1)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(2)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The State Revenue Office has one officer engaged in communications, who is involved in liaison and
communication with all key SRO stakeholders.
(1)

The salary band for this officer is VPS Grade 6.

(2)

The job title for this officer is Corporate Relations Adviser.

Health: Central Gippsland Health Service financial performance
44.

Mr INGRAM to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the financial performance of CGHS —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Was the profit/loss net result for the year 2004–05, as concluded by the Auditor-General, a deficit
of $1.742 million; if so, does this include the costs of the administration of CGHS.
Was the profit/loss net result for the year 2003–04, as concluded by the Auditor-General, a deficit
of $389,000.
What were the costs of the administrator of CGHS in 2004–05.
Was CGHS given an equity injection of $2 million in 2004–05.
Has the actual cash flow from operating activities, which includes both capital grants and capital
costs, deteriorated by $332,000 in 2004–05.
Is CGHS still required to be on ‘close watch’ by the Auditor-General and report on a monthly
basis to the Department of Human Services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The department assesses the financial performance of a health service on results before depreciation and
capital purpose income. The 2004–05 operating result, before depreciation and capital purpose income, was a
surplus of approximately $825,000. The comparable 2003–04 results before depreciation and capital purpose
income was a deficit of $1.923 million. This is a favourable turnaround in operating performance, before
depreciation and capital purpose income, of over $2.7 million year on year. The costs of the Administrator are
not included in the financial statements.
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(2)

The operating performance of the health service in 2003–04 and 2004–05 was as per my response to the
previous question.

(3)

The cost noted in the Order In Council appointing the Administrator is $208,000 per annum.

(4)

CGHS received $2 million in equity assistance in 2004–05 to assist with inherited cash shortfalls. In 2003–04,
the health service had required $3.033 million in additional equity assistance. With the positive turnaround in
the operating and cash position of CGHS since appointment of the Administrator, no additional equity
assistance or transitional funding has been required in the 2005–06 financial year.

(5)

With regard to the cash result for the year, the Auditor General’s office in its management letter to CGHS
concerning the 2004–05 financial year, comments that ‘the hospital has achieved a significantly improved
operating and cash result for the year. The cash flows from operating activities, adjusted for capital grants has
improved from a cash deficit of $3.289 million in 2003–04 to a cash surplus of $658,000 in 2004–05, a
favourable turnaround of almost $4 million …’.

(6)

The close watch reporting process is a requirement of the department of Human Services and not the Auditor
General. The close watch report is provided monthly to the department by agencies considered financially at
risk. The indicators generally applied in assessing the need for close watch are an operating deficit, a current
asset ratio less than 0.7 and any other significant factors that may indicate an agency is experiencing or could
face financial difficulty. Further, a rural agency that needs or may need transitional funding has to meet the
close watch reporting requirements. CGHS was on the close watch program and its predecessor, the
‘hospitals at risk’ program, for a number of years. A requirement to no longer report to the department in
close watch format was communicated to CGHS management by the department in December 2006. This
decision followed sustained improvement in the operating and cash position of the health service since the
appointment of an Administrator in November 2004. The department will continue to monitor the health
service’s financial performance to ensure the upward trend continues and has instituted quarterly meetings
with health service management to discuss strategic and operational issues, including financial performance.

Health: Central Gippsland Health Service overdraft limit
45.

Mr INGRAM to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the CGHS overdraft limit of
$300,000 —
(1)
(2)

Given the CGHS overdraft limit, why do the financial accounts state that the overdraft reached
$1.804 million in 2003–04.
Was the overdraft completely extinguished in 2004–05; if so, how and why.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The overdraft figure quoted from the audited statements was not necessarily indicative of the actual cash
overdrawn at the bank at any time. During that period and prior to, the overdraft facility was used extensively
by the service to ensure financial commitments could be met for the operation of the service.

(2)

By the end of June 2005, the bank overdraft had been extinguished. The Administrator and his staff had
achieved an extremely significant turnaround in the cash position of the organisation in a short period of time.
This turnaround was achieved largely by tightening expenditure in key areas without impacting service
delivery.
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Women’s affairs: ministerial communications training
239(b).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to media
presentation training, communications training or public presentation training provided to the Minister
from 1 December 2006 to 19 June 2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What training has the Minister received.
What was the name of the tenderer, training organisation or entity providing the training.
What was the cost of the training.
How many training sessions were held.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I did not hold a Ministerial portfolio between 1 December 2006 and 19 June 2007.

Premier: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(a).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Premier with reference to contracts entered into by the
Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
The Honourable the Premier: I am informed as follows for the period 1 January 2000 to 30 June 2007:
(1)
Contract

(2)
Cost
(ex GST)

Government
Slogan
Development

$84,863.00

(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A

Slogan launch
event
Promotional
photography
Economic
Business
Statement
Advertising
Economic
Business
Statement
Advertising

$2,975.00

N/A

N/A

$274.80

N/A

N/A

$11,325.00

N/A

N/A

$11,183.60

N/A

N/A

(5)
Not offered to public
Tender

(4)
Public
Tender
N/A

Compliant with VGPB
purchasing policy
Compliant with VGPB
purchasing policy
Compliant with VGPB
purchasing policy
Compliant with VGPB
purchasing policy

Compliant with VGPB
purchasing policy
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(1)
Contract

Editing and TV
Production
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(2)
Cost
(ex GST)
$4,580
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(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A

(4)
Public
Tender
N/A

Compliant with VGPB
Purchasing policy
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines
Compliant with VGPB:
Marketing Services Panel
Guidelines

Go for Your Life
Strategy

$9,090.91

N/A

N/A

Premier’s Thank
You to Volunteer
Fire Fighters
Premier’s Thank
You to Volunteer
Fire Fighters
Water Plan
Campaign

$15,356.90

N/A

N/A

$2,500.00

N/A

N/A

$23,028.65

N/A

N/A

Water Plan
Campaign

$8,413.00

N/A

N/A

Water Plan
Campaign

$367,071.00

N/A

N/A

Water Plan
Campaign

$59,090.91

N/A

N/A

Water Plan
Campaign

$5,650.00

N/A

N/A

Water Plan
Campaign

$10,867.20

N/A

N/A

(5)
Not offered to public
Tender

Children and early childhood development: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(d).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
with reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since
1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development’s contract register indicates that between
1 January 2000 and 21 June 2007 there were no contracts or purchase orders with Shannon’s Way.

Consumer affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(e).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

For information relating to contracts between Consumer Affairs Victoria and the firm Shannon’s Way since
1 January 2000, the Member should refer to Question on Notice number 2874 previously provided to
Legislative Council during the 55th Parliament. A copy of this response is attached. I am advised that
Consumer Affairs Victoria has not entered into any further contracts with Shannon’s Way since that response
was tabled.

(2)

The Stage 1 contract value was $74,910.00 plus out of pocket expenses.
The Stage 2 contract value was $15,956.00 plus out of pocket expenses.

(3)

Variation payments to the Stage 1 contract totalled $20,318.00.
Variation payments to the Stage 2 contract totalled $14,307.30.

(4)

A selective tender process in line with Departmental Tendering Guidelines was used to source a suitable
consultant for the Stage 1 contract.

(5)

A public tender process was impractical for the Stage 1 contract due to very tight time constraints. As a
continuation of the existing campaign, the Stage 2 contract was awarded to the Stage 1 contractor.

Corrections: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(f).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Corrections with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

249

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There are no contracts between the Department of Justice and Shannon’s Way that relate to my portfolio for the
period specified by the question.

Energy and resources: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(g).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to
contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January
2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
As at the day the question was asked, the answer is:
(1)

Since the Department of Primary Industries was formed on 5 December 2002, it has entered into one contract
with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.

(2)

The amount paid against the contract for phase one was $62,814.95.

(3)

A second phase of the tender was completed as a variation to the initial contract to the value of $12,061.50.

(4)

The contract (contract 300054) was awarded to Shannon’s Way following a public tender process in March
2004. The selection process was assessed by an independent probity auditor. The contract is now complete.

(5)

Not applicable.

Gaming: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(i).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Gaming with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of Gaming and Racing has not entered into any contracts with Shannon’s Way.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
250

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

In 2002 while the portfolio of Gaming was in the Department of Treasury and Finance, the Department of Human
Services and the Treasury and Finance Gaming Policy Unit developed a brochure as part of a joint initiative on
problem gambling. Shannon’s Way was contracted by the Department of Human Services to provide strategic
advice for this brochure.
Until June 2005, responsibility for problem gambling services rested with the Department of Human Services. In
September 2002, the Department of Human Services entered into a contract with Shannon’s Way for a Problem
Gambling Communication strategy.
I have provided the Hansard references below for Questions on Notice previously tabled in Parliament, which
provide further details on these contracts.
(Hansard: Legislative Assembly, 2 March 2004, page 323)
(Hansard: Legislative Council, 16 September 2003, page 515)

Health: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(j).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Health with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to contracts entered into by the Department of Human Services with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since
1 January 2000:
(1)

The department entered into nine contracts, as follows:
Date
June 2002
Aug 2002
Jan 2003
Sept 2003
Nov 2003
Aug 2004
Aug 2004
Feb 2006
June 2006

Description
New Tobacco Reforms Phase 3
Problem Gambling
Victorian Alcohol Strategy Stage 1
Kew Residential Services Stakeholder Communication Plan
Drug Prevention Council's Directline 1800 888 236
Production of material for 2004 Melbourne Fringe Festival
Problem Gambling Communication Strategy Phase 4
Health Assist Line — Advertising Campaign
Drug Prevention Campaign
Total

(2)

The cost of each contract is listed in the table response to question 1.

Value ($)
28,424
147,838
300,001
14,702
99,677
11,344
165,849
998,032
9,571
1,775,437
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There were no extensions or renewals. There was one variation, as listed below
Date
Jan 2003

Description
Variation, additional works, Victorian Alcohol Strategy Stage 1

Value ($)
24,167

(4)

None of these contracts were offered for public tender.

(5)

The contracts prior to June 2005 were all entered into under the DHS panel arrangement, which was
established following a public tender process.
The contracts since June 2005 were all entered into under the Whole-of-Victorian Government Marketing
Services panel managed by Department of Premier and Cabinet, which was also established following a
public tender process.
Under the guidelines for engaging a supplier from either panel, no further public tender process was required.

Housing: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(l).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Housing with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Department of Human Services did not enter into any contracts with Shannon’s Way in my area of portfolio
responsibilities.

Industrial relations: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(m).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Industrial Relations with reference to
contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January
2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
DIIRD has not entered into any contracts with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000
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Police and emergency services: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(r).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since
1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There are no contracts between the Department of Justice and Shannon’s Way that relate to my portfolio for the
period specified by the question.

Racing: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(t).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Racing with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of Racing has not entered into any contracts with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000.

Environment and climate change: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(ac).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change with
reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since
1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment has not entered into any contracts with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
for activities or programs falling under my portfolio responsibilities as Minister for Environment and Climate
Change.

Premier: Growth Solutions Group
250(a).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Premier with reference to contracts entered into by the
Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows for the period 1 January 2000 to 30 June 2007:
(1)
Contract

Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design

(4)
Public
Tender

$1,750

(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

(2)
Cost
(ex GST)

(5)
Not offered to
public Tender
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(1)
Contract

Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

(5)
Not offered to
public Tender

(4)
Public
Tender

$1,750

(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

(2)
Cost
(ex GST)
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(1)
Contract

Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design
Professional Development
and Training needs
assessment and program
design – report on skills
development needs and
program
Communications
Professional Development
and Training Workshop –
final recommendations and
out of pocket expenses
Communications
Professional Development
and Training Workshop –
attendance fees for three
staff
Communications
Professional Development
and Training Workshop –
out of pocket expenses
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(2)
Cost
(ex GST)
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(4)
Public
Tender

$1,750

(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A

(5)
Not offered to
public Tender

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$1,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$5,500

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$9,750

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB Policy

$15,036.05

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB: Marketing
Services Panel
Guidelines

$6,500

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB: Marketing
Services Panel
Guidelines

$4,206.24

N/A

N/A

Compliant with
VGPB: Marketing
Services Panel
Guidelines
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(1)
Contract

Communications
Professional Development
and Training Workshop –
attendance fees for SCB staff
member.

(2)
Cost
(ex GST)
$1,000

(3)
Contract
extensions/
variations
N/A
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(5)
Not offered to
public Tender

(4)
Public
Tender
N/A

Compliant with
VGPB: Marketing
Services Panel
Guidelines

Agriculture: Growth Solutions Group
250(d).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Agriculture with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
During the period 1 January 2000 to 26 June 2007, my Department has not entered into any contracts with Growth
Solutions Group.

Arts: Growth Solutions Group
250(e).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Arts with reference to contracts entered into
by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My department Arts Victoria entered into one contract with Growth Solutions Group to conduct an issues
management workshop in February 2006.
The total cost of the contract was $1,815.00 (inclusive of GST), and there were no extensions, variations or
renewals.
The contract was not offered for public tender as it was well below the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s
threshold of $100,000+ for open tendering.
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Children and early childhood development: Growth Solutions Group
250(f).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
with reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group
since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question has also been asked of the Minister for Education who will provide a response in respect of the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development.

Consumer affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250(g).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Consumer Affairs Victoria has not entered into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000.

Corrections: Growth Solutions Group
250(h).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Corrections with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There are no contracts between the Department of Justice and Growth Solutions Group that relate to my portfolio
for the period specified by the question.
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Energy and resources: Growth Solutions Group
250(i).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to
contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January
2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
During the period 1 January 2000 to 26 June 2007, DPI has not entered into any contracts with Growth Solutions
Group.

Gaming: Growth Solutions Group
250(k).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Gaming with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of Gaming has not entered into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000.

Health: Growth Solutions Group
250(l).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Health with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to contracts entered into by the Department of Human Services with Growth Solutions Group since
1 January 2000:
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The department entered into six contracts, as follows:
Date
Sept 2005
Mar 2006
Apr 2006
Sept 2006
Oct 2006
Feb 2007

Description
Service Improvement Training Module
Communications Skills Training, Phase 2
Communications Skills Training Roll out: Phase 3
Clinical Network Sustaining Emergency Care
Signage Improvements (11 regional hospitals)
Training Workshops – Communication and influencing
Total

(2)

The cost of each contract is listed in response to question 1.

(3)

There were no extensions or renewals. There was one variation as follows:
Date
Feb 2007

Description
Variation: Cancellation fees, Training Workshops –
Communication and influencing

Value ($)
231,036
114,059
75,910
28,160
55,608
32,610
537,383

Value ($)
4,195

(4)

None of these contracts were offered for public tender.

(5)

These contracts were all entered into under the Whole-of-Victorian Government Marketing Services Panel
managed by the Department of Premier and Cabinet, which was established following a public tender process.
Under the guidelines for engaging a supplier from the Panel, no further public tender process was required.

Housing: Growth Solutions Group
250(n).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Housing with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Department of Human Services did not enter into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group in my area of
portfolio responsibilities.

Police and emergency services: Growth Solutions Group
250(u).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since
1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
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Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There are no contracts between the Department of Justice and Growth Solutions Group that relate to my portfolio
for the period specified by the question.

Public transport: Growth Solutions Group
250(v).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

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

One contract for staff training in the Issues Management Workshop was entered into.

2.

The cost of the contract was $19,800.

3.

There were no contract extensions, variations or renewals.

4.

The contract was not offered for public tender.

5.

The contract was entered into under the Whole of Government Marketing Services Panel arrangement under
which Open Tendering is not possible. Sourcing the contract from the panel for this procurement was
mandatory.

Racing: Growth Solutions Group
250(w).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Racing with reference to contracts entered
into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of Racing has not entered into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000.
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Roads and ports: Growth Solutions Group
250(y).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

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

One contract for staff training in the Issues Management Workshop was entered into.

2.

The cost of the contract was $19,800.

3.

There were no contract extensions, variations or renewals.

4.

The contract was not offered for public tender.

5.

The contract was entered into under the Whole of Government Marketing Services Panel arrangement under
which Open Tendering is not possible. Sourcing the contract from the panel for this procurement was
mandatory.

Industry and trade: Growth Solutions Group
250(ak).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Industry and Trade with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed that the records for the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development are as
follows:
Information on contracts entered into by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development can be
found at the website www.contracts.vic.gov.au.

Mental health: aged persons residential services
275.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Aged Care with reference to aged persons mental health
residential services —
(1)

What funding was allocated for aged persons mental health residential service in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
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2006–07;
2007–08.

What funding is allocated to aged persons mental health residential services in 2007–08, by
Department of Human Services region.
How many aged persons mental health residential services beds are there in each Department of
Human Services region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1–3) Information on mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health
Services Policy and Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.
The numbers of aged persons mental health residential services beds are generally reported by health services
in their annual reports.

Mental health: youth-specific alcohol services
282.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the mental health funding
for youth specific alcohol services and initiatives —
(1)

How much money was spent on the services and initiatives in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2004–05;
(c) 2005–06;
(d) 2006–07.

(2)
(3)

How much money from the 2007–08 budget has been allocated to services and initiatives.
Which services and initiatives will receive funding in the 2007–08 budget and how much funding
will each of these receive.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1) (a), (b), (c), (d); (2) and (3)
All youth services funded through the Department of Human Services, Alcohol and Other Drug Program are
funded to address the range of licit and illicit substances, including alcohol.

Mental health: dual-diagnosis workforce
287.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to dual diagnosis
workforce —
(1)
(2)

What qualifications qualify a dual diagnosis specialist to be called ‘a clinician’.
How many staff are employed as dual diagnosis clinicians at the —
(a) Eastern Dual Diagnosis Team;
(b) Northern Nexus;
(c) Southern Dual Diagnosis Team;
(d) Western Substance Use and Mental Illness Treatment Team.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A clinician is a term typically used to refer to a person working within Mental Health and Alcohol and Drug
services who holds a qualification in either: Medicine, Psychiatry, Nursing, Clinical Psychology, Social Work
or Occupational Therapy, and is eligible to work in the area of mental health and/or addiction medicine by
virtue of their registration, or eligibility for membership of their professional association.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed in dual diagnosis teams is determined by Health Services as
the employer. DHS does not routinely collect this information at an activity level.

Mental health: drug and alcohol services
295.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to funding for drug and
alcohol services and initiatives in the Hume, Loddon Mallee, Grampians, Gippsland, Barwon South
Western, Southern Metropolitan, North and West Metropolitan, and Eastern Metropolitan regions —
(1)

How much money was spent on services and initiatives in each region in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2004–05;
(c) 2005–06;
(d) 2006–07.

(2)

What amount of money from the 2007–08 drug services budget has been allocated for services
and initiatives located within the region.
What is the name and location of drug and alcohol services and initiatives in the region that
received funds in the 2006–07 budget.
How much money did each service and initiative receive from the 2007–08 budget.
Which services and initiatives will receive funds in the 2007–08 budget and —
(a) what is its location;
(b) how much money will it receive.

(3)
(4)
(5)

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1), (2), (3), (4) and (5) —
General information regarding funding drug and alcohol services and initiatives across the State for the
financial years 2003–04 to 2007–08 is available in the corresponding Budget Papers for each year identified.

Mental health: suicide prevention programs
298.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to suicide prevention
initiatives and programs —
(1)

How much money was spent on initiatives or programs in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2004–05;
(c) 2005–06:
(d) 2006–07.
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What are the names and locations of all initiatives or programs that received funding in the
2006–07 budget.
How much money is allocated to suicide prevention services in the 2007–08 budget.
What is the name and location of all initiatives or programs that will receive funding in the
2007–08 budget.
How much money will each initiative or program funded in the 2007–08 budget receive.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Victorian Government provides over $23.9 million per annum to Suicide Prevention across a range of
government programs. Next Steps: Victoria’s suicide prevention forward action plan 2006 is an integrated
whole of government framework encompassing primary prevention, early intervention, intervention,
postvention, research and information monitoring.
As well as funding specialist mental health services, there is embedded activity across government which
addresses suicide prevention. This includes community strengthening in a diverse range of areas including
primary health, corrections and programs within the Department of Planning and Community Development.

(2)–(5)
Many of these programs target high risk groups and include:
– Primary prevention and intervention for young people through generic programs in schools and specialist
services
– Primary and early intervention for Indigenous, gay and lesbian, and rural and regional Victorians
– Early intervention for those affected by mental illness
– Intervention for offenders.
Victoria invests in research on depression through the beyondblue Victorian Centre of Excellence in
Depression and Related Disorders. $1.2 million per annum is provided for this purpose with an additional
$2.3 million p.a. provided to beyondblue to support its various community awareness and education
programs.

Mental health: early intervention services
304.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health —
(1)
(2)

(3)

What amount of funding from the 2006–07 mental health budget went to early intervention
services.
For each initiative or service that received funding from the 2006–07 budget —
(a) what was the location;
(b) how much funding was received;
(c) how much funding is committed in the 2007–08 budget.
How does the Government define ‘early intervention’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Information on current and previous years’ state budgets can be found at:
http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/budget/index.htm
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Names and locations of services can be found on the mental health website:
http://www.health.vic.gov.au/mentalhealth/services/index.htm
Information on mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health
Services Policy and Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(3)

The Victorian Government supports the definition employed by the National Mental Health Strategy, which
defines mental health early intervention as ‘interventions targeting people displaying the early signs and
symptoms of a mental health problem or mental disorder in people developing or experiencing a first episode
of mental disorder’.
State-funded child and youth mental health services play key roles in reducing the prevalence of mental
health problems and minimising their severity and impact.

Public transport: V/Line compulsory reservations
337.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to V/Line compulsory
reservations —
(1)

What is the total annual cost of maintaining compulsory reservations for trains to —
(a) Warrnambool;
(b) Ararat;
(c) Swan Hill;
(d) Echuca;
(e) Shepparton;
(f) Albury;
(g) Bairnsdale.

(2)

What are the top three components of the total annual cost of maintaining compulsory reservations
for trains and for each component —
(a) what were the costs in 2006–07 for trains to —
(i) Warrnambool;
(ii) Ararat;
(iii) Swan Hill;
(iv) Echuca;
(v) Shepparton;
(vi) Albury;
(vii) Bairnsdale.
(b)

what are the costs expected to be incurred in 2007–08 for trains to —
(i) Warrnambool;
(ii) Ararat;
(iii) Swan Hill;
(iv) Echuca;
(v) Shepparton;
(vi) Albury;
(vii) Bairnsdale.
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In July 2006 how many passengers reserved —
(a) first class seats on trains to —
(i) Warrnambool;
(ii) Ararat;
(iii) Swan Hill;
(iv) Echuca;
(v) Shepparton;
(vi) Albury;
(vii) Bairnsdale.
(b)

economy class seats on trains to —
(i) Warrnambool;
(ii) Ararat;
(iii) Swan Hill;
(iv) Echuca;
(v) Shepparton;
(vi) Albury;
(vii) Bairnsdale.

(4)

In 2007–08 how many reservations are expected to be made for trains to —
(a) Warrnambool;
(b) Ararat;
(c) Swan Hill;
(d) Echuca;
(e) Shepparton;
(f) Albury;
(g) Bairnsdale.

(5)

What percentage of passengers travelling on compulsory seat-booked trains are estimated to travel
without a reservation on trains to —
(a) Warrnambool;
(b) Ararat;
(c) Swan Hill;
(d) Echuca;
(e) Shepparton;
(f) Albury;
(g) Bairnsdale.

(6)

In July 2006 how many reservations were made for seats in either direction between Southern
Cross station and —
(a) Lara;
(b) Melton;
(c) Craigieburn;
(d) Wallan;
(e) Broadford;
(f) Sunbury;
(g) Gisborne;
(h) Woodend.
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How many booking clerks does V/Line currently employ at —
(a) Southern Cross Station;
(b) Flinders Street Station;
(c) Geelong Station;
(d) Ballarat Station;
(e) Bendigo Station.

(8)

What changes to numbers of booking office staff are expected once myki is operable; if a
reduction of staff is expected —
(a) what savings has V/Line budgeted for in 2007–08 in relation to changes to staff numbers
once myki is operable.
(b) will any surplus booking office staff be —
(i) retrenched;
(ii) redeployed.

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

Total annual cost of maintaining compulsory reservations

(2)

The top three components of the total annual cost of maintaining compulsory reservations
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(3)

Passenger reservations in July 2006

(4)

Reservations in 2007–08

(5)

Percentage of passengers travelling on compulsory seat-booked trains without a reservation

(6)

Reservations in July 2006
(a)

Lara

There were no reservations to/from Lara because this service at
that time was unreserved.
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(7)

(b)

Melton

(c)

Craigieburn

(d)

Wallan

(e)

Broadford

(f)
(g)
(h)

Sunbury
Gisborne
Woodend
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There were no reservations to/from Melton because this service
at that time was unreserved. Reservations are not required within
the MET boundary.
Reservations are not required within the MET boundary.
There were no reservations to/from Wallan because this service
at that time was unreserved.
There were no reservations to/from Broadford because this
service at that time was unreserved.
Reservations are not required within the MET boundary.
2 bookings were made to/from Gisborne.
30 bookings were made to/from Woodend.

Number of booking clerks employed by V/Line at the date the question was raised
Railway Station
(a) Southern Cross
(b) Flinders Street
(c) Geelong
(d) Ballarat
(e) Bendigo

(8)

ASSEMBLY

Number of V/Line Booking Clerks
17
3
6
5
6

No reduction in staff numbers has been budgeted.

Mental health: public workforce
344.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the public mental health
workforce — how many effective full-time —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Social workers are currently employed.
Occupational therapists are currently employed.
Psychologists are currently employed.
Allied health staff other than social workers, occupational therapists and psychologists are
currently employed.
Unfilled allied health staff positions exist.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of effective full-time staff employed in each service within the public mental health system is
determined by Health Services as the employer.

Mental health: residential withdrawal and drug detoxification services
349.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to waiting time for
residential withdrawal and detoxification services —
(1)

What was the average waiting time for services in —
(a) 1999–2000;
(b) 2000–01;
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2001–02;
2002–03;
2003–04;
2004–05;
2005–06;
2006–07.

How are waiting times calculated.
Does the Government’s calculation of waiting times for the services take into account the period
between the initial contact and assessment.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The average waiting time for residential drug withdrawal services has reduced from nine working days in
1999/2000 to six working days in 2006/2007.

(2)

Waiting times are calculated as the number of working days elapsed from when a client is screened/identified
as requiring a particular treatment type, to the actual commencement of this treatment type.

(3)

See (2)

Mental health: drug information nights
350.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug information nights
held for parents using the $11 million set aside for drug prevention announced as part of the
Government’s Saving Lives initiative in 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many were held.
On what dates were the meetings held.
At what locations were the meetings held.
How many parents in total attended.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1), (2), (3), (4) —
Detailed information about the information sessions held seven years ago is not held by the Department of
Human Services.

Mental health: drug treatment beds
351.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds —
(1)
(2)

How does the Government define a ‘treatment bed’ as outlined in a media release from the
Premier’s office on 28 November 2000 titled Drugs: It’s our problem, lets fight it together.
How many Department of Human Services funded treatment beds were operational in —
(a) 1999–2000;
(b) 2000–01;
(c) 2001–02;
(d) 2002–03;
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2003–04;
2004–05;
2005–06;
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Treatment beds include those provided in supported accommodation, residential withdrawal and residential
rehabilitation services.

(2)

(a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h) —
The number of DHS funded beds has increased from 432 in 1999–2000 to 754 in 2006–07.

Mental health: drug and alcohol counselling
352.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug and alcohol
counselling sessions for families — how many drug and alcohol counselling sessions for families as
outlined in a media release from the Premier’s office on 28 November 2000 titled Drugs: It’s our
problem, lets fight it together were funded and provided by the Government in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

1999–2000.
2000–01.
2001–02.
2002–03.
2003–04.
2004–05.
2005–06.
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8) —
Departmental data is not stored in a way that enables this specific question to be answered.

Public transport: Rowville rail project
370.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the ALP’s 1999 public
transport election policy plan to identify a preferred train route to Rowville via Glen Waverley or
Huntingdale —
(1)

Has a decision been made not to go ahead with the plan; if so —
(a) when was the decision made;
(b) why was the decision made;
(c) who made the decision;
(d) did the Government consult with any key stakeholders about the decision.

(2)

Does the Government have plans to go ahead with the plan in the future; if so, when.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

The Government has made no decision regarding a Rowville rail project. In October 2006, the Wellington
Road SmartBus service commenced operation, providing a high quality, limited stop bus service between
Rowville and Caulfield, via Huntingdale Station.

(2)

Although Government has no plans at this time to construct Rowville railway, it is cognisant of the need not
to preclude such an option.

Mental health: drug services budget
378.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the 2007–08 drug
services budget —
(1)
(2)

How much money from the budget has been allocated to groups or programs which were
previously funded through the Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund.
With reference to groups or programs that previously received funds from the Drug Rehabilitation
and Research Fund and will now receive funds from the budget —
(a) which groups or programs will receive funding;
(b) how much funding will each group or initiative receive;
(c) for each group or initiative will their funding be derived from drug prevention control or
drug treatment rehabilitation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The 2007–08 Drugs Services Output budget includes recurrent funds of $830,000 for allocations to groups or
Programs that were previously funded through the Drug Rehabilitation and Research Fund. This allocation
took effect from 1 July 2007 and will be subject to annual indexation.

(2)

(a), (b) & (c) —
The following agencies and programs will receive recurrent funding:
Agency

Program

Funding
$

AGEnDAS (part of Anglicare
Eastern)

Parent Support Program

23,985.0

Odyssey House

Parent Support Program

23,985.0

La Trobe Community Health
Service

Parent Support Program

23,985.0

Upper Hume Community Health
Service

Parent Support Program

23,985.0

Drug prevention

70,000.0

Crime Prevention

513,000.0

Rock Eisteddfod Challenge
Victorian Law Enforcement Drug
Fund

Output
Drug Treatment
and
Rehabilitation
Drug Treatment
and
Rehabilitation
Drug Treatment
and
Rehabilitation
Drug Treatment
and
Rehabilitation
Drug Prevention
and Control
Drug Prevention
and Control

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 February 2008

Mirabel
Association of Participating
Service Users
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Child Parent Services

25,000.0

Client Advocacy
Total

120,000.0
823,940.0

Drug Prevention
and Control
Drug Treatment
and
Rehabilitation

Public transport: SmartBus route 900
434.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the investigation into
incorporating Wellington Road bus stops, west of Stud Road, into the SmartBus service —
(1)

Has the investigation been finalised —
(a) if not, when will it be finalised;
(b) if so, what conclusions were reached regarding the existing stop on Wellington Road,
50 metres west of Stud Road.

(2)
(3)

Are any additional new stops being considered for inclusion in the service.
Are there any investigations under way into the —
(a) frequency of the service; if so, when will the investigation be finalised;
(b) hours of operation of the service; if so, when will the investigation be finalised;
(c) extension of the route to include Knox City Shopping Centre; if so, when will the
investigation be finalised.

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

The Department of Infrastructure has completed its review of the bus stops along Wellington Road, west of
Stud Road for use by SmartBus Route 900. These bus stops have now been upgraded to SmartBus standard
and Route 900 commenced using these stops on 20 August 2007.

(2)

The Department of Infrastructure has not received any further requests from the community for additional
stops to be added to the SmartBus service.

(3a) There are currently no investigations into the frequency of Route 900 as it currently meets the minimum
SmartBus requirements of a 15 minute frequency during core hours and 30 minutes at other times.
(3b) There are currently no investigations into the hours of operation of Route 900 as it currently meets the
minimum SmartBus requirements of services from 5.00 a.m. to midnight on weekdays, 6.00 a.m. to midnight
on Saturdays and 7.00 a.m. to 9.00 p.m. on Sundays.
(3c) There are no investigations being undertaken to extend the Route 900 SmartBus service to Knox City
Shopping Centre. Passengers can currently connect with Route 665 on Stud Road that operates between
Ringwood and Dandenong if they wish to travel to Knox City Shopping Centre.

Environment and climate change: Dandenong Ranges National Park
446.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change with reference to the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change’s
answer to question on notice 109 in relation to the 650 hectare section of the Dandenong Ranges
National Park —
(1)

How many hectares fall into —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

zone one;
zone two;
zone three;
zone four;
zone five.

(2)

Of the 160 hectares subject to a controlled burn over the previous 10 years, how many hectares
were burnt in —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

(3)

How many of the 25 hectares that will be burnt over the next three years will be in —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

(4)

When will forest in the remaining section of the National Park, that has not been subject to a
controlled burn nor will be in the next three years, be subject to a controlled burn in —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Of the 650 hectare section of the Dandenong Ranges National Park referred to —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

(2)

(3)

74 hectares falls into zone one;
there is no zone two;
455 hectares falls into zone three;
there is no zone four;
and 121 hectares falls into zone five.

Of the 160 hectares subject to a controlled burn over the previous 10 years —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

74 hectares was zone one;
there was no zone two as there is no zone two in this section of the Park;
50 hectares was zone three;
there was no zone four as there is no zone four in this section of the Park;
and 36 hectares was zone five.

Of the 25 hectares that will be burnt over the next three years —
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7 hectares will be in zone one;
there will be none in zone two as there is no zone two in this section of the Park;
18 hectares will be in zone three;
there will none in zone four as there is no zone four in this section of the Park;
and there will be none in zone five.

Overall fuel hazard is the primary trigger for burning. Community comment and operational considerations
are used to develop practical burning units as part of the annual Fire Operations Planning process. The trigger
levels and indicative burn times are as follows:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

overall fuel hazard reaches ‘moderate’, anywhere between five and nine years hence;
overall fuel hazard reaches ‘high’, anywhere between ten and twenty years hence, however there is no
zone two in this section of the Park;
overall fuel hazard reaches ‘high’ on 50% of the zone, anywhere between fifteen and thirty five years;
fire frequency and intensity is determined by species or ecosystem requirements, however there is no
zone four in this section of the Park;
no burning is planned for zone five.

Environment and climate change: Lysterfield State Park
447.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change with reference to the former Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change’s answer to question on notice 110 in relation to controlled burning in the Lysterfield State
Park —
(1)

How many of the 1,430 hectares in the Park fall into —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

(2)

How many of the 80 hectares subject to controlled burns and the 110 hectares burnt in the 2003
wildfire were in —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

(3)

How many of the 30 hectares to be burnt over the next three years are in —
(a) zone one;
(b) zone two;
(c) zone three;
(d) zone four;
(e) zone five.

(4)

When will forest that has either not been subject to the 2003 wildfire, a controlled burn nor will be
in the next three years, be subject to a controlled burn in —
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zone one;
zone two;
zone three;
zone four;
zone five.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to fuel reduction burning in the Lysterfield State Park —
(1)

Of the 1,430 hectares in the Park —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

(2)

Of the 80 hectares subject to fuel reduction burns and the 110 hectares burnt in the 2003 bushfire —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

(3)

14 hectares was in zone one;
29 hectares was in zone two;
147 hectares was in zone three;
none was in zone four, as there is no zone four within the Park;
and none was in zone five.

Of the 30 hectares to be fuel reduction over the next three years —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

(4)

zone one; makes up 14 hectares;
zone two; makes up 74 hectares;
zone three; makes up 1184 hectares;
there is no zone four;
and zone five makes up 158 hectares.

9 hectares is in zone one;
there is no zone two;
21 hectares is in zone three;
there is no zone four within the Park;
and none is in zone five.

Overall fuel hazard is the primary trigger for burning. Community comment and operational considerations
are used to develop practical burning units as part of the annual Fire Operations Planning process. The trigger
levels and indicative burn times are as follows:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

overall fuel hazard reaches ‘moderate’, anywhere between five and nine years hence;
overall fuel hazard reaches ‘high’, anywhere between ten and twenty years hence;
overall fuel hazard reaches ‘high’ on 50% of the zone, anywhere between fifteen and thirty five years
hence;
fire frequency and intensity is determined by species or ecosystem requirements, however there is no
zone four in this section of the Park;
no burning is planned for zone five.
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Treasurer: Rural Finance Corporation entertainment expenses
457.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission
(for the Treasurer) — with reference to the Rural Finance Corporation’s entertainment expenses for
2006–07 —
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500 including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose;
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no entertainment expenses incurred in 2006–07 by the Rural Finance Corporation.

Mental health: dual-diagnosis services
481.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to dual diagnosis
services —
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

What services or initiatives were funded with the Government’s 2002–03 budget commitment of
$360,000 for early intervention services for young people with mental illness and co-existing
substance abuse.
How much funding did each service or initiative receive in —
(a) 2002–03;
(b) 2003–04;
(c) 2004–05;
(d) 2005–06;
(e) 2006–07.
Has an evaluation of the programs been carried out.
Has funding for each group been ongoing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)–(4)
Dual Diagnosis funding is provided recurrently to the relevant Area Mental Health Services.
Information on mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health
Services Policy and Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.
Information on current and previous years’ state budgets can be found at:
http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/budget/index.htm
An evaluation of the dual diagnosis initiative was carried out in 2003.
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Public transport: Geelong V/Line service
494.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to passenger usage on V/Line’s
Geelong service since 1 July 2007 —
(1)

In reference to the 7.17 a.m. up South Geelong —
(a) what has been the maximum number of passengers carried on any one day;
(b) on what date was the maximum number of passengers carried.

(2)

In reference to the 5.29 p.m. from down Marshall —
(a) what has been the maximum number of passengers carried on any one day;
(b) on what date was the maximum number of passengers carried.

(3)

On what days has the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong weekday train been stopped at any point along the
Geelong line to allow the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall to overtake.
Between 10 September 2007 and 20 September 2007 —
(a) How many passengers boarded the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong on each weekday at —
(i) Southern Cross Station;
(ii) North Melbourne Station;
(ii) Footscray Station;

(4)

(b)

How many passengers disembarked the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong on each weekday at —
(i) Lara Station;
(ii) North Geelong Station;
(ii) Geelong Station;

(c)

How many passengers boarded the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall on each weekday at —
(i) Southern Cross Station;
(ii) North Melbourne Station;

(d)

How many passengers disembarked the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall on each weekday at —
(i) Lara Station;
(ii) North Geelong Station;
(ii) Geelong Station;
(iii) South Geelong Station;
(iv) Marshall Station.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1 & 2)

Maximum number of passengers carried on any one day
Date of the maximum number of passengers carried
(3)

7.17 a.m. up
South Geelong
688
11/09/07

5.29 p.m. down
Marshall
351
3/07/07

Since 1 July 2007, there have been no days when the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong service was stopped to allow
the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall service to overtake.

(4a) Number of passengers that boarded the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong service at:
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(4b) Number of passengers that disembarked the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong service at:

(4c) Number of passengers that boarded the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall service at:

(4d) Number of passengers that disembarked the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall service at:

Public transport: Geelong V/Line service
495.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to arrival times of trains on the
Geelong line between 1 July 2007 and 20 September 2007 —
(1)

On how many occasions did the 7.17 a.m. up South Geelong arrive at Southern Cross Station —
(a) early;
(b) on time;
(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late;
(d) between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late;
(e) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late;
(f) between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late;
(g) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late;
(h) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late;
(i) 30 minutes or more late.
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On what dates did the 7.17 a.m. up South Geelong arrive at Southern Cross Station 10 minutes or
more late and what was the reason for each instance.
On how many occasions did the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong arrive at Geelong Station —
(a) early;
(b) on time;
(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late;
(d) between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late;
(e) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late;
(f) between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late;
(g) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late;
(h) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late;
(i) 30 minutes or more late.
On what dates did the 5.13 p.m. down Geelong arrive at Geelong Station 10 minutes or more late
and what was the reason for each instance.
On how many occasions did the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall arrive at Geelong Station and Marshall
Station —
(a) early;
(b) on time;
(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late;
(d) between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late;
(e) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late;
(f) between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late;
(g) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late;
(h) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late;
(i) 30 minutes or more late.
On what dates did the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall arrive at Geelong Station or Marshall Station
10 minutes or more late and what was the reason for each instance.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answers are:
The 7.17 a.m. up South Geelong, 5.13 p.m. down Geelong and the 5.29 p.m. down Marshall train services only
operate on weekdays.
(1)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 7.17 a.m. South Geelong to Southern Cross Station weekday
service was reported to arrive at Southern Cross Station in the following time bands:
Arriving at Southern Cross Station
(a) Early
(b) On time
(c) Between 1 second and 59 seconds late
(d) Between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late
(e) Between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late
(f) Between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late
(g) Between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late
(h) Between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late
(i) 30 minutes or more late

Services
0
8
See Note
31
3
12
5
0
0
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Note — V/Line Passenger records arrival times in one minute increments. It does not report on arrival times
between 1 second and 59 seconds late.
(2)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 7.17 a.m. South Geelong to Southern Cross Station service
was reported to arrive more than 10 minutes late on 17 occasions. Reasons for this included: delays in the
suburban network; passenger illness; rolling stock issues; and signalling issues.

(3)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 5.13 p.m. Southern Cross Station to Geelong weekday service
was reported to arrive at Geelong in the following time bands:
Arriving at Geelong
(a) Early
(b) On time
(c) Between 1 second and 59 seconds late
(d) Between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late
(e) Between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late
(f) Between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late
(g) Between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late
(h) Between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late
(i) 30 minutes or more late

Services
18
5
See Note
24
3
3
3
2
0

Note — V/Line Passenger records arrival times in one minute increments. It does not report on arrival times
between 1 second and 59 seconds late.
(4)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 5.13 p.m. Southern Cross Station to Geelong weekday service
was reported to run more than 10 minutes late on 8 occasions. Reasons for this included: rolling stock issues;
vandalism; and delays caused by emergency services or police.

(5)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 5.29 p.m. Southern Cross Station to Marshall weekday service
was reported to arrive at Marshall in the following time bands (V/Line Passenger does not provide the
Department of Infrastructure with the actual arrival or departure times at Geelong Railway Station for this
service — only arrivals at Marshall are noted):
Arriving at Marshall
(a) Early
(b) On time
(c) Between 1 second and 59 seconds late
(d) Between 1 minute and 5 minutes 59 seconds late
(e) Between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late
(f) Between 10 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late
(g) Between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late
(h) Between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late
(i) 30 minutes or more late

Services
6
8
See Note
22
6
5
2
7
0

Note — V/Line Passenger records arrival times in one minute increments. It does not report on arrival times
between 1 second and 59 seconds late.
(6)

In the period 1 July to 20 September 2007, the 5.29 p.m. Southern Cross Station to Marshall weekday service
was reported to arrive more than 10 minutes late at Marshall Railway Station on 14 occasions. The reasons
for this included vandalism; rolling stock issues; signalling issues; and delays in the suburban network.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
282

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

Public transport: bus route 900
502.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to SmartBus route 900
Rowville to Caulfield — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 900 were as follows:

2006*
2007

(a) Peak
33,262
310,567

(b) Off Peak
36,404
292,089

(c) Weekends
16,698
105,939

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
* Route 900 commenced on 16 October 2006.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 755
503.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 755 Bayswater to
Knox City via Mountain Gate — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 755 were as follows:
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(a) Peak
145,705
106,922

(b) Off Peak
93,422
68,754
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(c) Weekends
11,891
9,742

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 693
504.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 693 Belgrave to
Oakleigh — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 693 were as follows:

2006
2007

(a) Peak
181,707
148,569

(b) Off Peak
69,375
62,299

(c) Weekends
12,337
18,245

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 665
505.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 665 Ringwood to
Dandenong via Stud Park and Knox City — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)

How many times was the service cancelled.
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How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 665 were as follows:

2006
2007

(a) Peak
393,005
311,284

(b) Off Peak
287,838
227,574

(c) Weekends
58,966
51,082

Note: These figures have been based on ticket validations.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus routes 681 and 682
506.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus routes 681 and 682
Lysterfield to Knox City Loop — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Routes 681 and 682 were as follows:

2006
2007

(a) Peak
57,651
47,741

(b) Off Peak
30,319
26,237

(c) Weekends
11,893
10,726

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.
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Public transport: bus route 732
507.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 732 Box Hill to
Upper Ferntree Gully along Burwood Highway — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 732 were as follows:

2006
2007

(a) Peak
406,810
327,436

(b) Off Peak
311,424
248,890

(c) Weekends
65,657
57,821

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 691
508.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 691 Bayswater to
Waverley Gardens via Ferntree Gully and Stud Park — in 2006 and 2007 —
(1)

What were the patronage figures during —
(a) peak hours;
(b) off-peak hours;
(c) weekends.

(2)
(3)

How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

The patronage figures in 2006 and 2007 (up to 29 September 2007) for peak hours, off peak hours and
weekends on bus Route 691 were as follows:

2006
2007

(a) Peak
150,579
119,306

(b) Off Peak
105,895
84,680

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.

(c) Weekends
20,589
20,223
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(2–3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office communications staff
514.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — how many officers in the State Revenue Office were engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations, as at 30 June 2007 and —
(1)
(2)

What is the salary band for each.
What is the job title for each.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The State Revenue Office has one officer engaged in communications, who is involved in liaison and
communication with all key SRO stakeholders.
(1)

The salary band for this officer is VPS Grade 6.

(2)

The job title for this officer is Corporate Relations Adviser.

Public transport: wheelchair-accessible-taxis
516.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

(2)
(3)
(4)

Do passengers have to contact local operators on a WAT driver’s mobile phone to arrange travel
with a WAT vehicle; if so, what is the anticipated average phone charge to be incurred by the
passenger.
How many WAT vehicles will be operating in the City of Knox as a result of the strategic
placement of WAT vehicles.
Will Metropolitan Access Officers be available to receive complaints from passengers of WAT
services.
How will passengers of WAT services be informed of the availability and contact details for
Metropolitan Access Officers.

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

Passengers can arrange travel in a Wheelchair Accessible Taxi (WAT) via a number of booking methods
including through a Network Service Provider or in some instances through to the driver direct.

(2)

One WAT has been strategically placed in the City of Knox. The Victorian Taxi Directorate is currently
considering increasing this number.

(3)

No. To enable complaints from passengers regarding WAT services to be investigated, they need to be lodged
with the Victorian Taxi Directorate via mail to PO Box 666 North Melbourne, Victoria 3051. Complaints can
also be lodged online via the website <www.taxi.vic.gov.au>, or by telephone (03) 9320 4300 or
1800 638 802 (toll free for country callers).
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A communication strategy will be developed by the Victorian Taxi Directorate to inform passengers in
wheelchairs within their council area on the availability and contact details for Metropolitan Access Officers.

Water: Lake Mokoan
522.

Dr SYKES to ask the Minister for Water —
(1)

(2)

Will the Minister consult and attempt to reach agreement with Broken System water entitlement
holders about alternatives to decommissioning Lake Mokoan and appropriate cost sharing
arrangements as required under s. 17 of the Bulk Entitlement (Broken System-Goulburn Murray
Water) Conversion Order 2004; if so, when and with whom will these consultations take place.
Has the Government, through the Department of Sustainability and Environment, the Goulburn
Broken Catchment Management Authority or another agency, undertaken an investigation into the
potential impact of decommissioning Lake Mokoan on the environmental health of the Broken
River with specific reference to the risks to fish survival with lower summer and autumn river
flows.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Discussions are continuing with Broken Valley irrigators regarding their proposal for a new storage at Lake
Mokoan and partial decommissioning. Section 17 of the Bulk Entitlement Conversion Order does not apply
because any reduction in diversions will not be made unilaterally by Government but will be voluntary if an
irrigator decides to sell their entitlement. In addition, resource availability will not be affected as the
Government has committed to maintain existing reliability.

(2)

The Department of Sustainability and Environment has investigated the potential impact of decommissioning
Lake Mokoan on the environmental health of the Broken River, and has referred the project to the
Commonwealth Department of Environment and Heritage for consideration under the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Act 1999. The Commonwealth Minister for the Environment and Water
Resources has advised that ‘the proposed action is not a controlled action and therefore does not require
approval before it can proceed’.
A similar referral was made to the Victorian Minister for Planning under the Environment Effects Act 1978.
The Minister for Planning has determined that an Environmental Effects Statement is not required. In
particular he determined that:
– The environmental investigations have been comprehensive and provide an adequate basis upon which to
assess potential environmental effects.
– The project is unlikely to cause significant adverse environmental effects and is expected to provide a clear
net environmental benefit for the Broken, Goulburn, Murray and Snowy Rivers, and Winton wetlands.
– Some localised impacts on tourism and recreational values at Lake Mokoan are likely, but these will be
offset by the proposals to rehabilitate the Winton Wetlands.
– Environmental Management Plans including associated flora and fauna surveys and other monitoring will
ensure any environmental risks are properly managed.

Education: Ferntree Gully Secondary College site
523.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education with reference to the vacant Ferntree Gully
Secondary College site on Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully —
(1)

Is the Minister aware that the Knox Environment Society has used part of the land formerly
occupied by the College as a nursery for the past 23 years.
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What plans does the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development have for the
site.
Will any of the plans for the site require the Knox Environment Society to find an alternative
location for its nursery; if so, how much notice will be provided by the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development.
When will a decision be made regarding the future use of the site.
Are there any interested parties being considered regarding the future use of the site; if so, which
parties are interested in using the site.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Department is aware that the Knox Environment Society had a local agreement with the former Ferntree
Gully Secondary College for use of part of the site as a nursery at no charge. Upon the closure of the College
the Department was supportive for those arrangements to continue on an interim basis. The Society has now
arranged its own direct water supply to ensure no disruptions occur.

(2)

The Department is currently investigating possible future education uses for the site.

(3)

Should any of the plans for the site impact on its use by the Knox Environment Society, the Department will
give sufficient notice in order for the Society to find an alternate location for its nursery.

(4)

Because the Department is currently investigating plans for future use of the site, it is unable to provide a date
for a final decision. However the Department will continue to be mindful of the potential impact on the Knox
Environmental Society.

(5)

At this stage there have not been any discussions regarding the future use of the site.

Roads and ports: Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully, extension
529.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to Dorset Road, Ferntree
Gully —
(1)

Are there any plans to extend Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully to connect with Napoleon Road,
Rowville —
(a) if so, when will the extension commence;
(b) if not —
(i) when will the Government investigate an extension;
(ii) against what criteria will the Government assess the need for an extension.

(2)

Are there any plans to extend Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully to connect with Lysterfield Road,
Rowville —
(a) if so, when will the extension commence;
(b) if not, when will the Government investigate an extension of Dorset Road.

(3)
(4)
(5)

When was the last traffic count concluded.
What was the outcome of the last traffic count.
How many cars, on average, use the road during —
(a) weekdays prior to 7.30 a.m.;
(b) weekdays between 7.30 a.m. and 8.30 a.m.;
(c) weekdays between 8.30 a.m. and 9.00 a.m.;
(d) weekdays between 9.00 a.m. and 9.30 a.m.;
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weekdays between 9.30 a.m. and 3.00 p.m.;
weekdays between 3.00 p.m. and 4.00 p.m.;
weekdays between 4.00 p.m. and 5.00 p.m.;
weekdays between 5.00 p.m. and 6.00 p.m.;
weekdays between 6.00 p.m. and 7.00 p.m.;
weekdays after 7.00 p.m.;
weekends.

(6)

How many roads being considered for extension have a higher priority than Dorset Road, between
the Burwood Highway and —
(a) Napoleon Road;
(b) Lysterfield Road.

(7)

How many cars, on average, use the next most prioritised road for extension after Dorset Road, or
the least prioritised road being considered for extension if Dorset Road is not being considered,
between the Burwood Highway and Napoleon Road during —
(a) weekdays prior to 7.30 a.m.;
(b) weekdays between 7.30 a.m. and 8.30 a.m.;
(c) weekdays between 8.30 a.m. and 9.00 a.m.;
(d) weekdays between 9.00 a.m. and 9.30 a.m.;

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Land has been reserved in the Knox Planning Scheme for a future extension of Dorset Road between the Burwood
Highway and Lysterfield Road. Original concept plans for the future road were prepared by the City of Knox.
Planning for major road improvements is undertaken with regard to the objectives of the Government’s planning
and transport strategies. The need for an extension of Dorset Road will be assessed against the criteria outlined in
the Government’s Linking Melbourne — Metropolitan Transport Plan and Meeting our Transport Challenges for
the Outer Metropolitan Arterial Roads Program.
The latest traffic count was completed in September 2006, before the Kelletts Road duplication commenced, which
indicated that traffic in Dorset Road at the Burwood Highway intersection is within capacity for a four-lane,
two-way arterial road.
The average number of vehicles travelling on Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully, is :
Weekdays prior to 7:30 a.m. — 1420 vehicles.
Weekdays between 7:30 a.m. and 8:30 a.m. — 1430 vehicles.
Weekdays between 8:30 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. — 610 vehicles.
Weekdays between 9:00 a.m. and 9:30 a.m. — 530 vehicles.
Weekdays between 9:30 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. — 820 vehicles per hour.
Weekdays between 3:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. — 960 vehicles.
Weekdays between 4:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. — 920 vehicles.
Weekdays between 5:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. — 940 vehicles.
Weekdays between 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. — 700 vehicles.
Weekdays after 7:00 p.m. — 325 vehicles per hour.
Weekends: 9620 vehicles per day.
Since 1999, 39 significant road projects have been completed in outer metropolitan areas and the Brumby
Government has committed to a further 24 new outer metropolitan projects worth more than $500 million.
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Public transport: Box Hill railway station
531.

Mr CLARK to ask the Minister for Public Transport — has any modelling or other assessment been
undertaken by or on behalf of the Department of Infrastructure on the costs and benefits of including
Box Hill railway station or the suburb of Box Hill in metropolitan public transport zone 1; if so, what
were the results of that modelling or assessment.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There has been no recent modelling or assessment of the costs associated with the inclusion of Box Hill Railway
Station into Zone 1.
Box Hill Railway Station is located 16.2 kilometres by rail from Melbourne, a comparable distance with other
stations located in Zone 2. For example, Ruthven (15.9 kms), Ginifer (16.2 kms), Gowrie (14.7 kms), Rosanna
(15.8 kms) and Jacana (15.4 kms) are all the first railway stations in Zone 2 on their respective lines.

Public transport: Metcard and V/Line ticket use
533.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — on 11 October 2007 —
(1)

How many passengers used Metcards valid for zones one and two to enter —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
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(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.
(2)

(3)

How many passengers used Metcards valid for zones one and two to exit —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

How many passengers used V/Line tickets valid for zones one and two to enter —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
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(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(4)

(5)

(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

How many passengers used V/Line tickets valid for zones one and two to exit —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00 a.m. and 5.59 a.m.;
(ii) 6.00 a.m. and 6.59 a.m.;
(iii) 7.00 a.m. and 7.59 a.m.;
(iv) 8.00 a.m. and 8.59 a.m.

How many passengers are estimated to have used the Frankston and Watergardens line trains
scheduled to arrive at Flinders Street station before 7.00 a.m.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
(1)

The number of passengers that used Metcards valid for zones one and two to enter Flinders Street, Melbourne
Central, Parliament, Flagstaff and Southern Cross Railway Stations on 11 October 2007:

Railway Station
a) Flinders Street
b) Melbourne
Central
c) Parliament
d) Flagstaff
e) Southern Cross

(i)
Between
5.00 a.m.
and
5.59 a.m.
40
26

(ii)
Between
6.00 a.m.
and
6.59 a.m.
231
69

(iii)
Between
7.00 a.m.
and
7.59 a.m.
1,311
296

(iv)
Between
8.00 a.m.
and
8.59 a.m.
1,680
466

14
4
19

56
30
84

302
138
519

432
206
676

Notes
– The table shows all entry validations of valid Metcards.
– Some passengers with valid Metcards will have passed through open barriers without validating their
tickets.
(2)

The number of passengers that used Metcards valid for zones one and two to exit Flinders Street, Melbourne
Central, Parliament, Flagstaff and Southern Cross Railway Stations on 11 October 2007:

Railway Station
a) Flinders Street
b) Melbourne
Central
c) Parliament
d) Flagstaff
e) Southern Cross

(i)
Between
5.00 a.m.
and
5.59 a.m.
13
99

(ii)
Between
6.00 a.m.
and
6.59 a.m.
461
912

(iii)
Between
7.00 a.m.
and
7.59 a.m.
6,415
5,890

(iv)
Between
8.00 a.m.
and
8.59 a.m.
12,792
11,876

27
22
7

1,080
551
179

6,486
3,737
4,142

14,249
7,646
8,288

Notes
– The table shows all exit validations of valid Metcards. This includes passengers who travelled on V/Line
services using Metcard tickets.
– Some passengers with valid Metcards will have passed through open barriers without validating their
tickets.
(3 & 4)
Non-Metcard tickets issued by V/Line are paper based and do not generate validation transactions in the
automatic ticketing system. The number of passengers using V/Line tickets to enter and exit stations is not
counted by Connex staff.
(5)

Data is not available on the number of passengers that used the Frankston and Watergardens line trains
scheduled to arrive at Flinders Street Station before 7.00 a.m. on 11 October 2007.
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Public transport: Seymour V/Line service
534.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — between 1 September 2007 and 11 October
2007 —
(1)

How many times did each Seymour to Southern Cross weekday train leaving at 5.35 a.m.,
6.00 a.m., 6.25 a.m., 7.04 a.m., 8.03 a.m. and 8.38 a.m., or its morning equivalent prior to the
30 September 2007 timetable change, arrive —
(a) early;
(b) on time to the second;
(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late;
(d) between 1 minute and 1 minute 59 seconds late;
(e) between 2 minutes and 5 minutes 59 seconds late;
(f) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late;
(g) between 10 minutes and 10 minutes 59 seconds late;
(h) between 11 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late;
(i) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late;
(j) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late;
(k) 30 minutes or more late.

(2)

How many times did each Southern Cross to Seymour weekday train leaving at 4.32 p.m.,
5.10 p.m., 5.40 p.m., 6.13 p.m., 6.33 p.m., 6.42 p.m. and 7.30 p.m., or its afternoon or evening
equivalent prior to the 30 September 2007 timetable change, arrive —
(a) early;
(b) on time to the second;
(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late;
(d) between 1 minute and 1 minute 59 seconds late;
(e) between 2 minutes and 5 minutes 59 seconds late;
(f) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59 seconds late;
(g) between 10 minutes and 10 minutes 59 seconds late;
(h) between 11 minutes and 14 minutes 59 seconds late;
(i) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes 59 seconds late;
(j) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes 59 seconds late;
(k) 30 minutes or more late.

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

For the 29 weekdays between 1 September 2007 and 11 October 2007, trains departing Seymour for Southern
Cross Railway Station at 5.35 a.m., 6.00 a.m., 6.25 a.m., 7.04 a.m., 8.03 a.m. and 8.38 a.m. (or its morning
equivalent prior to the 30 September 2007 timetable change) were reported to arrive at their destination in the
following time bands:
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Arriving at destination
(a)

early

(b)

on time to the second

(c) between 1 second and 59 seconds late
(b) & (c)
between 59 seconds early and 59
seconds late
(d) between 1 minute and 1 minute 59
seconds late
(e) between 2 minutes and 5 minutes 59
seconds late
(f) between 6 minutes and 9 minutes 59
seconds late
(g) between 10 minutes and 10 minutes
59 seconds late
(h) between 11 minutes and 14 minutes
59 seconds late
(i) between 15 minutes and 19 minutes
59 seconds late
(j) between 20 minutes and 29 minutes
59 seconds late
(k) 30 minutes or more late
Note:
(2)

Services scheduled to depart from Seymour at (or equivalent
service prior to 30 September 2007):
5.35
6.00
6.25
7.04
8.03
8.38
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
13
26
1
2
4
6
see note see note see note see note see note see note
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
see note see note see note see note see note see note
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)

12

2

8

5

4

5

2

0

3

2

3

3

1

1

12

14

11

8

0

0

3

4

4

3

0

0

1

0

1

0

0

0

1

1

0

2

0

0

0

0

0

2

0
0

0
0

0
0

1
0

0
1

0
0

The 5.35 a.m. and the 8.03 train services from Seymour did not operate on 11 September.

For the 29 weekdays between 1 September 2007 and 11 October 2007, trains departing Southern Cross
Railway Station for Seymour at 4.32 p.m., 5.10 p.m., 5.40 p.m., 6.13 p.m., 6.33 p.m., 6.42 p.m. and 7.30 p.m.
(or its afternoon or evening equivalent prior to the 30 September 2007 timetable change) were reported to
arrive at their destination in the following time bands:

Arriving at destination – see
note (B)
(a) early
(b)
(c)

295

on time to the second
between 1 second and 59
seconds late
(b) & (c)
between 59 seconds early
and 59 seconds late
(d) between 1 minute and 1
minute 59 seconds late

Services scheduled to depart from Southern Cross at (or equivalent
service prior to 30 September 2007):
4.32
5.10
5.40
6.13
6.33
6.42
7.30
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
18
9
12
14
8
1
10
see note see note see note see note see note see note see note
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
see note see note see note see note see note see note see note
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)
(A)

2

5

2

3

2

2

6

2

3

1

2

1

0

0
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Arriving at destination – see
note (B)
(e) between 2 minutes and 5
minutes 59 seconds late
(f) between 6 minutes and 9
minutes 59 seconds late
(g) between 10 minutes and 10
minutes 59 seconds late
(h) between 11 minutes and 14
minutes 59 seconds late
(i) between 15 minutes and 19
minutes 59 seconds late
(j) between 20 minutes and 29
minutes 59 seconds late
(k) 30 minutes or more late

Tuesday, 5 February 2008

Services scheduled to depart from Southern Cross at (or equivalent
service prior to 30 September 2007):
4.32
5.10
5.40
6.13
6.33
6.42
7.30
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
p.m.
4

6

8

4

4

2

5

1

3

2

0

2

3

3

0

0

1

0

2

0

0

0

0

1

1

3

0

0

0

1

0

0

3

0

0

1
0

0
1

1
0

2
3

2
2

1
0

1
4

Notes:
Note (A) — on time information reported by V/Line does not support a distinction as specified in parts (b)
and (c) of Questions 1 and 2. The equivalent reported punctuality figure for these two categories is’ services
arriving between 59 seconds early and 59 seconds late’.
Note (B) — arrival times for services departing from Southern Cross Station are reported at destination.
Seymour was the destination for all services referred to in Question 2, other than the 6.13 p.m. and the
6.33 p.m. services whose destinations were Albury and Shepparton respectively. The 6.42 p.m. service
commenced operation on 1 October 2007.
The 4.32 p.m., 5.10 p.m. and the 5.40 p.m. services from Southern Cross Station did not operate on
25 September 2007 due to a suburban train incident.

Health: hospital investments
535.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to s. 29 of the Health Services Act 1988
which allows public hospitals to make external investments —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the total amount of all private sector investments in excess of $500,000 currently made by
each public hospital.
How many hospitals have made investments of greater than $500,000 in non-government
financial assets and what are the investment categories.
Has any risk analysis been performed on each investment made; if so, can the Minister provide
details on the risk analysis undertaken.
Have any investments been made in overseas asset classes; if so, which hospitals have made such
investments and what are the amounts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This information is available from the financial statements for public hospitals for the year ended 30 June
2007, which have been tabled in the Parliament.
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(2)

This information is available from the financial statements for public hospitals for the year ended 30 June
2007, which have been tabled in the Parliament.

(3)

All hospitals are expected to have an investment policy, developed in accordance with the requirements of the
Health Services Act 1988, The Prudential Risk Management Framework For The State’s Financial Markets
Activities (Issued by DTF in March 2001), The Financial Management Act 1994 and Trustee Act 1958.
These documents provide a broad framework to assist hospital Boards of Management to manage the
investments held on behalf of public hospitals. All investments are to be assessed for risk in accordance with
the investment policies prepared in accordance with the guidance provided by these documents. It is the role
of hospital Boards of Management to perform a risk analysis of hospital investments.

(4)

Hospitals use a range of professional investment services to manage their cash assets. These assets are to be
invested in accordance with hospital investment policies.

Public transport: crime statistics
538(b).

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to arson, property damage,
burglary (aggravated), burglary (other), theft of motor vehicle, theft from motor vehicle, theft of bicycle,
theft (other), deception, handling of stolen goods, drugs (cultivate, manufacture or traffic), drugs
(possession or use), going equipped to steal, regulated public order, justice procedures, weapons or
explosives, harassment, behaviour in public, family incidents, homicide, rape, sexual assault, robbery,
assault and abduction or kidnapping offences between 1 July and 30 September 2007 —
(1)

How many of each offence occurred —
(a) on public transport vehicles;
(b) at railway stations;
(c) at tram stops;
(d) at bus stops;
(e) on land such as commuter car parks owned by VicTrack, the Department of Infrastructure or
other public transport stakeholders.

(2)

How many offenders in each offence category were alleged to have been committed by persons
aged —
(a) under 18;
(b) 18 to 59;
(c) 60 plus.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1 & 2)
These questions should be directed to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services as data on criminal
activity at railway stations and other public transport infrastructure is collated and held by Victoria Police.

Health: hospital investments
539.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to s. 29 of the Health Services Act 1988
which allows public hospitals to make external investments — for each investment currently held by
hospitals or health services over $500,000 —
(1)

What is the name of the entity that provided the investment advice to the hospital or service.
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(2)

What is the investment criteria used by each hospital or service to —
(a) determine each investment entered into;
(b) assess investment performance for each investment.

(3)

What fees have been paid and how have they been structured for each investment.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The department does not maintain a list of the names of the entities that provide investment advice to
hospitals and health services. Hospital investment decisions are the responsibility of hospital Boards of
Management and do not require approval by the department.

(2)

All hospitals are expected to have an investment policy, developed in accordance with the requirements of the
Health Services Act 1988, The Prudential Risk Management Framework For The State’s Financial Markets
Activities (Issued by DTF in March 2001), The Financial Management Act 1994 and Trustee Act 1958.
These documents provide a broad framework to assist hospital Boards of Management to determine and
manage the investments held on behalf of public hospitals. All investments are to be assessed in accordance
with the investment policies prepared in accordance with the guidance provided by these documents. It is the
role of hospital Boards of Management to perform an analysis of hospital investments.

(3)

Any fees related to their investments are expected to be in accordance with the normal commercial
agreements for such investments.

Education: school utility grants
540.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — is a school’s utility grant reduced when its water
consumption drops due to the installation of water tanks.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A school’s utility grant is not reduced when its water consumption drops due to the installation of water tanks. All
Victorian schools are encouraged to utilise various measures to save water.

Education: Victorian certificate of education examination guidelines
542.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Education with reference to the rejection of
requests for a VCE student with a severe hearing disability to receive an extra 15 minutes reading time
during VCE examinations — have the relevant guidelines been reviewed and, if necessary, clarified to
ensure that other students are not similarly disadvantaged in the 2007 examinations or in the future.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The case of the student referred to was reviewed and the student received the requested extra reading time. All
other students who were in the same category received extra reading time. The VCAA, as part of its regular review
of the special examination arrangements, is reviewing the process for hearing impaired students for 2008.
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Public transport: bus route 246
548.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)
(2)

Are there any departures between the 5.35 p.m. and the 5.56 p.m. weekday departures from the
corner of Bridge Road and Hoddle Street to Elsternwick.
Notwithstanding that some buses originate from La Trobe University, on weekdays, can the
southbound timetable be altered to deliver an afternoon peak hours service equivalent to the
10 minute frequency provided from Elsternwick to Clifton Hill for departures from Elsternwick
between 3.56 p.m. and 5.56 p.m.

ANSWER:
In responding to this question it is assumed that the Member is referring to the southbound service to Elsternwick
(not from Elsternwick). On the basis of this interpretation the answer is:
(1)

No.

(2)

This question does not seek factual information, but rather seeks an announcement of Government policy.

Public transport: popular bus routes
549.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — on 22 October 2007 —
(1)
(2)

What were the 10 most popular bus routes in Melbourne.
For each of the 10 most popular bus routes in Melbourne, how many validations were made for —
(a) adult Metcards;
(b) concession Metcards.

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

The 10 most popular bus routes in Melbourne on 22 October 2007 (calculated from validations data) were:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

700 Box Hill–Mordialloc
703 Middle Brighton–Blackburn
220 Sunshine–City–Gardenvale
246 Elsternwick–Clifton Hill–La Trobe University Bundoora
216 Caroline Springs–City–Brighton Beach
828 Hampton–Berwick Railway Station (via Dandenong)
737 Croydon–Monash University
888 Nunawading–Chelsea (via Springvale and Edithvale)
291 Box Hill–Heidelberg (via Doncaster Shoppingtown)
250 Garden City/Port Melbourne–City–La Trobe University Bundoora
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(2) (a&b)
The number of Adult (full fare) validations and Concession validations on the 10 most popular bus routes in
Melbourne on 22 October 2007 were:

Bus Route (number and name)
700 Box Hill–Mordialloc
703 Middle Brighton–Blackburn
220 Sunshine–City–Gardenvale
246 Elsternwick–Clifton Hill–La Trobe University Bundoora
216 Caroline Springs–City–Brighton Beach
828 Hampton–Berwick Railway Station (via Dandenong)
737 Croydon–Monash University
888 Nunawading–Chelsea (via Springvale and Edithvale)
291 Box Hill–Heidelberg (via Doncaster Shoppingtown)
250 Garden City/Port Melbourne–City–La Trobe University
Bundoora

Number of
Number of
Adult (full
Concession
fare)
validations
validations
3,417
4,218
2,463
3,152
2,418
2,993
2,190
2,410
1,453
2,256
857
2,362
1,028
2,117
1,259
1,868
1,064
1,990
1,495

1,543

Notes:
– Ticket validations do not equate to patronage figures because of fare evasion and passengers with valid tickets
who do not validate.

Water: food bowl modernisation project
557.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the Food Bowl Modernisation Project —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When will the pipeline route be selected.
Where will the booster pumping station be built.
Where will the power come from.
Will property owners be fully compensated at market rates for the loss of value and production
associated with the pipeline coming through their land.
What financial or other feasibility studies have been carried out.
Why is an environmental effects study not being undertaken.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The final Sugarloaf Pipeline route is expected to be confirmed and announced in early 2008.

(2)

The final location of the Booster Pump Station is yet to be decided. The location of the pump station and its
final dimensions are currently being assessed as part of the project’s engineering and design process.

(3)

As the project is still in the engineering and design stage, the final source of power has yet to be determined.
A number of options are being considered. Melbourne Water expects to be able to answer more detailed
questions on this matter in the coming months.

(4)

Yes. Once the location of the easement is determined, a valuation will be undertaken on the property to
determine what level of compensation will be paid to the property owner. If the owner is not happy with that
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valuation, Melbourne Water will pay a reasonable sum for a valuer, chosen by the property owner, to also
value the property. Following that there will be negotiation to reach an agreed value.
(5)

A feasibility study of the project was carried out by the Department of Sustainability and Environment and
was published in June 2007. A copy of this study is available on the Our Water Our Future website.

(6)

An Environment Effects Statement (EES) Referral was submitted to the Minister for Planning on
8 November 2007. The Minister has a minimum of 20 working days to consider this referral and determine
whether an EES is required for the project.

Housing: emergency and transitional
567.

Mrs FYFFE to ask the Minister for Housing — how many housing units, houses or flats are provided
for —
(1)
(2)

Emergency housing.
Transitional housing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Victorian Government has delivered significant expansion and reform of the Victorian homelessness
service system. At 30 June 2007 the Victorian Government was funding 235 Crisis Supported properties,
representing an increase of 61 per cent since 30 June 1999.

(2)

At 30 June 2007 there were 3,545 Transitional Housing properties being funded by the Victorian
Government, which provide assistance to people who are homeless and those at risk of homelessness,
representing an increase of 35 per cent since 30 June 1999.

Housing: Office of Housing vacancies
568.

Mrs FYFFE to ask the Minister for Housing — between 1–27 October 2007 how many —
(1)
(2)

Office of Housing properties were vacant due to maintenance or cleaning.
Days was each Office of Housing property vacant while waiting for cleaning or repairs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Office of Housing makes every effort to ensure that vacant properties are allocated as soon as is
practicable to avoid properties being left unoccupied. At 27 October 2007 there were 402 properties statewide
that were vacant due to cleaning or maintenance requirements.

(2)

The average time properties have been vacant is 31.9 days, which is well under the target of 34 days.
Properties may remain vacant for a range of reasons, including the need for maintenance, work to modify
properties to meet client needs, client illness, or in the case of disposing of goods abandoned by vacating
tenants, time for actions such as inspections by Consumer Affairs Victoria.

Roads and ports: Wandin North Primary School illuminated speed signs
569.

Mrs FYFFE to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports — on what date will the installation of electronic
variable speed lights at Wandin North Primary School commence.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Brumby Government has proudly announced that $13.6 million will be used to install electronic speed signs at
nearly 200 schools. This further supports the efforts made to improve road safety around our schools, such as the
arrive alive! school speed zones initiative.
VicRoads is in the process of preparing a state wide contract for the delivery of works under a program to install
electronic speed limit signs at school speed zones across Victoria. It is anticipated that installation of the electronic
signs will be progressively implemented during 2008.
All schools located on 70 km/h roads are included in the program and will be treated first, whilst schools located on
60 km/h roads have been prioritised based on traffic volumes. The list of schools to be included in this program will
be finalised in early 2008 when the contract has been awarded. All schools, including the Wandin North Primary
School, will then be advised of the timing of installation.

Roads and ports: Burwood Highway–Station Street, Ferntree Gully, traffic lights
571.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to traffic lights being installed
at the intersection of Burwood Highway and Station Street in Ferntree Gully —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What was the initial budgeted cost of the project.
What was the initial expected completion date.
What is the current cost of the project to date.
What is the current expected final cost of the project.
What is the current expected completion date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The initial budgeted cost of this project was $617,000 and was expected to be completed in mid-2007. However,
due to unexpected drainage problems which required redesigning parts of the project, there has been a delay to the
schedule. The project is scheduled to be completed in late 2007/ early 2008 and is expected to be delivered within
the allocated budget.

Health: practitioner drug use
579.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Health with reference to drug use by practitioners in
Victoria’s public health system — how many practitioners were —
(1)

Reported to relevant registration boards for suspected drug or alcohol addiction in —
(a) 2000;
(b) 2001;
(c) 2002;
(d) 2003;
(e) 2004;
(f) 2005;
(g) 2006;
(h) 2007.
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(2)

Found by relevant review boards to be impaired due to drug or alcohol addiction in —
(a) 2000;
(b) 2001;
(c) 2002;
(d) 2003;
(e) 2004;
(f) 2005;
(g) 2006;
(h) 2007.

(3)

Suspended by relevant review boards for being impaired due to drug or alcohol addiction in —
(a) 2000;
(b) 2001;
(c) 2002;
(d) 2003;
(e) 2004;
(f) 2005;
(g) 2006;
(h) 2007.

(4)

Forced by relevant review boards to undergo a support, rehabilitation and monitoring program for
impaired practitioners due to drug or alcohol addiction in —
(a) 2000;
(b) 2001;
(c) 2002;
(d) 2003;
(e) 2004;
(f) 2005;
(g) 2006;
(h) 2007.

(5)

Forced to undergo drug testing as part of a support, rehabilitation and monitoring program for
impaired practitioners due to drug or alcohol addiction in —
(a) 2000;
(b) 2001;
(c) 2002;
(d) 2003;
(e) 2004;
(f) 2005;
(g) 2006;
(h) 2007.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5) —
Data in relation to these issues is a matter for the relevant registration and review boards.
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Mental health: pharmacotherapy prescribers
580.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the provision of
pharmacotherapy in Victoria —
(1)
(2)

Of the 490 general practitioners approved as pharmacotherapy prescribers in Victoria, how many
prescribed in 2006–07.
How many general practitioners who prescribed pharmacotherapy in 2006–07 —
(a) had five or more clients;
(b) are located in each DHS region.

(3)
(4)

How many pharmacies currently dispense pharmacotherapy.
How many pharmacies are approved to dispense pharmacotherapy.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Department of Human Services approves medical practitioners to provide pharmacotherapy treatment
services, and issues permits to prescribe for particular patients. Like all medical treatments, these services are
a private matter between the doctor and their patient and the government does not track the number of active
permits or treatments at a given time by a particular doctor.

(2)

(a), (b)
See (1).

(3)

In October 2007, 403 Victorian pharmacies had at least one pharmacotherapy client.

(4)

As at October 2007, 449 Victorian pharmacies were authorised to dispense pharmacotherapies.

Public transport: Croydon NightRider route
598.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to a press release on
31 July 2007: ‘NightRider bus service popular with late night revellers’ — what were the patronage
figures on the Croydon NightRider route that passes through Doncaster for —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

March 2007.
April 2007.
May 2007.
June 2007.
July 2007.
August 2007.
September 2007.
October 2007.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Patronage for the period March 2007 to September 2007 on the Croydon Nightrider bus service is as follows:
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(4) June
(5) July
(6) August
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(8) October
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Patronage
1897
1840
1822
1979
1669
1740
1493
Not Available

Community services: Slow to Recover program
612.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Acquired Brain
Injury (ABI) Slow to Recover Program — for each of 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006 and
2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many people accessed paediatric services through the program.
How many people accessed adult services through the program.
How many private providers provided services to program patients.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This data as requested is not a standard data set that is stored or reported in a way that enables this specific question
to be answered.

Senior Victorians: Seniors Card off-peak travel vouchers
615.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians —
(1)

How many seniors card holders took advantage of the two off-peak travel vouchers for travel
within Victoria in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
(c) 2006–07.

(2)

What was the most frequently visited destination for seniors card holders using the two off-peak
travel vouchers in 2006–07.
Has the Government considered any alternative arrangements for benefits for seniors card holders.

(3)
ANSWER:

I am informed that the issue raised falls within the portfolio of the Minister for Public Transport.

Public transport: infringement notices
616.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to transport infringement notices
issued by all public and private train, tram and bus operators between 1 July 2007 and 30 September
2007 —
(1)

How much was paid in administration fees.
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How many complaints were received by the Department of Infrastructure.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Private train, tram and bus operators do not issue infringement notices. Public transport operators forward Reports
of Non Compliance to the Department of Infrastructure (DOI) and it is DOI that then determines whether to issue
an infringement notice.
(1)

$79,320 has been paid to Yarra Trams and $76,620 has been paid to Connex in administration fees in relation
to notices with offence dates between 1 July and 30 September 2007.

(2)

Seven complaints were received by DOI between 1 July 2007 and 30 September 2007.

Children and early childhood development: ministerial communications training
621.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
with reference to media presentation training, communications training or public presentation training
provided to the Minister between 3 August 2007 and 20 November 2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What training has the Minister received.
What was the name of the tenderer, training organisation or entity providing the training.
What was the cost of the training.
How many training sessions were held.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I have received training in public presentation in order to better fulfil my public and media duties. This was
provided by Cut-Through Communications Pty Ltd. The cost was $1980.00. It was conducted in September 2007.

Health: hospital investments
622.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health — has the Minister requested specific financial
information under s. 44A(1) of the Financial Management Act 1994 relating to investments made by
hospitals, as permitted under s. 29 of the Health Services Act 1988; if so —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

To which hospitals were requests for information made.
When was each request for information made.
Why was each request for information made.
What responses were provided.

ANSWER:
I have not requested specific financial information under s. 44A(1) of the Financial Management Act 1994 relating
to investments made by hospitals.

Water: water authority tax-equivalent payments
624.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to deferred tax equivalent payments payable
to the Government by water authorities — is the 50 per cent deferred ‘forgiven’; if not, has it been set
aside by the water authorities.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Income tax equivalent payments under the National Tax Equivalent Regime by State-owned corporations arose out
of the competition policy reforms of the mid 1990s agreed to by all States, Territories and the Commonwealth.
There is no policy that stipulates a 50 per cent tax equivalent payment by water authorities. The National Tax
Equivalent Regime requires that government businesses pay an amount to State governments that is equivalent to
the Commonwealth company income tax that they would pay if they were privately owned companies. The amount
is assessed as 30% of profit; which is equal to the company tax rate.
Deferred tax liabilities are future tax payment obligations in accordance with the requirements of Accounting
Standard AASB 112 Income Taxes. They are required to be reported in the financial statements to provide details
of likely future tax payments.
Deferred tax liabilities cannot be ‘forgiven’ by the Government, as this would contravene the accounting standard.
These liabilities are future tax payment obligations in accordance with the requirements of the standard and will
result in a tax payment to Government at a later date.

Education: Ferntree Gully Primary School site
633.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education with reference to the former Ferntree Gully
Primary School site on Dorset Road, Ferntree Gully —
(1)

Has a decision been made for the future use of the two heritage buildings —
(a) if so, what is the purpose of use and when will the use of the buildings commence;
(b) if not, what is the reason preventing the use.

(2)

Has any decision been made in regards to the future use of the open space on the site —
(a) if so, what is the purpose of use and when will the use of the open site commence;
(b) if not, what is the reason preventing the use.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is currently working with the local Council to
determine the future use for the former Ferntree Gully Primary School site. This includes consideration of the two
remaining heritage buildings, with a view to Council rezoning the site for alternative purposes. It is anticipated that
the rezoning amendment will commence early in the new year.

Community services: Disability Advisory Council
659.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services — on what dates between 1 July
2006 and 30 June 2007 did the Minister meet with members of the Disability Advisory Council.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The former Ministers for Community Services, the Hon. Sherryl Garbutt and the Hon. Gavin Jennings, met with
members of the Disability Advisory Council on the following occasions:
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21 July 2006;
2 August 2006;
28 March 2007;
30 May 2007.

Education: Victorian certificate of education specialist maths
666.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — has the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development undertaken any research as to why the number of students taking up Specialist Maths as a
VCE subject is falling; if so, what are the findings.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority (VCAA) monitors enrolment trends in all VCE studies.
In Victoria, there continues to be a significant number of students undertaking Specialist Mathematics within an
overall high level of student enrolment in senior mathematics.
In Specialist Mathematics there were 5,957 enrolments in 2000, compared to 5,311 in 2006. During this period the
number of enrolments has fluctuated by several hundred from year to year.
While the 2007 enrolment figures are not finalised, the enrolments are around 5 000. It should be noted that across
this period the vast majority of schools in Victoria offered Specialist Mathematics as part of their VCE program.
In looking at the current trends in Specialist Mathematics enrolments, a number of factors have been identified as
influencing student choices. The VCAA has surveyed a sample of schools in 2007 to investigate enrolments in
Specialist Mathematics.
Schools and teachers have reported that since Specialist Mathematics is no longer a prerequisite for many tertiary
courses where it had previously been required, this has led some students to not undertake this study.
Teachers have also reported there is an ongoing challenge to encourage students to undertake Specialist
Mathematics, given the conceptual and technical demands of the subject.
Enrolments in the other two VCE Mathematics subjects, Mathematical Methods and Further Mathematics, have
been maintained throughout this period.

Education: Casey Central Secondary College opening
667.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — in what term of what year will the promised Casey
Central Secondary College in Narre Warren South commence operation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The permanent facility at Casey Central Secondary College will open on the site in 2010. In 2009, the initial Year 7
intake will commence in temporary accommodation at Hillsmeade Primary School.

Education: general achievement test
668.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — why is the GAT administered midyear and not at the
end of the school year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The General Achievement Test (GAT) is used as a quality assurance mechanism for VCE examinations and since
some of these are conducted in June it is necessary for the GAT to be held at the same time or earlier.
The GAT is also used as one of the main determinants as to which schools offering seven studies — Studio Arts,
Systems Engineering, Art, Media, Design Technology, Food and Technology, Visual Communication and
Design — will have results of their students school assured tasks reviewed by visitation. This is a process where
specially trained markers visit schools and review the appropriateness of the school-assessed task scores awarded
by the staff at the school. School-assessed tasks for all these studies are reviewed in October. Studio Arts is also
reviewed in July.
In addition, the GAT is a challenging three hour paper and it would be onerous to ask VCE students to undertake it
at the same time as all of their other examinations.

Education: working-with-children police checks
671.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education —
(1)
(2)

Do family members hosting international exchange students have to undergo Working with
Children checks.
Do visiting teachers accompanying international exchange students have to undergo Working with
Children or National Police checks.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Working with Children Check is a requirement under the Working with Children Act 2006. The Department
of Justice administers the scheme and provides advice as to the requirements of the Act.
After 30 December 2007 those working or volunteering in child related work connected to an educational
institution require a Working with Children Check.
As such the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development will require home-stay providers and
international visiting teachers to have a Working with Children Check unless otherwise exempt pursuant to the
provisions of the Working with Children Act.

Education: Victorian certificate of education midyear examinations
672.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — what is the reason for some Unit 3 and 4 VCE
subjects requiring midyear exams and not other subjects.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There are six studies with examinations in June and November. They can be differentiated from all the other VCE
studies in terms of their content and assessment structure.
The content of these studies can be more readily examined in separate semester examinations than in other studies.
This enables the VCAA to devise an examination that students can undertake at the end of each semester
independently of each other. This helps to spread the assessment load over the year.
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Tourism and major events: bushfire recovery package
748.

Mrs FYFFE to ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events with reference to the $1.9 million
tourism package promised to north-east Victoria as part of the bushfire recovery package in 2003 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Has all the money been spent.
What was the money spent on.
When will any unallocated monies be spent.
Where will any unallocated monies be spent.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Has all the money been spent?
In 2003, the Government allocated $2 million for tourism as part of a bushfire recovery package for North
East Victoria and Gippsland. All monies were spent in the fiscal years 2003–04 and 2004–05.

(2)

What was the money spent on?
The money was spent on a range of programs to encourage immediate and long-term visitation to the affected
regions. Some of the larger projects include:
– Regional events — Support for regional community festivals and events ($80,000);
– Ski marketing — High Country Ski Resorts campaign ($194,000);
– Collateral — provision of subsidies to bushfire affected advertisers as part of the Jigsaw Brochure
production process and promotion and distribution of Ned Kelly and Food & Wine brochures ($177,000);
– Villages of Victoria — Development of a ‘Touring the Villages of Victoria’ brochure including ‘Great
Escapes’ ($280,000);
– Tactical campaigns — A series of tactical campaigns to support the ‘return to the North East’ messages,
followed by support for the Villages Campaign ($101,000);
– Brand marketing — Major campaign for the Great Alpine Road, to brand the destination and highlight key
attributes and benefits of the region ($699,000);
– Regional support programs — Engagement of staffing resources in bushfire affected regions, a series of
industry training and business support initiatives and commissioning a series of photographs suitable for
promotion and advertising purposes, that reflected the current landscape of the affected areas ($198,000).

(3)

When will any unallocated monies be spent?
All monies were spent in the fiscal years 2003–04 and 2004–05.

(4)

Where will any unallocated monies be spent?
All monies were spent in the fiscal years 2003–04 and 2004–05.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 6 February 2008
Treasurer: land tax
13.

Mr WELLS to ask the Treasurer —
(1)
(2)

How many taxpayers paid land tax in 2005.
What is the estimated number of taxpayers who will pay land tax in 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
168,080 taxpayers paid land tax in 2005.
185,494 taxpayers paid land tax in 2006.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office land trust notifications
15.

Mr WELLS to ask the Treasurer — how many forms of notification of land held on trust have been
lodged with the State Revenue Office.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 31 December 2007 there were 56,627 notifications of land held on trust lodged with the State Revenue
Office.

Treasurer: Property transfer duty payments
19.

Mr WELLS to ask the Treasurer —
(1)
(2)

On how many property transfers was duty paid in each of 2004–05 and 2005–06.
In each of 2004–05 and 2005–06 how many property transfers had values for duty of —
(a) up to $20,000;
(b) $20,000–$115,000;
(c) $115,001–$200,000;
(d) $200,001–$300,000;
(e) $300,001–$400,000;
(f) $400,001–$500,000;
(g) $500,001–$600,000;
(h) $600,001–$870,000.
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What was the aggregate amount of duty paid in each of 2004–05 and 2005–06 in respect of
transfers with property values of —
(a) up to $20,000;
(b) $20,000–$115,000;
(c) $115,001–$200,000;
(d) $200,001–$300,000;
(e) $300,001–$400,000;
(f) $400,001–$500,000;
(g) $500,001–$600,000;
(h) $600,001–$870,000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Duty was paid on 190,139 property transfers in 2004–05, and on 192,719 property transfers in 2005–06.

(2)

SRO data is not published in the requested ranges.

(3)

SRO data is not published in the requested ranges.

Energy and Resources: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(g).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Honourable Minister for Energy & Resources with
reference to contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since
1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at the day the question was asked, the answer is:
(1)

Since the Department of Primary Industries was formed on 5 December 2002, it has entered into one contract
with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.

(2)

The amount paid against the contract for phase one was $62,814.95.

(3)

A second phase of the tender was completed as a variation to the initial contract to the value of $12,061.50.

(4)

The contract (contract 300054) was awarded to Shannon’s Way following a public tender process in March
2004. The selection process was assessed by an independent probity auditor. The contract is now complete.

(5)

Not applicable.
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Water: washing machine rebates
453.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the $150 rebate scheme for AAAA-rated
washing machines which ceased on 1 December 2003 —
(1)
(2)

Why was the scheme terminated after two months of operation.
Will the rebate be offered again; if so, when and for how long will the rebate be offered; if not,
why not.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The rebate to which you refer was offered for AAAA-rated washing machines under the Water Smart Gardens and
Homes Rebate Scheme between 1 October 2003 and 1 December 2003. The rebate for this product was only ever
planned to last for the two month period.
One of the objectives of offering the rebate was to shift the market for washing machines away from inefficient
top-loaders to more water efficient models, including front-loaders. This has encouraged manufacturers to make
more water efficient models and encouraged households to purchase such machines. As a result of this, the cost of
water efficient machines has also decreased.
There are currently no plans to reintroduce the rebate for washing machines in Victoria under the Water Smart
Homes and Gardens Scheme. The market now contains a large number of water efficient washing machines, such
machines have come down in price and the community has been educated as to the benefits of these machines.

Treasurer: first home bonus duty payments
463.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — how much duty was paid in 2006–07 in respect of purchases of property that qualified
for the First Home Bonus.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The First Home Owners Grant and duties are separate schemes and the State Revenue Office does not collate the
requested information.

Police and emergency services: Nepean Highway red light cameras
520.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — what
repairs or modifications were made to the red light camera monitoring right hand turns from Nepean
Highway into Bay Road on 26 September 2007.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No repairs were made to this road safety camera on 26 September 2007, however the site was modified by the
installation of a video camera.
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Police and emergency services: Box Hill police station
532.

Mr CLARK to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — will the Victorian Government
Architect be involved in the design of the new Box Hill police station; if so, what role will the Victorian
Government Architect play.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This Government created the Office of the Victorian Government Architect in 2005 to provide leadership and
strategic advice to Government about architecture and urban design. The Office also performs an advocacy role in
that it promotes awareness about how good design can better our living spaces and improve our urban
environments.
I am advised that the Government Architect is not directly involved in the design of the new Box Hill Police
Station. Victoria Police selects architects for its projects from the Construction Supplier Register maintained by the
Department of Infrastructure in accordance with a Ministerial Direction under the Construction Management Act
1994.

Public transport: public information display system
547.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to railway station public
information display system (PIDS) screens — on 22 October 2007 —
(1)

Were all the PIDS screens defective at Parliament Station at 8.34 a.m.; —
(a) if not, were any defective;
(b) if so, how many;
(c) if so, what was the cause.

(2)
(3)

Between what times was the PIDS at Parliament Station down.
Was the PIDS at any locations other than Parliament Station defective; if so —
(a) at what locations;
(b) between what times;
(c) how many screens;
(d) what was the cause.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Connex has advised the Department of Infrastructure of the following:
(1)

No.
(a)
(b)
(c)

Yes.
One.
A faulty cathode ray picture tube.

(2)

The faulty monitor on platform 3 at Parliament Station was reported faulty on 21 October 2007. It was
replaced on 25 October 2007.

(3)

Yes.
(a)

At Flagstaff Station.
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Information not available.
Two.
Faulty cathode ray picture tubes.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin police complex
556.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to the Moorabbin police complex —
(1)
(2)

What plans does the Government have to relocate the complex to the former Gas and Fuel land on
the Nepean Highway, Highett following the expiration of its lease.
When does the lease expire.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Decisions relating to the police building program are made by police command, on the basis of assessed
operational need.

(2)

The lease on the current Moorabbin Police Station will expire in 2015.

Police and emergency services: Nepean Highway red light cameras
558(a).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to the red light camera operating equipment which monitors right hand turns from the Nepean
Highway into Bay Road and from Karen Street into the Nepean Highway — what repairs or
modifications were made to the operating equipment on 24 October 2007.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No repairs or modifications were made to this road safety camera or ancillary equipment on 24 October 2007.
Routine periodic testing of the camera was, however, conducted on that date.
[NB: traffic turning from Karen St into the Nepean Highway is not monitored by road safety cameras at this
intersection. The only traffic monitored is that which travels south along the Nepean Highway and which turns
right into Bay Road.]

Health: Rural Ambulance Victoria staff vacancies
573.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to staff shortages at RAV — what are
the details of —
(1)
(2)
(3)

The exact number of current vacancies.
The nature of the vacancies.
How unspent funds for staffing are being accounted for.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The number of current operational vacancies at RAV is 27 or 2.5% of the total number of operational
positions.
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(2)

The temporary operational vacancies are predominantly due to cyclic staff resignations.

(3)

There is no unspent funding as all vacant roster lines are filled on overtime until they are permanently filled.

Public transport: Cheltenham railway station car park
618.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the car
park at Cheltenham Station and the pedestrian island installed at the entrance and exit designed to
separate cars entering and exiting on Charman Road —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What steps have been taken to address the increased time delays for cars seeking to exit the car
Have traffic flows worsened following the installation of the pedestrian island.
Are there any plans to address problems with traffic flows.

ANSWER:
(1 & 3)
The additional 20 second delay imposed on all level crossings on the Northern and Caulfield train groups
while the Siemens train braking issue occurred during late 2006 and in 2007 was removed in September
2007.
(2)

Safety is our number one priority. Following a number of complaints received by Connex from Cheltenham
Primary School, Kingston Council and local residents, construction works were undertaken to ensure the
safety of pedestrians. The range of complaints related to the speed of cars entering and exiting the car park,
dangers to primary school aged pedestrians due to excessive speed, and a lack of clear pedestrian crossing
markers.

Education: school term dates
669.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education — what is the process for deciding —
(1)
(2)

When school holidays will occur.
The length of a school term.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– Term dates are set in five-year blocks with extensive consultation with key stakeholders before being submitted
for ministerial approval.
– These consultations occur with parent, teacher, school council and principal peak bodies for both government
and non-government schools as well as statutory bodies such as the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment
Authority and the Victorian Tertiary Admissions Centre.
– There are a number of guiding principles which determine the way school term dates are set including that:
–
–
–
–
–
–

there are four school terms;
as far as practicable the school year is to be an average 200 days;
where possible the Australia Day holiday occurs before the resumption of students;
that, as far as possible, a consistent pattern be maintained from one five-year block to the next;
where possible, Easter is incorporated in the first term vacation; and
the scheduling of exam periods and release date of Year 12 student results in Term 4 is accounted for.
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– The term dates from 2006 to 2010 were determined and approved by the then Minister for Education and
Training on 12 September 2002. The term dates from 2011 to 2015 were determined and approved on
24 October 2006.
– School term dates including school holidays are set well in advance, so that all schools have enough planning
time for their operations and activities.

Education: QuickVic reporting system
670.

Mr DIXON to ask the Minister for Education —
(1)
(2)

Why was the QuickVic reporting system for secondary schools chosen when it does not cater for
Years 11 and 12.
Will the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development compensate schools that
have had to purchase a parallel system to QuickVic in order to cater for reporting on Year 11 and
12 students.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
New student report cards were designed to enable clear and consistent reporting to parents in Years P–10. The
reports provide information on student progress against the Victorian Essential Learning Standards (VELS). It has
never been the intention that the new report cards apply to Years 11–12.
Schools have the choice of using QuickVic software, where the cost is covered by the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development or have the option of purchasing approved software from private providers.
Since the development of the VCE in the early 1990s secondary colleges have purchased/developed reporting
packages for Years 11–12.
The development of the QuickVic reporting system came at least a decade after secondary colleges had begun
using reporting programs for Year 11–12 students.

Public transport: train graffiti
680.

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

To what standard is Connex required to remove graffiti on the —
(a) interior of suburban carriages;
(b) exterior of suburban carriages.

(2)

Do interior wall surfaces, and exterior wall surfaces, present particular challenges in removing
graffiti; if so, what strategies, if any, are being used or developed to minimise the amount of
visible graffiti remnants after an attack on each type of surface.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)
(2)

(a & b)
All removable graffiti is to be taken off in the cleaning process.
Yes, due to the impact of ink staining and some paint types, interior and exterior surfaces can sustain
permanent or long term damage. Strategies to remove the visible remnants of graffiti include the trialling of
better performing graffiti removers, and buffing external painted surfaces.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 7 February 2008
Community development: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(z).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Community Development with reference to contracts
entered into by the Minister’s department with Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd since 1 January 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.

[Question published in substitution of no. 249 published in questions on notice dated 21 June 2007]
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There was one contract with Shannon’s Way P/L for the purpose of interviews recording the experience of
Commonwealth Games volunteers.

(2)

The cost of the contract was $9,600

(3)

There were no extensions, variations or renewals.

(4)

The contract was not offered for public tender.

(5)

There is no requirement to offer the contract for public tender as the total cost was below the public tender
threshold under the VGPB policy guidelines.

Community development: Growth Solutions Group
250(ae).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Community Development with reference to
contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January
2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What contracts have been entered into.
What was the cost of each contract.
What was the cost of any contract extensions, variations or renewals.
Which contracts were offered for public tender.
What are the reasons given for any contracts not offered for public tender.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were two contracts with the Growth Solutions Group.

(2)

$907 and $1,815.

(3)

There were no extensions, variations or renewals.

(4)

The contracts were not offered for public tender.

(5)

There is no requirement to offer contracts for public tender where the total cost is below the public tender
threshold under the VGPB policy guidelines.
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