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SHADOW MINISTRY
Tuesday, 26 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 26 February 2008
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I make welcome in the
gallery today a delegation from Ireland and extend to
them our very best wishes.

SHADOW MINISTRY
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) —
Consistent with the decision of the Liberal Party and
The Nationals to come together as two independent
parties working in coalition — —
Mr Eren — Back to the future!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara!
Mr BAILLIEU — I am pleased to advise changes
to portfolio responsibilities and new portfolio
responsibilities for the Liberal Party. The member for
Brighton, as Deputy Leader of the Opposition and
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, will have
responsibility for urban water; the member for Bulleen
will have responsibility for Innovation; the member for
South-West Coast will have responsibility for regional
cities; and the member for Doncaster will have
responsibility for Women’s Affairs.
In the other house Richard Dalla-Riva, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region, will have responsibility
for industry and state development, and major projects;
David Davis, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region, will have responsibility for Environment and
Climate Change; and Gordon Rich-Phillips, a member
for South Eastern Metropolitan Region, will have
responsibility for finance including the Transport
Accident Commission and WorkCover, and
Community Development.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — In keeping
with the arrangements the Leader of the Opposition has
outlined to the house, I confirm the responsibilities of
the five members of The Nationals who will form part
of the shadow cabinet — five!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals!
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Mr RYAN — Indeed, Speaker. I will have
responsibility for regional and rural development, and
manufacturing, exports and trade. My deputy, the
member for Swan Hill, will have responsibility for
agriculture and country water resources. The member
for Shepparton will have responsibility for local
government and Aboriginal affairs. The member for
Lowan will have responsibility for youth affairs, sport
and recreation, and veterans’ affairs — he has got them
all covered! Finally, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the other place, Peter Hall, will have
responsibility for skills and workforce participation,
together with tertiary education and training.
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
clarification in relation to the matters that have just
been raised about the new marriage, the new coalition. I
seek clarification in relation to three very important
matters. The first matter is the arrangements that have
just been announced. They were previously announced
on 13 February by the leader of the coalition, the
Leader of the Opposition, and they have been
confirmed now by the member for Gippsland South.
They are in relation to the fact that there is a new
shadow ministry which includes five members of The
Nationals. However, in relation to the media release
that was put out at the time and the announcement that
has been made — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Hulls — I will tell you what the point is. On the
same date The Nationals — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Hulls — It may be a matter of misleading the
house. An announcement was made that there were six
members of The Nationals — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will clarify that first
point. The announcement today was quite clear. There
are five Nationals shadow ministers.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe that dispenses
with the first point. There are two other points.
Mr Hulls — In relation to further clarification, I
seek clarification as to who the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
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Mr Hulls — Or indeed do we have a vice-deputy?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition will not interject across the table in that
fashion — and I believe I have just addressed point 2.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! And I will ask once
again the Deputy Leader of the Opposition not to
interject across the table.
Mr Hulls — On another point of order, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is another point of
order?

The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Hulls — I would ask you, Speaker, to make
inquiries in relation to The Nationals website, which
makes it clear that the shadow Minister for Roads and
Ports is Mr Paul Weller, and indeed — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Hulls — That is not what has been announced
today, because the Leader of the Opposition — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand that these
are exciting times for the chamber, but I ask for
members’ cooperation. The Speaker cannot be held
responsible for what may or may not be on The
Nationals website.

Mr Hulls — Another point of order. I seek
clarification as to who the shadow Minister for Small
Business is, because according to The Nationals
website, it is Mr Paul Weller, so I seek clarification.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have been advised, but
I did not bring the paperwork with me. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition may wish to advise the house
who it is.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray is warned and will not be warned again.
Dr Napthine interjected.

Mr Hulls — If that is the case, I seek clarification as
to who the shadow Minister for Roads and Ports is in
this new arrangement, because we are told that it is Paul
Weller.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Hulls — We have got Denis Napthine and we
also have Terry Mulder, so there seems to be a
misleading of the Victorian public as to who the
shadow minister is.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house was advised
5 minutes ago that the spokesperson for roads is the
member for Polwarth, if my recollection is correct, and
ports is the member for South-West Coast.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Polwarth. I will not allow him to make a mockery of
this chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast and he also will not be warned again.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Teachers: enterprise bargaining agreement
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I ask: why are Victorian
teachers amongst the lowest paid in Australia?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. This is an extraordinary
question coming from somebody who worked with the
Kennett government to sell off the 178 schools that
were closed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will answer
the question and not debate it.
Mr BRUMBY — Unlike the former Kennett
coalition, we have been busy investing in schools, and
we have embarked on what is the biggest school
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rebuilding program in this state’s history. If you look at
our state education system, you will see that we made a
conscious decision in government to do a number of
things. Firstly, we set out to produce the lowest class
sizes in the primary years 1 to 3 of any state in
Australia, and I am proud to say we have succeeded in
doing that. All of the evidence shows that if you give
children a good start in life — in their preschool, in
their child care and in their early formative years in
primary school — that is the best opportunity for them
and the best investment that the state can make. We
have succeeded in doing that, and that has meant the
injection of thousands of additional teachers into our
state education system.
Secondly, we have been conscious of making sure our
secondary schools are properly staffed — unlike in the
years under the Kennett government, when
8000 teachers were taken out of the system. If you look
at our secondary schools in this state, you will see that
our staffing ratio — the student to staff ratio — is the
best in Australia.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, you
have already counselled the Premier about debating the
question. He has not addressed the question, and I
reiterate that the Premier is debating it. I ask you to call
him back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY — The third major initiative on
which we embarked was to put more teachers back into
our education system. Class sizes, staffing ratios, more
teachers and the biggest school rebuilding program in
the state’s history give us an education system that we
can be proud of.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is defying your earlier ruling. He is debating
the question. Victorian teachers are listening carefully
to this answer. The Premier today said he was ready
and willing, but he appears not to be.
The SPEAKER — Order! The opportunity to take a
point of order is not an opportunity to enter into debate.
I uphold the point of order and ask the Premier to come
back to being relevant to the question.
Mr BRUMBY — The investments that we have
made in our education system are unprecedented. It is
as a result of those investments that our students in
Victorian government schools enjoy the highest
completion rate of any state in Australia. We are
presently engaged with the Australian Education Union
in an enterprise bargain, as we were four years ago and
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as we were three years before that. We will continue to
negotiate with the AEU.
We want to achieve an outcome on salaries which is
fair and responsible and which appropriately rewards
teachers, but one too that reflects the fact that we want
to continue to make investments in our state education
system, that we want to continue to employ more
teachers and not less and that we want to continue to
offer the highest quality of education of any state in
Australia.

Royal Women’s Hospital: redevelopment
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — My question is
for our Premier. I refer to the Premier’s commitment to
make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and accordingly I ask him to update the house
on the progress of the new Royal Women’s Hospital.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Essendon for her question and also for her very strong
support of the new Royal Women’s Hospital. This
morning, with the Minister for Health and the chair of
the women’s hospital board, Rhonda Galbally, I visited
the new site of the women’s hospital.
The significant new investment there by our
government builds on all of the previous investments
we have made in public hospitals in our state. When
you think of those, you think of the new Berwick
hospital we opened, an initiative of the Labor
government in Victoria, and you think of the Austin
Hospital, which was proposed for privatisation and
closure under the former Kennett government but
which was rebuilt under our Labor government. Of
course in Flemington Road you now have an almost
completed women’s hospital, and almost next door to
that the new $1 billion children’s hospital, where
substantial excavation works are already under way.
The new women’s hospital is an extraordinarily
impressive facility, which builds on 150 years of proud
service to the women of Victoria. We unveiled a
foundation stone today confirming the progress on this
building and also confirming that it will open as
scheduled in June of this year. This will be the best
facility for women anywhere in the Southern
Hemisphere. This hospital will provide for 5000 births
a year and it will provide for up to 12 000 treatments a
year — and I am pleased to say that 50 per cent of the
rooms, the wards, are going to be single rooms. I expect
that this hospital will be in huge demand by the women
of Victoria because of the quality of services and
facilities that it will offer.
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In addition to the 5000 new babies and the new
facilities — as I said, 50 per cent of all rooms are
single-bed rooms — there will also be improvements to
intensive care and special care facilities for babies,
which will allow more parents to spend more time with
newly born children.
We are embarking on a $4.1 billion program of
investment in our public health system. As I have said,
it has meant new hospitals and new super-clinics —
and the biggest project of all is now under way, which
is the children’s hospital. In addition to that we have
increased hospital funding by 96 per cent, recurrent
budgets, and as a result this year Victorian hospitals
will treat 500 000 more patients than were treated in
1999 in the last year of the former Kennett government.
Of course on top of all of that is the recent $60 million
boost to elective surgery. This will be the biggest
one-off boost to elective surgery we have seen in
Victoria’s history, courtesy of a partnership between the
Rudd government and our government, and up to
10 000 elective patients will be treated. If you build the
best facilities, put them with the best staff and make the
best investments in new hospitals, you will get the best
quality and the best services available to the families of
Victoria.
I am proud of this hospital, and I thank the hospital
board for the leadership it has shown in partnership
with the minister and previous ministers in bringing this
great project to fruition.

Crime: assaults
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer to comments yesterday by Assistant
Commissioner of Police Gary Jamieson, who said the
level of violence is just horrendous, and I ask: can the
minister explain why across Victoria random violent
assaults by strangers have increased almost threefold
during the term of this government, from 1500 per
annum in 1999 to 4200 assaults last year?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the vice-deputy leader
of the coalition for his question. What audacity this
mob has to come into this house when the Kennett and
National Party coalition slapped 800 police and gutted
our police services.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask him to answer it.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister is clearly debating the question, and
I ask him to cease.
Mr CAMERON — As you know, Speaker, Labor
has put the heart and soul back into the police force. We
now have the lowest attrition rate in the country; the
situation that we inherited was that we had the greatest
attrition rate in the country. What we have seen is a
Chief Commissioner of Police who does an excellent
job, a chief commissioner who is a moderniser, a chief
commissioner who has had over 1400 extra police to go
about the business that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — The opposition wants to know
where the police are. The police are out there reducing
crime by 23.5 per cent. Where are they? They are out
there tackling family violence. They are out there on the
streets dealing with a growing problem on the streets
which the Brumby government has been prepared to
tackle.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly debating the question and not
answering it. If the minister does not have an answer to
a simple question, all he has to say is that he does not.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the Leader of
the Opposition once again that the opportunity to take a
point of order is not an opportunity to enter into debate.
If the Leader of the Opposition wants the Chair to
recognise him on further points of order, he will stop
entering into debate via points of order. The minister, to
continue.
Mr CAMERON — The opposition can belittle the
role of police when tackling family violence, and it can
belittle the role of the police on the streets, but we
totally reject that. The chief commissioner, with the
Premier, recently released the five-year plan for
Victoria Police with a particular focus on the growing
problem of tackling assaults — and all we had from the
opposition was an attack on the chief commissioner’s
five-year plan.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
confine his remarks to referring to the question.
Mr CAMERON — We fully support the chief
commissioner. We fully support her in modernising and
the police force so that there are more police out on the
streets, just as she has done in the city and as she is
doing across this great state.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 26 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, people
are being bashed on Victorian streets, and we want to
know why this has gone up 300 per cent since 1999.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I suggest to the Leader of The Nationals that if he
choses to continue to go down the path of entering into
debate through points of order, I will cease to hear him
as well. The minister has concluded his answer.

Water: goldfields super-pipe
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. Can the minister
explain to the house how the government will ensure
adequate water supplies for Ballarat and Bendigo?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — It is with
great pleasure that I thank the member for Ballarat
West for her question, because it is an opportunity to
provide information to the house about how we are
managing all of Victoria’s water — Victoria’s urban
water and Victoria’s country water.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HOLDING — Do you know what country
water — —
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It is for that reason this government decided to embark
upon the construction of the goldfields super-pipe. It is
a very important infrastructure development that will
now provide water security for both Bendigo and
Ballarat. The $278 million project, with 158 kilometres
of pipe, already provides water to Bendigo and has the
capacity to provide it with up to 20 billion litres —
20 gigalitres — of water, which is sufficient to meet its
needs now but is also sufficient to meet its needs as a
rapidly-growing inland city. The Ballarat leg of the
project continues. We expect that to open in the middle
of this year. It is on budget and on time. It is a very
important project that will deliver another 18 billion
litres — 18 gigalitres — of water to provide for
Ballarat’s water needs, not only its needs now but its
growing future needs.
How does that contrast with the other propositions that
have been put forward? We know that in the past there
was a proposal to take away Geelong’s connection to
the Lal Lal Reservoir, which would have had a
disastrous impact on that city’s access to water.
Through this investment not only are we providing
water security for Bendigo and Ballarat, we are also
providing water security for Geelong, because silly
proposals, such as the proposition of the Leader of the
Opposition to take Geelong away from the Lal Lal
Reservoir, will now not proceed.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not have a constant
slanging match across the table. For the third time today
I ask the Deputy Leader of the Opposition not to
interject across the table.
Mr HOLDING — Of course it reminds us that in
Bendigo and Ballarat for some time now, with the
drought and particularly with climate change,
circumstances have been very challenging for those
communities. Therefore it is important that the
government plan for, invest in and put in place
infrastructure which will enable those communities to
have water security going forward. That is exactly what
the Brumby government is doing. It is exactly why we
are making these very important investments.
We are pleased that the people of Ballarat and Bendigo,
firstly, have taken a range of water conservation
measures that have saved huge volumes of water and
helped those communities get through these difficult
times. But we also know that these conservation efforts,
as well as their water recycling efforts, which I had the
opportunity of seeing a few weeks ago during visits to
both towns, are alone not enough.

What do we see now? We see that not only in Bendigo
and Ballarat is support for the construction of the
goldfields super-pipe going from strength to strength
but other people are coming on board to support this
very important investment. That is why we were so
pleased last week to see Pragmatic Pete say that the
pipe is now a reality — so he supports it. That The
Nationals support the goldfields super- pipe is high
praise indeed for this government’s strategic
investments in providing water security for Victorians,
in providing water security for Victorian towns and
cities and in providing water security for Bendigo and
Ballarat.
We are not creating a divide between urban and country
water but recognising that the water needs of Victorians
have to be addressed in a comprehensive fashion, that
the construction of a statewide water grid is one of the
most effective things we can do to provide water
security for all Victorians and that the goldfields
super-pipe represents a fundamental component of that
project. This government is getting on with the job of
investing in important water infrastructure to provide
for the water needs of all Victorians, including those in
Bendigo and Ballarat.
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We will not be in for the cheap solutions; we will not be
in for dividing city against country and creating the
impression that there is an urban water market and a
rural water market and that the two can be separate one
from the other. We are governing for all Victorians. We
are putting in place the best possible infrastructure to
meet the needs of Victorians for 50 years to come.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. Will the minister
advise the house how many Victorians are currently on
outpatient waiting lists at Victorian public hospitals?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. As a
government we have given proudly each and every one
of our health services the record funding they need to
treat more patients and to provide better care to meet
the health challenges of the future. As the Premier
noted in his answer to an earlier question, today is a
proud day on which we saw the foundation stone laid
for the new $250 million Royal Women’s Hospital.
There is some commentary in the Age today about a
range of waiting list issues. I want to make it very clear
that the elective surgery waiting list is a list of people
waiting for elective surgery. It is as simple as that. That
is exactly what it is. People who in the view of their
treating doctor are not ready for care do not appear on
that list. It is as simple as that. We have an elective
surgery waiting list, the purpose of which is clear. We
have judgements made by dedicated nurses and doctors
about who is fit for care and who can be listed on the
elective surgery waiting list — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It was a simple
question about outpatient waiting lists, which have to
date been kept secret.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order at the moment. I have been
listening carefully to the minister and I believe he is
framing his answer in a way that is relevant to the
question.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you, Speaker. We have
an elective surgery waiting list. We have individuals
who, in the view of their treating clinician, are not
ready to be listed on that list — for instance, it would
not be safe for them to be listed and then receive
elective surgery. We then have a whole range of other
different streams of care, or if you like, different
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categories of care — outpatient care, for instance. As a
government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite do not like this,
but as a government we have provided record funding
in relation to outpatient appointments. In this year’s
budget alone 77 000 additional outpatient appointments
have been funded by this government.
Mr Baillieu — On a further point of order, Speaker,
could the question have been any simpler?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not hear — —
Mr Baillieu — He is debating the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is talking of
outpatients and his answer is clearly relevant to the
question. I remind all members of the house that the
Chair cannot force a minister to give the answer that
members may wish. The minister is being relevant to
the question.
Mr Baillieu — On a further point of order, Speaker,
the Premier and other ministers have declined to answer
questions. They have an obligation to answer questions.
We are simply on a waiting list for answers.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, in this year’s
budget this government provided record funding in
relation to outpatient appointments; 77 000 additional
outpatient appointments were funded through record
boosts by this government. When we came to office
there was in the order of 1.5 million outpatient
appointments per year. That figure has now grown to
about 1.7 million outpatient appointments a year split
between medical outpatient appointments and allied
health outpatient appointments. We are continuing to
invest in that. Our commitment, as it was made during
the election campaign in 2006, was through record
funding to grow the total number of appointments by a
further 200 000. The first instalment of that growth
funding was the 77 000 funded in this year’s — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. He has given us a
number of figures but not the figures that were sought
in the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
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Mr ANDREWS — There can be no doubt that this
government has invested record funding in elective
surgery, only a month ago announcing $60 million
worth of additional funding — the biggest one-off blitz
this state has ever seen — and record funding for
outpatients, with an additional 77 000 appointments
funded in this year’s budget alone. Right across the
system we are giving our health services the resources
they need to meet the demand pressures they currently
face.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is continuing to debate the issue rather than
answering the question, which was: how many people
are on the outpatients waiting list. It is a simple
question requiring a simple numerical answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — Finally, I simply say that
outpatients and outpatient services, with record funding
from this government, are managed on a
clinic-by-clinic, health service-by-health service basis.
Unlike those opposite, I have confidence in the care
provided to each and every Victorian outpatient.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer the minister
to the government commitment to deepening the port of
Melbourne’s channels and ensuring job creation across
Victoria, and I ask: can the minister detail to the house
what support the government has received for this
project?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Derrimut for his question and his
continuing support for the channel deepening project,
which of course is a vital project for the state of
Victoria. Channel deepening is critical. It effectively
means that there will be a $2.2 billion economic benefit
to the state of Victoria and that something like
2000 jobs are likely to be delivered from this vital
project. In port logistics alone we are likely to see
something like 14 000 jobs affected by this project, and
of course we are committed as a government to
supporting them.
We are not the only ones who have demonstrated
commitment and continuing resolve to make sure this
project continues. The Victorian Employers Chamber
of Commerce and Industry, the Maritime Union of
Australia, the Australian Industry Group, the Victorian
Freight and Logistics Council and the Committee for
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Melbourne have all voiced their support for this
project — and of course the Victorian Farmers
Federation has said it is time to get on with this project
and has described it as essential for Victoria.
The new junior deputy leader of the opposition — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to refer
to members by their correct title.
Mr PALLAS — The Leader of The Nationals has
previously described this project as magnificent and
indeed as essential, recognising the need to maintain a
modern and efficient export port in Victoria. Despite
the government’s using best practice to deliver this
project and providing levels of reporting never before
seen on a project of this nature across the state, the
Liberals continue to say it is not good enough. They
want to consign Victoria to quagmire of process and
meaningless reporting. For all practical purposes, they
oppose this project. In contrast, the Brumby
government’s position has remained steadfast and clear.
We remain resolved and committed to delivering this
project because it is critical to our economy and critical
to our industries, and it will ultimately encourage job
growth.
Work has now commenced on the project pursuant to
the orders of the Federal Court resulting from the
environmental monitoring. Independent monitoring was
today reported in the Herald Sun as indicating that
water is now clearer at Rosebud than before the project
commenced. These results are indeed consistent with
the reporting that the port itself has monitored and
provided to the public.
Clarity of course is not a strong point when it comes to
the opposition and its position on this issue. In fact
while the members for Polwarth and South-West
Coast — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
confine his answer to government business.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly reading his answer. He is reading
from a document, and I ask him to table the document.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the minister reading
his answer?
Mr PALLAS — I am referring to my notes.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is referring
to notes.
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Mr PALLAS — It is clear that as a government we
continue to support this project and continue to
demonstrate our unshakeable resolve in terms of
delivering the project, unlike opposition members, who
do not even know who their shadow spokespeople for
this project are. The poor old member for Rodney has
not even been told — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will confine
his remarks to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — This government is of course
committed to retaining and maintaining Victoria’s
competitive position. We remain committed to making
sure that we deliver the channel deepening project to
protect our exports and industries more generally —
dairy, grains, manufacturing and of course
winemaking — from facing higher costs for their
products and ultimately Victorians having to pay higher
prices for things such as clothing, DVDs and
whitegoods. That is what it translates as. If you do not
support this project, in effect you do not support the
economic vitality of this state. If you sit on the fence or
if The Nationals consign their principles to the dustbin
of their coalition arrangements — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will refuse to hear the
minister if he does not confine his remarks to
government business.
Mr PALLAS — This government remains
committed to a candid engagement with the community
about where our position stands in respect of channel
deepening. We have not seen that candour from the
opposition. We have not seen it from members of the
Liberal Party, who have continued to indicate a
willingness not to declare their position.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the minister has
concluded his answer.

Bendigo Hospital: waiting lists
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surgery being conducted in the 12 hospitals that were
closed by this rabble here with the support of the
member for Gippsland South — zero.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
debate the question.
Mr ANDREWS — As a government — I have
made this point many times and I will make it again —
we have proudly seen every single health service in this
state receive a funding boost in every single year of our
term in government. That is not a boast — and it is not
a claim that can be made by those opposite, least of all
those who sat idly by as hospital after hospital in rural
community after rural community was closed.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask you to have him
return to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — There can be absolutely no
doubt about our government’s support for the health
services that are critical to rural and regional
communities through a $4.1 billion boost to capital
works and a fair share for country Victoria. There has
been record funding of every single health service, and
again a fair share for country Victoria.
Mr Ryan — I renew the point of order, Speaker.
The minister is debating the question. I have asked a
specific question, and I would ask that you direct him to
answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the minister to come back to the question.
Mr ANDREWS — In terms of elective surgery
waiting lists at the Bendigo health service or other
regional or rural health services, or indeed in a
statewide context, we as a government have made it
clear, in partnership with the commonwealth
government, that there is more to be done in terms
of — —

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to the publicly reported waiting lists at the
Bendigo Hospital, including a list of 590 people waiting
for surgery, and I ask: why has the minister failed to
disclose that an additional 2000 regional Victorians are
languishing for up to 1000 days on the Bendigo
Hospital outpatients waiting list just to see a doctor?

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to
continue.

Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question. The first and
obvious point would be to say that there is no elective

Mr ANDREWS — Thanks to investment by this
government and funding sought and secured from the
commonwealth government — for the first time in

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — They were not this loud in the
1990s, Speaker.
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111⁄2 years the commonwealth government is prepared
to invest in and work with the states — we will see
$60 million worth of elective surgery done in calendar
year 2008. I would have thought that would be of
relevance to Bendigo and other country communities.
Mr Ryan — I renew the point of order, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order at this stage. I believe that the
minister was being relevant to the question.
Mr ANDREWS — That record investment, that
$60 million that will be spent in additional episodes of
elective surgery in rural and regional Victoria and right
across the state, is the biggest one-off boost to elective
surgery in this state’s history.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. He has not even
mentioned outpatients.
Mr ANDREWS — The question was about elective
surgery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I ask the minister not to enter into a
conversation across the table in that manner.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of The Nationals
and all members opposite, indeed all members of this
house and the broader Victorian community, can be
absolutely certain that when it comes to elective surgery
we will continue to give health services right across this
state the resources they need to treat more patients and
provide better care.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. I asked about outpatients
waiting lists. He has not mentioned them.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded his answer.

Rail: freight network
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is to
the Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister
outline to the house actions the government has taken to
support rail freight and passenger services in regional
Victoria?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Seymour for his question and his
ongoing interest in our rail system right around
Victoria. Everyone knows the commitment that this
government has made to rail freight and passenger
services right around Victoria. We know that the
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previous coalition government closed down six regional
rail lines and sold off the entire network.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue, and I ask you to have her
answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order at this time as the minister has
only just started to answer the question.
Ms KOSKY — I ask whether the opposition
members could in fact name the lines they did close.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is not the minister’s
opportunity to ask questions.
Ms KOSKY — We have reopened lines and we
have built new stations right around Victoria, but we
are equally committed to rail freight services right
across Victoria. We know the drought has had a
far-reaching effect.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — The opposition says it is a
shambles. Why is it a shambles? It is because of the
privatisation that the coalition engaged in when it was
in power.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
ignore interjections.
Ms KOSKY — Speaker, of course you would know
that we changed around that shambles last year when
we bought back the track which was sold off under the
failed privatisation of the Kennett coalition. Having
done that, we are continuing to invest in our rail freight
network right around Victoria.
We have had a very severe drought, and that has meant
lower grain harvests. It has also meant fewer exports,
and it means less rail freight. Many in this house would
be aware that just before Christmas, Asciano
announced that it was looking closely at its Victorian
rail freight operations because they were running at a
loss. Unlike those opposite, we sat down with all those
in the industry and talked with them about their needs.
We talked with industry, we talked with the farmers
and we talked with country Victorians about the way
forward. We listened to our backbenchers, who are very
active in advocating on behalf of the rail freight
network.
I again have great news for Victoria. Today I was with
the Premier when we made an announcement about a
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rail freight support package that would support rail
freight going forward. It is only under a Brumby
government that you will see this level of support for
the rail industry right across Victoria. History speaks
for itself. The support package is a two-year,
$20 million package to retain containers and grain on
rail. The Brumby government will provide a rebate for
containers carried on rail services from Warrnambool,
Horsham, Mildura and Shepparton over the next two
years. This is great news for farmers, it is great news for
exporters and it is great news for the environment,
because it will keep thousands of trucks off Victoria’s
regional roads which otherwise would have been there
if we had not provided this support package. The rebate
will be based on a benchmark rate of $100 per
container, and that will be adjusted for volume and
distance.
Last year, as members will be aware, we announced a
rebate also for domestic grain, and we have been
successful in keeping regular deliveries of domestic
grain on rail. Today the Premier and I announced that
we will be extending that rebate to export grain, and
this has been widely welcomed by industry. The only
people who are not supporting this are members of the
coalition sitting opposite, and that is unfortunate. But of
course all government members and local members
have been very supportive — for example, two
members for Northern Victoria Region in another
place, Candy Broad and Kaye Darveniza, and the
Minister for Agriculture, have been of great assistance
in this process.
Our government is very committed to rail freight. We
are working with industry, we are working with farmers
and we are working with country Victorians to make
sure that we can overturn what was a disastrous
privatisation by the former coalition. We did, as I said,
buy back the tracks, and we are in the process of
completing the Mildura upgrade at a cost of $73 million
and the Dynon Port Rail Link project. We govern for
the whole state, and we will keep working hard for
regional Victoria.

Alfred hospital: trauma surgeon
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to a statement by Professor Thomas Kossmann
on 7 December 2007, when he said:
I am a political adviser for the state government and the
health minister. I went on several trips with them to advise
them; my role is enormous.
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I ask: can the minister detail the enormous role of
Professor Kossmann as a political adviser to the state
government?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Let me be
clear about the issues that relate to
Professor Kossmann. There are very serious allegations
made against Professor Kossmann. They are currently
the subject — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — These are very serious matters,
and I would have thought those opposite, having asked
the question, would listen. These are serious matters.
Serious allegations have been made against
Professor Kossmann. They are being appropriately
investigated under a process established at Bayside
Health. I have been briefed on that process, and I have
confidence that it is a robust process. It is not my
intention to run a public commentary on that
investigation, on allegations made against
Professor Kossmann or these nonsense questions from
the Leader of the Opposition. These are serious matters,
and I will not run a commentary on them. I have
confidence in the process that has been established.
What is more, as I understand it, his conduct is the
subject of an Ombudsman’s investigation, and I will
not comment on that either.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It was a simple
question. Professor Kossmann said he was a political
adviser. It had nothing to do with an investigation. We
are asking about his role as a political adviser.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister has concluded his answer.

Major projects: Gippsland summit
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
government’s one and only Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. What action is the government
taking to rebuild, revitalise and invest in eastern
Victoria, and is the minister aware of any endorsements
of the government’s actions?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I would like to thank the member for
Macedon for her question. I was very proud to be in
Traralgon last week to officially open the Eastern
Victoria Major Projects and Opportunities Summit.
That a summit like this was even held in Traralgon, in
Gippsland, is an absolute testament to how far
Gippsland has come since 1999. It is a result of
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investment by this Labor government. Alongside its
investments in new schools, in new roads, in new
police stations and new rail lines, this government has
helped facilitate a massive $3 billion in new investment
in Gippsland. This includes projects such as the
expansion of Patties Foods in Bairnsdale — $3 billion,
$3 billion, three B for billion.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — That is right — $3 billion!
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the chamber
realises that it is $3 billion.
Ms ALLAN — This $3 billion includes the
expansion of Patties Foods in Bairnsdale, Flavorite
Tomatoes in Warragul and the Jindi Cheese company
in Jindivick. We are also seeing investments in new
clean coal technology; and Australian Paper, Energy
Bricks and Murray Goulburn have all had support for
major water-saving initiatives. In hosting the summit
the chief executive officer of Latrobe City Council said
that we have seen over the past five years, and will see
certainly for the next 10 years, significant investments
in major projects in our region.
As I said, this summit could not have been held in
Gippsland 10 years ago when the coalition government
was busy sacking teachers and closing 16 schools
across Gippsland.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — That is 16, in case you wanted to be
corrected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will confine
her comments to government business.
Ms ALLAN — Certainly, Speaker. We have
worked hard in Gippsland in investing in new schools
and employing more teachers, and particularly in
making significant investments in new school
buildings, including the flagship $21.5 million
Gippsland education precinct. We had to save the
Latrobe Valley hospital from a failed privatisation
attempt, and we have gone on to employ an additional
129 nurses and increase funding to the hospital by a
whopping 65.4 per cent in additional money.
A feature of this summit was the future of Gippsland
and how strongly Gippsland is growing. With a
government that was closing schools and closing
hospitals it is no surprise that in the 1990s we saw
people leaving Gippsland in droves. Those who were
left in Gippsland had to deal with an unemployment
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rate of a whopping 17.9 per cent. Today, under the
Labor government, the unemployment rate is down to
4.2 per cent.
All the evidence before us demonstrates that the
Brumby government is rebuilding. We are revitalising
and reinvesting in Gippsland. We have certainly made
Gippsland relevant again right across Victoria, because
it is important to the Brumby government. It is
interesting to note that political parties maintain
government by maintaining their relevance to their
local communities. If you do not maintain relevance,
you get endorsements like this: ‘The truth is, it has been
over 54 years since the National Party had any
relevance in Victorian politics’. Who said that? The
Liberal Party said it. It was the official position of the
Liberal Party at the last state election.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development that question time is
not an opportunity to attack the opposition.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(ASSOCIATE JUDGES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Constitution Act 1975, the
Supreme Court Act 1986 and the County Court Act
1958 to replace the office of master of the Supreme
Court and master of the County Court with the
office of associate judge, to consequentially amend
other legislation and for other purposes.
Read first time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 to provide for the
supply of drugs during public health emergencies
and to further provide for the supply of schedule 8
poisons, schedule 9 poisons and schedule 4 poisons
which are also drugs of dependence to patients,
including drug-dependent persons, and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
332

ASSEMBLY

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 94 to 112
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.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Tuesday, 26 February 2008
The surface of the road being comprised i.e. bitumen
breaking up due to volume and increased weight of
traffic.
The wideness of the road, this road has a narrow seal of
bitumen with loose gravel material on either side which
is inadequate for the volume and weight of traffic.

The aim of this petition is to make VicRoads identify and
allocate funds to upgrade the Colac-Lavers Hill Road; to
improve the quality of the surface the road and to make the
seal of the road wider; to improve safety for residents as well
as tourists who use this road daily.
The following is a list of concerned citizens who believe that
the above aim is justified: (a person must live in Victoria to be
able to sign the petition).

Notices of motion given.
Dr SYKES having given notice of motion:

By Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon)
(107 signatures)

The SPEAKER — Order! I will seek the advice of
the clerks as to whether that notice needs to be edited.

Tabled.

PETITIONS

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

Following petitions presented to house:

Water: north–south pipeline

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

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) (136 signatures)

Colac-Lavers Hill Road: upgrade
This is a petition to Legislative Assembly of Victoria by the
residents of South-West Victoria and in particular concerned
citizens of the condition of the Colac-Lavers Hill Road,
Victoria.
We would like to draw the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria’s attention to several concerns we have regarding the
condition of the road such as:
The increased level of traffic that use the road.

Alert Digest No. 2
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 2 of 2008 on:
Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment Bill
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton
Gardens) Bill
Port Services Amendment (Public Disclosure) Bill
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented report, together
with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17B
granting a licence over Bells Beach Surfing and Recreation
Reserve
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Documents under s 12H:
Poisons Code
Notice regarding amendment, commencement and
availability of the Poisons Code
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Liquor Control Reform Amendment Act 2007 —
Section 13 — 7 February 2008 (Gazette G6, 7 February
2008).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 11 February
to:
Equal Opportunity Amendment (Family
Responsibilities) Bill
Fair Trading and Consumer Acts Further
Amendment Bill.

Standard for the Uniform Scheduling of Drugs and
Poisons No. 22
Murray-Darling Basin Commission — Report 2006–07
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Baw Baw — C48, C49

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton
Gardens) Bill.

Brimbank — C89 Part 2, C101
Cardinia — C109
Colac Otway — C50
Corangamite — C16 Part 1
Greater Shepparton — C71, C80, C101
Hepburn — C40
Hume — C96
Indigo — C34
Macedon Ranges — C26, C58
Manningham — C65
Melton — C76
Moira — C26
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC46
Road Management Act 2004 — Order under Schedule 5A
(Gazette S341, 18 December 2007)
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Fisheries Act 1995 — SR 4
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SRs 5, 6
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 3
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Ministers’ exception
certificates in relation to Statutory Rules 3, 6.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 19 December 2006:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday,
28 February 2008:
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment
Bill
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill.

In moving the recommendation contained in this
motion the government is following through on the
proposal it outlined during the last parliamentary sitting
week in the same part of the parliamentary program
wherein it said that this week and the preceding
parliamentary sitting week would be weeks during
which a large part of the response to the government’s
newly established annual statement of government
intentions would be dealt with.
In accordance with the pattern that we established over
the last sitting week, we intend to have three bills dealt
with as part of the legislative program, and hence they
are contained in the motion on the government business
program that the house is giving consideration to. But
in addition to that, of course, we will also be spending a
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large amount of our time in this chamber and a large
amount of the government business time dealing with
individual responses to the annual statement of
government intentions. We would expect that at the
conclusion of this week we may well not have
completed the responses of individual members to the
annual statement of government intentions; however,
the bulk of those would have been dealt with.
What we do in terms of the third parliamentary sitting
week — whether we deal with legislation that is on the
notice paper together with the two bills that were given
notice of today or whether we have a shandy of those
that are on the notice paper, particularly those that have
been held over from last calendar year, and any
remaining contributions of individual members to the
response to the annual statement of government
intentions — will be the subject of notification in this
part of the program in the third sitting week. You can
see that it is a task for the house that is achievable. It
provides, as was always intended, the opportunity for
individual members to make their contribution. I think
individual members have appreciated being provided
with that opportunity at the start of a calendar year, and
we will continue that this week. I commend the motion
to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Certainly given the
paucity of bills that are currently before the house — I
notice there will be a number of speakers on each of
those bills — I do not think they will pose too much
controversy to the house. We breathlessly anticipate the
elongated debate about the statement of government
intent. I note from a couple of notices of motion moved
by the Leader of the House in relation to committees
that one of those may cause some delay before we
move on to the breathlessly anticipated statement of
government intent and the contributions from all
members of this house, but I have no doubt that we will
finish the government business program by 4 o’clock
on Thursday. It is not a very busy schedule, but given
the government’s statement in relation to the statement
of government intent about its significance in its eyes
and its desire to give it due credit, there will no doubt
be ample time for many speakers to make their
contributions in relation to that matter.
I have often spoken in this place expressing my
personal gratitude to the Leader of the House and the
Premier’s office for providing us with some certainty as
to the nature of the government business program in the
forthcoming week. Being an opposition not in control
of any of the agenda, of course, we know there are
many steps that need to be taken in relation to notice of
that government business program. I have often said it
would be far better for democracy to have the program
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announced some weeks before the sitting week
outlining those bills that are going to be discussed.
Certainly I have suggested that we could all look at,
say, the example of the United Kingdom, where last
thing on a Thursday before the adjournment debate the
government business program for the forthcoming two
weeks is debated some two weeks in advance. That is
done even without the guillotine that we have here, but
it is very important that this is provided.
My experience on other occasions has been that quite
often the process was a bit higgledy-piggledy and it was
a bit hit and miss whether you actually got the program
within an appropriate time, but certainly since I have
taken on this role the Leader of the House and, as I said,
the Premier’s office have notified the Liberal Party of
that government business program on the Thursday of
the preceding week at about 5 o’clock, which has
enabled us to get our material prepared for the
forthcoming week.
However, in this circumstance there was perhaps some
assumption made — or it may have been deliberate; I
do not know — but for whatever reason that
particularly well-worn path was left and that pattern of
regular notification was interrupted, because while I got
notice of the government business program, the
government chose to ignore The Nationals, and, despite
a request from the manager of business for The
Nationals, it was not forthcoming. The fact is that we
are two separate parties. We may have decided to meet
together and to have a common view or a common
attack point in relation to the government, but we are
two separate parties. I note that the manager of business
for The Nationals is also The Nationals Whip and that
that position is retained. However, for some reason the
government did not show the manager of business for
The Nationals the courtesy of providing him with the
details of the government business program, and it was
not until I was able to speak to him late on Thursday
evening that I was able to convey that message to him.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — I notice that the Leader of the
House is commenting across the table that that is not
true. Certainly from the discussions I have had with the
manager of business for The Nationals, it seems he was
deliberately left out. I hope it was a clerical error and
not a deliberate tactical stunt on behalf of the
government, but appropriate notice was not given to
The Nationals. This matter was raised and discussed in
our party room. Accordingly, in support of The
Nationals and because the government has chosen, for
whatever reason, to ignore its obligation to notify the
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third party in this chamber, the opposition will be
opposing the government business program.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I rise today to support
the government business program moved by the Leader
of the House and indicate that in our work this week we
will be debating three important pieces of legislation on
which many members will wish to make a contribution.
Members will also have an opportunity to take part in
the continuing debate on the annual statement of
government intentions, as I know many members have
already taken great pride and enjoyment in doing.
I note with some interest the comments of the member
for Kew on the way he would prefer the notification of
debates to take place. It is interesting that the opposition
is in some sort of confusion about how such matters
normally proceed. This government has made a
considerable improvement in comparison with what
was done by former governments in the way parties are
notified of how the business of the house will be
conducted. Notwithstanding that, we have a situation in
which this year this government has introduced a
statement of government intentions — the first time
such a statement has been introduced in any Australian
parliament. We indicated to the Parliament and the
people of Victoria in that statement that some 60 bills
will be dealt with as we go forward this year.
I think it was quite hypocritical of the opposition
member to raise that issue in the way he did. But he
went further and did the Leader of the House a
disservice, if I may say so, in relation to the way
notification takes place. The government has been put
into a particular position in relation to how it deals with
the opposition as a result of the coalition arrangements
entered into recently by the Liberal Party and The
Nationals.
As the government, we have taken note of the new
coalition arrangements between the Liberal Party and
The Nationals, and we simply note that the shadow
cabinet announced on 13 February names the member
for Kew as manager of opposition business in the
Legislative Assembly. We have taken that at face value,
and we make our decisions on whom we talk to and
whom we deal with in relation to the organisation of the
business program of this house on the basis of the
information that is provided to the government about
how the opposition wishes to organise itself.
An honourable member — Jointly.
Mr LUPTON — Jointly indeed, and the press
release to which I refer is a joint press release issued by
the Liberal Party and The Nationals. It talks about the
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coalition unveiling its shadow ministry and goes on to
detail the responsibilities of the shadow cabinet. It talks
about the manager of opposition business in the
Legislative Assembly being the member for Kew. The
member for Lowan, regardless of his undoubted merits
in various ways, does not get a guernsey as far as the
opposition is concerned as being in any way a manager
of opposition business or responsible for those matters.
In the circumstances it is entirely appropriate that the
Leader of the House deal with the manager of
opposition business in the Legislative Assembly. We
operate on the basis that this coalition is a fair dinkum
coalition and that these two parties are operating as one
entity in this house. They are parties that not only meet
together but make joint decisions on how they are to
vote in this house. That is what the coalition announced
to the people of Victoria on 13 February. We operate on
that basis. We accept it at face value and act
accordingly. I am perfectly happy with the government
business program this week. I commend it to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
The Nationals, one of the two independent parties that
have come together in coalition. I want to highlight
again that I have had a very good working relationship
in looking after the government business program in the
house while I have been The Nationals Whip. Since I
have been in this role, every Thursday before
Parliament has sat, I have received an email from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet outlining the
government business program. There has often been
discussion with the Leader of the House in relation to
that business. We have had a very courteous and good
relationship.
Last Thursday, before this week’s sitting of Parliament,
I rang the Leader of the House and left a message on
his mobile telephone. I rang a couple of people at
Premier and Cabinet with whom I have previously dealt
in relation to the government business program and left
messages on their mobile phones.
Mr Batchelor — Who rang the member for Lowan
back?
Mr DELAHUNTY — The Leader of the House did
ring back, and I appreciated the courtesy. But I was
disappointed with his answer when he said that he did
not send me the government business program because
he had sent it to the coalition. The Leader of the House
sent it to the Liberal Party, to the member for Kew. I
stated that I am still The Nationals Whip. If the member
for Prahran had looked at the press release, I believe he
would have seen that I was still listed as The Nationals
Whip. I told the Leader of the House that I was
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disappointed I had not got the government business
program and that I would appreciate it coming through
to me.
I checked my email that night and again the next
morning, and it was not until I rang the member for
Kew and asked if he had the government business
program that I received it because he was kind and
courteous enough to send it through to us. I was able to
distribute a copy of the program to my colleagues in
The Nationals to inform them of what bills were going
to be debated, but it was a much longer process than
was needed. I do not think it would cost much for the
Leader of the House and particularly the Department of
Premier and Cabinet to email the program to me.
I want to comment on the contribution of the member
for Prahran. He was not here when the previous
government was in office. He spoke about 60 bills
being debated this year. Today we have had only two
bills brought forward. Members of the Labor
government, and maybe the public servants, not only
took off a lot of time over Christmas but they must have
taken an extended break. They also might have had a
rostered day off, or an RDO. Most Fridays now — —
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Amendment Bill and the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill. The debate on those
three bills should take a reasonable time, as did the bills
we debated in the last sitting week. But as the Leader of
the House said, we also have before us the annual
statement of government intentions. In debating that
statement, members will be able to get up and speak
about things which are important to them. It might be to
do with their portfolio responsibilities or it might be in
relation to their electorate. We have six members still to
speak. I believe the government has a lot more than
that, so I am pleased that debate will continue into the
next sitting week. It will ensure every member has an
opportunity to speak.
We are not really sure what the statement is about, but
we are going to make sure the Labor government
knows we are coming after it, and we will highlight
some of our concerns during the time we have to speak
on the annual statement of government intentions.
I say to the Leader of the House, whom I am pleased to
see has listened to this debate, that it is only common
courtesy that the independent parties on this side of the
house should get a copy of the government business
program in the week prior to the sitting of the house.

Mr K. Smith — Rudd days off.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Rudd days off; that is
correct. I think they had more of them over summer.
They might have been celebrating and therefore forgot
what they should be doing in this place, which is to
bring forward legislation.
I am sure that as an Independent member the member
for Gippsland East still gets the government business
program — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I am sure he would! But the
nine of us who sit in this house are part of an
independent party, The Nationals, and I do not believe
there is anything wrong with sending us the
government business program so I can inform my
colleagues. I say again to the member for Prahran and
to the Leader of the House, that I am still The Nationals
Whip; nothing has changed in the last two weeks. I am
still The Nationals Whip, and as a courtesy I think the
government business program should be sent to me.
In the minute I have left I want to comment on the
business program which I finally obtained through the
member for Kew. Three bills will be debated in the
house this week — the Classification (Publications,
Film and Computer Games) ( Enforcement) Bill, the
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts

Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — In joining the debate
on the government business program I commend the
Leader of the House, but I also wish to comment on the
dummy spit by The Nationals Whip. He complains he
is no longer in the loop, but the press release on the
Liberal Party and The Nationals coalition, which was
mentioned by the member for Prahran, clearly states
that the manager of opposition business in the
Legislative Assembly is the member for Kew. It also
clearly states who the whips are, and that is one of the
things I looked at as Government Whip. The member
for Bulleen is the Opposition Whip — Liberals and the
member for Lowan is The Nationals Whip. It does not
say that the member for Lowan is a manager of
opposition business.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LANGDON — It has changed dramatically. As
Government Whip I negotiate with the two whips. The
Opposition Whip is constantly telling me that I should
not deal with the manager of opposition business; I
should deal strictly with the whips, which I do. The
Leader of the House deals strictly with the manager of
opposition business. The member for Prahran quoted
the opposition press release, and I too will quote from a
Liberal Party press release. It states:
The Liberal Party and The Nationals have agreed that:
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the Liberal Party and The Nationals will form a
coalition;
the coalition between the parties will be in place for the
next sitting of Parliament …

A further press release states that portfolio allocations
have been determined. The release basically says that
the manager of opposition business is the member for
Kew, not the member for Kew and the member for
Lowan. The press release goes on to say that there will
be joint party meetings. Therefore the manager of
opposition business should talk to the coalition — the
opposition — but clearly there seems to be some
difficulty there.
Mr Batchelor — We will teach you how to be in
coalition.
Mr LANGDON — I take up the interjection that we
will teach the opposition how to be in coalition. The
dummy spit from The Nationals Whip was done with
good intentions, but I will deal with him as The
Nationals Whip and I will deal with the Opposition
Whip — Liberals. I will let the Leader of the House
deal with the manager of opposition business, and that
is the way it should be.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 51
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 31
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
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Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Ryan, Mr
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
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Mineral sands: Iluka Resources
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I would like to welcome the
commitment of Iluka Resources Ltd of $209 million to
a mineral sands project in the north-west of Victoria
near Ouyen. Victoria has a large number of high-quality
mineral sands deposits and it is great to see that
industry is keen to develop them in a sustainable
manner. Regional investment through sustainable
development is a priority for the Brumby government
and undoubtedly has many benefits for our regional
communities, including employment, diversification of
regional economies and the upgrading of regional
services and infrastructure. This Iluka project is no
exception.
This second stage of Iluka’s operations in Victoria will
see the employment of about 250 people in the
construction phase and the provision of about
130 ongoing jobs during the operational phase. The
project will have more benefits than just those to the
people of Ouyen. It will have many flow-on benefits for
regional Victoria, with raw products expected to be
transported for processing at Iluka’s mineral separation
plant at Hamilton before being exported through the
port of Portland. This is great news for regional
Victoria. This project is subject to ongoing
development approval, including a rigorous process of
public consultation. Provided the project obtains the
required approvals, construction is expected to
commence in 2009. The Victorian earth resources
industry is a vital part of our Victorian economy,
contributing more than $5 billion a year.

Land tax: rates
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Brumby government for totally
misleading Victorians on the issue of land tax. The facts
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are that land tax bills are set to soar again because the
government has scrapped its 2006 promise to mum and
dad investors that it would cap land tax. The Treasurer
in another place recently boasted in the headline of a
media release of 1 February that ‘Victorians pay less
land tax in 2008 following reforms’. This is simply not
true. Victorians are being misled once again by an
out-of-touch Labor government.
Only last December in its budget update the Brumby
government stated that:
Based on recent strong growth in real estate prices, a revised
forecast of the extent of the revaluation of site values as at
1 January 2008 has contributed to a further upward revision to
land tax in 2008–09 and beyond …

The facts are that the budget update revealed that land
tax revenue is now expected to be $880 million this
financial year, compared to last May’s state budget
forecast of $765 million — a 15.1 per cent increase in
only seven months. Land tax has now increased by
more than 114 per cent under Labor, soaring from
$411 million in 1999 to a forecast $880 million in 2008.
Victorian families are investing for their future but are
being thwarted by the land tax.

East Meets West Lunar New Year festival
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — On the last
weekend of January I had the pleasure of attending and
participating in the east meets west festival, the 19th to
be held in the central business district of Footscray. It
was bigger and better than ever before, with more
people attending, more stalls, more excitement, more
entertainment and a wonderful street parade.
I would like to express my appreciation to Mr Binh Lee
and the organising committee for the work they put into
this year’s festival and previous festivals. It was a
sensational success for all who were involved and a
great way for cultures to mix, for people to learn from
the wonderful rich culture of the Vietnamese
community, and for people of many cultures to see how
well it is done in the western suburbs of Melbourne,
with the festival uniting communities, and people
sharing experiences and enjoying what was a wonderful
day in wonderful weather, and the traders getting to
show all that they can offer to the people of the west —
and beyond, for those who crossed the
Maribyrnong River to enjoy the festival’s activities.
There was lion dancing, martial arts, and food. There
was a really festive atmosphere and activities went right
through until 11 o clock at night. Congratulations to all
those involved in a successful festival.
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Rail: Toolamba–Echuca line
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — The receipt of
correspondence from the Minister for Public Transport
is cause for great celebration in my office. Normally a
request for information will result in the arrival of a
letter many months later, so any reply, particularly one
that is relevant, is a rare event. For example, on
28 February last year I sought information from the
minister on the restoration of train services on the
Toolamba–Echuca line. Due to poor visibility at many
of the crossings and the long absence of trains on that
particular line, many of my constituents regarded the
reopening of the line as the preamble to a serious
accident.
On 11 October, some eight months later, the minister
replied to my letter, with the somewhat ironic assurance
that the government had placed a high priority on rail
safety. She informed me that five level crossings on the
Toolamba–Echuca line had been nominated for
upgrade, but failed to mention the location of these
crossings. This being a point of vital interest to my
constituents, I made several phone calls and sent a
number of emails over a period of several months, all of
which were ignored. Finally I approached the minister
in Parliament, and in January I received a reply.
However, the minister again failed to mention the
location of the level crossings, and the letter bore little
relevance to my inquiries. I have written again to the
minister urging her to make the locations known, but I
am beginning to think the minister is probably too busy
overseeing the shambles that is Connex to bother with
rural train lines.

St James Uniting Church, Wattle Park: 60th
anniversary
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — Today I would
like to congratulate the congregation of St James
Uniting Church, Wattle Park, on 60 years of worship as
a community of faith. I was honoured to be invited to
join with the congregation last Sunday to celebrate the
milestone — a congregation which includes the
Governor and his wife. We were welcomed by Don
Walker, the congregation chairperson, and the minister,
Reverend Denis Hawkey. Reverend Jason Kioa, the
Uniting Church Moderator for Victoria and Tasmania,
was guest of honour and preached the sermon on the
special anniversary for the church.
We were provided with a splendid dinner followed by
this special service. There were lots of photos around
the wall to show the history over the last 60 years.
Thanks go to the musicians, Mrs Belle Farmer and Vic
Atkinson. Vic has been playing the organ there for
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many years although in recent years he has not been
able to do it on a regular basis. The church choir was
also very good, as was the special Sudanese women’s
choir. There was also a special presentation on the
journey of the church from the original Nissan hut,
which was purchased by the Presbyterian Church,
through to Staley Hall, which was named after the
family who founded the church, to Forsythe Hall,
which was named after the first minister, to the church,
which was opened in 1964, and the move in 1977 from
the Presbyterian Church to the Uniting Church of today.
St James has always been a central part of the Wattle
Park and Box Hill South communities and remains so
today, having provided marvellous support for
Sudanese refugees and the wider community with its
kindergarten. Congratulations once again from the
Parliament of Victoria to St James Uniting Church on
its anniversary.

Rail: Stony Point line
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I again raise the
matter of rail safety across the state for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport and the Premier.
Yesterday yet another Victorian lost their life on a level
crossing that did not have boom barrier protection.
Today I call on the Minister for Public Transport to
resign immediately. This situation is costing Victorians
their lives and the minister has shown herself to be
unable or unwilling to act with the urgency required.
My community is once again in mourning for a life cut
tragically short by a collision on the Stony Point line.
Kay Stanley was a vibrant, involved and caring
member of the community, who taught kindergarten
children as a profession and donated her spare time
assisting the Pelican Theatre Company. Tragically, Kay
was expecting a baby at the time of the accident, and
her death has robbed Kay’s fiancé, Brett, of the love of
his life and their child. Kay’s mother, Gwen Bates,
travelled from England to say goodbye to her only
daughter. I would like to extend, on behalf of myself
and the community, heartfelt condolences to Gwen and
Brett.
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meet with her face to face, and I urge him to answer her
call with urgency.

Santa Maria College, Northcote: achievements
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — On
5 December last year I visited Santa Maria College in
Northcote to present the Duke of Edinburgh awards
bronze medallion to 190 year 9 students. Santa Maria
College is a Catholic girls secondary school built on the
tradition of the Sisters of the Good Samaritan. The
college caters for 950 girls from 47 different language
backgrounds, who come mostly from the northern
suburbs of Melbourne. It has a long history of
empowering young women and promoting social
justice.
The girls participated in all four components of the
award — service, skill, adventurous journey and
physical recreation. Each activity ran for a minimum of
three months and for at least 1 hour per week. Students
pursued their new challenges in their own time, which
was testament to their commitment to building a strong
community spirit. I was impressed to hear that these
young women undertook service in a variety of areas,
including a women’s refuge, the Open Mind Fiesta,
Royal Children’s Hospital fundraising, after-school
care, and refugee support agencies. The achievement of
the students in gaining this award is a credit to them
and to Santa Maria College, which provides such an
excellent foundation for young women in the north.
I also wish to bring to the house’s attention, especially
in light of the apology to indigenous Australians by our
Prime Minister, an important work by young
indigenous students at Santa Maria College. Emily
Leon, Jade Coombe, Natika Cunningham, Nikita
Tabuteau, Sammantha Mintem and Sarah Thorpe
researched and wrote An lndij Sport Report, an
excellent publication that arose from the indigenous
readers program. It is an excellent publication, and
given the strength of it, I feel sure these six indigenous
authors will make many more significant contributions
to our community in the future.

Firearms: licensing
Mrs Bates has pledged to campaign for as long as it
takes to ensure that boom barriers are installed on all
crossings on the Stony Point line. She is working with
the community, distributing petitions that call upon the
Brumby government to install boom barriers on the
remaining unprotected Stony Point line crossings. I
tabled the first of these petitions today. Kay Stanley
touched many within her community. Her life had real
meaning; she will be forever missed and never
forgotten. Mrs Bates has pleaded with the Premier to

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I am very grateful to the
members for Benambra and Benalla, who have brought
to my attention the recent publication of a regulatory
impact statement regarding amendments to the firearms
regulations. Most particularly, the amendments
proposed by this regulatory impact statement could see
a sevenfold increase in the cost of many licences under
the current statutory regime. Most particularly, firearm
dealers could see their licence fees increase from a little
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bit below $1000 to $7000 — a sevenfold increase. We
all know this is brought about because the government
wants to move to cost recovery, but if that is the case
we must have the most antiquated, out-of-date and
expensive licensing regime in this country. To compare
it with New South Wales, the fee for a dealer’s licence
is a mere $500; in Queensland it is $143. The next most
expensive licence fee after Victoria’s is in South
Australia, where it is still only $1500, not the $7000
that this government wants to take.
I am sure the Minister for Agriculture and the member
for Ripon would understand, if you take the dealers out
of small country communities, you impact upon the
regime and certainly the social aspect that is one of the
great enforcers, and it could see 60 per cent of dealers
go.

Seymour District Memorial Hospital:
maternity services
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the local Seymour doctors, staff,
management and board of the Seymour District
Memorial Hospital who have worked together to bring
about the resumption of birthing services to support
mothers and families in the Seymour district. It has not
been an easy road for the many dedicated professionals,
families and volunteers who give so much to ensure
that Seymour District Memorial Hospital provides a
full suite of services for the local community as well as
for surrounding rural communities. To resume a safe
and sustainable service the hospital required a work
force of obstetricians, anaesthetists and midwives —
people who are passionate about providing quality
services for people in the local area. These people
stayed around and helped to attract, recruit and be
recruited. They have also maintained their
qualifications during the period of suspension of
services.
Being able to bring all this together speaks volumes for
the dedication of the workforce and the dedication and
support of the management, the volunteers and the
Department of Human Services. On behalf of the local
community, families and future mothers I thank those
who have brought about this fantastic outcome for our
community and I wish them well in continuing their
important work into the future.
It was also a great pleasure to visit the hospital with the
Minister for Health on Friday, 15 February, to
announce $45 000 of equipment funding for a neonatal
resuscitaire, a CTG, or cardiotocographic machine, and
two sonicaids to ensure mothers and babies receive the
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care they need and the nurses and doctors have modern
equipment — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Environment: container deposit scheme
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — Next Sunday is
Clean Up Australia Day, and I, like many other
members of this place, will be participating. This year,
as in previous years, beverage containers will make up
a large proportion of the rubbish that will be collected.
Last year’s rubbish report by the Clean Up Australia
Day organisation indicated that:
Six of the top ten items were beverage containers and bottle
caps, with plastic and glass bottles, bottle tops and cans
accounting for 42.7 per cent of the top ten and 22 per cent of
all rubbish found.

It is time that Australia had a container deposit
legislation (CDL) scheme, and I draw members’
attention to the Community Litter Report compiled by a
community-based group which did surveys across
South Australia and Victoria. It reports that
21.6 beverage containers per kilometre were found
along Victorian roads, and in South Australia there
were 7.3 containers per kilometre. A CDL scheme
would be one way of removing our roadside litter. It
would also be an important way of increasing recycling
rates.
I give notice that I will be inviting all members in this
place to stand on the front steps of Parliament with me
at 12 o’clock on Tuesday of the next sitting week to
support the introduction of a CDL scheme in Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Torquay and Jan Juc: surfboat crews
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I have
great pleasure in informing the house that the Torquay
under 19 men’s surfboat crew recently took out the
prestigious Australian Surf Rowers League Australian
Open at Stockton Beach, New South Wales. The
Torquay crew is coached by sweep, Brett Mazouris,
and comprises 16-year-old Jackson McCaffrey,
17-year-old Jackson Costa, 18-year-old Tas Cockerill
and 18-year-old Zach Anderson. A majority of the boys
have been together for four years, and the past
12 months, under the guidance of coach, Brett
Mazouris, have seen a number of major milestones
accomplished. They include a 2007 silver medal at the
Victorian titles; the highest placed Victorian crew at the
Australian open last year; winning the age group final
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at the Torquay carnival this year; and a number of other
awards I do not have time to list.
To qualify for competition the crews must first spend at
least 16 hours of patrol time on the beaches during each
season. This is in addition to four nights per week
training. That is a considerable sacrifice by these rowers
at a crucial time in their teenage social lives. The boys
have a strong commitment to each other, and they
comprise their own patrol group when patrolling and
supervising swimmers during the season.
I would also like to congratulate the Jan Juc open
women’s squad which finished second in the same
event against more than 50 other crews. Over the years
they have consistently been one of the strongest female
crews in the country. These girls are the current
Australian Surf Rowers League interstate champions.
The crew has also just completed the Ocean Thunder
series, in which they placed in three of the four finals
and came third in the overall standings. The crew is
undefeated in Victoria this season and is on track to
take out the Victorian and hopefully Australian titles
over the next few weeks. The team consists of Birte
Knaus, Lara Jeffery and sisters Jessica and Emily
Stirling. It is swept by Scott Tannahill. I wish both
crews the best of luck at the Victorian titles.

Crime: minimum sentencing
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I wish to raise the
issue of lenient sentencing in our state. I recently met
with Annette van der Hoek, whose daughter
Linda-Anne was callously murdered by her husband
and left to be found by her children. Annette came to
see me about tougher sentencing and remains a strong
advocate for change. My meeting with Annette brought
home to me the issue of lenient sentencing and what we
as responsible legislators must do to ensure that our
justice system remains in step with what the community
expects of that system.
As it stands, maximum sentences are rarely given to
violent offenders. The recent bashing of 75-year-old
great-grandmother, Barbara Durea, and the sentence her
attacker received — which many in the community
perceived as a slap on the wrist — is exactly the kind of
example that infuriates our community. The community
continues to demand that heavier sentences be handed
down to reflect the violence of crimes committed by the
offender, a call recently taken up by the Director of
Public Prosecutions, Jeremy Rapke.
Victorians seems to have been treated with some
disdain by our judiciary when they have voiced their
discontent with lenient sentencing. Victorians should
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not be treated as though they do not have a clue about
these matters, and their views should be respected and
acted upon. It is remiss of this government not to
effectively tackle the issue of lenient sentencing.
Victorians need to be heard. I urge the Brumby
government to finally listen to Victorians concerns and
enter the debate regarding standard minimum
sentencing in Victoria.

Moonee Valley: charity fundraising event
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — Last Friday night
I had the pleasure of attending a fundraising function at
the Boathouse restaurant in Moonee Ponds. This was
organised by the mayor of the City of Moonee Valley,
Cr Paul Giuliano, to assist with the medical expenses
for Trishna and Krishna, the conjoined twins from
Bangladesh who are in Australia under the auspices of
Moira Kelly. The mayor was very keen to make a
contribution, and due to a great deal of community
support, $18 500 was raised from the function on the
night.
The manager of the Boathouse restaurant, Gary
Mehigan, was very helpful in making the restaurant
available for the function. All of the food and wine was
donated and raffle prizes and auction items were
donated by members of the Moonee Valley
community — it was a great community event. Part of
the evening involved a demonstration of the cooking of
the food that was served that night, and the chefs from
the Press Club and from La Luna assisted on the
evening. I know the Minister for Agriculture, who is at
the table, was very sad that he did not get an
opportunity to taste the beautiful food that was provided
for us.
I congratulate the mayor and everyone involved in the
fundraising exercise. It is good for local councils to
occasionally look at other areas and take on causes that
are important to them. It was a great night.

Police: Sandringham station
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — While I
welcome the impending construction of a new
Sandringham police station, I do have concerns
regarding the breadth of consultation with the local
community. In particular I quote a well-written series of
comments by Yvonne James, a Sandringham resident.
She notes:
Top of my list —

in relation to the new police station —
would be access and parking.
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My access, as well as other homes, is from … a narrow
single-width lane which currently requires consideration and
patience when householders want to travel to and from their
garage.
My visitors take their chance for parking with customers to
the library, Coles and the other shops and restaurants which
abound in the area. Abbott Street is parked out all day, from
early hours, up past Fernhill Road and along side streets such
as Essex Street.
High-rise built in Waltham Street have added shops and
residences but not sufficient parking spaces to deal with same.
If the police station does not include sufficient parking for all
staff plus all expected clientele, then we locals will face even
more traffic problems. Also, if the station’s plans give access
via Chamberlain Lane or Brooklyn Place, I will be greatly
inconvenienced and, at age 80, I depend on easy access for
my car.

The letter by Yvonne James is complemented by a
number of other contributions from local residents, the
majority of whom regard car-parking provision in the
local Sandringham precinct as being of fundamental
importance, with increased levels of patronage on the
Sandringham train line, with the importance of
car-parking access to local shops — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Elizabeth Fitzgerald
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I was recently
privileged to have Lizzie Fitzgerald from Melbourne
University spend a few days with me, and she would
like to say this to the Victorian Parliament:
My name is Elizabeth Fitzgerald. I’m currently studying arts
and law, and I’m really excited to be here on work experience
this week. Perhaps one of the most important things that the
studies I have undertaken so far have taught me is that it’s
impossible to feel satisfied with how much you’ve learned.
Quite often, all learning seems to do is open my eyes to how
much more there is still to know. This is frustrating, because
it means that my political beliefs are not yet fully developed,
as I am loath to form conclusions based on incomplete
evidence. By the same token, though, I suppose it is
important, because it encourages caution in making
judgements.
These very feelings of uncertainty do make me feel
‘grounded’, though, in at least one political belief: that
education should be a governmental priority. If we cannot
know anything for sure, we should strive to make the
evidence on which we base our beliefs as thorough as
possible. I feel that a proper investment in education yields
long-term solutions to problems to which it is often tempting
to apply ‘bandaids’. Educated citizens can participate in
democracy in the fullest sense and make for empowered and
prosperous societies.
I figure that the only way to remedy the impossibility of really
knowing anything is to have as many different experiences as
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possible and to make them as diverse as possible. That is why
I’m really glad to have the opportunity to spend these few
days in Parliament — —

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

Traralgon bypass: route
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I speak today on the
Traralgon bypass saga which continues to disturb many
in the Latrobe Valley. Despite an original proposed
route W4B being agreed upon in 2004 and supported
by the vast majority of the community, including key
stakeholders such as the Department of Primary
Industries, a supplementary inquiry was convened in
2006 at the request of DPI. The Traralgon bypass
supplementary inquiry determined a new route which
would effectively prohibit future residential
development between Traralgon and Morwell, despite a
lack of available land in the region and the fact that
Traralgon is one of Victoria’s fastest growing regional
centres.
The panel’s decision was adopted by this government,
much to the chagrin of those who had invested
considerable sums of money and resources into the
inquiry process. The government, in its wisdom,
applied a buffer zone 400 metres to the south and
600 metres to the north from the centre of the new
proposed bypass route. By applying the northern buffer
zone the government has now impinged upon land
earmarked for future residential development as well as
on a number of important local businesses. Some of the
affected businesses include National Foods, the Century
Inn motel, the Tandara caravan park, the Village
caravan park, various car yards and, most unbelievably
of all, Latrobe Regional Airport and Latrobe Regional
Hospital. These businesses, along with local developers
and Latrobe City Council, are once again faced with the
prospect of an uncertain future. The ineptitude of the
Minister for Planning and the Brumby government
throughout this whole sorry saga has been nothing short
of appalling, and one can only hope that eventually
common sense will prevail.

Chisholm Institute of TAFE, Frankston:
funding
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — Students in
Frankston were delighted to hear about a recent funding
announcement by the state government for Chisholm
Institute’s Frankston campus. In a major funding boost,
the campus will receive $405 000 to upgrade a range of
facilities. It is particularly pleasing to see this money
going into energy-saving renovations. The upgrades
will help to reduce the carbon footprint of Chisholm’s
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Frankston campus, which is an important issue for
many staff and students at Chisholm and in the broader
Frankston community.

dislocate, then he endures the pain of having to ‘put
them back in’. It is not his fault that a car accident
20 years ago left him in this condition.

I congratulate the Minister for Skills and Workforce
Participation on her commitment to vocational training
in Frankston and across Victoria. By investing more
than $1.1 billion in vocational education since 1999 the
state government is doing its part to expand the
capacity of Australia’s economy — a crucial step in the
fight against inflation. I encourage the minister to keep
skills training in Frankston a top priority.

As for his pancreatitis, it is severe enough that he has
been admitted to hospital on two occasions, including
to the intensive care unit. He often takes four to five
doses of morphine a day. When it flares up, the
ambulance officers believe he is ill enough to be taken
to the local emergency department, but he is often told
there are no beds available. The Brumby Labor
government needs to stop covering up its secret waiting
lists and start providing Victorians with the services
their increased taxes are capable of paying for.

Federal member for Dunkley: performance
Dr HARKNESS — Unfortunately, not everyone
shows the same level of genuine commitment to
residents in Frankston. The federal Liberal member for
Dunkley demonstrated this in a puzzling speech to the
House of Representatives on Friday. The member for
Dunkley seems to have a highly selective memory
when he talks nostalgically about the final days of the
Howard government. While he asserts that his election
campaign focused on local issues, Frankston residents
know that the reality was different.
The truth is that Frankston residents were bombarded
almost daily with mountains of misleading propaganda
defending WorkChoices. While it might be politically
convenient for the member for Dunkley to try to rewrite
history, Frankston residents know that the Liberal Party
ran a defensive, expensive fear-mongering election
campaign.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — How timely that
Victorians were today made aware of the waiting list
crisis in our hospitals. Members of the coalition have
been screaming this point from the rooftops for several
years. Finally the public might start realising that the
Brumby Labor government has been dudding them and
pulling the wool over their eyes for far too long. Why
are there thousands upon thousands of people living
with excruciating pain on a daily basis? The state’s
surplus is around $800 million, but still the waiting lists
grow.
Take 45-year-old Ross, for example, who wrote to me
explaining that he requires two knee replacements and
major back surgery, and that he suffers from
life-threatening pancreatitis. The hospital will not do his
knees until he is 50 and it will not do his back operation
until after his knees are done, and as a result this young
man is on six to eight Valium tablets per day to control
the back spasms. If he walks too much his knees

Aboriginals: federal government apology
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — On occasions
parliaments and political leaders understand basic
human decency and act to right a grave wrong
perpetrated by past legislation, regulation and
departmental practice. On even rarer occasions
parliaments say sorry for past errors. Since the
Victorian Parliament last met, Australia’s Prime
Minister, Kevin Rudd, gave an apology to Australia’s
indigenous people. It was a moment of which many of
us were particularly proud. Prime Minister Rudd
recognised that most basic instinct of what is right and
wrong when he said, ‘Decency, human decency,
universal human decency’ requires that we ‘right an
historical wrong’.
We learnt in the Prime Minister’s statement that from
1910 to 1970 between 10 per cent and 30 per cent of
indigenous children were taken from their mothers and
fathers and that up to 50 000 children were forcibly
taken. He said:
… this was the product of the deliberate, calculated policies
of the state as reflected in the explicit powers given to them
under statute …

The laws that our parliaments enacted made the stolen
generations possible. We have to be mindful that we do
not do the same in the future. We have to be mindful of
13 February and that we should not have to say ‘Sorry’
on another occasion in the future.

Cr Peter Stephenson
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I draw to the attention of
the house the good work in the community of the
current mayor of the City of Darebin, Cr Peter
Stephenson. He has served the community of Spring
ward since his election in 1998. He is a former youth
worker who also served the Australian community as a
member of the army. He is committed to good,
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systematic public policy, particularly in the fields of
youth services and housing. He has played a critical
role in ensuring innovative housing solutions for
low-income earners in the Darebin community. He is a
proud member of the Australian Labor Party and a
proud trade unionist, working as a trainer in the Health
Services Union, which is a great union representing
health workers.
He is a Reservoir boy through and through. He lived
locally in his childhood and returned in adult life to live
in the area with his wife, Terrie, and son, Jack. Peter is
one of those people who gives to community life not
just in his actions representing constituents but also in
the development of good public policy. I commend
Peter’s work and am proud to draw it to the attention of
this house.

Government: performance
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I rise to condemn this
lazy, incompetent Labor government for ignoring the
wishes of the ethnic communities of Victoria. It
promised — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The time for members statements has
concluded.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 November 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Amendment Bill makes a series of
amendments to administrative arrangements
consequential on the commonwealth’s Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
Amendment Act 2007. This amendment act was passed
by the commonwealth Parliament during its last term,
under the Howard government. In the words of the
Attorney-General in his second-reading speech:
These amendments were agreed to by censorship ministers
through the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General
(censorship) forum.

The amendments are quite straightforward. The first set
of amendments clarifies that additions to already
classified films of descriptions or translations such as
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subtitling or captioning are not to be considered
modifications requiring reclassification. The second
area of amendment allows authorised industry assessors
to make classification recommendations to the
Classification Board about films containing additional
content such as subtitling. The third area of amendment
confers responsibility for determining classification
markings and the manner of their display on the
commonwealth minister after consultation with
participating ministers — that is, ministers of states and
territories. In order to give effect to these three broad
heads of amendment the bill also contains a series of
consequential and mechanical amendments. As I said,
the provisions of the bill itself are straightforward. The
opposition has received no feedback raising any
concerns about them, and they have our support.
The significant issue about this bill is not so much what
is in it as what is not in it. The issue of the classification
of material and, even more importantly, the
enforcement of the classification laws in this state is
one that has justifiably received some public attention
in recent times. I refer in particular to an article that was
published in the Sunday Age of 17 February at page 20
entitled ‘The X files’. This article confirms what has
become apparent through feedback from other
sources — namely, that there is a proliferation of illegal
material throughout Victoria and that little is being
done to tackle that proliferation. The article says:
Victorian laws ban the sale of films that are X-rated,
unclassified or have been refused classification because they
feature images showing sexual violence, the offensive or
demeaning treatment of women, or child pornography. What,
then, do the stocked shelves of our adult stores say about the
state of those laws?
As the Sunday Age discovered, adult stores openly flout
prohibitions against the sale of X-rated or unclassified films
with seemingly no fear of reproach. Rows of such DVDs are
displayed brazenly on the shelves …
At best, the law appears ineffectual — at worst, unworkable.
Victoria Police have the power to enter and search adult
stores and to seize any illegal material, but police sources
complain such prosecutions are typically time consuming,
protracted and ultimately unsuccessful.
On the record, Victoria Police will only say there is no
evidence of an increase in the illegal trade of X-rated or
unclassified films, or films that have been refused
classification.
Our investigation suggests the contrary is true.

Elsewhere in the article the journalist gives numerous
examples of material that the Sunday Age was able to
obtain from visiting various stores around Victoria.
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Later on in the article the author says:
In 2003–04, Victoria Police recorded 152 offences for
breaches of the classification law and arrested, charged or
cautioned 64 people. Between 2006–07 —

and I interpolate that I think the text should say ‘by
2006–07’ —
those figures had plummeted to only 14 recorded offences
and 12 people. Indeed, a Club X employee in Melbourne,
who asked not to be named, told the Sunday Age his store had
not been raided by police since 1991.

Later on there are some further remarks which in some
sense are the most disturbing of all insofar as they
reflect on some of the thinking of senior legal and
possibly government figures in our state. The article
states:
Professor Neil Rees, chairman of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, instead compares the ban on the sale of X-rated
films with previously stringent laws against any use of
so-called soft drugs.

Quoting him directly the article states:
A generation ago, the laws relating to marijuana were quite
draconian and for some time huge efforts were not made to
enforce those laws because community attitudes were in the
process of changing …
It is not unusual for there to be a gap between the law as
written on the books and what actually happens in practice,
and that may result from changing community attitudes and
the government deciding that the best approach is to sit
quietly and do nothing until community attitudes evolve to a
point where there might be support for some significant
change in the law.

That final quote in particular is most concerning, not
only in terms of the attitudes espoused by the chairman
of the Victorian Law Reform Commission himself but
also in what he suggests may be the attitude within
government to the proliferation of this material. To be
fair to Professor Rees, and of course we are assuming
he has been accurately quoted, his remarks related only
to X-rated material and not material that has been
refused classification or unclassified material.
However, if his remarks can be taken in one context,
they can also be taken in the broader context.
What he seems to be saying is, ‘The law ought to be
changed, we know better than the community or the
Parliament that the law ought to be changed and we are
supporting a policy of the police and others, including
the government, doing nothing to uphold the law and
allowing the proliferation of this material throughout
Victoria’. As I quoted, he referred particularly to the
proposition of the government deciding that the best
approach is to sit quietly and do nothing. I think
government speakers in this debate need to make clear
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to the house whether in fact it is government policy to
sit quietly and do nothing about the proliferation of this
material around Victoria.
I need hardly say to the house that much of this
material, almost by definition, is material that consists
of actual or simulated violence against women and
actual or simulated abuse of children. It is material
which has either been refused classification by our
national censorship authorities because of those factors
or which were it to be submitted would be refused
classification. It should not be the policy of the
government of this state, and hopefully it is not, to, as
the professor says, sit quietly and do nothing about such
material.
It certainly should not be for the government to say that
because it has passed the laws, it is in the hands of the
police and they have to set their priorities, and that it
has nothing to do with the government. That answer
would be completely unacceptable, because ultimately
the enforcement regime and mechanism that is applied
is a matter for the government. The Parliament
determines the law that should be applied. If the
government believes that the law should be changed, let
it bring legislation to the Parliament to propose changes
to the law. Let it not change the law by stealth and
inaction.
It is perhaps particularly revealing and disturbing that
Professor Rees drew an analogy with marijuana to
justify the approach he seems to be advocating. As our
colleague the member for Doncaster, alongside many
others over recent years, has been pointing out, the
effects of marijuana in terms of triggering mental
illness and other very serious complications are
increasingly coming to be appreciated. So if the lesson
of the metaphor or analogy that Professor Rees uses of
marijuana is to be followed, it should be giving us even
greater warning that the approach of going quiet and
doing nothing about material that encourages and
depicts violence against women or abuse of children
should not be condoned or tolerated.
I hardly need to remind the house that Victoria
continues to have a very serious if not increasing social
problem with violence against women and abuse of
children. It is something that the government has
recognised on the record, has promised to do something
about and has been incredibly tardy in doing many
things about. We are still awaiting legislation that was
the subject of a detailed report to the government by the
Law Reform Commission many years ago and which
the Attorney-General promised to act upon in terms of
measures that would intervene to provide greater
protection, particularly for women and children in
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circumstances of family violence. There is every good
ground to think that the sort of material that I am
referring to simply exacerbates and adds to those social
problems, and that indeed is one of the very compelling
reasons why as a community we have determined to
have laws that ban those sorts of materials.
Action needs to be taken on these matters. Action could
well have been included in the bill that is before the
house. Some of the action that we need to be
contemplating in order to tackle this problem includes
considering whether there needs to be any change to the
specification of offences in terms of how they are
defined or are to be evidenced in the courts. This is to
overcome some of the problems that the Sunday Age
quoted police sources as referring to regarding
prosecutions being time consuming and protracted. To
be fair, this is an issue that goes back some time, but if
the evidence is that the police are finding it increasingly
difficult to operate under existing laws that is
something we need to be looking at changing to make
their enforcement more effective.
We also need to look at the issue of who is doing the
enforcement. Our police force is certainly very
stretched for resources at the moment, as is evidenced
by the struggles that police are having in coping with
the wave of street violence to which this state is subject.
The police certainly have to set priorities, but if police
priorities and resources are proving inadequate to
extend to enforcement of laws prohibiting this material
which are strongly supported across the community,
then we need to look at other ways of achieving
effective enforcement. For example, we should
consider whether a greater range of responsibilities in
this area should be vested in consumer affairs or a
similar inspectorate.
The consumer affairs inspectorate has its own
shortcomings, as my colleague the member for
Malvern, amongst others, can bear evidence to.
However, it may be that its skill set, based on its ability
to police other forms of consumer products, may be
more effective in tackling the proliferation of illegal
material across Victoria. The ultimate question is not
who does the enforcement but how effective the
enforcement is. If vesting powers in an inspectorate
such as the consumer affairs inspectorate can assist that
process, that is something that ought to be
contemplated.
These are the serious issues that are confronting the
state in relation to this illegal material that are not being
effectively dealt with at present. These are the sorts of
measures that we would have expected to see in the bill
currently before the house, but regrettably those
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measures are not in the bill. As for the very limited
measures — mechanical and administrative — that are
in the bill, they in themselves are worthwhile and have
our support, but there is a lot that should have been in
this bill that is not.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Bill. I think most
members of the house would know that you cannot
have an effective national classification scheme for
publications, films, videos, DVDs and computer games
without cooperation between the commonwealth and
the states — that is, a national scheme requires
cooperation between the commonwealth government
and the state governments. Under the national
classification scheme, commonwealth legislation
establishes the Classification Board and the
Classification Review Board. Together these two
bodies provide the classifications, ratings and
information to consumers on material which is
available to members of the public for their
consumption.
I want to emphasise that a national cooperative scheme
requires a cooperative approach. It is of concern that in
recent years there was a departure from that by the
former Howard government. It completely subverted
the proper consultation process, for example, for
appointing the director of the Classification Board.
What we saw last year was the then Attorney-General,
Philip Ruddock, unilaterally appointing one of the
government’s well-known mates, the former Prime
Minister’s friend Donald McDonald, as the director of
the Classification Board. Previously all those
appointments had been approved by the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General. There was agreement
that there should be consultation and agreement
amongst those ministers. Unfortunately, that was not
followed in that case, and Mr McDonald has been
appointed until 2011. I hope and anticipate that the new
Rudd government will return to that cooperative
approach when that position next comes up for
appointment.
Likewise we saw last year the Office of Film and
Literature Classification folded into the commonwealth
Attorney-General’s Department. Again, that was a
unilateral decision made by then
Attorney-General Ruddock. At the time the Victorian
Attorney-General, Minister Hulls, expressed concern
about that because, by abolishing the Office of Film
and Literature Classification, what Minister Ruddock
was effectively doing was folding the policy and
administrative functions of that office into the federal
Attorney-General’s Department. That creates the
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concern that functions of that office that were
previously exercised independently are not seen to be
sufficiently independent of and at arm’s length from the
government of the day.
Clearly, the commonwealth has legislative power in
this area of film and literature classification. The
commonwealth Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) Amendment Act made amendments
to the commonwealth act to give effect to the
commonwealth’s unilateral decision to abolish the
office and, as a consequence of that, we as a state
government, in order to maintain a nationally consistent
scheme, are introducing these amendments to give
effect to that and other aspects of the commonwealth
changes.
Other commonwealth amendments that were made at
the time basically streamlined the processes to make it
easier for industry to release material that has already
been classified but has undergone some modification.
For example, you might have a film that has been
classified as being suitable for release to the public, and
it subsequently — as it does these days in a very short
period of time — goes to DVD, and there may be some
major modifications made to that video or DVD which
would include captioning to give assistance to the
people who might have problems with hearing or
language, or there may be subtitling, or indeed there
might be the introduction of a navigational aid into the
DVD which allows people to move through it into
various episodes or other aspects of that film. The
legislation says that basically that film is essentially the
same as the material that was classified originally and
that it does not have to be classified again. That is of
huge assistance to the Australian and indeed the
Victorian film industries, because now of course there
is a much shortened period of time between when a
film is released and has a short run in the cinema and
when it is subsequently released on DVD, and that may
well be the time when some of these small filmmakers
will be seeking to recoup the investment they made in
the film, and they will be able to do that without having
to experience the regulatory burden of having that film
reclassified just because there has been a small
modification made to it.
Secondly, the commonwealth legislation conferred
responsibility for determining the classification
markings and the manner of display of those markings
in the film or other product on the commonwealth
minister after consultation with participating ministers.
Again this reinforces the fact that this should be a
cooperative approach and not a unilateral approach, as
was used by Attorney-General Ruddock.
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This power was previously conferred on the director of
the Classification Board who could determine where
that classification mark was put in the film and the
nature of the marking contained in the film itself. The
commonwealth amendments also make it clear that the
Classification Review Board is independent of the
Classification Board, and what our bill does is
implement the amendments to our classification
enforcement act that are consequentially necessary to
streamline those processes for the release of a product
such as a DVD where there have been only minor
modifications. This will obviously be of substantial
benefit to the film industry. What the commonwealth
and state legislation does, however, is ensure that there
are still adequate safeguards in place for consumers of
that film product they are purchasing by informing
them about their choices and making sure that they are
aware of the classification whilst allowing more of that
product to be released.
The member for Box Hill raised the issue of
unclassified material and said that there is far too much
unclassified material out there available on the black
market, in adult book shops and at trash-and-treasure
markets, and he talked about the availability of this
material, particularly material that depicts violence
against women and children. I think every member of
this house would express abhorrence at that, and it is
quite clear that in amendments we passed here in 2005
we made it much easier for law enforcement agencies
to obtain evidentiary certificates that would allow the
prosecution of those who are distributing and selling
unclassified material. So in fact we have initiated
legislation in this house that makes it easier for law
enforcement agencies to actually bring prosecutions
against those who are distributing such material.
I notice that the member for Box Hill, whilst
complaining about the law, has not proposed any
amendments to this bill to strengthen the legislation to
deal with unclassified material, and that is because the
law is robust and adequate to mount prosecutions
against those distributing unclassified material. Indeed
this government has made additional resources
available to operational police to allow them to seize
such material and to mount appropriate prosecutions.
We have not cut the number of police, as the last
government did; we have actually added to the number
of police so that they can enforce the law in this area.
As to the question of the deployment of those police to
enforce the law in this area, that is an operational matter
for the Chief Commissioner of Police. We do not direct
the Chief Commissioner of Police as to how she should
use the resources at her disposal to enforce the law. We
do not tell her how to go about enforcing the law, but I
think members of this house can be confident that the
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law is very clear on the issue of unclassified material
and that it is very strong. There are no weaknesses in
the law, and that is precisely why the member for Box
Hill moved no amendments. I commend this bill to the
house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill
2007 and to say that The Nationals will support this
legislation. We would support any bill that improves
the operation of the national classification scheme and
also responds to the technological environment and the
advances that are happening at the moment. These
advances include things like computer games, computer
sites, videos and video games. The bill implements
consequential amendments to Victoria’s principal act,
and this is as a result of changes in requirements in the
commonwealth act which were brought about, as other
speakers have said, under former Prime Minister John
Howard’s government.
The amendments are to provide separate statutory
powers to the convenor of the review board to manage
the administration functions of the review board
independently of the board. They also give new powers
to the convenor for matters associated with the review
board, which also include obtaining copies of material
that can be reviewed. The board considers applications
for waiver of fees and issues classification certificates.
The amendments also confer on the commonwealth
minister, after consultation with participating ministers,
responsibility for determining classification markings
and the manner of display, so they clearly talk about the
responsibility of the commonwealth minister. The bill
clarifies that additions to already classified films of
descriptions or translations such as subtitling or
captioning are not considered a modification requiring
reclassification.
The member for Box Hill talked about the law not
being adequate for enforcement under this legislation,
and I totally agree. The member for Bentleigh said that
there are enough police whose job it is to go out there
and enforce the law relating to material that may not be
appropriate. We have been told today and over the
course of the last few days — and we have seen it in the
media — about the lack of police numbers, and in fact
former Assistant Commissioner Noel Ashby has been
saying that the violence on the streets has become quite
appalling. I think that what we want is for our police to
be out there on the streets rather than trying to dilute
their services by having to go into adult bookshops to
make sure that they are complying with the law.
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There is confusion out there about who is supposed to
be monitoring these illegal products and who is
supposed to be prosecuting. Obviously the courts
prosecute, but whose job is it to go into adult
bookshops or other organisations to make sure they do
not have at point of sale X-rated or unclassified material
or indeed material that is refused classification? When I
talk to the councils, they say it is not their job to go
around to those adult bookshops and to monitor those
materials and confiscate them. The police believe it is
not their job to do that, and when Consumer Affairs
Victoria is asked, it says it believes it is also not its job
to do that.
This bill is actually a bit silent on that and on how the
government is going to make sure that it promotes who
is supposed to monitor these sorts of premises that are
selling such products. Whether they be videos, whether
they be books or whether they be sex aids, where you
have to have a permit to sell sex aids, there is nobody
who goes into these shops to ensure they have
appropriate permits.
Ms Duncan interjected.
Mrs POWELL — I will ignore the interjections,
because I could get into trouble.
At the moment there are a number of places that are
obviously selling inappropriate products, but there is
nobody monitoring them and they have been allowed to
open. In fact when we were looking at adult book shops
in Shepparton, one such bookshop said that it had been
operating for about 15 years and that nobody had
visited to enforce the law or to see what it has on its
shelves. When a number of people went into shops
around the state it was found that there were products
being sold that obviously should not be on the shelves.
There is confusion and there needs to be some
clarification.
My understanding is — I can be corrected, and I will be
happy for a government member to correct me — that
there has been no prosecution of anybody having this
sort of material. When you talk to the police they say
the reason is that they are so busy they investigate only
if a complaint is made. The police will act on a
complaint, but at the end of the day this material is
obviously out there and it should not be. It should not
be on sale in Victoria.
We have to make sure there are people monitoring
these book stores and sex shops to make sure that
people do not have access to or are able to view illegal
videos and so forth. Impressionable young people
should not be able to go into these places to pick up the
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sort of material that we are talking about, which is
material that could contain depictions of violence
against women or children or pornographic material
using children. This is the sort of stuff we do not want
people viewing.
I was a member of the Family and Community
Development Committee a number of years ago. One
of our inquiries was into the effects of television and
multimedia on families and children in Victoria. We
looked at the issue of copycat crimes, including strong,
violent crimes against women and children, and
paedophilia. The evidence from Victoria Police was
that people who commit violent crimes have usually
viewed a video, seen a film or read an article containing
certain material, and the issue was that viewing such
material desensitises the viewer and affects their
behaviour. We really need to make sure that if we are
fair dinkum about limiting access to those sorts of
videos and books, we have laws in place to ensure the
removal of that sort of material from the shelves or
from sale. The police also told us that paedophiles
usually have pornographic material in their homes
when their homes are searched. We are told there is a
link between paedophilia and pornography. If we are
really fair dinkum about laws in this state we should
make sure that those sorts of books and videos are not
available to people who may want to commit those
sorts of crimes. We need to make sure that the sale of
unlawful material is stamped out.
We urge the government to clarify whose responsibility
it is to monitor this material and enforce the law. I
know that some government member will stand up and
tell me who it is, but when you read some of the
newspaper articles I have read, you find there is
confusion about it in the community. Is it Consumer
Affairs Victoria, is it the police or is it the local
council? Sometimes local councils give permits for
premises to be opened and put conditions on those
premises. Is it up to those councils to go along monthly
or yearly and monitor those sorts of premises to make
sure they are complying with the law of the land? In
Victoria we have strong laws against being able to
access illegal material. Again I urge the government to
clarify the responsibility, but I say that this legislation is
a step in the right direction.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to support the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2007. This is
important legislation, as previous speakers have
outlined. It has been generated as a result of
commonwealth amendments to the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
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Amendment Act 2007 in the commonwealth
Parliament.
Any bill that deals with the classification of
publications, film and other material, even DVDs and
computer games, is an important bill that we should
consider carefully, because such bills, in effect, limit
freedom of expression. I do not shy away from that
because I do not think there should be freedom of
expression to, say, produce child pornography, sexually
violent material, snuff films or many of the other things
that are refused classification in Australia. I hope those
are abhorrent not just to government members but to all
members of this house. Freedom of expression is not
absolute. There are things which as a state and a
community we say are not protected by the right to free
expression, such as political freedom of speech and
other activities, or artistic expression. There are limits
that a Parliament like this, or the commonwealth
Parliament, will place on freedom of expression. It is
important when dealing with this sort of bill to
acknowledge by passing it we are limiting freedom of
expression. But it is a freedom which should not and
cannot be absolute. I will not shy away in this
contribution from dealing with that limit to freedom of
expression. It is something I am quite comfortable with,
and this bill deals with it sensibly.
The member for Box Hill touched upon the issue of
material which is unclassified. I reiterate from a
government perspective that there is an absolute
abhorrence of the sort of unclassified material which
the member was highlighting. In no way or in any sense
would government members want to lessen the
regulation of such material or make it available to the
community.
As I stated earlier, the bill has been generated as a result
of commonwealth legislation. It really stems from a
cooperative arrangement between the federal
government and the states and territories under which
the federal government is responsible for the
Classification Board and the Classification Review
Board, and for the classification ratings for certain
publications and films including videos, DVDs and
computer games, and the states and territories are
responsible for enforcement. Therefore when a
commonwealth act is passed there is a need for the
states to also pass legislation, and that is the reason for
this bill.
There is one aspect of the bill I would like to touch on,
and I know other speakers have already touched on the
various components of the act. There is an issue around
the captioning and subtitling of films, particularly
DVDs. There can even can be subtitling on computer
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games and other materials, it is not just on DVDs. That
is an important aspect of this legislation, because there
has been a significant change to the way in which
information is communicated in DVDs and films.
We have to stop thinking about a film as a single entity
or just as a video display. Often data files are attached
which convey other languages. You can watch a film in
Spanish or Chinese instead of English because someone
has dubbed it. There are a range of ways in which
material is provided in digital format. It is simply a
collection of ones and zeros rather than an analogue
tape to be played on, say, a video cassette recorder. It
means we have to change how we regulate things. I
have to say that this is a sensible step to ensure that
while such material is still regulated the regulation is
not onerous and does not impose, in effect, penalties
and hurdles to jump over which are completely
unnecessary and which provide an impost on the
Australian entertainment industry.
This is a sensible balancing act which provides, in a
sense, a streamlining of regulation without removing
the core regulation of entertainment material. I feel
quite happy in supporting the bill. I am pleased it has
been brought before the house, because in a way I think
it reaffirms the determination of parliaments like this
one to maintain control over what is abhorrent material
which we would not want in the broader community. I
think the ratings system also provides a very important
tool for parents in controlling what material is shown in
a household and providing some sort of guidance to
children.
I am sure this will not be the last bill that ever comes
before this house in regard to classifications. The sort of
changes in DVDs that I was outlining are really the tip
of the iceberg — and I am sure there will be further
changes to the way material is delivered to people
which will pose significant challenges. For instance,
material is coming in from overseas. It is accessible on
the internet in the form of downloadable movies from
overseas locations and other material which in the
future will pose significant challenges to the
classification system and will require further legislation.
This is a work in progress. I think this is a very
significant and sensible addition to the previous
regulatory regime. I commend the bill to the house. I
am pleased to note that the opposition parties support
the bill. I hope all members support this sensible piece
of legislation, which addresses a number of issues
regarding the classification of entertainment material.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to make a brief contribution to the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
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Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill of 2007. The
purpose of the bill is to provide amendments to the
administrative arrangements which are consequential
on the commonwealth government’s recent amendment
bill in 2007 in regard to this area. As has been said by
the member for Box Hill, members on this side of the
house will be supporting this bill because it seeks to
introduce important amendments to the current
legislation which are consistent with amendments that
have been introduced nationally. I am pleased to see
that all parties will be supporting the bill.
In short the bill seeks to make a number of
amendments. These include clarifying that additions of
descriptions or translations such as subtitling or
captioning to already classified films are not considered
to be modifications requiring reclassification. As the
member for Preston, who spoke just before me, pointed
out, we are now in a digital age with the advent of
DVDs replacing traditional videos. Many people are
utilising DVDs, which enable a range of different
actions, such as being able to watch a film in another
language. It is imperative that we do not have to
reclassify films as a consequence of modern
developments, so certainly we support that. Another
amendment seeks to allow authorised industry assessors
to make classification recommendations and give
consumer advice about films containing additional
content. The amendments will also confer responsibility
for determining classification markings and the manner
of display on the commonwealth minister after
consultation with participating ministers.
They are all good amendments, and we support them. I
suppose the concern we have on this side of the house
is not about what is in the legislation but, more
importantly, what is not in it. As was pointed out by
others on this side of the house but obviously not
picked up by those opposite, more work needs to be
done by this government with respect to the
proliferation of unclassified, refused classification and
X-rated material that is currently abundant throughout
Victoria.
I have only to refer to an article by Peter Munro in the
Sunday Age of 17 February. Peter sought to investigate
a number of adult bookshops throughout Melbourne to
see exactly what type of material that falls within that
category is available. We are talking about material
which includes violence against women and children
and which would certainly be abhorrent to most people
in our community. As a consequence, having made
investigations, he said:
Victorian laws ban the sale of films that are X-rated,
unclassified or have been refused classification because they
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feature images showing sexual violence, the offensive or
demeaning treatment of women, or child pornography. What,
then, do the stocked shelves of our adult stores say about the
state of those laws?
As the Sunday Age discovered, adult stores openly flout
prohibitions against the sale of X-rated or unclassified films
with seemingly no fear of reproach. Rows of such DVDs are
displayed brazenly on the shelves …
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but I appreciate that that is an issue that the government
will need to deal with. All I can say with respect to
issues affecting the operation of police is that it behoves
this government to ensure that police in this state are
provided with adequate resources so that they can go
out and investigate these matters and feel as though
they can prosecute a claim and seek an adequate
outcome from any such prosecution.

The article goes on to say:
At best, the law appears ineffectual — at worst, unworkable.
Victoria Police have the power to enter and search adult
stores and to seize any illegal material, but police sources
complain such prosecutions are typically time-consuming,
protracted and ultimately unsuccessful.
On the record, Victoria Police will only say there is no
evidence of an increase in the illegal trade of X-rated or
unclassified films, or films that have been refused
classification.

The article concludes:
Our investigation suggests the contrary is true.

They are not the words of the Liberal Party or the
words of The Nationals. They are words from a Sunday
Age article. It behoves this government and the
Attorney-General to sit down, look at this issue and
take it seriously to ensure that, firstly, there is enough
power in current legislation to deal with this issue, and
secondly and more importantly, to ensure that the
system allows for police to not only go out and
investigate those matters but to feel that if they seek to
take a prosecution, it will get somewhere through the
system. The article effectively tells us that those in the
police force are saying off the record, ‘We can go out
and investigate these matters but nothing is going to
come of it, so why bother?’. I am sure all of us in this
house would be of the view that that is highly
inappropriate. Our police force needs to ensure that the
laws that are currently in place are up to date and are of
a standard which is appropriate, but more importantly
that our court system allows for it.
I also ask whether current police levels are adequate to
deal with this issue. Those opposite have been banging
on for months about police resources being adequate in
this state, but one had only to listen to the comments of
Mr Noel Ashby, who is a former assistant police
commissioner and who is obviously not a member of
the Liberal Party, when interestingly he talked about the
level of reduction in police numbers in the transit area.
Assistant Commissioner Simon Overland said on radio
that Mr Ashby was wrong because the reduction figures
he was talking about were wrong.
He did not say that figures for police in the transit area
had gone up — he actually said they had gone down —

This article in the Sunday Age tells us a very different
story, and I can only hope that the government will
listen and will go away and have the system changed to
ensure that this material, which members on all sides of
the house have indicated is not appropriate to be sold in
the community, is not sold. Unclassified,
refused-classification, or X-rated material featuring
violence against women and against children is deemed
to be inappropriate. It is imperative that this
government gets on top of this issue and ensures that
appropriate work is put in place to fix it.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am pleased to rise to
speak in support of the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2007. Currently it is the role of the
states to enforce classification decisions by the
Classification Board and the Classification Review
Board. This bill makes consequential amendments to
Victoria’s act to ensure our enforcement provisions are
consistent with recent amendments to the
commonwealth act — and members have heard a little
bit about what those amendments have been. The
amendments were agreed to by the censorship ministers
through the SCAG (Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General) censorship forum.
This bill does a number of things. It clarifies that
additions such as subtitling or captioning to films
already classified do not mean that films need to be
reclassified. It allows authorised industry assessors to
make recommendations and give consumer advice to
the Classification Board about films containing
additional content, such as subtitling. It also confers on
the commonwealth minister responsibility for
determining classification markings and the way they
are displayed after consultation with participating state
ministers. The amendments in this bill also ensure that
Victoria’s act is consistent with the commonwealth act.
The bill also inserts a number of provisions, including a
new section 5A that provides that a film that is
contained on one device and consists of only two or
more classified films is to be treated as if each film is
contained on a separate device. It amends provisions
which require a film to be exhibited in a public place
and to be sold under the same title as the title under
which it was classified without modification. This
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makes the relevant offences consistent with the new
provisions in the commonwealth act. It makes technical
amendments to ensure that the requirement for the
display of determined markings and consumer advice
for classified films, publications and computer games
are consistent with the commonwealth act. It also
makes amendments which ensure consistency
following the commonwealth decision to abolish the
Office of Film and Literature Classification.
The focus of this bill is to make sure that we continue to
improve the operation of the national classification
scheme and also to acknowledge and respond to the
changing technological environment in which we find
ourselves — surrounded by DVDs, the internet and all
the other forms of media such that we are under
constant bombardment, if I might say, by technical
information in differing forms and manners. I am still
back in the old school of not going much past watching
a VHS and seeing a movie at the pictures.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — Yes, I have moved on from Beta,
but a DVD player is a new addition to our home.
These are technical amendments. They will not make
front-page news but they are important amendments
because a lot of people spend a lot of time watching
films and videos and, increasingly, playing computer
games. I know loads of people who have actually
bought videos and DVDs for their kids and then
realised they were not quite appropriate.
The amendments are intended to make it easier for
consumers to make these choices. I still remember
when my parents went to see Last Tango in Paris,
thinking it was a musical, and left after about
15 minutes. I am not sure that any of this would have
necessarily helped them — they clearly did not know
what ‘R’ stood for — but classification is important and
provides consumers with choice. We need to make sure
that the state acts are consistent with the
commonwealth act. It has been the practice for many
years for there to be cooperation between the
commonwealth and the states on theses issues. This bill
makes a number of consequential amendments to make
sure that continues. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
have the opportunity to make a relatively brief
contribution to the debate on the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2007. The title
certainly is not brief. The bill implements in the
Victorian arena changes which arise from the
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implementation of the national classification scheme.
The commonwealth legislation, the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games) Act 1995,
and changes made to it by legislation as recently as
2007, has established the framework for the
classification of items and the classification review
process.
It is important to achieve consistency in these matters
across state and indeed territory boundaries, because we
need not only to provide a consistent framework for
business — many businesses operate nationally of
course — but also to recognise that Australians move
around the country with increasing frequency. Lots and
lots of people travel and many relocate for work,
lifestyle or other reasons, and these items that we are
talking about are highly portable.
The obvious shortcoming with this bill is that it fails to
address the anomalies between the kinds of films or
other things that can be classified and those that can be
displayed. Essentially though, these amendments to our
own principal act are consequent on amendments to the
federal structure. The state legislation, while in a large
part mirroring that of the commonwealth, provides the
framework for local enforcement. I have not studied the
commonwealth legislation closely, but I understand the
state legislation also reflects the enforcement provisions
in the commonwealth legislation and is consistent with
it.
I will not go through the bill clause by clause but will
just refer to a few changes. Essentially the proposed
changes include clause 5, which inserts a new
section 5A into the principal act. It will ensure that a
film which has already been classified but which is
stored on a device together with another similarly
classified film will be treated as if each were stored on a
separate device. I guess that is a sensible recognition of
the currently available technology. Certainly there has
been a huge expansion in the digital capacity of
devices, particularly in recent years. It is not that long
ago that a 20 megabyte drive was as big as a hard drive
got; now it is more likely to be 200 gigabytes.
Clauses 6 and 7 insert new sections 6(2) and 16(2) to
ensure that the provisions relating to the exhibition and
sale of classified films are not breached if the films are
contained on a device that consists of two or more films
and has a different name, or if they have been modified
by the addition or removal of navigation functions, a
description or a translation that is not likely to alter
upwards the classifications of the product.
Clause 8 transfers the power to determine classification
markings and the manner of display to the federal
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minister. I believe in this case it is the commonwealth
Attorney-General. It is interesting to see a Labor
government actually wanting a minister to make
decisions, take control of the process and take
responsibility for it. It is quite a contrast to the serried
ranks of public bodies, officials and quangos that the
Victorian government seeks to erect to insulate
ministers from responsibility for their functions.
The bill also contains provisions to allow the authorised
industry assessors to make classification
recommendations on additional content. There are
some other technical amendments as a result of the
abolition of the Office of Film and Literature
Classification. All the changes are both reasonable and
sensible. As my colleague the member for Box Hill
indicated, the bill will be supported by the Liberal
Party.
There was an interesting report from the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC). It reported
to the Parliament in Alert Digest No. 16 of 2007 noting:
… the committee observes that the bill makes two substantive
amendments that may alter Victorians’ charter rights not to
impart information.

Those comments were made particularly in relation to
clause 4(1) and clause 8. The committee noted:
… that these changes may engage the charter rights of
exhibitors, sellers, demonstrators and advertisers of classified
publications, films and computer games not to impart
information …

The argument centres on whether or not clause 4(1) and
clause 8 may be considered reasonable limits, which
may depend on what sellers, exhibitors, demonstrators
and advertisers may be required to say by the federal
minister.
In the second-reading speech the minister has already
indicated his view that the rights established under
section 15 of the charter are not limited, and I certainly
support that view. Nevertheless the committee has
referred to the Parliament for its consideration, and I
quote once again:
… the question of whether or not clauses 4(1) and 8 are
reasonable limits on the charter rights of sellers, exhibitors,
demonstrators and advertisers of classified films, publications
and computer games not to impart information …

I have no argument with the way SARC discharges its
duties, but a report like this demonstrates clearly the
difficulty we have with the sort of wide-ranging
toothless charter that we seem to constantly come up
against in this place. My view is that a far more
effective way to ensure the rights of individuals, and
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indeed all human rights, is to have a robust
parliamentary process where full debate is allowed and
not gagged, where questions are answered and not
avoided. SARC’s comments clearly indicate the
dilemma when there is a legitimate argument that the
commonwealth legislation cannot authorise a
commonwealth minister to set limits. I think it is a
nonsense that we even have to consider that sort of
argument. I am not criticising the committee; I am
criticising the process that needs us to have that debate.
The ultimate extension of the logic is government by an
independent body and not by a responsible minister.
Another matter I want to raise is the difficulty that
remains unaddressed by this bill. It is the elephant in the
room in the context of the classification debate. It is the
matter of what can be sold or exhibited in Victoria and
the variations with other jurisdictions. No matter what
the merits or otherwise of this bill — and it is almost
entirely merit — the real problem is the failure to
address this issue of what can and cannot be sold. In
2005 the member for Kew described the legislation
which was being debated at that time, which was the
principal act, as a complex and convoluted piece of
legislation. Unfortunately it remains that way. We still
fail to have a common approach between all
jurisdictions as to what can and cannot be classified and
what can or cannot be sold or exhibited.
Until legislation around the country is brought into line,
enforcement police will still have difficulty with
prosecutions and with determining whether in fact
prosecutions should proceed. The enforcement will be
patchy at best. That leads to uncertainty both for the
officers charged with enforcing the law and for the
businesses and employees trading in this particular area.
Despite that particular shortcoming, which hopefully
the government will address at some point, the bill as it
stands at the moment is certainly worthy of support,
and I will be supporting it entirely.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise to speak in
support of the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill.
This bill is largely technical in nature and is necessary
to bring Victorian law into line with changes made to
the commonwealth act in 2007. The commonwealth act
is known as the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) Amendment Act.
The commonwealth act abolishes the Office of Film
and Literature Classification and transfers these powers
to the federal Attorney-General. It also addresses added
subtitles and captioning, without the need for further
classification in the case where further subtitling or
captioning is added after the video game or film has
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already been classified. It allows authorised industry
assessors to recommend classifications to the
Attorney-General and the relevant authorities. There are
a number of other technical amendments in this bill.
The Victorian legislation we are debating today is being
introduced to bring Victorian law into line with federal
law, and it has a number of parts. It inserts a new
provision which stipulates that a film that is contained
on one device and consists only of two or more
classified films is to be treated as if each film is
contained on a separate device. This definition
implements the classification requirements in the
commonwealth act which provide that a new
application and classification of a compilation of
already classified films on a single storage device is not
required. The bill amends the offence provisions which
require a film to be exhibited in a public place and be
sold under the same title as that under which it is
classified, and without modification. This is to make the
relevant offences consistent with the new provisions in
the commonwealth act — which I mentioned earlier —
which provide that certain modifications to a film are
not modifications requiring the film to be reclassified.
This streamlines the operation of the act.
This bill makes technical amendments to ensure that the
requirements for the display of determined markings
and consumer advice for classified films, publications
and computer games are consistent with the
commonwealth act. Finally, it makes technical
amendments consequential upon and ancillary to the
commonwealth’s decision to abolish the Office of Film
and Literature Classification consistent with the
convenor of the review board having new statutory
powers to manage the administrative functions of the
review board independently of the board. They are the
technical parts of the bill.
In general I would like to say that I am always very
proud to stand in this house and be a part of the process
of passing a law that protects children. Once again this
bill falls into that category. I try to make a point of
speaking on legislation that protects children, and that is
what this bill does. There is a growth in multimedia,
and our children are increasingly preoccupied with it. I
have children myself, and they love a computer
game — as do I. They love watching a film and they
love the internet. I have wondered about the level of
violence in some of the video games I have played, but
they are classified. You can make a choice as a parent
to buy the G classification or the M classification,
whichever it may be, and there are clear indicators as to
the games that are suitable for younger children, older
children or adults.
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Local families in my electorate expect the smooth
operation of laws that affect both state and federal
governments, especially when it concerns the
safeguarding of our children. This legislation will aid
the smooth operation and enforcement of the law,
which is the job of Victoria Police. For that reason I
support this piece of legislation and I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Amendment Bill. The purpose of the bill
is to amend the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) Act 1995 to bring certain aspects up
to date with technology and to set out the rules
concerning the exhibition and sale of films. It also
changes definitions of some terms to bring them into
line with the commonwealth legislation.
I will deal with some of those changes. Proposed new
section 8(1) of the commonwealth act empowers the
minister, rather than the director of the Classification
Board, to determine the markings for each type of
classification giving information about the classification
and to determine the manner in which the markings are
displayed. It is interesting to note that this also reflects
the changes by the Howard government. It is good to
come into this house and for a change find that we are
doing something that everybody agrees was good
during the Howard years.
Those changes of powers have been proposed, and the
areas about which we are concerned — although this is
a technical amendment to do with some of the
devices — are principally related to enforcement.
Currently this rests with the police, and the police have
other priorities. If we want to be effective we need to
find a body other than the police force to do this
enforcement. Perhaps Consumer Affairs Victoria would
be able to undertake this task. The police are certainly
too busy doing other things. It would be better to chase
down some of the anomalies with a resource other than
our precious police force.
This bill takes into account that ever-changing certainty
which is technology. With the expanding capacity of
devices to hold data it has become necessary to outline
the rules concerning classification of films that are held
in two or more devices. For the purposes of
classification each film will be treated as though each
were stored on individual devices. Keeping up with
technology is going to be quite a challenge. I conclude
with those concerns, particularly in the enforcement
area, but The Nationals support this bill.
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Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am delighted to
speak on the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill
2007. Those of us who have kids are well and truly
aware of the great variety of games you can now play
on your iPod and mobile phone, which fit into your
pocket. The member for Mordialloc talked about VHS.
We have well and truly moved on, and Blu-ray seems
to be the new technology about to sweep Australia.
Films and computer games in all sorts of varieties can
be played on bigger screens in the home, and that is
something which as a society we need to pay continual
attention to, as other members have stated.
The purpose of this bill is to give effect to the
commonwealth/state/territory scheme. The national
classification scheme, as other members have said, is a
cooperative arrangement between the commonwealth,
states and territories, and we are particularly pleased
about this new era of cooperation. The background to
this bill was not a happy period, because the previous
federal government unilaterally decided to change the
administrative structure of the body which does the
classification without consultation with the state and
territory censorship ministers, which was very typical
of that government, I must say.
There is a Classification Board and a Classification
Review Board. The Classification Board decides the
classification of films, videos, DVDs, computer games
and some publications by applying the relevant law and
the classification guidelines. The head of that board is
the director. The commonwealth Attorney-General can
apply for review of a classification decision by the
Classification Review Board, and the convenor is the
head of that board. The clauses in the bill show changes
to titles of various people, and one example is in
clause 9, ‘Obtaining copies for review’, which
substitutes ‘Convenor’ for ‘Director’.
The state and territory censorship ministers
subsequently agreed through SCAG (Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General), which has been
mentioned before, to implement complementary
technical amendments to the state and territory
classification legislation following the amendments
made to the commonwealth act after the unilateral
federal decision. Other members, including the member
for Ferntree Gully, have described what these changes
were, and I will not go into them again. I was a bit
disappointed with the member for Ferntree Gully,
because when talking about the present act and how it
is enforced he seemed to give more credence to a
former police officer who was the subject of an OPI
(Office of Police Integrity) investigation than he gave to
the police commissioner. He seemed to imply that there
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are not enough police. Let me assure members that the
Leader of The Nationals — the deputy deputy leader of
the opposition — agreed with the coalition government
to cut police numbers. That was one of the 1150 times
he agreed with the government. The former
government cut the numbers by quite a few, but over
the last eight years or so we have put 1550 police back
on the beat, and most of those are in our stations. They
are in my local stations: I know they are in Camberwell
and I know they are in Ashburton. There are more
police there than there were in 1999. I know that
because when I went down there in 1999 as a candidate
I asked how many there were. I have been there since,
and I know there are a lot more police on the beat doing
their jobs. One of their jobs is to enforce these sorts of
laws.
This is a pretty simple piece of legislation which
implements what has been agreed at a national level
following the passage of commonwealth legislation. I
regret the fact that there was unilateral action, but I am
sure that there will be cooperation in SCAG, as is
already happening, between the commonwealth
Attorney-General and the ministers and
attorneys-general at the state and territory level into the
future. I assume there will be far more comprehensive
consultation, agreement and cooperation than there has
been in the past. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill.
This bill brings amendments to the administrative
arrangements consequential on the commonwealth’s
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) Amendment Act 2007. As the member for
Macedon said, this bill is not exactly front-page news.
What is in this bill is tidying up and complying with
commonwealth legislation, and therefore I support it.
What should be front-page news is what is not in this
bill. Things that are front-page news are date rapes and
assaults of women, children and young men. When the
police investigate these crimes and finally locate a
perpetrator they often find pornography on computer
disks and in magazines.
Pornographic material is very different from erotic
material. Several members referred to a very good
article which appeared in the Age on 17 February. It is a
very thoughtful and well-researched article in which
Professor Neil Rees, chairman of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission, compares the ban on the sale of
X-rated films with previously stringent laws against any
use of so-called soft drugs. We have certainly learnt
that the opinion that marijuana is a soft drug that does
not cause harm is completely wrong. We all now know
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that marijuana does cause harm and are still not sure
exactly how much harm it is causing. He also makes
reference to the banning of the book Lady Chatterley’s
Lover. I well remember that book. I was one of those
schoolchildren who had it in a brown-paper cover and
giggled about it on the school bus going home. That
was not pornography. That book was about consensual
sex that showed some love between two people. There
was nothing wrong with that book, but there is an awful
lot wrong with things that are now being portrayed as
pornographic.

about 110 kilograms; he said that a young person just
looked at him with complete disregard and with no
respect. There is no respect for teachers, and a lot of
teachers are saying that they are not receiving respect.
How can we get future generations to show that respect
unless we stop this material that shows no respect at all
for women or for young children, male and female? It is
up to us to make sure that this material is not allowed.
This bill is another missed opportunity, and it is such a
pity. It is a reflection of an attitude towards women that
permeates right through this government.

An A. C. Nielsen survey found that only 30 per cent of
Australian adults said they were offended by explicitly
erotic films. I believe that, but erotic films are definitely
not pornography or violent pornography. I would treat
X-rated films in the same way as erotic films. The
marketing for the horrible films mentioned in this
article depict women as sluts and whores and talk about
them in a derogatory way. From this marketing some
men will learn that it is normal to treat women in a way
that would appal any sensible, decent person, and I
think most people in this house would support me in
regarding it as abhorrent. We are legislators, but the
other side is also the government. It is up to us to
protect the young, both male and female, and to protect
women. If it is too difficult to enforce the laws already
in place as they should be enforced, then the
government should put more resources into
enforcement.

Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is my pleasure to
add to the debate on the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2007. I have heard a few speakers
speak on the bill, although I have not been in the house
for the entire debate. People have expressed their
opinions on illicit films, computer games and things
like that. I must admit when speaking to the house as I
am now that when it comes to computer games and
such things I am really back in the Stone Age or in the
troglodyte era. I can barely play the computer game on
my Blackberry, and that is called Brick Break. But most
of us who have young children or grandchildren are
aware of what computer games can be downloaded or
purchased.

There is increasing domestic violence towards women;
there are increasing numbers of rapes. We have an
increasing number of offences that are not reported. We
have attacks on very young children, which are being
depicted in this material as though they are normal
when they are definitely not normal. Although we
know there is a black market in this material — it is on
the shelves of stores in Melbourne, in our town —
nothing is being done about it. The material is not being
taken off the shelves. Anyone over the age of 18 can go
in and buy it. There are a lot of people over the age of
18 who are not mature enough to look at any of this
material, and I am sure a lot of them are sharing it with
younger people. We read about gang rapes and pack
rapes. We read about women being tied down and
about young children being abused. I just do not
understand why this government, which has so much
money at the moment, is not putting more into
enforcement and pursuing those who are dealing in this
illegal, abhorrent material.
We need to have respect. We hear from the police that
there is no respect for police officers. I think it was this
morning that I heard on the radio a comment from a
police officer who is well over 6 foot tall and weighs

I think downloading from the internet poses probably
the greatest danger for the simple reason that
controlling what is on the internet is, as we all know,
exceptionally hard. However, this bill is not necessarily
about that. I know a lot of people have been speaking
about that, but this bill was brought into the house
because of amendments in the commonwealth
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) Amendment Act 2007. The consequential
amendments in this bill are designed to improve the
operation of the national classification scheme by
responding to the changing technological environment
in our entertainment media.
The bill has been introduced because governments
around Australia got together, following the lead of the
federal government — and there have been some
comments about that — to bring all the states in line
with what is occurring. This bill is designed to catch up,
to make sure this state is doing what every other state
and the commonwealth are doing. Other speakers have
spoken about additions they want to make to the bill,
but that is not the purpose of the bill. The purpose of the
bill is simply to bring all the states into line with
legislation introduced by the previous federal
government.
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This bill amends the Victorian Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995 in relation to additional
content, determined markings and the commonwealth’s
decision to fold the policy and administrative functions
of the Office of Film and Literature Classification into
the commonwealth Attorney-General’s department. It
is really more a procedural bill than a bill breaking new
ground and establishing new watermarks and
benchmarks for what we should and should not see in
games, films and publications.
I share many of the concerns raised in the house about
what is out there and what can be looked up or
purchased. We have current laws to protect us. This bill
brings our laws into line with those of other states.
Members have been speaking in general terms about
the sorts of things that can be downloaded or picked up
which we find objectionable. As a parent and a citizen
of this state, some of the things people watch appal me.
I must concede that fact. When I have seen some of the
games my children are playing I have counselled
against them, and they are the games you can purchase.
These provisions seek to protect those who download
things that they should not be downloading at all.
The bill is a procedural bill. It is not being opposed by
either The Nationals or the Liberal Party, or the
opposition as we can call them these days. It is a bill
that will pass through this house relatively quickly — I
suspect by dinnertime, unless more people want to
come and speak on it. This is only a brief contribution
on my part, but I support the bill and the intent of it. I
wish it a speedy passage.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The purpose
of the bill before the house this afternoon is to make a
number of amendments to administrative arrangements
consequential on the commonwealth’s Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
Amendment Act 2007. The main provisions include
amendments to clarify that the addition to already
classified films of descriptions or translations such as
subtitling or captioning is not considered a modification
requiring reclassification. The bill allows authorised
industry assessors to make classification
recommendations and consumer advice about films
containing additional content. It confers responsibility
for determining classification markings and the manner
of their display on the commonwealth minister after
consultation with participating ministers.
The opposition has a couple of areas of principal
concern. The first is that the bill fails to address the
proliferation of unclassified, refused classification and
X-rated material. The opposition notes that this is
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squarely a state government responsibility and the
Attorney-General either does not know, does not care
or cannot get his colleagues to support taking action. I
refer to the Attorney-General’s second-reading speech
to the house which says:
The states and territories are responsible for the enforcement
of the classification decisions.

There are a number of wider comments that I would
like to make. I was speaking to a Greek scholar
recently. He made a remark in relation to a group of
young children and whether they would attend a
particular recreational or social venue. He posed the
following question to them: in going to this particular
place will you exert an influence where they will copy
your example or will you in fact be influenced by the
venue and the range of activity that might take place
within the venue? It is an interesting question, and one
that we as legislators need to confront.
In terms of films, two great films I have enjoyed
viewing in recent times and not so recent times include
Roberto Benigni’s film Life is Beautiful. I once told a
parliamentary colleague that it was one of the best films
I had seen in recent times and after he had viewed the
film he took a different position and asked me how
many films I had seen in recent times. The film portrays
a heroic reaction to the terror of the Nazi occupation
and how Benigni, in his film style, looked after and
cared for the needs of his son. His role required
courage, pathos and leadership and example. It was a
very interesting film that was controversial in some
ways. It was regarded as black humour and offensive in
some quarters, but it also received widespread acclaim,
including among members of the Jewish community in
Melbourne. They did not wish to see the events of the
Holocaust portrayed in a manner that was reflective of
black humour, but at the same time that humour
conveyed a very powerful message — a message for
good and the altruism and courage of Benigni.
Another film I had the privilege of viewing was shown
in Federation Square recently. A Greek film entitled
Brides it portrayed the journey of Russian, Turkish and
Greek mail-order brides to the United States in 1922
and the varying experiences of women who at a young
age predominantly were making that voyage. There
were examples of exploitation, of tragedy and also of
virtue. It is those examples of virtue — whether it be
Benigni’s film Life is Beautiful or the character of Niki
in the film Brides — of commitment to a purpose, a
value and a range of altruistic principles that are
important.
In my former role as shadow Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs I considered the plight of indigenous Victorians
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across a range of spheres. The experience of the
indigenous Victorian Australian is different from those
interstate in the sense that our community is more
strongly urbanised, but as I contemplated the issues
presented to me in a number of parliamentary inquiries
relating to the importance of improving housing,
educational outcomes, employment opportunities and
disengagement with the criminal justice system, the
example had arisen in other states where there were
adverse reports on the degree of violence that was
perpetrated in some remote communities.
On one occasion I was in Darwin liaising with some
legal aid representatives. The circumstances which
were being prosecuted in the Northern Territory were
quite horrific and beyond description. To the extent that
these outcomes are the product of access to
inappropriate materials, it is important that there be
good legislative measures in place to ensure that there
are not adverse influences in the community that can
damage and harm women and young children.
A few years ago I had in my electorate office the
distraught mother of a young girl who had worked at a
local takeaway food store. After work she had been
invited by a fellow worker to go down to the beach.
Drinking ensued and this young lass was subsequently
gang-raped by a number of people. She became
pregnant as a consequence and contracted a venereal
disease. Her life had been tragically impacted by the
aggression and violence — the actions of people who
behaved in a most abhorrent way.
To the extent to which we as legislators can encourage
altruism, good, the portrayal of life as it should and
could be, where the noblest human virtues are
encouraged and developed within our young children
and within our community, we will build a stronger
community and avert the tragic physical hurt that might
otherwise occur to people through there being access to
material that has an adverse influence on behaviours in
this state.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am pleased to be speaking
in support of the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill.
This bill amends the principal Victorian act as a
consequence of changes to the commonwealth act. The
bill makes Victoria’s act consistent with the national
classification scheme.
I hate to contradict the member for Evelyn who spoke
earlier and suggested that as far as these acts are
concerned the government is not doing enough to
protect children. If we have a really serious look at the
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bill, we see that in fact it goes a long way to doing just
that — protecting our children in Victoria.
The other point I want to make is that many speakers
appear to be alluding to the fact that this is very much a
very technical bill. While the amendments are of a
technical nature, the interesting aspect of this legislation
is that the technical amendments are being made as a
consequence of the dramatic technological changes that
have occurred in the broadcasting and storage of media.
We have heard the effect the changes will have on the
member for Ivanhoe, who suggests that he cannot
handle the computer games that are available in the
market at the present time.
Much change has occurred but several of the main
features of the bill are important for us to have a look
at. It clarifies that additions to already classified films
of descriptions or translations such as subtitling or
captioning are not considered a modification to the film
which would require it to be reclassified.
The bill inserts a new section which provides that a film
that is contained on one device and consists only of two
or more classified films is to be treated as if each film is
contained on a separate device. The definition
implements the classification requirement in the
commonwealth act, which provides that a new
application for and classification of a compilation of
already classified films on a single storage device are
not required.
The bill also amends offence provisions which require
films to be exhibited in a public place and to be sold
under the same title as that under which it is classified
and without modification. This makes the relevant
offences consistent with the new provisions in the
commonwealth act, which provide that certain
modifications to a film do not require the film to be
reclassified. As I mentioned earlier, there have been
dramatic developments in the technology of distributing
and storing media in the 13 years since the passage of
the principal act.
If one thinks back to, say, 1995, movies were viewed at
cinemas and some time later on rental videotapes, either
in VHS or Beta format, or on TV. The internet,
primarily accessed from home by dial-up, did not have
the capacity to stream films into the average home. Fast
forward 13 years and one can appreciate the enormity
of change. DVDs, which rendered tape obsolete, are
now being replaced by HD DVD or Blu-ray discs. The
growth of broadband internet access allows film to be
streamed live into our homes.
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While file-sharing programs raise copyright issues,
there are many legal issues involved — and in the case
of the television series Underbelly further legal issues.
For example, full motion pictures can be rented and
downloaded online, free-to-air television and radio
place audio and video ports on their websites for
downloading and later viewing or listening, iPods can
store hundreds of video clips, and a 16-megabyte
memory stick can store up to four entire motion
pictures.
Clause 5 appropriately inserts in the principal act new
section 5A, which provides that:
… a film that —
(a) is contained on one device; and
(b) consists of only 2 or more classified films —
is to be treated, for the purposes of this Act, as if each of the
classified films were on a separate device.

DVDs are now frequently sold that have more than one
film on the one device. Subtle changes to titling and
captioning may be made between the various versions
of the media and might be made between the various
versions of a particular film. Indeed it is now common
for DVDs to offer subtitles in various languages.
I am sure we will be back from time to time to consider
further changes to this legislation, particularly with the
convergence of computers and television in homes into
the one media device. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — This bill is called the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2007, and the
purpose of the bill is to make amendments to
administrative arrangements consequential on the
commonwealth’s Classification (Publications, Films
and Computer Games) Amendment Act 2007. The
amendments clarify that additions to already classified
films of descriptions or translations such as subtitling or
captioning are not considered a modification requiring
reclassification. They also allow industry assessors to
make classification recommendations and give
consumer advice about films with additional content.
They confer responsibility for determining
classification markings and the manner of display on
the commonwealth minister after consultation with
participating ministers.
There are a number of concerns relating to this
legislation. I was really heartened, as were a lot of other
members, to see this bill coming on. The evidence is
very clear that when you look at the community at this
stage — and I also refer back to Mr Munro’s article in
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the Sunday Age several weeks ago — you see that the
community is flooded with the kinds of materials that
you would prefer it not to have available to it. Other
pieces of our legislation indicate that we do not want
that material on the street, and yet it is available.
I was certainly encouraged to see a bill come before this
house which, to me, had the intimation that it was going
to be enforcing legislation to prevent this sort of
material being available, but I was greatly disappointed,
as I am sure many other members were. It is typical of
either a weak or a disinterested minister or government
to have an opportunity like the drafting of this piece of
legislation that deals with process and implements
requirements by another tier of government, and yet to
completely miss the opportunity to put in place law that
would really reflect what we currently would hope was
already the situation out there in the community.
Unfortunately that is not the case.
The minister has certainly let a great opportunity go by.
As I say, the evidence is clear that this material is
available out there in the community and that it is more
readily available than ever. When you look back at the
history of pornographic material and other degrading
types of material you see that it was available in books,
it was available on VHS, then it was available on
broadband and now it is available basically at will in a
streaming format. This sort of information is now
available to be streamed straight into the homes where
the children are, and that is something that I think we
should be acting on as a matter of urgency.
The more you tend to utilise this sort of material and
allow it to normalise, then obviously the more extreme
the extremes become. As this material becomes more
available, it becomes more accepted as the norm, and
again the extremes become more extreme. That is not a
good message for our children and not a good standard
for us to be showing to our children, and I think we
should take the opportunity to address that particular
problem right now. I encourage the government to act
to bring the reality of this material out there in our
community more in line with what we expect and what
our current law assumes the situation to be. I ask that
this government act to make sure that we can actually
have the sort of legislation that encourages that material
out of our community rather than into it.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill. The purpose
of this bill is to make consequential amendments to the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 as a result of the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
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Games) Amendment Act 2007 of the commonwealth.
We, as a government, are cooperating with the
commonwealth here in bringing our legislation in line
with the commonwealth legislation so that our
enforcement agencies — the people who operate in the
field — will have a clear understanding of what is
taking place in this country. We are becoming a smaller
country, therefore it is eminently sensible to have
enabling legislation like this to be in line with the
commonwealth legislation rather than having different
legislation and different laws applying here in Victoria.
I commend the minister for bringing this bill into the
house.
Previous speakers have spoken about modern
technology, about the duplication processes that are
available and about the access to films that are available
on the internet, on your computer, on your cable TV
and even on CDs. CDs have become really
old-fashioned now for members of the younger
generation, because they rely mainly on the computer
and on broadband, and they are downloading films
straight from the internet.
It is important to have clarification of titles, whether we
are talking about giving a film a title in a different
language or giving it a different name. Whatever name
a film is classified under, that is the classification under
which the film has to be sold, promoted and shown
publicly. That is also a safeguard in the sense that we
know what film we are talking about, because many
times you will see a film and then 10 years later you see
it once again, but the film has been cut, edited and
dubbed, and you almost think you are looking at
another story or another movie altogether. I am pleased
that this aspect is part of the legislation for the industry
involved.
I commend the bill on those issues that have been
included. I have listened to some members of the
opposition saying that the bill should go further and
deal with other matters. I think that would only serve to
confuse the issue, because it is very clear what the
processes are. To ensure that the Victorian act is
consistent with the commonwealth act specifically and
the national classification scheme overall, the bill
implements a consequential amendment which inserts a
new section which provides that a film which is
contained on one device and which consists only of two
or more classified films is to be treated as if each film
were contained on a separate device.
When the original bill was voted on by Parliament and
enacted, the sort of technology was not available where
you could store a whole movie on a CD or on a
memory stick, which could even have two or three
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movies on it. Today when you go to buy a CD you see
them advertised with three movies on the one CD, and
they are being promoted as such because of the
technology that allows more than one movie to be
stored on them. People are selling those things and
promoting them as a bonus for the community. Again,
this legislation closes some of the gaps by requiring
films to be properly labelled and properly marked and
clarified.
I will finish at this point, because I can see some of my
colleagues wish to speak on this bill as well. I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage in the upper house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill. As many earlier speakers have said,
the state legislation will be brought into line with
commonwealth legislation through the passing of this
bill, which deals with the increasing range of media that
material can be viewed on. The bill inserts a new
provision to ensure that one device containing only two
or more classified films is to be treated as if each film
were contained on a separate device. The bill also
ensures that classifications are displayed appropriately.
It also makes some other changes. In short, it better
protects our children and the wider community from
being misinformed through inaccurate or insufficient
warnings on media and other material.
While the commonwealth determines classifications —
and this bill just brings state legislation into line with
the commonwealth legislation — I take this opportunity
to urge governments to examine the classification or
lack of classification of films that are being previewed
in the following circumstances. Often a preview is of a
film the classification of which is to be determined, yet
it is shown in a cinema as you wait for the main event
to begin. A by-line appears saying, ‘This film is yet to
be classified’. You are sitting there waiting and having
a look at all the various films that are coming up.
I know we have the competing interests of promoters of
films that are coming versus the classifications office,
but I believe the use of this by-line can create
circumstances that provide discomfort to viewers and in
particular to children. I want to draw upon one
particular incident that happened to my children and
me. We went to see the film Shrek 3, which is
obviously a G-rated film. We sat there and watched as
the audience was given a preview of a film with the
by-line ‘This film is yet to be classified’. I later found
that the film received M15+ classification, and I am not
surprised, given the response from my children and
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other children in the audience when the preview
appeared.
Many other parents, like me, received very interesting
and somewhat disturbing questions from our kiddies
who were watching the preview, and we tried to explain
to them why particular individuals were acting in a
certain way against other individuals, and said that this
would all pass because we were all going to watch
Shrek and enjoy Shrek any moment now, any moment
now et cetera. Clearly it did not distress just my
children; it distressed other children waiting for a
G-rated film to commence.
I know that it is an offence for a preview of a film to be
shown if it has a rating greater than the main film that is
to be shown, but clearly in this circumstance, where
you have a film that is yet to be classified, you can have
a situation where children are watching previews of
films which clearly are not appropriate for their age. In
that particular circumstance, other parents and I did
complain to the cinema operators, but you can imagine
when you have got a couple of kids who all want to talk
to you about what happened in the main film that they
were to see, Shrek 3, you do not get a lot of time to
make a complaint and register your concern on behalf
of your children.
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The other matter which I think is important to raise
relates to my capacity as a member of the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee. We examined this
bill in the light of potential human rights issues. I
commend the Attorney-General and his staff for the
work and the report provided in terms of the human
rights issues and the compatibility with human rights in
terms of the bill and the amendments. It is good.
It does potentially raise an issue. Section 15 of the
charter provides that every person has the right to
freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all
kinds. So in some ways this provides a restriction: the
regulatory system that has been put in place certainly
restricts what some individuals may or may not be able
to receive. The national classification scheme
established before the charter commenced limits the
freedom of expression, and the purpose of this scheme
is to establish a regulatory regime for certain categories
of publications, films and computer games.
Section 15.3 of the charter recognises that the right to
freedom of expression:
… may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary —
(a) to respect the rights and reputation of other persons …

As I said earlier, I think this bill is an important bill as it
brings state and commonwealth legislation into line
where there are breaches. I note too that there are
penalties that arise from breaches, but I urge some sort
of attention to the circumstances that I described where
an unclassified film appears in, say, a G-rating spot. As
I said, this bill is all about protecting our children and
the wider community from viewing material which
needs proper classification and needs to be promoted as
such. I therefore commend the bill to the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I am happy to
rise in support of the Classification (Publications, Films
and Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill
2007. The objective of the Victorian Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
Enforcement Act 1995 is to give effect to the
cooperative commonwealth, state and territories
scheme for the classification of publications, films and
computer games set out in the commonwealth
classifications. The Victorian act provides for
enforcement of classification decisions made under the
commonwealth act. It prohibits the publishing of
certain publications, films and computer games and
prohibits certain online information services. That is the
objective of the overview of the bill and what it does.

In those circumstances it might well make a provision
for the purpose of restricting access to certain
information. The charter continues:
(b) for the protection of national security, public order,
public health or public morality.

In that context, whilst there might potentially be an
issue, I certainly concur with the assessments of the
committee and the Attorney-General and conclude that
on balance there are no issues of human rights. It is
worth pointing that out at this time.
These are consequential amendments to streamline
classification processes effectively — that is what this
is about. This is a national scheme, so it is useful to
have arrangements put in place in terms of jurisdictions
between the states and territories and the
commonwealth, so we streamlined that. We provide
uniformity, which is something that the community
would want. Constituents have spoken to me about this
issue, and there is an expectation that there be
uniformity. People move around states and territories,
and I imagine that it is useful to have uniformity in
terms of the schemes that are provided.
The bill provides for classifications and systems to be
consistent, and that is an additional component that is

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS, FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES) (ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
362

ASSEMBLY

useful for people. It is important to recognise that it also
provides consumers with the ability to be properly
informed through information to be provided to them.
In this context consumers will be able to form views
and be educated about the choices they make in relation
to films, games and other aspects, which is a good
contribution that is being made by the proposed
changes. They will be able to be better informed and
better educated and consequently be able to make good
choices.
The bill will make sure that classifications are up to
date and respond to the technological changes and
issues that come with them. In the same way as some
other speakers have mentioned — I am pleased to hear
that I am not the only one — I can hardly manage my
own phone, but I am told by those who understand such
things that these days you can actually add new
material to the internet and so on. I cannot even
imagine what the technical process for that would be. I
quite honestly would not have a clue about that. I am
told that it is potentially an issue, and this bill deals with
that issue.
The bill deals with the expectations of communities.
The bill is consistent and informative. The bill is useful,
consequential and will streamline the classification
process. It responds to a national scheme. This is a good
bill, and it contains good amendments. I know that
members will rush into the chamber to contribute to the
debate on the bill. I can see that the member for Pascoe
Vale is anxiously waiting for me to end my
contribution so that she can make hers. I therefore
conclude by commending this bill and its amendments
to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate the
opportunity to speak on the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2007. Like the previous speaker, I
support this legislation. I feel greatly reassured by the
fact that as a result of the bill the various forms of
publications, films and computer games are being
looked after at the commonwealth level by the
establishment of frameworks and at the state level by
enforcement provisions for any offences against it.
This bill, as was outlined by other members, is largely
consequential upon the national classification scheme.
After copious amounts of study on this piece of
legislation I have learnt that the commonwealth did
extensive consultation by targeting the relevant
stakeholders and that at the Victorian level, Arts
Victoria and Film Victoria have been consulted to make
sure the enforcement provisions that will come in under
the Victorian legislation meet their requirements.
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Previous speakers have stated that this legislation is
largely consequential and technical. It strengthens the
enforcement provisions here in Victoria. The
commonwealth has already made amendments to its
legislation, and given that the offences are prosecuted at
a state level, it is important that we update our
legislation to make sure that the national legislation
applies here. The national legislation enables
enforcement agencies to respond rapidly to
technological advancements. Like the member for
Derrimut, I too am very conscious of the fact that our
job probably precludes us from understanding the rapid
technological advances that are occurring in this field.
Our time is spent in other endeavours, but we are
reassured by this legislation that there will be effective
classification and that consumers will have access to
relevant film information, such as subtitles on DVDs.
As a result, consumers will be able to make informed
decisions about what they watch.
Before the minister responds to items raised here, there
are a couple of other points I would like to make in
relation to the broad policy objectives which have been
implemented by changes to the commonwealth law and
which will be implemented by the consequential
amendments in this bill. One in particular I want to
highlight will allow authorised industry assessors to
make classification recommendations and give
consumer advice to the Classification Board about films
containing additional content, such as subtitling or
captioning, that is released with an already classified or
exempt film. The proposed authorised industry assessor
model is based on the model currently in place for
computer games, and we have had the opportunity in
relation to previous legislation to be briefed on that and
therefore be able to make informed comment in the
house.
The other item I would like to cover is that the bill
confers responsibility for determining classification
markings and the manner of their display on the
commonwealth censorship minister after consultation
with state and territory ministers. This classification
was previously conferred on the director of the
Classification Board. Often in this house we hear the
comment that it is important for ministers to know and
understand their responsibility. This will be one case
where the ministers at a state and territory level will be
consulted on a particular item.
I want to conclude by saying also that the bill makes
some technical amendments to give effect to the
commonwealth’s unilateral decision to abolish the
Office of Film and Literature Classification and fold the
policy and administrative functions into the
commonwealth Attorney-General’s Department. That
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will make for ease of administrative processing and I
think that is an advantageous component of this bill.
With those few comments I would like to commend the
bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — This has been
a very fulsome debate on the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2007. A number of
members who contributed to this debate noted that this
is, of course, consequential legislation which brings
Victoria into line with a national regime. It is an area
that attracts much public interest because with the
rapidly changing nature of technology and its
application in the multimedia environment there is
always a need to ensure our laws are up to date and
ultimately achieving the results that are most important
to the community. What members of the community
are really most concerned about is that as consumers of
this kind of material their rights are protected, they have
adequate information, there are not problems when it
comes to exposure of minors to material that might be
offensive or a problem, and that the new regime as
described satisfies those criteria.
A number of members contributed to this very
important debate, including the members for Box Hill,
Bentleigh, Shepparton, Preston, Ferntree Gully,
Macedon, Mornington, Mordialloc, Mildura, Burwood,
Evelyn, Ivanhoe, Sandringham, Clayton, Hastings,
Keilor, Northcote, Derrimut and finally the member for
Pascoe Vale, whose contribution rounded out the work
that members have put into making sure this is a
meaningful debate.
On behalf of the Attorney-General, who has carriage of
this bill, let me once again say thank you to members
for their contribution to the debate on this very
significant and important matter of public policy. I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
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Debate resumed from 7 February.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
respond to the statement of government intentions and
say from the outset how disappointed I was with this
very poorly presented document and poorly presented
case. It shows that the government has run out of steam,
is simply not listening to the community and
unfortunately is proving itself to be an arrogant,
city-centric government that does not care about
country Victoria or accept its responsibilities in the
areas for which it has responsibilities.
The classic example is on page 45 of this document,
where the government has indicated that it is going to
push ahead with the provocative action of making the
Cobboboonee State Forest a national park, despite the
wishes of the local community, which has made it very
clear, in a loud voice and in large numbers, that that is
not its wish. Cobboboonee is a well-managed state park
that looks after the environmental and conservation
values of the area, and it is certainly well used by the
local community. The local community has said,
‘Hands off Cobboboonee’, and I support them quite
strongly in that. Unfortunately, though, members of this
government — this city-centric government, these latte
sippers — are more interested in looking after their
mates in North Fitzroy and Albert Park than listening to
local country communities and they are pushing ahead
with this legislation.
I am also disappointed that there is no provision in this
document to deal with the crisis facing our racing
industry. One only has to look to recent events with
regard to the integrity crisis in the racing industry to see
that there is a need for some major overhauls.
I will refer to the Allanson betting scandal. This was
first broken by the Age in an article of 12 February this
year, under the headline ‘RVL chief admits to laying
bets under a false name’. It says:
The chief executive of Racing Victoria Ltd, Stephen
Allanson, yesterday admitted he had broken the rules of
racing by betting under a false name during last year’s
Melbourne spring carnival.
Allanson said … ‘it was a silly thing to do’ and that he
regretted his actions.

The same day’s Herald Sun reported, and reported
accurately, that RVL chairman Michael Duffy and
chief steward Des Gleeson had met Allanson and that
no action was taken.
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That was the action from Michael Duffy. We all know
who Michael Duffy is. Michael Duffy, as well as being
the chair of Racing Victoria Ltd, is a Labor mate from
way back: former federal minister, mate of the racing
minister in this house and a Labor mate from way back.
He has been protected throughout this process by the
racing minister, and that has to stop in order to protect
the integrity of racing.
In an article in the Age of 13 February 2008 Stephen
Howell said:
He —

as in Allanson —
Gleeson and RVL chairman Michael Duffy told Bartley that
the matter had been laid to rest, with Cleary being given a
warning.

So what we have had is Allanson doing the wrong
thing, but what makes it worse is we then had Michael
Duffy, Labor mate, involved in a cover-up, trying to
cover up and sweep this integrity crisis under the
carpet. It would not go away, though. Finally, on
15 February Stephen Allanson had to resign in disgrace
after further bets had been discovered. But that is only
part of it, because that just deals with the Allanson
betting scandal itself. What has been missed in this
whole sorry saga is the role of Racing Victoria Ltd and
its chair, Michael Duffy, because, as I said, the initial
reaction was to try and cover up, prevent exposure of
this scandal and sweep it under the carpet. That is a
situation which should not be tolerated, and I believe
Michael Duffy must resign.
An article in the Herald Sun of 19 February headed
‘Why the delay?’ states:
Disgraced Racing Victoria Ltd chief executive Stephen
Allanson’s betting scandal was first detected by its betting
services department in late November … The Herald Sun
understands RVL betting services manager Anthony
O’Connell questioned Allanson in November.

It further says that the matter was discussed by
Mr Allanson with chairman Michael Duffy some weeks
ago and was dealt with. But there is still an ongoing
cover-up, and a further cover-up is being perpetrated by
the Minister for Racing.
What we have is a press release from Racing Victoria
Ltd with the headline ‘Independent firms appointed’. It
says:
Two independent companies have been appointed to
investigate aspects of the betting activities of former RVL
chief executive officer Stephen Allanson under the
pseudonym ‘Jack Hindon’.
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But that is the fundamental problem. The investigation
should not be just into Stephen Allanson’s betting
activities; it should be into the betting activities of
Stephen Allanson and the cover-up by Racing Victoria
Ltd, including the activities of Labor mate Michael
Duffy as chair of Racing Victoria. Why was he
involved in trying to sweep it under the carpet? Why
was he involved in a cover-up? That goes to the heart of
ongoing integrity issues in racing. These are the issues
that should be investigated. You cannot call it an
independent investigation when the so-called firms are
actually employed by Racing Victoria. They should be
investigating Racing Victoria; they should not be
employed by Racing Victoria.
The Minister for Racing has dropped the ball on this
very issue. He is part of the cover-up. He is protecting
his Labor mate Michael Duffy. He is allowing the
perception that a proper independent investigation is to
continue when clearly it is not. These independent firms
are actually contracted by Racing Victoria, which
should be under investigation. Michael Duffy should be
under investigation. The integrity service at Racing
Victoria should be under investigation. What we need is
a proper, open and accountable process. We need a
retired judge with all the powers of a royal commission
to conduct a proper investigation into not only the
Stephen Allanson betting scandal but also the cover-up
perpetrated by Racing Victoria and its chairman, Labor
mate Michael Duffy, and his interaction with the
Minister for Racing, who is a mate of Michael Duffy’s
from way back.
What we have here is the Minister for Racing and
Michael Duffy trying to put all the blame on Stephen
Allanson. Yes, he has done the wrong thing, and yes, he
was right to resign, but that is only half the equation.
We need to get to the role of Michael Duffy and Racing
Victoria.
We read in the Weekend Australian of 16 February that
the Racing Victoria board was kept in the dark on this
issue. I have spoken to Racing Victoria directors, who
knew nothing about this scandal until they read it in the
paper. Racing Victoria directors were kept in the dark
by Michael Duffy, who knew about it and did not tell
even his fellow directors. That in itself is a reason why
Michael Duffy should step aside. I ask: why is the
Minister for Racing protecting his Labor mate Michael
Duffy? Why is he not standing up for racing? Why is
he not standing up for proper integrity and proper
processes in racing? Is it any wonder that the Age in its
editorial of 24 February states:
The attempt by Racing Victoria chiefs to keep the betting
scandal ‘in house’ was a mistake. As Racing Minister Rob
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Hulls has said, racing relies completely on the integrity of its
administration. Clumsy attempts to cloak serious claims of
misconduct against its senior executives can only damage
that.

make unfounded allegations and attacks on people. The
member for South-West Coast should feel extremely
embarrassed about his contribution to this debate.

That is absolutely true. It is about time the Minister for
Racing stood up for the integrity of racing and stopped
protecting his Labor mate Michael Duffy. We want a
proper investigation by a retired judge. This is another
reason why we should have an independent
anticorruption commission in this state. If we had a
standing independent anticorruption commission, these
sorts of things could be referred immediately to such a
body for proper investigation instead of the ongoing
cover-up being perpetrated by the Minister for Racing
and Michael Duffy, where they purport to be having an
independent investigation when in fact the investigation
is being conducted by the very people who should be
under investigation.

But let us get back to the annual statement of
government intentions and the interesting responses we
have had from the opposition. We are the first
jurisdiction in Australia to bring in such an open and
accountable process. It was introduced first in the
United Kingdom by another Labor government under
the prime ministership of Tony Blair. What has the
opposition’s response been? Opposition members have
barely spoken about it at all. They have used their
responses the whole way through to bring up
complaints about the most obscure issues. That is a
shame, because the statement of government intentions
is a great gift to an opposition that is prepared to get out
there and do a bit of hard work. It actually provides a
document that makes the government accountable.
Some of the legislation that is foreshadowed in this
document is the sort of legislation that people in
Victoria really want to know about.

We need to investigate Stephen Allanson’s betting
activities, but we need to investigate just as much the
cover-up by Labor mate Michael Duffy and the
ongoing role of the Minister for Racing, Rob Hulls, in
protecting Michael Duffy. The racing industry in
Victoria is too important for us to allow it to be tainted
by this sort of scandal. It can only remain untainted if
there is a proper, full and open investigation by a retired
judge.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — The house would
perhaps be surprised to know that we are here to
discuss the annual statement of government intentions.
In his usual manner the member for South-West Coast
has treated this house with contempt in the contribution
he has just made in relation to that statement. It is
typical of the member for South-West Coast that he
should make allegations against a large number of
people and provide no evidence to the house to
substantiate them. He knows that he is covered by
privilege here and can make the most outrageous
allegations without having to provide any evidence or
any justification for those statements. This house would
perhaps hold the member for South-West Coast in
much higher regard if he had some evidence to support
the allegations he makes about other members.
To suggest that the Minister for Racing is somehow
engaged in a cover-up is absolute nonsense — and the
member for South-West Coast knows it is nonsense. He
provided not one shred, not one iota of evidence in the
whole of his 10 minutes of ranting and raving. You
would have to say that reflects badly on some members.
They come in here and make allegations about people.
They have no evidence and no information to support
the allegations, but because they are covered by
privilege they think they can abuse that privilege and

An honourable member interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Perhaps members who are
yelling out there in their usual uncouth manner should
read the statement of government intentions and they
might learn something that will be of benefit to them in
the future.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — The member for Ferntree
Gully has a great deal to say for himself.
Dr Sykes — I am reading it. Can you point to a
paragraph that makes sense?
Mrs MADDIGAN — I do appreciate the assistance
from the members of the opposition — the coalition,
now: the member for Benalla, who of course is now in
coalition with the member for Ferntree Gully. We look
forward to their continual love and understanding as
they work together in the future. We on this side of the
house will be interested to see how they overcome
those policy differences they have had in the past, and
we are anxious to see how this love and understanding
will outline itself and how it will go along in the future.
That is something for us all to look forward to.
The member for Benalla asked me to mention some of
the really good legislation that is outlined in the
statement. I am glad he asked me that, because I was
actually intending to do that, so I am more than happy
to accede to his wishes. I would be interested to know if
the member for Benalla supports these initiatives,
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because I think there is a fair show that most Victorians
would. What will we look up? The speeding up of
public transport projects — I wonder if the member for
Benalla would support that?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs MADDIGAN — No, he does not.
Improvements to road safety, improving
underperforming schools — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! The member for Essendon knows that when
speaking in debate in this house she needs to speak
through the Chair.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Acting Speaker, I was just
helping to involve the member for Benalla, who is very
keen on this issue, but I am more than happy to address
any comments to the member for Benalla through the
Chair.
The first complete rewrite of the Health Act for
50 years — the opposition is not happy with it.
Legislation to curb public drunkenness and violence —
the opposition is not happy with that either. I would
have thought that considering the press coverage we
have had of these matters recently, people in Victoria
would be very interested in this. Modernisation of the
planning process is another project that I think many
people in Victoria would be pleased about. Regarding
governance of universities, the universities are covered
by many acts, and the government is helping to make
them run more smoothly. Of course there are
universities in country Victoria and in areas that the
Liberal Party covers as well, so I am sure that is a piece
of legislation that the opposition will be very interested
in. Laws to tighten control of livestock and plant
diseases to protect agricultural products — —
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Through you, Acting
Speaker, the member for Benalla is happy with that
one. We have got one run on the board, so that is a
good start. We have not got a winner yet from the
Liberal Party, but I will keep going through this list.
Improvements in public service efficiency I am sure it
would be pleased about because we recall the Liberal
Party sacked many public servants when it was in
power. I am sure Liberal Party members are very
interested in public service efficiency. Other pieces of
legislation coming through concern improvements in
financial management and major events.
We have told the opposition that this is what we are
going to do as a government — the first time in the
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152 years of the Victorian Parliament that the
opposition actually knows what the government is
going to do. It is very different from when the Liberal
Party was last in government, because when Jeff
Kennett was Premier even members of the Liberal
Party did not know what he was going to do next, let
alone the opposition. It really has changed the whole
structure of Parliament, and it gives members of the
opposition, both parts of the opposition, a great
opportunity to hold the government to its program and
to be involved in it.
The other good thing about this statement of
government intentions is that it allows the community
to be involved. It outlines what the public processes are
going to be and outlines where there are going to be
draft bills for consideration. These things were never a
feature of previous governments. The community at
large wants to be involved in the decision-making
process and wants the opportunity to be able to give its
views. If we refer back to other changes that have been
made in previous parliaments, the community of
Victoria has often felt it was not part of it, that it was
kept out of the process. This new program allows the
community to have a say and, if it wishes, to contact
local members. Of course there would not be much
point in contacting any of the opposition members,
because they have not read the annual statement of
government intentions, so it would probably be a bit of
a waste of time. But if they come and see Labor
members, the Labor members will be more than happy
to discuss with them the proposed legislation and listen
as part of an open and accountable government to any
comments they might wish to make.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I am sure if the member for
Ferntree Gully, through the Chair, has some comments
that he would like to make, even though they may be
uninformed, we as a government will be more than
happy to hear his comments as well and to consider
them in the light of other comments from people in the
community. There is an opportunity for members of the
opposition to also be involved in the legislative
program of the government in the future.
This is a great process. As I said, it is the first time that
any parliament in Australia has introduced such a
process. It seems extraordinary to me, having listened
to the comments of the Leader of the Opposition, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the leader of the
other coalition party, The Nationals, that they barely
referred to the statement of government intentions at all.
I think that is really quite sad, because obviously you
can stand up here and complain to your heart’s content,
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but if you expect the people of Victoria to take you
seriously, you are expected to get out there, scrutinise
what the government is doing and really hold the
government accountable to ensure that it meets the
promises it has made to the people of Victoria.

Later it states:

For the first time ever in the history of this Parliament
the opposition knows what the government intends to
do this year and has an opportunity to make sure the
government does it — and the statement allows the
people of Victoria to also be part of the process. I think
it is a great initiative on the part of Premier Brumby. I
congratulate him on the annual statement of
government intentions. It is the first of many that will
be made while we are in government, which will of
course be for many years to come, and it is a great
opportunity for Victoria to have open and accountable
government.

Ms Beattie — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is reading from a document, and I ask that
that document be tabled.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is with pleasure that
I stand to speak. Can I just say what a disappointment
the speech of the member for Essendon was. The
statement, which consists of a statement of about
10 pages and a 52-page booklet in which there is very
little of substance, is also a disappointment. This
government is renowned for its Hollywood-style media
stunts, and this is just another example of its arrogance.
As I said, in 10 pages of motherhood statements and
52 pages of waffle there is no substance whatsoever.
There is nothing in there about delivering for Victoria.
What this government is all about is media stunts. What
happens is that when it is about to announce something
the minister gets a confidential proposed media event
brief. It is confidential, but it fell off the back of the
truck, and I have a copy of it. It does not take into
account what Victorians have to say or how good it is
for Victorians; it just talks about what they should do to
make the minister look good. This one here is in regard
to Minister Theophanous in the other place. It is very
hard to make Minister Theophanous look good, but for
about three pages the government attempts to make him
look good. There are a number of options. The brief is
headed ‘Proposed media event’, ‘Parkville Gardens
(former Commonwealth Games village) demolition of
clinical services building’. It goes through a page of
waffle, and then states:
Option 1
Proposed event — photo opportunity of minister and media
release.
The minister to workers to kick-start the demolition of the old
clinical services building or visit the site during the
demolition. As the site will be an active construction site, the
minister may be constrained by what he can do.

Photo opportunities …
1.
2.

Minister sitting in bulldozer.
Minister mingling with construction workers.

Mr KOTSIRAS — I am happy to table this
document. I ask permission for it to be incorporated in
Hansard.
Leave refused.
Mr KOTSIRAS — The brief continues:
Option 2
Proposed event — photo opportunity of workers and media
release only.
If the construction timetable does not fit in with the minister’s
diary, it is possible to provide a photo opportunity on the site
with workers, supported by a strong media release from the
minister.
…
1.

Workers demolishing the clinical services building.

Target media
Suburban media in Moonee Valley, Brunswick and Parkville
Metropolitan media

But there is a warning here, and I quote:
However, the site is not a union site.

Here they are telling the minister that it is not a union
site, so he really cannot do everything he wants to do.
There are three pages on how to make the minister look
good — and all ministers get this every time they come
down from their ivory towers to make a media
announcement. This is exactly what they get. They do
not care. How many media advisers has the Minister for
Roads and Ports got?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! I remind the member for Bulleen that when he is
addressing the house he does so through the Chair.
Mr KOTSIRAS — I refer now to page 14 of the
annual statement, which is about multicultural affairs. I
am glad the member for Yuroke is in the house. After
eight years all this government can come up with is to
combine the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs
and the Victorian Multicultural Commission. After
eight years in government all they can do is change the
letterheads and business cards of the minister and the
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public servants. That is all they can provide to
Victorians after eight years in government: after eight
dark years in government all they can do is change the
letterheads! It is a shame they cannot do anything.
There is no mention in this document of language
services, there is no mention of LOTE (languages other
than English). Under the previous government LOTE
was very important and schools took it seriously. Under
this government it is a luxury option. They have cut
back on the money. They do not provide the funding
that is required — and very few schools now offer a
LOTE to their students — because they do not care
about LOTE in this state.
There is no mention of newly arrived refugees and that
this government does not know what local councils and
the federal government are doing. They are duplicating
services, and there are gaps in services. The Premier is
also the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. We have a
Minister Assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs
and we have a Parliamentary Secretary Assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs. Even though the
government has three people looking after this very
important area, this area lacks any vision and any
policies. The government is taking our communities for
granted. It is a shame that the member for Yuroke does
not take this seriously and perhaps speak to the Premier
and request that he step aside and give the job to a
full-time minister who would be able to carry out his
duties. Unfortunately, as the member for Warrandyte
said, the mushrooms on the other side refuse to
challenge the Premier.
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nothing has been spent. They promised some money to
Lygon Street and nothing has been spent. They
promised some money to Chinatown and nothing has
been spent. You have to ask yourself what they are
doing after one and a half years. One and a half years
ago they promised $8 million for the three cultural
precincts, which are very important, but nothing has
happened — not even a plant has been put in. I ask:
what does this government do? What do its members
do?
In the little time I have left I will talk about innovation.
In August 2007 the government appointed a new
Minister for Innovation, Mr Jennings in the other place.
Nothing has happened since 2007. Mr Jennings has
been overseas, travelling first class. He went to see
some Hollywood stars, and he has made some
announcements, but there is no direction and no vision;
there is no vision whatsoever for innovation. It is a
shame that a minister such as Mr Jennings is happy
with the perks of office — he is happy with his white
car and his ministerial advisers, he is happy to travel
first class overseas — yet when it comes to looking
after Victoria he has no vision and no ideas. He is more
interested in his faction and in ensuring that his people
get to become ministers than he is in looking after the
interests of Victorians.
Innovation is very important to this state, but
unfortunately this Premier has chosen a minister who is
not capable of dealing with this very important area. He
is out of his depth; I would be surprised if he knew
what the word ‘innovation’ means. The government has
chosen a minister who is out of his depth and who has
no vision for Victoria. He goes with the flow, makes a
few announcements and has photo opportunities here
and overseas, but there is no plan and no vision for the
future. This government is all about spin, all about
rhetoric and all about the past.

Prior to the last election this government promised
$8 million for the cultural precincts in Lygon Street,
Lonsdale Street and Chinatown. After one and a half
years nothing has occurred, nothing has been spent.
Three backbenchers are responsible for each of these
precincts. Do you know, Acting Speaker, that they
refuse to speak to each other, so none of them knows
what the others are doing? The Minister for Industry
and Trade in the other place, Theo Theophanous, has
been going around saying that his government will
bring in legislation to compulsorily acquire all the
buildings in Lonsdale Street and will turn the area into a
Greek precinct. However, I have been told that the
Premier is calling the minister’s bluff and that the
minister is now urging members of the Greek
community to telephone the Premier and tell him that
the minister is correct, that he is very influential in the
Greek community and that unless the Premier listens to
the minister the government will lose the Greek vote.

Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Thank heavens that
diatribe has finished. I am very pleased to join other
members in supporting the annual statement of
government intentions. This is a significant document
which demonstrates the Brumby government’s
commitment to openness and accountability, something
I think members opposite would do well to learn about.
It reflects the government’s support of participatory
democracy in Victoria. It empowers all Victorians to
become informed about and indeed involved in the
decision-making process. I urge those opposite to
become involved.

That is what the government is all about: media and
spin. All government members care about is votes.
They promised $8 million for Lonsdale Street and yet

I for one welcome this initiative. I know that my
electorate of Yuroke welcomes it. My constituents are
always very forthcoming, as I am sure are most
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constituents; they provide me with their views on
matters. This initiative will assist them in being aware
of the government’s intentions, and it will assist me in
turn in representing their views. The statement sets out
themes, visions, objectives and indeed tasks for the year
ahead. It provides a real blueprint for the legislative
framework the government intends to bring forward
during the calendar year.
The broad elements of the statement are investing in
Victoria, building stronger and more livable
communities, promoting innovative and sustainable
growth, and leading Victoria and the rest of the nation.
The statement outlines the Brumby government’s
priorities for 2008. Those priorities include delivering
better services to families, particularly in education and
health, and addressing the needs of disadvantaged
Victorians. The government also intends to improve
local communities through upgraded public
transport — I will talk a bit about public transport in a
minute — better planning and greater community
safety. The statement also talks about job creation,
about growing the economy through good financial
management and investment in skills and key economic
infrastructure, and about addressing the absolutely
critical challenge of water and climate change,
something the opposition and the former federal
government denied was happening.
The community has already seen and welcomed many
projects that will address the issues. Members will
know of those great projects, including the $115 million
Craigieburn rail extension, which involves new stations
at Roxburgh Park, Craigieburn and Coolaroo. We have
seen improved bus services and the emergence of new
schools as well as the upgrading of many existing
schools. In my electorate Wilmott Park Primary School
and Gladstone Park Secondary College have been well
and truly upgraded. The agenda set for the year ahead
will build upon those initiatives and deliver further
benefits to my community.
I would also like to comment on a few of the initiatives
included in the statement of intentions for the year
ahead. I am pleased that the statement includes many
initiatives which support a fairer Victoria and narrow
the gap between disadvantaged Victorians and the rest
of the community. These initiatives include important
consumer protection. One good example is the lemon
laws bill, which will provide a fair, simple and
comprehensive system to redress motor vehicle
purchases. The Equal Opportunity Act will be updated
to address systemic discrimination and to increase the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission’s powers to tackle discrimination.
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Supporting a fairer Victoria and addressing social
issues are key components of the government’s
legislative program. I am also pleased to support the
inclusion of these initiatives. I am pleased the
government will tackle the long overdue review of
abortion law and address the recommendations of the
Victorian Law Reform Commission in regard to access
to assisted reproductive technology and surrogacy.
These social initiatives will build upon previous
initiatives which illustrate this government’s
commitment to tackling social issues.
I want to talk about some of the comments made by the
previous speaker because, as the Parliamentary
Secretary Assisting the Premier on Multicultural
Affairs, I look forward to the initiatives which are
proposed through amendments to the multicultural act.
The legislation will improve the delivery of Victoria’s
multicultural strategies, policies and services, and it will
provide greater community focus through enhanced
community input and participation. Apparently the
previous speaker thinks that including the multicultural
community is just about building things. It is not; it is
about being inclusive.
The previous speaker really broke longstanding
traditions. Although I am not one to get up and praise
the Kennett government, I note that Jeff Kennett in
particular took a bipartisan approach to multicultural
affairs and became a bit of a champion for multicultural
affairs. What we have here is a shadow minister who is
divisive and is trying to play wedge politics in the
multicultural community. We saw him trying to pit
Greek against Greek, one community against another,
and he is to be condemned for that attitude. In
Australia, and particularly in Victoria, we welcome
people no matter where they come from and no matter
what their religion, and we urge them to make their
home here and become part of multicultural Victoria. In
doing so we do not pit one community against the
other.
We have seen two shameful attacks here tonight. We
saw the shadow minister for getting the Cox Plate away
from Moonee Valley — it seems to be the member for
South-West Coast’s grand plan to get the Cox Plate
away from Moonee Valley and over to Caulfield —
come in here and trot out those things. We saw a
shameful episode of unsubstantiated attacks and
allegations against members of the community. Now
we see the shadow minister for multicultural affairs and
citizenship trying to pit community against community
and create divisiveness in the multicultural community,
and he is to be condemned for that.
I ask the shadow minister for multicultural affairs — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! I remind the member for Yuroke to address her
comments through the Chair and not to direct questions
to the opposition or the member for Bulleen in
particular.

to say, ‘Here I am; look at what a wonderful job I am
doing and at the wonderful job I am going to do’. But
unfortunately the big day of the party was spoilt, and
you could see it in the Premier’s face and in the faces of
many members.

Ms BEATTIE — I wonder where the Liberal Party
was when the HYP fest was on — the harmonious
youth participation festival. What did I see there? I saw
a poor old member for Northern Metropolitan Region
in the other place sitting outside on a 35-degree day in a
little tent by himself with nobody speaking to him. A
least he turned up. The shadow minister did not turn up
at all.

A disparate array of groups gathered out on the steps of
Parliament House, most of whom probably would not
usually talk to each other, but they were all united.
Some people say the Premier is a divider; I say he is a
uniter. He unites every single group in this state against
him and against his government. He has done a great
job of uniting Victoria. I do not think he is a divider; he
is a uniter of everybody who has a bone to pick with
this government. It was even more apparent when
members of the groups gathered on the steps came
inside. They feel they have never been listened to by
this government. They do not get access to the Premier,
so the only way they could force the issue — even
though it was unparliamentary and was out of order —
was to ask questions from the public gallery. They got a
few questions in; they got their message across.

Mr Kotsiras — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I understand that perhaps the member woke
up very late, but I have to advise the member that I was
present at that festival early in the morning when the
member was in bed sleeping.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Ms BEATTIE — It is not my intention to pit
multicultural community against multicultural
community. All the communities make up this great
state that is Victoria and they all deserve our respect
and admiration, and I will not be playing divisive
politics with the multicultural community.
This statement of intentions is a good statement. I am
proud to support it. I would like to congratulate the
Premier on this initiative. He is committed to open and
transparent government, and this is the opportunity for
it. I would have thought the opposition would have
grasped it with both hands and tried to make something
of it. Instead, what did we hear? We heard the member
for South-West Coast complaining that it was not well
presented. What did he want? Did he want thousands of
dollars spent on colours? It is a good statement, and if
those on the opposition benches are smart, they will
speak on it and speak well on it.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is not really a pleasure
to be speaking on the statement of government
intentions, because in this place we should be debating
legislation and talking about our electorates, but I feel
obliged to comment on this bit of fairy floss. It is a
waste of this Parliament’s time, but we have got it and I
will comment on it.
The genesis of this document is the fact that the Premier
is suffering from a bit of limelight withdrawal now that
he is no longer the Treasurer and no longer has his
yearly bringing down of the budget. He is suffering, so
this annual statement is going to be his new opportunity

What happened on the day the government was talking
about how open and accountable it was? What did the
government do? Unfortunately it tossed them all out of
the public gallery and put them back out on the street. I
reckon they will be back next year. In 12 months they
will be back, but it will be a bigger and better
demonstration. There will be more unity in the state.
More groups will be united together in their hatred of
this government and the Premier, and they will all be
back. But I do not think we will see a third statement
from the Premier. By that time the Premier will have
become a bit sick of it all and he will have come up
with a new idea. But we have a glossy little document
here, even though it is short on detail. It contains a lot
of reannouncements. It is short on action, but it is big
on rhetoric. Unusually for a major government
announcement, there was no helicopter.
I will now move through some of the sections of this
document which are relevant to my electorate and also
to my portfolio. First of all, section 1.2, which is headed
‘Further reform of education’. There is a great
announcement that we are going to have another
blueprint. Five years ago we had a blueprint for
education. That blueprint for education delivered the
lowest mainland state results in reading literacy,
mathematical literacy and science literacy. That is what
the last blueprint delivered. It delivered the worst paid
teachers in Australia. It delivered the lowest funding of
government education in Australia. The last blueprint
delivered the lowest funding of non-government
education in Australia. That is what the last blueprint
delivered. God knows what this next one is going to
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deliver. It cannot get any worse than that, so hopefully,
in a positive vein, it might improve education in this
state.
The document talks about leadership development,
professional development of teachers and how
important our leaders and our teachers are, but look
outside! Look at what happened outside the Premier’s
office today, look at what is going to happen outside
many government members’ offices over the next six
weeks, and look at what happened outside here on the
last sitting day. Tens of thousands of teachers are upset
with this government because they are the worst paid in
this country. The government is not listening to them,
and the government does not value them. No matter
what it might say, the government does not value them.
It will not even talk to them. I can go and talk to the
union, but the minister will not go and talk to the union.
Teachers have got legitimate concerns, and they have
been totally unvalued by this government. No wonder
they are leaving in droves! No wonder they are leaving
the profession in droves, and no wonder the other
teachers are also leaving Victoria to teach in other states
where they are going to be recognised more and they
are going to be paid more. There is absolutely no
mention of that in this statement.
There is going to be a new focus on student outcomes
and poor-performing students. Of course they need
that! As a result of the education system this
government has delivered over the last nine years there
are record numbers of underperforming students. Our
students need that sort of focus. There have been cuts in
that funding, and hundreds of children with real
educational need have had their funding just totally
taken away from them.
I think the best illustration of that is the case of
Rebekah Turner, whom this government dragged
through the courts and dragged through the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal. It is now going to
appeal against the VCAT decision that handed damages
to young Rebekah Turner and ordered the government
to do what it should have done in the first place over a
number of years and in a number of schools. This has
not just happened over one year. For six years of
primary and secondary school this young lady has not
had the care, the attention and the extra help that she
deserves. The government has been ordered to provide
remedial education, an integration aide, specialist
training for all of her teachers, plus $80 000 in
damages. What is the government doing? It is taking
this further. It is going to appeal that decision.
This poor young lady whom this government has
neglected has got another two years of schooling — her
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vital Victorian certificate of education years — but the
government is still arguing and will not let her have the
help that she deserves. I just cannot believe the cheek of
the government to say that over the next number of
years there is going to be a new focus on student
outcomes and poor-performing students. How about
Rebekah Turner, for a start?
There will also be provision made in legislation over
the next 12 months for the transition of early childhood
services, preschools and kindergartens from the
department of education to form the new department.
That is something I agree with. I think it is fantastic,
because it was our policy. This government did not go
to the last election with this policy. Its members were
the only people who did not believe in that — the only
people in Australia and the only people in Victoria —
and with the change of leadership in the government
here the government has finally woken up to what is
going on in the rest of the world and the rest of the
country. That will be good to see, but, as I said, there
are many major educational issues confronting this state
that are not in this statement. There is nothing in the
statement about maintenance plans for our schools;
there is nothing about better pay and conditions for our
teachers; there is nothing about strategies to help our
teachers, to keep our teachers and to attract new
teachers into the profession; and there is nothing about
plans to improve funding and to lift standards in any
area of education at all. I give the government 1 out of
10 for education.
Mr Kotsiras — You are very generous.
Mr DIXON — I am a soft marker. Moving on to
some of the other areas in this statement, under major
transport projects we have got project facilitation
legislation. I look forward to that! I would have thought
making a project actually happen would have been
something that, after nine years, could already have
happened. I would love some projects down my way on
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway, the sound barriers
and the lack of roads. There has been no major
spending at all in my electorate in the last nine years of
this government.
Under paragraph 5.1 relating to planning for the
environment we are going to have the release of a
discussion paper. That should be good. We are also
going to have the establishment of an expert panel. That
will be good, too. But this is very hard work, and it
cannot be delivered until 2009. This cannot happen in
one year; it is going to take years for those two very
important things to happen. In terms of planning, the
big issue in my electorate is the fact that
Melbourne 2030 does not belong on the Mornington
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Peninsula, no matter what the government might say.
The government says that the Mornington Peninsula is
part of Melbourne; it is not part of Melbourne.
Melbourne 2030 is being exploited ruthlessly by
developers in my electorate, and we have got these
unbelievably monolithic constructions being planned
for and being applied for in the little towns of
Shoreham, Flinders, McCrae and Dromana — six
storeys in Dromana — because that is what is allowed
under Melbourne 2030. You cannot do that opposite the
beach, but that is the way the planning laws are. The
Mornington Peninsula should have a separate planning
scheme. This government is ignoring that, and there is
nothing in this statement about delivering that in the
next number of years.
I also wish to briefly comment on the issue of water
infrastructure. No mention is made in the statement of
the upgrade of the eastern treatment plant. We actually
had the sixth anniversary of the first announcement of
the upgrade of the eastern treatment plant. It still has
not happened. Apparently it is going to be delivered in
2012. Some 450 million litres of effluent are pouring
out of that pipeline day in and day out, and there is no
commitment from this government to clean that up or
reuse that water. Instead we are going to get a $3 billion
desalination plant and a very controversial north–south
pipeline that is going to steal water from the food bowl
in the north of Victoria.
Finally, the last issue I want to mention is national
parks. The commitment by this government was that
we would be handed Point Nepean National Park and
the old quarantine station by the federal government in
October. The problem is that Parks Victoria does not
want it, and it is the one that is going to have to look
after it. It has got no funding. It is short of funding, and
it cannot do what it needs to do around the state, and it
is going to be handed this massive infrastructure
development — a fantastic asset for Australia, for
Victoria and indeed for the world, because it is quite
unique in its flora and its fauna, its geography and its
history, and its built form — and Parks Victoria is
going to take it, yet it has got no money to do anything
with it.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to speak in
support of the statement of government intentions.
Before I do so, I say in passing that I think it was the
member for Benalla whom Oscar Wilde was thinking
about when he said that some people bring happiness
wherever they go, others bring happiness whenever
they go. I think he meant the member for Benalla, who
really does bring happiness whenever he goes. I would
urge him to think very seriously about how he can
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support the government’s statement of legislative intent
here in this house.
So far from our friends on the other side we have heard
various attempts at character assassination, attempts at
wedge politics in the ethnic community and allegations
of a waste of time in regard to how this whole
important reform of this Parliament is actually going to
contribute. I think it is a pity that our friends opposite
do not see the opportunities that this process might
bring to debate about what kind of Parliament we want
and what kind of Parliament we actually want to
operate in. Equally it is an opportunity to engage
constructively around the kind of legislative agenda we
want. It is indeed an opportunity — and this is the key
point that I think our friends opposite are missing — to
engage in the debate about what kind of Victorian
community we want and what underpinning values and
principles we would like to bring to the Victorian
community. Instead all we see is an opportunity for our
friends opposite to respond with attempts to grab
headlines and curry favour with particular select causes
they have rather than make constructive opportunities
to deal with the performance of the Parliament — how
it operates and how it engages with Victoria’s people.
What we are trying to do through this process here on
the constructive side of this house is to engage with
Victorians about what sort of a process government can
bring to them to make their lives better. That is what
government is seeking to do, and that is actually what
this statement of legislative intent seeks to deliver in a
conversation with Victorians. What we are really trying
to do, I suppose, is set out the underpinning values and
principles that we would like to reflect in our
community. It is really an opportunity to engage in
debate about what kinds of values and principles we
would like to bring to the public policy that underpins
our legislative program and our legislative agenda. It is
not actually, as our friends opposite might like to think,
just for slinging off about pet causes. Our friends
opposite have just succumbed to the uncreative
opportunities, rather than really trying to engage here.
What the statement is trying to deliver is pointing out to
the community that these are the kinds of values and
principles that we would seek to bring to build our
community. It is about a preparedness to look at some
of the tough key issues that are facing our community,
including our infrastructure needs. It is about planning
for the next 10, 20 and 30 years, rather than for the next
10 or 20 minutes, as seems to be the attention span of
those opposite. It is about dealing with the risks of an
ageing community. It is about dealing with the skills
issues. It is about dealing with innovation. It is about
dealing with social policy issues that reflect the world
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view of an outward-looking, confident Victoria, rather
than the inward-looking, moaning, groaning, carping
attitude that our friends opposite would like us all to
have to put up with.
Let us look at just a few of those policy positions the
government has indicated it will introduce in the
statement of legislative intent. These are measures that
actually reflect a forward-thinking world view and that
the government knows where it wants to take the
Victorian community. I do not think we could do any
better than look at section 12.1 on climate change under
‘Protecting the environment’, which begins at page 42
of the document. Here we recognise the challenges of
climate change, unlike some of the denialists
opposite — and the denialists now in coalition will be
very interesting to listen to in debate over the next two
years.
I quote briefly from the document, where it states:
Victoria will need to pursue policies that prepare households
and businesses for the impact of the introduction of a price on
carbon and will formalise this through a climate change bill.
We will promote innovation and work with industry to ensure
that it improves resource efficiency and reduces emissions.
We will assist families and individuals to reduce their
environmental impact, and ensure that our response to climate
change is consistent with our broader commitment to social
justice.

That is an important combination of linking
environment into the social justice policies of this
government. The climate change bill will not only bring
about reforms that are necessary in government and
industry activity but also promote community changes.
We need to grasp those bigger issues. The vehicles for
those are already there in the Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme and the mandatory renewable
energy target. Sadly, some of these measures were
opposed by our friends opposite in former
governments, but these measures, together with links to
the new federal Rudd Labor government’s programs in
this area, are fundamental to what we are seeking to
deliver here.
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how we deal with the carbon-constrained future. It is an
opportunity for the carbon trading system to be there
for us to make sure that we are sustainable and
delivering opportunities for a new economy into the
future as well as addressing how mechanisms for these
can be exported to our growing Asian neighbours in
particular.
It is not just about that; it is also about what happens
locally. In my own electorate it has some very direct
implications. It goes beyond the obvious implications
of dealing with the wonderful foreshore and beach
activities around the district of Albert Park, which have
already seen an increase in activity from global change
with storms and tidal damage, and also deals with a lot
more than that. My electorate has one of the highest
private rental rates in the state. The issue that is very
important for private renters is how, in a
carbon-constrained future, measures that address
efficiency of energy-saving arrangements, including
water-saving methods, can be implemented and how
private landlords can be encouraged to deal with the
retrofitting of buildings that, in many cases, are the best
part of a century old.
These are significant issues in how we operate as a
community. It disturbs me that, rather than looking for
these big-picture opportunities to engage in serious
issues like climate change, sadly all we have had in the
contributions this evening from our friends opposite
are, as I say, attempts under the cover of parliamentary
privilege at character assassination and wedge politics
with inaccurate allegations about what the whole
program is designed to do. Rather than taking these
narrow, inward-looking opportunities, our friends
opposite really need to grasp the nettle and engage in a
conversation with Victorians about what sort of future
they would like to bring to all communities in Victoria.

Again, in terms of leadership on this important issue,
the Council for the Australian Federation received the
Garnaut report last week. That report had its genesis
with this government through the former Deputy
Premier, the then member for Albert Park, who
engaged with the proposition of bringing
Professor Garnaut into the service of the states to
contribute to this important area.

What they have missed fundamentally is the
proposition that this document — a first in an
Australian Parliament — gives us the opportunity to see
how we can engage with the community about what
sort of future we want and how the legislative agenda
reflects the policies, principles and programs of the
values we want to bring to our community. Sadly I
think that the friends in the new coalition opposite fail
to understand that principle about how you engage with
communities in a policy conversation underpinned by
values and principles. Until such time as they
understand that, they will continue to languish in
opposition.

What the Garnaut report is really seeking to contribute
to in the interim position is the issue of how we move
our economy and our community along in the debate of

I think it is a fantastic document, one which the
government should be very pleased to have launched to
Victorians.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to give reply to the
statement of government intentions on behalf of The
Nationals in coalition. In country Victoria and in my
electorate, families are looking to government to
improve what I call the basic pillars of life: health,
education, law and order, and transport. The Mildura
electorate is also worn out by the water crisis.
In health, our hospital, the Mildura Base Hospital, has
extensive waiting lists. The best efforts of the
government to address waiting lists have been to no
avail in Mildura because there are no beds. The hospital
is not big enough. You can do and say all you like
about waiting lists, but the people of Mildura will not
benefit from that initiative. We have outgrown our
hospital. A rate of 2.4 per cent growth over a long
period has meant that the hospital does not have the
facilities to cope. Specialist doctors are having to
postpone surgery. Probably the best example of this
postonement is Bruce Lawn, a constituent of mine who
has regularly visited my office. Bruce has been waiting
for years for a knee replacement. Now he limps because
of his knee, and he is in line for a hip replacement as
well as a knee replacement. The false economy of
delaying that elective surgery is going to be paid out in
pain to Bruce and to the state’s purse.
In education, participation rates show there is a marked
difference between the city and the country. The causes
run deep. I believe there is a need to look at why so
many of our children are disconnected from the
education system so early in their education. The
retention trend in country schools is going the wrong
way. Again, that vital pillar is failing, and the statement
of government intention does not give them confidence
that it will be addressed.
In relation to law and order, people want to feel safe
both in the community and when they travel. Recent
events on metropolitan public transport and at railway
stations and tram stops cause great angst in the country.
Country people need to visit the city, and they have
enough problems in managing the city itself without
having to worry about personal safety.
Turning to transport, in a carbon-constrained future
country people will be at a great disadvantage, and they
look to government to do better in both public transport
and freight transport. Today during question time we
heard a statement from the Minister for Public
Transport about what is going to be done for country
rail. However, all that money and all that effort will be
totally wasted if the railway line that the government is
going to install will not or cannot carry trains. There is
no better example of what can happen than the railway
line from Ouyen to Murrayville, which is closed for the
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summer season. Any export grain that goes out at $6 a
tonne will be of no value. You will not achieve the
diversion away from trucks because the railway line
cannot be used when the temperature is over 30 degrees
centigrade and because as soon as the temperature
settles down below that level, trains will be limited to
10 kilometres an hour. Those announcements by the
Minister for Public Transport are of no value across that
area.
In northern Victoria cross-border issues frustrate
everyday life. The statement of government intentions
does not address them, and I think it should have
addressed them. There is mention that Victoria will
repeal some legislation, and that is welcome. However,
it does not address the core difficulties people face
every day. There is no better example of that than the
current P-plate reforms, which although welcome
create problems for country P-platers as soon as they
try to cross the border. Surely we must not allow that
cross-border issue to rear its head. Otherwise we are
adding to the list of cross-border anomalies as fast as
we are taking things off.
We also need to talk about water. On page 8 of the copy
of the Premier’s speech are the words ‘adjusting water
entitlements depending on the supply position’. Those
words have caused great alarm in my electorate. The
statement of intent has been only a statement of intent
to scare. Water entitlements are sacrosanct to farmers. It
is their water right, and to have entitlements varied or
removed eats away at their very security. Surely the
government is talking about the allocation process. In
water entitlement you have a legal right to the water,
and your allocation is how much of that legal right is
available to you in a year. To threaten entitlement
endangers the security of high-value horticulture —
something that is so valuable to my community that to
have it endangered is of great concern. The confidence
level among horticulturists because of the drought is at
rock bottom. They need a reason to go on. The
statement of government intent saying in effect, ‘You
go on, but we are going to take away more of your
water’ does nothing to get people to maintain their
farms — to get out of bed every day and do the work
that has to be done to produce the food that the city, the
country and our neighbours need.
Are we going to tie ourselves up in a knot with the
adjustment to water entitlements? The federal
government is indicating that it is going to buy back
some water, and Victoria is going to vary its water
entitlement through the bulk entitlement process. We
could end up in a real mess, and it may come down to
the fact that the farmers have no water left. Also, will
Melbourne’s water, through the pipeline which we
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oppose, be subjected to the same water entitlement
reduction or will it be preserved above that of farmers?
This is doing nothing to improve the status of the
government in country people’s minds. Adjusting water
entitlements removes security, and there must be
security for permanent horticulture.
Finally, country Victoria deserves better. I call on the
Brumby government to spell out its initiatives for the
Mildura electorate in health care, safety, transport and
water.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to speak on the annual statement of government
intentions, which I believe is a significant reform to
how this Parliament operates. It provides a wonderful
opportunity for the public of Victoria to be engaged in
the policy development process.
There is a particular aspect I would like to focus on
first. I am pleased to see that a former Minister for
Consumer Affairs is in the house, because in his speech
to the Parliament the Premier stated:
Residential tenancies legislation will also be improved to
protect residents of rooming houses, mobile homes, caravan
parks and student housing.

The former minister would be well aware of an ongoing
issue within my electorate at the Summerhill
Residential Park, where for many years a number of the
residents have been struggling with the management of
the park and to express their rights as tenants. It is
wonderful to see the commitment of this government to
improving the lot of those who reside in caravan parks.
It is really testimony to the struggle of the residents
there who, through their courage and willingness to
stand up for their own rights, can say they played a
major role in the advancement of good legislation in the
state. Not many people who are ordinary retirees can
say they had the bravery and courage to stand by their
principles and ended up with a change in the law.
It is a significant achievement. I would like to pay
tribute particularly to Lionel and Marion Foster, who
have been at the heart of that campaign. It is something
I suspect not every member of this house would have
the bravery to do, and I know the former minister has
met the residents there on a number of occasions. These
people have found themselves in difficult
circumstances. They are not rich people; they do not
have great financial resources. They have often been
subject to some fairly difficult situations, and they have
been willing to stand up for themselves and have
changed how this society will function. I would like to
take the opportunity in this speech to pay tribute to
them. As I have said, in the same circumstances not
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many people from either side of the house would have
the courage of their convictions as displayed by these
ordinary residents of my electorate.
It is important to see this legislative reform as part of a
gradual shift whereby the rights and the view of the role
of the consumer in society are gaining greater
prominence. Traditionally in Australia policy was
framed either by workers or by business — so really by
producers. If you look back at Australian and Victorian
history, particularly at some of the debates around the
turn of the last century, when the Australian federation
was formed, there was almost a deal between business
and workers under which business was protected, jobs
were protected and competition was removed through
the arbitration and tariff processes. There was a view
about how competition existed, and the rights of
consumers were not really paramount. High prices and
other issues that arose through that sort of system were
not really part of the political debate. That has changed
over time, and I have to say that sort of debate is a
challenge for both sides of politics, as it has changed
significantly.
If you look at the statement of government intentions
through that sort of framework, you see there is also a
significant change to how we view the world and
competition. Whereas in the past competition has been
seen as a negative and something to be avoided, now
people are realising that the benefits to the market —
and we live in a mixed market economy — really stem
from competition. They also stem from international
competition and trade and engagement with the world.
Slowly we are moving from the situation where we
ignored the role of consumers and how policy would
affect consumers to a greater focus on people in their
role as consumers. There is no point in focusing on
people just as producers, be that either as businesses or
as workers, because if you have expensive goods and
cannot afford them and do not have a high standard of
living or you have only monopoly providers who do not
provide good-quality services at low prices, that is a
significant issue that cannot be ignored. That has not
traditionally been part of the Australian political
dialogue, but it is becoming more and more part of it. I
think that is something that has changed.
In looking at globalisation and how we trade and so
interact with the world, this is a statement that is
committed to globalisation; it is committed to trade
with the outside world. I know channel deepening is an
issue that stirs a lot of emotions, but getting the
development required to improve our ability to trade
with the rest of the world is very significant and has
great benefits for our society in two ways. Firstly, it
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allows us to export. I encourage members of The
Nationals in particular, in their new coalition status, to
think about that issue, because exports play a critical
role. This development also allows imports. I know that
sometimes imports are discussed as if they were the
lepers of the economic world, but people like Adam
Smith put mercantilism to the sword intellectually
about two centuries ago. Despite that, often it lives on
in the public debate. There is no point in selling exports
unless you are deriving some benefit from them. One of
the key benefits we derive from being able to sell goods
to the world is being able to buy from the world goods
that are of higher quality and at a cheaper price than we
can produce here. That is one of the key ways to raise
living standards for the people in our society.
Something like channel deepening is a benefit, not just
because it allows us to export more but because it
improves trade and commensurately we will have the
benefit of some of the imports that we derive. It is
important not to see exports as the only benefit that we
derive from trade, because imports actually benefit our
community as well — but that is often ignored in the
public discourse. As I said, it often appears that
mercantilism is still alive, even though effectively it
died two centuries ago.
Another important aspect of how the statement relates
to the world and how it views other people is the
commitment to multiculturalism. In looking back to the
world of the past we see that we were focused purely on
people as workers and business owners, and we were
cutting competition out of our society. This is best
described in Paul Kelly’s book End of Certainty in
what he described as ‘the Australian settlement’. People
who were different were regarded as people to be
feared, people who undermined wages and who were
not human like us. That changed — and I have to say it
is now a bipartisan position and is a significant
change — because now we see people for who they are
and what their character is, not for the colour of their
skin. That is an important change.
This statement is a commitment to improve
multiculturalism in Victoria. That is reflective of a
broader change where we see people not as a threat
because they are different but as equal human beings
who may come from a different culture and we
recognise that that does not make them inferior. In fact
it does not necessarily make their views, their beliefs or
their religions inferior — not at all. Everyone is equal
and everyone is equal before the law, but more
importantly, people are equal in how they are treated by
our state.
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In a competitive globalised world we have to think
about what sort of society we are and how we will
attract people to come here. There was a reference, I
think, in the speech to demography. I have to say one of
the few things I agree with our former Treasurer about
is that demography is destiny. We have an ageing
population, and if we cannot attract people to come to
Victoria — —
Mr Burgess — John Brumby?
Mr SCOTT — I was referring to the former federal
Treasurer, Peter Costello.
Mr Dixon — It sounded like John Brumby.
Mr SCOTT — Not at all. What ‘demography is
destiny’ means for us as a society is that we have to be
the sort of place where people want to come to live; we
have to be a livable community. I note that it is
disorderly to respond to interjections, but we are the
sort of community where people want to live. Despite
the commentary from members of the opposition,
people vote with their feet about whether a place is
functioning or not. We can make whatever commentary
we like, but a good test of whether a government is
succeeding is whether people are coming or leaving the
place. In our society people are free to live where they
choose. They can leave Victoria and go somewhere
else. People are choosing to come from all over the
world to Victoria because there is a commitment, a
commitment reflected in the document, to building a
community where people live comfortably, happily and
in a society which is safe.
There is an important aspect to this where there is a
shift in some aspects of traditional left-wing politics, in
that now people in the Labor Party see that community
safety is not a dirty word. It is something we celebrate.
Often the victims of crime are poor people. Often the
people who are subject to criminal activity are the most
disadvantaged in our community. We are proud to say
that we support community safety.
What I say further to that is that there is another aspect
to being part of the globalised world, and that is dealing
with the environment. As a society we have a
responsibility to the rest of the world in how we impact
on the environment. The biggest challenge we face is
climate change. Climate change is an important
challenge not only for our society but for the rest of the
world. We have to do our part, and our part will be
done firstly, as can be seen in this statement, through
the climate change bill. We as a government are
committed to dealing with climate change and ensuring
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that Victoria, as a good global citizen, as part of the
globalised world, will make the world a better place.

the Rudd government is going to treat them with the
same scant disregard that this Brumby government has.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I would like to start
my contribution to the debate with a quote from the Age
of 14 February, which states:

As I read through section 2, on health, I was unable to
find any reference at all to the issue of hospital waiting
lists. Am I correct in assuming that its absence from the
statement of government intentions means that the
government does not intend to actually do anything
about this crisis? I say ‘crisis’ because, despite the fact
that the waiting lists are much longer than the
government would care to admit, this government
seems to have absolutely no intention of addressing the
issue; in fact it is absolutely blinkered on it. The Age of
10 October 2007 reported:

The government’s intentions statement is an insult to voters.
…
Last week we saw the worst a Parliament has to offer in a
joint sitting of the Victorian Parliament initiated by the
Brumby government to present what is planned to be an
annual statement of government intentions.
The statement was so utterly threadbare that the
demonstrations both inside and outside the Parliament …
were probably a blessing in disguise for the government,
which is giving increasing signs that it is struggling in several
key portfolios.

I would say that is a pretty accurate assessment. This
document is an example of a waste of time and
resources and is an exercise merely to pump up a very
insecure Premier’s ego, a Premier who desperately
needs the limelight. I want to go through the document
section by section and see if it is truly a document that
should be touted as the answer to all our problems.
I go first to section 1. No. 1 on the government’s
priority list is education. In the first two sentences we
again see mention of the government’s plan to
modernise all schools over the next 10 years. I must say
that when I read this I was very excited. I thought, quite
reasonably, that I would see a plan for when the rollout
of this modernisation program would actually occur.
Unfortunately, as is inevitable when dealing with this
government, I was disappointed. In fact not only was
the modernisation program not even mentioned again,
but I saw, in the third sentence, that this program will
not even be a focus for 2008.
The modernisation program is a con and a
disappointment. The reality is that principals have
absolutely no idea where their schools fit into this
program. School communities are left to wonder
whether they should use their meagre resources to
actually address the many maintenance issues they have
or just sit back and wait and hope that the government
will slot them into this process sometime in the next
decade. At least if they had some idea of where they fit
into this process, they might be able to make some sort
of plans. But they have absolutely no idea where they
fit, and they are left in limbo. I have visited a number of
schools in my electorate in recent times, and I have to
say people in them are devastated to see the callous
axing of the Howard government’s Investing in Our
Schools program. They have a very real concern that

Victoria’s surgical waiting lists are far bigger than the state
government has admitted, with leaked internal documents
from Melbourne’s biggest hospital revealing it has almost
1000 people on a ‘secret’ waiting list.

Again, today’s Age stated:
The number of people waiting for treatment at Victoria’s
biggest hospital, the Royal Melbourne, is nearly three times as
big as the official waiting list declared by the state
government.

The health minister actually treats Victorians as fools.
A spokesman is reported as saying that some people
appear on the lists but are not counted in the official
numbers. The health minister seems to think that is
okay and that it is an okay thing to tell the public. If you
couple that with the fact that according to the most
recent figures most of Victoria’s hospitals posted
financial deficits, you really have to wonder whether by
any measure the health minister is up to the job at all.
Section 4 deals with public transport. There are many
things to say about public transport in this state,
including, indeed, so many things about the
government’s complete and utter failure to deliver its
much-vaunted ticketing system. I looked under the
heading ‘Accelerating public transport’ and could see
absolutely no mention at all of the word ‘myki’, so I
can only assume that the government has no intention
to have myki ticketing up and running this year, despite
the fact that the myki website still says:
The rollout of myki will begin with the first stage of the pilot
program in 2007 and continue into 2008.

I somehow doubt that that is going to happen.
Going forward in this section you come to 4.2, ‘Major
transport projects’. You expect under a heading ‘Major
transport projects’ to actually see some major transport
projects. Instead you just have an indication that the
government intends to add another layer of bureaucracy
and give us another year of procrastination in order to
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delay actually delivering something to Victorians. It is
really quite disappointing.
Section 5 deals with the issue of planning. I have to say
that nowhere in my electorate is there a better example
of the government’s contempt for the green wedge than
in the case of the On Luck Chinese nursing home. This
nursing home was built against the express wishes of
much of the community, and I will quote from the
document that a former planning minister put out in
relation to the amendment allowing the On Luck
retirement village to be built. The minister said:
The amendment prohibits particular land uses not considered
appropriate to be located on green wedge land, including a
nursing home …

She also said:
Under the provisions of the Manningham planning scheme
the proposal is prohibited.

This is my favourite:
The amendment is generally considered not to be in
accordance with the directions, policies or initiatives of
Melbourne 2030.

So the government does not even pay attention to its
own policies. Despite all those comments the
government went ahead in allowing this nursing home
to be built on the green wedge site anyway. Whatever is
said about this government’s intentions in developing a
new planning and environment bill, history shows us
that this government will not honour any commitment
to the green wedge — —
Mr Stensholt — What have you got against the
Chinese On Luck nursing home?
Mr R. SMITH — The member for Burwood should
really calm down. He should take a lesson from the
Attorney-General and just calm down.
In relation to section 6, ‘Making communities safer’, I
can only assume that this government has the intention
of persisting with the line that crime rates are going
down — even in the face of the chief commissioner
finally admitting that the level of violence is higher than
we have seen before. But it is heartening to note that
Victoria does not have a gang problem. We do have,
however, what the chief commissioner describes as
‘groups of young people who come together and they
will often be around in large swarms’. So we do not
have a gang problem at all, but we do have groups of
young people coming together. We are fortunate indeed
to have a chief commissioner who can so succinctly
identify the problem.
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All I can say about section 8, ‘Securing Victoria’s
economic future’, is that the former Cain and Kirner
Labor governments almost bankrupted this state with
debt in excess of $30 billion.
Mr Wakeling — How much?
Mr R. SMITH — Thirty billion dollars. By 2010
we will be pretty much halfway back to those levels,
but according to the government we have absolutely
nothing to worry about. Talk about fiddling while
Rome burns!
Section 9 is one of my favourite sections, and I will
quote from it:
The delivery of major projects is a vital part of ensuring that
the provision of infrastructure meets the demand of Victoria’s
growing population and economy.

We are coming to my favourite, and the funniest, six
words of this entire document:
While our delivery record remains strong …

I think the government record on the delivery of major
projects is there for all to see. Suffice it to say that the
phrase ‘on time and on budget’ would be very unlikely
to feature in any list of the government’s achievements.
In relation to section 12, ‘Protecting the environment’, I
would like to quote from a report released by
Environment Victoria on 7 December last year, in
partnership with some other groups like the Wilderness
Society, which is headed ‘Half committed — report
card reveals Brumby government dragging its feet on
environment’.
More than half of the Victorian government’s environment
election promises are at risk of being undelivered or have
already been broken…
…
One year since its re-election in 2006, the state government
has broken four of its 69 pre-election environment promises,
while another 33 show no signs of progress.

Perhaps the member for Albert Park would like to read
an article in the Age of 7 January. He spruiks how well
the Victorian government is doing regarding
greenhouse emissions, but the article says:
Annual greenhouse gas emissions from energy in Victoria
have soared by nearly 30 per cent since 1990, challenging
state government claims that it is serious about tackling
climate change.

That is unbelievable! The promises that the government
gives us today are exactly the promises it has given us
in the past. They will not be delivered on.
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Section 13 of the statement is about making
government more accountable. In the short time I have
left, I would like to make reference to
www.yoursay.dpc.vic.gov.au. This website apparently
gives all Victorians a right to say what they want. But
you have to register to do that; the government wants to
know who is bagging it. Of course none of the
comments which are made are going to appear on the
website. I am sure that in the future we are going to see
an edited version of the few favourable comments the
government might receive, but I am sure the large
numbers of comments which are received about how
badly the government is doing will be absolutely
hidden and eventually discarded.
In conclusion, a close examination of this document —
perhaps in fact a not-so-close examination — exposes a
Premier who is racked with insecurities and a
government that is bereft of ideas. The fact is that
Victorians no longer believe this government.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — After that diatribe,
it is terrific to be able to stand up and support the annual
statement of government intentions. I do so by saying
this: governing is about leadership and about leadership
that brings the community with it. Governing is about
dealing with the issues of now but preparing this state
for the issues which it will confront in the future. This
government has been tackling those issues for the last
eight years. It will continue to do so.
Government is also about realising that things change;
that expectations within a community change; and that
the circumstances that a community operates under also
change. The member for Preston spoke very eloquently
about some of the issues we are confronting.
I want to talk about the question of globalisation. For
many years Australia has tried to say, ‘Let us buffer
ourselves against globalisation’. But globalisation is
something that is not just hitting us economically; it is
something that is hitting us environmentally. We now
have to tackle it as citizens of the world. Previously, we
saw globalisation only in the context of the economy;
we only saw it as a threat in some instances. This
government said, ‘We are going to embrace the global
economic circumstances. We are going to embrace our
responsibility to the global environmental needs of
global warming’.
But another issue is the global society. The truth is that
more and more young people are now concerned about
the environment, where new jobs are going to be and
what work they will do. They are also concerned to
ensure that we are providing a society to support that.
As we enter into the global marketplace, as we get
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involved in global environmental issues and as we get
involved in social standings, we are seeing the world
change. We are seeing countries like China, India and
Malaysia — all of those sorts of countries — now
improving the standards of their working people. That
has an effect on the marketplace of Victorians.
This issue is about recognising the place in which we
now have to legislate and realising that there is a far
more challenging world that we are dealing with, in
regard to the legislative processes under the statement
of government intentions, under the policies we put in
place as a government and under the programs we put
in place. It is an eye on the bigger picture; it is an eye
on what our children today will have to confront in the
future; and it is about laying down those plans for who
will effectively be world citizens — that is what we are
doing. We are recognising our responsibility to them.
I want to touch on a number of issues. I want to talk
about the importance of recognising innovation in our
economy. This government has led the way in
innovation. It has led the way in recognising the
importance of research and the commercialisation of its
being a very vital part of our economic future and jobs
of the future. It is about realising that unless we capture
the intellectual depth of our citizens and put it to work
our economy will dry up and jobs will dry up. We have
a responsibility not to let that happen. That is why there
has been such an investment in innovation and making
people believe we can achieve, because we can.
Another issue I want to broach is the notion of society
and cohesiveness. We lived for 111⁄2 years with a
federal government that set about dividing communities
on many grounds. It did not look at the strengths that
come from cohesive communities that are made up of
people from many cultures, backgrounds and religions,
from many countries and cities, and who are poor and
wealthy. It is about bringing them together and making
them feel part of a greater Australia. Over the last eight
years the Victorian government has worked hard to
build that cohesive society. It has worked hard at
recognising and acknowledging differences and
embracing those differences, whilst at the same time
realising that we are all citizens of Victoria and we all
have a worthwhile contribution to make. More
importantly, we can share and celebrate each other’s
cultural differences, and that is something we should be
very proud of.
I refer to some of the local issues we face. I want to talk
about the effect of the government’s statement on my
own electorate. Footscray is a multicultural electorate;
you probably could not get more multicultural than
Footscray. But it is a really cohesive community. It is a
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community that shares and celebrates its diversity. It is
a community where people look after each other. There
are some huge pockets of disadvantage in Footscray,
and that has been recognised by this state government.
We have seen $25 million go into upgrading the
Western General Hospital and another $20 million into
Sunshine Hospital. We have seen the government’s
commitment to the rebuilding of schools over the next
10 years — it is actually 9 years now — and we have
seen a commitment to improving the access of students
in those schools to a really good-quality education. Our
schools have the smallest class sizes in Australia. These
are things to be proud of, and we are continuing to
work on that.
We are also investing in renewal. We are taking
Footscray from an old economy to a new economy. We
are accepting that change is inevitable, and we are
going to prepare Footscray for it. We have put
$52.1 million into Footscray’s renewal. It will not be
just about infrastructure; it will be about private sector
engagement and private sector investment. On the back
of that comes the Eddington review. I know my
colleague from Williamstown is also looking forward
to that report coming down so we can deal with the fact
that we have a port as our neighbour. That port is
crucially important to jobs in the west, but we want
transport to move fluidly in and out without disrupting
the lives of the people in the inner west.
I want to talk about channel deepening and about
governments that are courageous enough to make
decisions. Although at the time they might not be
popular with certain elements in the community, they
are about the long-term best interests and viability of
this state. It is important to recognise, as I said at the
very beginning of my contribution, that government is
about leadership. It is about understanding where we
need to go, but it is also about taking your community
with you. That is what we are doing in relation to these
issues.
I also want to talk a little about housing. We have heard
a lot about affordable housing, and this government is
tackling the issue. We have had numerous
announcements; I think the Minister for Housing has
been out to my electorate four times to talk about
investments that are being made to provide various
models of affordable housing to the people of Footscray
so they are not pushed into the outer suburbs but can
continue to live in the inner suburbs of western
Melbourne and enjoy all that that brings.
This is a government that is intent on developing a plan
for Victoria’s future. It has been doing that for the last
eight years, and I know it will continue to do it for the
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next eight years. It is not only about the policy and the
programs, it is about the legislative intent. This will be
the legislation to back up the programs that will occur
over the next 12 months. The initiatives that will come
from the legislation that is before us will build the
long-term future of the state of Victoria.
The statement is about the government being prepared
to listen to and engage with the community. I believe it
will help our community cabinet process — the notion
that members of the community can meet with cabinet
members and talk about the legislation program. It is a
great initiative for Victoria and a first for Australia. I
am proud that we are the first government to do it, and I
am proud to be part of the Brumby government.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — The 2008 annual
statement of government intentions was delivered by
the Premier on Tuesday, 5 February. The Premier had
the vanity to call it ‘an historic occasion’. I think those
who have read through the statement will start to know
it as the ‘annual gonna statement’, because it talks
about what the government is gonna do. What
Victorians need are achievements after eight years of
intentions.
The member for Footscray talked about the importance
of not dividing a community, and I totally agree with
that. But on the same day that this statement was read
out to the house we had a large number of divided
communities opposing the government’s policies and
business practices. A lot of different people with a lot of
different proposals — most of them country
Victorians — came here to put across their point of
view. As the member for Nepean said, it was ‘a
disparate group of people coming into the Parliament to
put across their point of view, and the Premier walked
out’. He would not meet them on the steps of
Parliament, and he would not listen to them in
Parliament.
The Premier acknowledged in the statement that this
year is the centenary of women’s suffrage. I agree that
needs to be acknowledged. The Liberal Party and The
Nationals have been involved in that event. I am on the
committee, and I helped to choose the grants for
community events celebrating the centenary of
women’s suffrage around the state.
The statement says the government has made
Parliament more relevant. One of the ways it says it has
done that is by introducing a more regular sitting
schedule. The sitting schedule we had before was
autumn and spring. We had three months on, three
months off, three months on, three months off. The
parliamentary session was intensive. Now we meet
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from February to December, a week here, a week there,
hardly ever consecutively. I believe this is just to avoid
scrutiny of this government’s policies, or lack of
policies, and its lack of achievements.

breakdowns, we have delays, we have systems breaking
down — —

The statement said that it lets the community know
what parliamentary actions the government is taking to
deliver election commitments. We have one huge,
mammoth broken election commitment in the
north–south pipeline. The government went to the last
election saying it would not take water from north of
the Great Dividing Range. It further said that it would
not go ahead unless the project was supported. It spoke
to councils and virtually told them they must get behind
it or other projects would be in jeopardy. The
government said it would not do this, as did other
governments, and now it has done it, even after going
to the Victorian people and saying it would not do it. As
soon as the government got back in, it started to make
the decision to do it.

Mrs POWELL — I will get to that. We also have
the issue of water. We have not had any new dams, and
we have not had any recycling plants. We have had
10 years of drought, but nothing has been put in place
other than deciding to take water through pipes from
stressed areas to go to Melbourne and other places.

The reason it gives is that a small group of
businesspeople from the Shepparton district went to the
government and did a $2.2 billion deal. They would
receive $2.2 billion, and the government would get
one-third of the savings, with one-third going to
irrigators and one-third to the environment. Very
shortly after that the deal changed. We now have the
government providing $600 million, Melbourne Water
providing $300 million and Goulburn-Murray Water
providing $100 million — that is $1 billion in total.
Now the deal has changed again. The first 70 gigalitres
of water will go to Melbourne — —
Mr Weller interjected.
Mrs POWELL — The first 75 gigalitres, the
member for Rodney reminds me. We were told that that
would come from savings, but again the bar has
changed. If there are no savings, or if the savings target
is not met, the government will borrow water from
other storages around the area. I have that in a letter
from the Premier. It says if it does not come from
savings, the government will take borrowings. All this
when it already owes about 170 gigalitres of
borrowings to the Snowy and Murray rivers. I would
like to know where it is going to get the water to give
back all these borrowings.
The statement talks about Melbourne growing at twice
the rate of Sydney and how it could become Australia’s
capital city within 20 years. You would think that if the
government knew that, it would plan for growth. But
no, it has not. We have infrastructure that has not kept
up, we have a rail system that is overcrowded, we have

Mr Burgess — Violence.

One of the members talked about community safety
and violence, and the statement talks about community
safety. We have increased violence, with police now
saying enough is enough. It is not just about the police.
The government must step in and start looking after our
streets. We do not have enough police. In the
Shepparton district we are understaffed by about
20 police, and I know it is similar in other areas around
the state.
We are calling for standard minimum sentencing. The
Nationals have been calling for that for a number of
years, and the member for Warrandyte raised today in
his members statement the importance of what the
community is saying. It is all very well to train judges
and to work around the edges of our justice system, but
at the end of the day what the community really wants
is not just maximum sentences increasing but that there
be standard minimum jail terms so that the community
has confidence in our judicial system.
We have a lack of affordable housing, a lack of public
housing and a lack of emergency housing. Melbourne
2030 is out of date and was never accepted. We asked
for a review, and there was going to be one after five
years. We are now told it will be an audit which will
not be looking at wholesale changes. That is not good
enough.
The statement talks about the protection of agricultural
land. The only thing this government did to protect
agricultural land was change the name of zones. The
government said to councils that they must
automatically change the name of rural zones to farm
zones. That is how this government saw the protection
of farm zones. It needs to do much more.
The government talks about tackling the social and
health impacts of alcohol use. We have youth binge
drinking at an unacceptable and crisis level. We have
violence on the streets escalating all the time, with
ambulance officers calling for reforms and work to be
done to provide some sort of support for people who
abuse alcohol and drugs. We do not have enough
rehabilitation centres in country Victoria. We do not
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have enough social services in country Victoria. We
have waiting lists for people who want to get off
alcohol or drugs. It is no good saying to somebody that
we can fit them into a service in three months. The time
is now when a person wants to no longer be an addict
or to avoid becoming one.
It is ironic that the issue of body piercing is in this
statement. I raised the issue with the Attorney-General
and the Minister for Health three years ago after
complaints from parents in my electorate about
under-age children being able to go to a body piercer
and have a piercing. The Nationals brought in a private
members bill in the upper house in July last year to
make it illegal for people to tattoo young people under
the age of 18 without parental consent. This
government told us to remove our bill, that it would not
debate it but would still talk about it. The government
has delayed it by bringing in not a bill but its own
exposure draft which has been released to the
community to talk about, and while we are speaking
children are still being body pierced. I had a parent ring
my office just last week saying that their young son
went to a body piercer, had his tongue pierced and has
an infection.
A survey has found that 96 per cent of doctors have
treated infections from body piercing. This government
has to stop talking about it and bring in the legislation.
What we were asking for was that the Summary
Offences Act be changed, because although it is illegal
to have a tattoo without parental consent if you are
under 18, there is no law governing body piercing. Our
children are at risk, and we are calling for that to be
fixed straightaway.
The government said it is making it easy for local
councils to enforce planning provisions against illegal
brothels. That is important, because it is difficult to get
a prosecution, but we think it needs to go further than
that. It needs to be made easier for councils to reject a
planning application for a brothel or the like. When
councils like Shepparton and Echuca have their
communities saying they do not want certain businesses
in their towns, as was the case recently, it should be
possible to reject the planning applications. A
community should be able to say that it does not want
the business and that it adds no value to that
community. Instead, when it goes to VCAT it is told
no, it cannot oppose it.
We are being told by the planning minister that
section 60 will take into consideration social,
environmental and economic issues. That is not the case
when we go to VCAT. It is thrown out. The
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government needs to deliver now instead of just having
intentions. We have had eight years of intentions.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The Premier in his statement of
government intentions committed this government to
strong and decisive action to respond to the very real
threat of climate change. Make no doubt about it,
climate change is a threat. It is the challenge for the
21st century, and that is why governments and
communities are no longer debating the existence of
climate change but are instead debating its size, its
timing and its potential impact on their economies and
way of life.
CSIRO modelling has found that Victoria is expected to
warm at a rate that is slightly faster than the global
average. On Tuesday, 21 February, Professor Ross
Garnaut released his interim report on climate change.
In that report he warned that the recent rises in global
temperatures were at the upper end of what was
predicted earlier in 2001, and as a result urgent
intervention was required.
Our future success here in Victoria depends on all
Victorians doing more to reduce the pace of climate
change and to protect the environment. In my portfolio
area of energy and resources I am personally very
proud of the record this government has in providing an
affordable and reliable supply of electricity while at the
same time working to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
and to deliver green energy solutions. Climate change is
a broad issue that requires a broad approach. That is
where the energy and resources sector has been for
some time now, and we have done an enormous
amount working with the energy and resources sector.
Looking back, the government has done a number of
things since 1999. It has made a significant, long-term
investment in new, clean energy technologies; it has
been driving research and development; it has been
promoting renewable energy and cleaner fossil fuels;
and it has been actively helping Victorians to reduce
their energy use, particularly in the home and at the
workplace.
Less than one year after it was elected this government
took the first major step in the development of
Victoria’s first ever greenhouse strategy by releasing
the Greenhouse Strategy Discussion Paper. By 2003,
as a result of that paper, the government’s Greenhouse
Challenge for Energy paper was encouraging new
discussions between it, industry and other interested
parties on how to balance the environmental, social and
economic imperatives facing the energy sector in
particular and the broader community.
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It is worth remembering that since 2001 this
government has committed more than $180 million to
its energy technology innovation strategy (ETIS),
which has been used to support coal and renewable
energies. ETIS has attracted more than $1.5 billion of
investment from private and commonwealth sources,
and through that strategy the government has
contributed $50 million to the HRL project which will
see the development of a $750 million 400-megawatt
demonstration power station in the Latrobe Valley.
The key feature of that project is that it is going to use
new clean coal technology. The Victorian government
has also provided $30 million to International Power
Hazelwood for a $369 million coal drying and
combustion technology project which is based on
Australian and German ingenuity. It is worth noting
that this project is expected to cut CO2 emissions by up
to 25 per cent compared to current levels.
Under the ETIS program we have also invested up to
$50 million with Solar Systems Generation to build the
world’s largest and most efficient solar power station of
its kind, to be located in north-west Victoria;
$12 million has been provided in grants for brown coal
research and development both to boost the utilisation
of Victoria’s massive brown coal reserves for new
forms of high-value, high-volume applications and to
advance low-emission technologies associated with
power generation; $10 million in grants has been
provided for research and development in sustainable
energy technologies; and just over $2 million has been
provided to the Cooperative Research Centre for
Greenhouse Gas Technologies for a project to test
pre-combustion carbon dioxide capture technologies in
power generation. You can see that the Victorian
government has been maximising opportunities at the
technological edge.
On top of this, in May last year we provided
$10 million towards the Carbon Down project. This is a
joint initiative between the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the Department
of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, and
Sustainability Victoria. It is an interesting program
because it provides funding to small and medium
businesses to explore specific technology, research and
support activities that will allow carbon reduction
initiatives in their industrial processes.
Another critical part of the Victorian government’s
climate change strategy is the introduction of carbon
capture and storage, or CCS. Victoria is endowed with
vast coal resources which create wealth and jobs,
particularly in regional Victoria, but our responsibility
is to use the energy warehouse in the Latrobe Valley
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more sustainably and cleanly. Carbon capture and
storage offers the potential to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and possibly virtually eliminate them, while
enabling the ongoing use of our brown coal
endowment. That is why carbon capture and storage is
central to Victoria’s climate change strategy.
In January the government released a paper outlining
the potential legal framework and regulations for
operating carbon capture and storage processes in
Victoria, but the key driver to making CCS
economically viable is a national emissions trading
scheme. An emissions trading scheme is something
which the Victorian government has long called for
from a concerned commonwealth government. Last
year Australia took a big step towards setting up a
greenhouse emissions trading scheme after state and
territory environment ministers met and agreed to a
proposal for mandatory reporting by companies
emitting more than 25 000 tonnes of greenhouse gases
a year. With the commitment of a new, sensitive federal
government, we will see the introduction of an
emissions trading scheme in 2010. That is the time
frame that has been set for us to work out the
mechanics of how carbon capture and storage will work
in Victoria.
Victoria has also been leading the nation in renewable
energy investment. Our renewable energy target
scheme will save 27 million tonnes of greenhouse
gases. That is the environmental equivalent of
removing every car from Victoria’s roads for a period
of two years. It requires energy retailers to purchase a
minimum of 10 per cent renewable energy by 2016, up
from the current level of around 4 per cent. Energy
efficiency is important to our strategy because the
cheapest and cleanest power station is the power station
that does not have to be built. Energy efficiency is
essential to both household budgets and companies.
Through the Victorian energy efficiency target scheme
we will be encouraging efficiency in the household
once it comes into operation from the beginning of next
year. We have also participated in other programs
aimed at producing energy efficiency here in our
community. They include Grow Me The Money,
rebates for being green, and the most recent successful
campaign, Change the Globe. Together with our black
balloons campaign, where we are bringing about
community and behavioural change right across
Victoria, we believe the Premier’s commitment to
taking serious and determined actions in his statement
of government intentions will be a prime objective of
the government this coming year.
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Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I have listened to some
interesting presentations tonight and some fascinating
espousing of Labor Party ideologies. Certainly Labor
can talk the talk, but it does not walk the walk.
First of all, Labor cannot manage money, and it cannot
manage major projects. We have seen the massive cost
blow-outs occurring time and time again. That is
epitomised by the so-called fast rail project.
The second issue is that raised by the member for
Footscray talking about divisiveness. This government
is the master of divisiveness. It is a Melbourne-centric
government. Various key government members have
referred to country Victorians as quasi-terrorists and a
sorry bunch of people, and the last time Parliament met,
the Leader of Government Business in the house
referred to country Victorians, mums and dads, family
people, as ugly, ugly people.
Honourable members — Shame!
Dr SYKES — Then the member for Melton backed
up the next day and referred to a group of people who
were exercising their democratic right to protest about
the pipeline as the anti-pipeline resistance extremist
group. This is a divisive government led by a very
arrogant and divisive Premier.
The third issue is that the people of Victoria cannot
trust this government. Why should we believe what has
been proposed in the statement of intent when we look
at the track record of this government, which has said
one thing and done another?
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Water: desalination plant
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is for
the Minister for Water. The request I have of him is to
stop strutting the world stage on his numerous overseas
trips and find out what is actually happening in his
portfolio. The reason I am raising this issue is that some
land-holders with land close to the desalination site
have been sent notices of acquisition of their private
property, and these notices are insensitive. Some of
these properties have been gazetted for acquisition
today.
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The background to this is that the desalination plant site
has been declared a project to which the Project
Development and Construction Management Act
applies. The Secretary of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment has been declared the
facilitating agent, and VicRoads has been appointed as
the delegate of DSE to acquire land. This of course
gives the lie to the government’s previous assertions
that it needed the critical water infrastructure bill to
acquire land for water projects.
I have a copy of one of the notices of acquisition, which
shows such arrogance from an out-of-touch
government. In particular I will refer to the document
headed ‘Statement to Accompany Notice of Intention to
Acquire Interest in Land’, which is form 4 under the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Regulations 1998.
The form shows that this government could not even be
bothered filling in specifics on the pro forma for, of all
things, acquiring private property. The government is
accustomed to riding roughshod over individuals —
and this is yet another example of that. I refer in
particular to point 5, which is an explanation of the
procedure if, for example, this particular land-holder
wanted to negotiate directly with the Secretary of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment by
agreement to acquire his private property. The form
says:
If you want to do this, you should contact [insert relevant
contact details].

What we have here is a government that could not even
be bothered inserting a minor detail in the form. One of
the gravest things a government can do is acquire
private property, and this government cannot even fill
in the name of a human being for this particular person
to contact to discuss the matter. I urge the Minister for
Water to acquaint himself with what is going on with
water projects in his portfolio. I urge the minister to
forget London, Paris, New York — whatever turns him
on — Raffles Hotel, wherever he has been strutting
around the globe.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
can only ask for one action.
Ms ASHER — I have; it was the initial request. I
opened by asking the minister to do his job here and
acquaint himself with what is actually happening in his
portfolio instead of strutting around the world.

WorkChoices: Australian workplace
agreements
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I wish to bring a
matter to the attention of the Minister for Industrial
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Relations. I have been approached by a constituent who
has been asked very recently to sign an Australian
workplace agreement (AWA). The action I seek is that
the minister ensure that the Office of the Workplace
Rights Advocate continue to assist constituents who are
still being affected by unscrupulous employers who
either have not taken notice of the decisive 2007 federal
election result where the Australian people conclusively
spoke out against the unfair Liberal Party WorkChoices
policy or are deliberately trying to take advantage of
WorkChoices in its dying days.
The Office of the Workplace Rights Advocate was
established to, amongst a variety of tasks, monitor the
impact of WorkChoices on Victorian businesses and
workers and to encourage employers to develop
cooperative workplace arrangements that attract and
retain quality workers, so it is extremely disappointing
that there are some employers who are still desperately
trying to sign up employees to AWAs. I know there are
some people who are completely wedded to the
draconian and unfair WorkChoices legislation. The
federal Liberal member for Dunkley, for instance, spent
thousands of dollars on glossy publications during the
last federal election campaign, bombarding the
unsuspecting people of Dunkley with his forcefully
pro-WorkChoices agenda. Even Western Australian
hardliners such as Julie Bishop are renouncing their
support for WorkChoices, but so far there has been no
public statement whatsoever from the member for
Dunkley about this. Even though the policy was
resoundingly rejected at the last election and
demonstrably hurt working families, he has remained
shamefully silent about it.
We now know just how devastating this policy was for
working families. The Rudd government has released
statistics which were hidden from the public before the
election — statistics which the Liberal government
claimed at the time did not exist. The figures are
absolutely alarming. A staggering 89 per cent of AWAs
removed at least one so-called protected award
condition. Almost 70 per cent removed annual leave
loadings, 65 per cent removed penalty rates and 31 per
cent removed the basic right to rest breaks. But what a
difference an election can make, and most working
families in Frankston will soon be enjoying the benefits
of a new era in workplace fairness and
intergovernmental cooperation. A unique opportunity
certainly has presented itself for the commonwealth, the
states and territories to work together to reform
industrial relations in this country for the long term.
So the unfair and divisive Howard government
anti-family agenda is all but dead and buried. Hopefully
the federal Liberal member for Dunkley knows and
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appreciates this. I sincerely hope that the Office of the
Workplace Rights Advocate can continue to stand up
for working families against sneaky and unscrupulous
employers intent on rushing through further AWAs in
the dying days of WorkChoices.

Schools: welfare officers
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I seek action from the
Minister for Education. I ask her to reverse the decision
to cut the funding for primary welfare officers for
schools in my electorate. Since 2003 welfare officers
have played a vital role in our schools by working with
at-risk students to encourage attendance, tackle bullying
and address issues which may affect student education.
They refer students to other services, apply for
disability funding on students’ behalf and coordinate
welfare services provided by the schools. They engage
students and bring them back into school life.
The schools in my electorate report that due to the
drought, welfare officers are being increasingly sought
out by students and their parents to provide support and
advice. The Swan Hill Primary School in particular
believes its welfare officer is vital to the health of the
school and its students. In 2007 its welfare officer held
a fully-funded position with a salary of $62 000. In her
press release dated 29 January 2008, the minister
announced that the number of schools receiving
funding for primary welfare officers would increase
from 450 to 573. What the minister did not say was that
schools which already had primary welfare officers
would have their funding cut to fund the additional
positions.
For Swan Hill Primary School that means slashing
funding for the position to $27 000; which means the
school must find $35 000 from elsewhere in its budget.
At Woorinen District Primary School, funding for its
welfare officer has been slashed by $7000; this is on top
of funding cuts to its overall school budget. Cuts to the
welfare officer funding have also been made at Swan
Hill North Primary School, Lake Boga Primary School
and in the southern part of my electorate at Minyip.
Schools cannot afford to make up the funding shortfall.
Global budgets are already under significant and
increasing pressure, and these cuts will impact heavily
on schools’ ability to provide vital support to vulnerable
students. To retain their welfare officers schools warn
they must cut back on other essential programs such as
support classes and reading recovery.
I again ask the minister to reconsider and fully fund
welfare officers for our primary schools so that they can
continue to help students and their families at risk of
falling through the cracks in the system. Additional
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places should not be funded from cuts to existing
positions within the education system.

Buses: Gowanbrae
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — In July 2007 I
raised in the adjournment debate the importance of a
bus service in the Gowanbrae estate in my electorate. I
again raise this important transport initiative and ask the
Minister for Public Transport to provide some bus
transport within the Gowanbrae estate.
Last year the government conducted the Hume and
Moreland bus review, and I would hope the review is
now almost complete. I reiterate the points made in my
submission to that review, and I am sure that these
points were also made in submissions of other
constituents and council. The fact is that the residents
need a bus service because there is no bus service
currently, there never has been, and they require one.
I ask the minister to consider in her final decision
making on the allocation of buses to provide for a bus
service to Gowanbrae residents. The consultation
process now concluded with local residents, council
and bus operators is, I understand, close to completion.
I also understand the recommendations from that
review would about now be under active consideration
both within the department and then by the minister.
The addition of a Gowanbrae bus service would
provide a much-needed linkage to adjacent public
transport and other amenities. Gowanbrae is an area
that is basically locked between the Western Ring
Road, the Tullamarine Freeway and the Moonee Ponds
Creek. On that estate there is not a school and there are
not kindergartens; it was a piece of real estate sold off
by the Kennett government that was once part of the
Glenroy Valley. Many families have moved in there
now, and they require the provision of public transport.
I ask the minister, in consideration of the review, to as
soon as practicable support the introduction of a bus
service in Gowanbrae. The residents would be
absolutely elated. Many public transport trips would be
able to replace car travel, and that, of course, is
convenient for families, it is convenient for children
going to school, it saves the environment and it cuts the
costs for families of providing an extra car and buying
very expensive petrol.

High Street Road, Wantirna South: duplication
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I would like to raise a
matter of concern with the Minister for Roads and
Ports. I ask him to take immediate action to duplicate
High Street Road between Stud Road and Burwood
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Highway in Wantirna South. At the moment this road is
single lane both ways, it carries an enormous amount of
traffic, and when you have High Street Road crossing
over Stud Road, it goes from two lanes to one lane.
When you turn right or left from Stud Road you also
turn two lanes of traffic into one lane. It is a very
dangerous section of road. If this part of the arterial
were duplicated, then it would mean that the main
east-west road networks in my electorate would be
duplicated, but, of course, they are now waiting for
triplication. The other main parts of the network are
Burwood Highway, High Street Road, Ferntree Gully
Road and Wellington Road.
I raised this matter on 9 October, and this week I have
received a response from the minister — I have only
had to wait four months for the response! I am a little
concerned by the response, because I was asking for the
duplication of High Street Road between Stud Road
and Burwood Highway, and the first thing he tells me is
that the government is putting so much money into
Meeting Our Transport Challenge. That has nothing to
do with High Street Road. He then goes on to tell me
that they are going to widen Monash–West Gate
freeway and that there is a $2.5 billion EastLink
project — which, as we know, was a Labor lie to the
people in the outer east. I am still not sure about the
relevance of what he was saying in his letter.
The minister then goes on to talk about a statewide
funding project on roads of $5.8 billion and compares it
to other periods of government. He then goes on to talk
about the widening of Ferntree Gully Road between
Cootamundra Drive and Jells Road, and he is also
talking about the Wellington Road SmartBus. Not one
part of the letter is relevant to anywhere near the road
that I need duplicated in my electorate. The minister has
spent all that time on spin and rhetoric, and still we do
not have any answers.
I again, with the greatest respect — and hopefully I will
not have to wait another four months — ask him to
duplicate High Street Road between Stud Road and
Burwood Highway. It is a dangerous road. The traffic is
bumper to bumper at every peak hour, morning and
night. As I said, you have the two lanes turning in and
you have the continuation of High Street Road. It needs
to be duplicated to ensure that it is a safe section of
road. I ask him to make his next letter to me factual.

Consumer affairs: finance brokers
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise to register
my concerns in relation to dodgy finance brokers in the
western suburbs and the potential for exploitation of
residents, including new settlers. Reports that I have

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 26 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

received in my office include some from members, for
example, of Sudanese and Somalian communities and
Latin Americans who unfortunately have found
themselves in difficult financial circumstances and who
have been taken advantage of by dodgy or potentially
dodgy finance brokers. I ask the Minister for Consumer
Affairs to take action in relation to these dodgy finance
brokers who take advantage of people in the western
suburbs. I think more education is needed, and I think
more information is needed for these residents so they
know how to deal with difficult circumstances,
particularly when they and their families go through
financial difficulties.
Economic circumstances at the moment set the
framework for some unscrupulous individuals to take
advantage of these people. Household debt in terms of
mortgages has risen to $893.9 million, and credit card
debt is in the order of $36 billion. Consequently there
are difficult circumstances being experienced out there
by many people, and unfortunately some brokers have
taken advantage of these people.
A federal parliamentary committee recently
recommended that the federal government take over the
regulation of mortgage brokers and non-bank lenders as
a means of reducing predatory lending. That is an
example of a response to some of these issues. Federal
and state consumer affairs officials are, as I understand
it, working together in order to have national regulation
of the industry. An economist at the University of
Western Sydney, Mr Steve Keen, has called for an
inquiry into debt and warned of a looming debt-fuelled
recession. He said that lenders should not be able to
enforce their contracts if it could be shown that they
lent with disregard for the capacity of people to repay.
He also said that lenders are ultimately responsible for
defaults, given that the income levels of borrowers were
easily determined.
The Reserve Bank data shows that in the year to August
2007 there were 2775 court applications in Victoria for
property repossession. Last year, again,
13 871 applications were made to the Australian
Prudential Regulation Authority for early release of
$135 million in superannuation benefits in order to
overcome financial crises. This is compared with
10 459 applications in 2005 for $77 million. This sets
the framework, and we must tackle these dodgy brokers
head on.

Nurses: training costs
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is
for the Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation.
I have been contacted by a constituent who is a
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division 2 nurse and is about to commence the March
medication administration course at Kangan Batman
TAFE. She was offered a place in the October course
last year but decided to defer due to family reasons.
The course has been developed to encourage more
nurses to go back into hospitals. In October the course
fee was $340. The fee for the same course this year is
now $1030, and in May it will go up to $1280. I have
contacted the TAFE, which was extremely helpful. It
was explained to me that the reason for the increase is
that the funding provided by the state government to
subsidise the course last year is not being provided this
year.
Nurses who are currently going through the system
have the medication administration course included in
their general training and do not have to pay for the
course as a separate item. The government itself has
brought in the new rule that division 2 nurses should be
able to give medications in Victoria once they have
successfully completed the course.
The action I request from the minister is to reintroduce
the funding immediately and so assist nurses wanting to
upgrade their qualifications and return to work. We are
desperately short of nurses and are supposedly
encouraging them to come back to work, yet they are
being penalised by the removal of the subsidy. Because
it is treated as a postgraduate course, its cost is not
eligible for pension discounts. My constituent is a
single mother on a pension and is struggling to pay the
extra $690, and if she leaves it until the May course she
has to find $940 extra compared to the cost last year.
It is very important that the minister act on this
immediately because a group of nurses who want to
return to work are finding this an impossible amount to
meet. As I said, for those who are doing nursing
training now it is incorporated in their course, but any
nurse who has been out of the workforce for a period of
time has to do this course at their own expense.
Although term payments can be offered by Kangan
Batman TAFE, it is still very difficult, especially for a
single mother. I sincerely and seriously urge the
minister to reconsider. I do not think she realised that a
number of people would actually fall into this gap.

Climate change: greenhouse gas emissions
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Energy and Resources. I call upon
the minister to take action to accelerate our
government’s work to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
through energy efficiency and investment in clean
technology. I note that yesterday, 25 February, the
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Premier announced the go-ahead of Solar Systems
Generation and TRUenergy’s partnership to build the
world’s largest solar power plant, worth $420 million. It
will be in northern Victoria and will provide enough
power for 45 000 homes, or a city the size of Geelong.
The Victorian government actually contributed
$50 million to ensure this investment was made in
Victoria.
I have kept a bit of an eye on this project. I know it will
be a world-first plant using world-first technology that
the rest of the world will be keenly interested to take
forward. In fact my husband is in Hong Kong and he
sent me an SMS today to say that the announcement of
this particular plant is on the front page of the business
section of the Hong Kong Times, where it particularly
notes that this investment and this plant would not have
come to fruition without the support of the Victorian
Brumby government. It is a wonderful initiative.
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Burwood Highway in Ferntree Gully. Consequently
motorists wishing to continue heading south are forced
to commute through the local road network. Residents
residing near Glenfern Road, Blackwood Park Road,
Ormonde Road and Mountain Gate Drive have
repeatedly complained to me about the volume of
traffic forced to travel on their local road network.
Glenfern Road is deadlocked in the morning and
evening. Many Ferntree Gully residents have
approached me complaining about their inability to
access Glenfern Road. This problem is further
exacerbated by the fact that many commuters travelling
on Glenfern Road reside in the shire of Yarra Ranges
and the city of Casey. Many of these commuters are
using local Ferntree Gully roads to avoid congestion on
Heatherton and Stud roads plus the former
south-eastern arterial, now called the Monash Freeway.

Ms MUNT — It is a wonderful government, that is
absolutely right. As the house will be aware,
Professor Ross Garnaut’s interim report on climate
change was released last week. In line with several
other international reports, it emphasises the need for
urgent and significant action in tackling climate change.
It also highlights the need for international cooperation.
As we on this side of the house know, climate change is
increasingly being recognised as a critical global issue.
Victoria should be taking advantage of the global
resources and expertise being generated internationally
through the universal concern about this issue.

There is a significant volume of traffic which travels
along Dorset Road. Recent figures provided by the
Minister for Roads and Ports indicate that
3460 vehicles travel along Dorset Road in Ferntree
Gully prior to 9.00 a.m., with 2040 vehicles travelling
between 7.30 a.m. and 9.00 a.m. It is very clear that the
Brumby government has no clear plans to upgrade the
road network throughout the Knox community. For
many years, both as a councillor and as a candidate for
the state Parliament, I campaigned with local residents
for the duplication of Kelletts Road, Rowville. Whilst
the community welcomed the important duplication of
this road, the Brumby government has no plan or vision
for the duplication of Napoleon Road, nor the future
construction of the Dorset Road extension.

I think most of us now accept that the costs of doing
nothing, or doing too little, far outweigh the costs of
combating climate change in a meaningful way. Once
again, this side of the house and the Rudd federal
government have recognised this increasingly
important issue for us to tackle. This is why I now call
on the Minister for Energy and Resources to accelerate
our government’s work to reduce Victoria’s greenhouse
emissions. This is a critical issue; it is something that
we can do for our children and our children’s children
to ensure that the world in which they grow up is the
best possible world it can be.

The construction of Kelletts Road did not occur due to
any strategic planning or vision. It came about because
of consistent pressure brought about by local residents.
My community deserves better. People do not expect
projects such as the Napoleon Road duplication or
Dorset Road extension to occur straightaway, but
expect long-term planning to reassure them of the
government’s understanding of the growing needs of
the local community. This is the same approach
adopted by this government in its unwillingness to
upgrade urgent public transport services throughout
Ferntree Gully, Rowville and Lysterfield.

Roads: Ferntree Gully electorate

The Knox community has been calling for government
action on the Dorset Road extension for many years. A
reservation currently exists for part of the proposed
extension route. This land was set aside many years ago
at a time when parts of Rowville and Lysterfield were
farmland. Today, many thousands of residents in the
Ferntree Gully electorate reside in these suburbs yet the
road network has not kept pace.

Ms Thomson — It is a wonderful government.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
raise a matter of grave concern with the Minister for
Roads and Ports, and I call upon the minister to take
action and construct the extension of Dorset Road south
of the Burwood Highway. At present Dorset Road runs
south from the Maroondah Highway in Croydon to the
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I call upon the Minister for Roads and Ports to take
action and construct the extension of Dorset Road in
Ferntree Gully.

Braybrook: renewal plan
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. In my electorate a plan has been
developed for the renewal of Braybrook. Within the
Braybrook master plan there is a provision to create
sporting spaces for the people of Braybrook and the
surrounding areas. Two applications for funding for
these areas have been submitted to the minister’s office.
I ask the minister to look favourably at the applications
as the impact they will have on the community will be
substantial and far reaching. This is a very
disadvantaged area of Melbourne and is now under a
neighbourhood renewal program. These facilities
would be y useful.
The first application for funding is for the construction
of a multipurpose court. This court would allow
participants to play several types of sport on the one
surface, including netball, street soccer and basketball.
These sports in particular are immensely popular
among the diverse communities that call Braybrook
their home, and so this type of court would be
invaluable to the community. It would also allow for a
greater range of people to play sport on the surface,
from the very young to those who may be a little bit
more mature, and both men and women.
The second proposal is for the funding of tennis courts
in Braybrook. These tennis courts are designed to be
free for all users, unlike many privately run courts
across Melbourne. This type of free-to-all arrangement
is very attractive to the people around Braybrook, as it
allows people from across the socioeconomic spectrum
to participate in sport, which is something I think the
government and the minister’s office in particular have
put a lot of time and energy into. As I said at the outset,
this is a community that has been very much
disadvantaged, and I ask the minister for his support.

Responses
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Mordialloc for
raising with me the need to accelerate the government’s
work to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This
undoubtedly is a very important issue, not just here in
Victoria but globally. How well informed the member
for Mordialloc is in understanding this issue in the first
instance and also understanding and being well
informed about how the initiatives the Victorian
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government is taking are reported and admired around
the world.
Last week there were a couple of very interesting
developments in relation to Victoria’s battle against
climate change. Firstly, Professor Ross Garnaut release
his interim report on climate change. As the member
for Mordialloc explained, it highlighted the need for
urgent and meaningful action to reduce our greenhouse
gas emissions here in Australia. It also emphasised the
need for international cooperation in tackling this
important environmental issue.
That leads me to the second development that has taken
place in the last week that concerns our battle against
climate change. Last week I met with Ira Magaziner,
the chairman of the Clinton foundation and a leader of
the Clinton climate initiative. The Clinton foundation,
as members would know, is a global non-governmental
organisation established by former USA President Bill
Clinton, and its mission is to strengthen the capacity of
people throughout the world to meet the challenge of
global interdependence. One of the challenges the
Clinton foundation has identified is climate change, and
this is why the Clinton climate initiative was launched
in 2006. The Clinton climate initiative is currently
working with a number of large cities around the world
through its C40 large cities climate change leadership
group, to which the city of Melbourne is already a
signatory. The C40 group is working to develop and
implement a range of actions that will accelerate carbon
dioxide reductions, but there is the potential for
Victorians to do even more.
The member for Mordialloc will be pleased to know
that in my discussions with Ira Magaziner we talked
about the possibility of a partnership between the
Clinton foundation and the Victorian government that
could help accelerate the process of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions here in Victoria. We also
discussed the key Brumby government projects here in
Victoria, including our plans to increase clean power
generation and to accelerate work on the
energy-efficient building retrofit program. As part of
that program, the Brumby government has committed
itself to achieving at least 4.5-star ratings for office
buildings controlled or tenanted by the government.
This star rating is determined by the Australian building
greenhouse rating (ABGR) system.
The Brumby government has decided it should lead by
example when it comes to climate change. Accordingly
the government has committed $5 million to
environmentally upgrade some 83 000 square metres of
office accommodation in 16 Victorian government
buildings across the state. The project involves the
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design, supply, commissioning, monitoring and
verification of energy efficient measures that will pay
for themselves within 10 years, and water conservation
measures that will pay for themselves within 20 years.
The works will be completed in 2009 and will be
undertaken with the support of the Clinton foundation’s
climate initiative.

With regard to clean power, the government is
developing a strategic framework for the development
of Victoria’s brown coal resource which will encourage
the investigation of carbon capture and storage. Already
$10 million has been committed to a sustainable energy
research and development grant and $6 million to a
carbon storage trial in the Otway Basin.

These improvements will lift the average Australian
building greenhouse rating across the government’s
property portfolio to at least 4.5 stars. Of the 19 office
buildings owned by the Victorian government only 2
currently achieve better than 4 stars, and the average
ABGR results still amount to only 1.67 stars. When you
take green power into account it still gets up to only
2.46 stars, so you can see that this $5 million retrofit of
our office buildings will add significantly to the rating
of those buildings. While numerous energy and water
efficiency measures have already improved the
environmental performance of office accommodation,
this budget spend of $5 million is a clear commitment
to the leadership that will be provided by the Brumby
government. An Australian greenhouse rating of
4.5 stars is the stated target for Victoria’s government
office accommodation guidelines, and that is what we
are striving to deliver in partnership with the Clinton
climate initiative.

Tackling climate change is a priority for the Victorian
government, and I welcome the opportunity to further
develop this working relationship with one of the
world’s most powerful foundations, the Clinton
foundation. Through the Clinton climate initiative the
Brumby government is clearly focused on adopting
practical measures to reduce the human impact on
climate change. We seek to forge a strong partnership
as just one of the measures that will help reduce
Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions by 60 per cent by
2050.

The Premier has said that the works will be undertaken
using the energy performance contracting system that
has been recommended by the Australasian energy
performance contracting alliance. This approach will
allow the Victorian government to set out the targets,
the up-front capital commitment and the time frame for
the return on our investment. It will then be up to the
successful contractor to tailor environmental solutions
to meet those needs and any costs of delivering the
project over our capital commitment. In effect, the
long-term efficiency savings both in energy and water
will fund the upgrade. This is a concept that has been
promulgated by the Clinton climate initiative.
It is interesting to note that because of the Brumby
government’s commitment to govern for the whole of
the state, offices will be made more water and energy
efficient in locations as diverse as Geelong, Ballarat,
Mildura, Shepparton, Horsham as well as in East
Melbourne. The member for Mordialloc will also be
pleased to know that during my discussions with Ira
Magaziner we talked about the possibilities of a
partnership between the Clinton foundation and the
Victorian government that could help speed up the
process of reducing greenhouse gas emissions here in
Victoria. We also discussed a number of other
initiatives.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I am pleased to respond to the member for
Derrimut, who raised an important issue: that of
occasional complaints which are received about
substandard lending practices and particularly the
exploitation of migrant families and others who might
be considered to be vulnerable through the unethical
practices of those who seek to take advantage of them. I
am familiar with these claims. They do arise from time
to time in conversation with colleagues in this place,
and similarly there are occasional media commentaries
on the incidence of substandard lending practices.
Last October I visited the member’s electorate and we
participated in the launch of a Consumer Affairs
Victoria program with schools. That was at the
Sunshine West Primary School. It was a very
successful launch at a great school, let it be said. I took
the occasion whilst I was in Sunshine of calling in on
my old primary school, Our Lady’s in Sunshine, which
is still going strong after all these years. I took the
opportunity to have a bit of a discussion with the
principal. Amongst the matters that were touched on,
the principal raised the issue of unethical lending
practices and how he was concerned that people in the
community — particularly recently arrived migrant
families and, more particularly, Sudanese families —
were being taken advantage of.
I followed that up, and back in the office we had a
discussion about this matter and undertook to write to
principals across the western suburbs. Ultimately I
think we wrote to 30 of them, at schools in Sunshine
and Footscray in particular, asking them to advise my
office if they were familiar with these sorts of claims.
The good news for the member for Derrimut is that
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those letters generated only one or two reports from
amongst that group of school principals of unethical
practices that they were aware of, so I take that as a
relatively positive response. However, I understand that
we need to constantly be on the lookout for this sort of
problem, and I would be more than happy to discuss
with the member how we might repeat or modify that
exercise amongst other community leaders this year.
Certainly I can assure the member that Consumer
Affairs Victoria maintains a close eye on these sorts of
powers — that is, if they are reported, CAV will
respond and use the powers it has under various acts to
investigate and bring the perpetrators to account.
Beyond that, I can say that at a macro level there have
been some very positive recent discussions between me
and other ministers, and indeed with the new
commonwealth government. We have a far more
productive relationship than has been enjoyed for the
last decade in discussing what might happen with credit
reform going forward. Currently there are some aspects
of credit that lie with the states still, and it is the desire
of the state ministers that this power be transferred to
the commonwealth at the right time in the medium
term, and we are working actively on that. Ultimately
that would enable an even more effective response to be
arranged right across the country, and it would be a
more uniform response than can be mustered on this
occasion. But I do thank the member for his interest,
and I am more than happy, in conjunction with
Consumer Affairs Victoria, to assist him in the future in
dealing with these complaints.
Mr Wells — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the Premier assured us of greater accountability in
Parliament. We have raised some important issues
about roads and ports, and we want to know where the
minister — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr ROBINSON — The member for Brighton
raised an issue for the attention of the Minister for
Water that related to overseas travel and his unhealthy
obsession. I am sure he will be flattered by her
continuing interest in his workload.
The member for Frankston raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Industrial Relations
concerning a constituent dealing with an AWA
(Australian workplace agreement) and sought the
assistance of the workplace rights advocate, and I will
pass that matter on.
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The member for Swan Hill raised an issue in relation to
primary school welfare officers in his electorate for the
attention of the Minister for Education, and I will pass
that on.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport in relation
to the provision of bus services in the Gowanbrae
estate. That will be passed on.
The member for Scoresby raised an issue with the
Minister for Roads and Ports relating to the duplication
of High Street Road — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I am responding now and you
are not listening. I am responding.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister
should ignore interjections.
Mr ROBINSON — I will pass that matter on.
The member for Evelyn raised an issue for the attention
of the Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation
regarding a nurse in the electorate who is involved in
the March medication course at Kangan Batman TAFE,
and I will pass that matter on.
The member for Ferntree Gully also raised an issue for
the Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to Glenfern
Road and I will pass that on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I think it was
the Dorset Road extension.
Mr ROBINSON — I am sorry, the Dorset Road
extension.
The member for Footscray raised an issue for the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in
relation to sports facilities in Braybrook, the home of
Ted Whitten and Doug Hawkins — a great source of
football talent in Victoria.
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — No, it is not. I will pass on to
the minister the matter raised by the member for
Footscray.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10:43 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Member for Nepean: comments
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday the member
for Nepean in his contribution to the debate on the
annual statement of government intentions made a
serious reflection on the authority and the duty of the
Chair to protect the privilege of members of this
chamber. He did so in a manner that questioned the
integrity with which the Speaker has performed that
duty. Given his position in this chamber and the fact
that this issue has been raised earlier in this sitting, I
view the comments made yesterday by the member for
Nepean as extremely serious, indeed offensive, and I
seek his immediate apology.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I apologise for the
comments I made.

Parliament House: public gallery
responsibilities
The SPEAKER — Order! On Tuesday, 5 February,
I was requested by the Leader of the House to clarify
the policy of groups, other than school groups, making
bookings for the public gallery for question time. I was
also asked for advice pertaining to the responsibility
that individual members of Parliament have for the
behaviour of groups or individuals they bring into the
gallery as guests.
As I outlined to the house at the close of question time
on Tuesday, 5 February, I was extremely concerned
that the privilege of all members had been
compromised in that the business of the house had been
impeded by the behaviour of those present in the public
gallery on that day. I am advised that the gallery had
been booked by a group — Plug the Pipe — and at the
time of the booking the group indicated that the office
of the member for Benalla had directed it to our
booking office.
A range of guidelines have been in place to ensure that
the house is not disrupted; however, ad hoc changes
have been made to those guidelines over time. I wish to
inform the house that the following guidelines are now
in place. A seat in the gallery is available to members of
the general public on a first-come, first-serve basis.
Bookings for the gallery will be accepted for school
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groups and community groups from a member’s
electorate where the booking is made by the member or
his or her staff. Members will be accountable to the
Speaker for their guests’ behaviour. Delegations or
visits by members of organisations that are not
electorate specific will be made through the Speaker’s
office or the Serjeant-at-Arms. Guidelines will be
posted on the intranet later in the week.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr THOMPSON having given notice of motion:
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker,
yesterday the member for Evelyn gave a notice of
motion in the house and delivered a copy to the Clerk in
accordance with the procedures of this place. It
contained a quote at the end of the notice of motion, but
in the Assembly notice paper, under motion no. 708,
that quote has been deleted.
The SPEAKER — Order! We will follow that issue
up and come back to you privately.
Further notice of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 98 to 109
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:

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

VICTORIAN COMPETITION AND EFFICIENCY COMMISSION
394

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 27 February 2008

savings which are made in the Murray–Darling Basin should
remain in the MDB.

VICTORIAN COMPETITION AND
EFFICIENCY COMMISSION

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.

Simplifying the Menu — Food Regulation in
Victoria

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (774 signatures)
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (260 signatures)

Industrial relations: employee rights

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development), by leave, presented report of
September 2007 and government response.
Tabled.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house:
the Federal Court struck out Hilda Zhang’s claim of unlawful
termination of employment, which is certified by the
Industrial Relations Commission, and ordered her to pay the
employer’s cost, holding that her claim was vexatious or
without reasonable course because she only complained her
former employer’s unlawful instructions and activities to the
employer, the auditor, the unions, Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the ATO and the
WorkCover et cetera other than court or tribunal before the
termination. The judgements of the Federal Court do not
uphold the employee’s right and obligation to uphold and
obey law in the workplace under the commonwealth
constitution.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria:
ensure that employees’ rights under the constitution are
upheld by the laws and courts;

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Agricultural Research Investment,
Monitoring and Review — Ordered to be printed
EastLink Project Act 2004:
EastLink Concession Deed First Amending Deed
Variation Statement Nos 10–28 (19 documents)
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)
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Rail Safety Act 2006 — SR 9
Subdivision Act 1988 — SR 8

ensure that the Attorney-General of Victoria responds to
Hilda Zhang’s notice of a constitutional matter, which is
certified by the High Court, and intervenes the matter in
the High Court under section 78B of the Judiciary Act
1903.

By Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (1188 signatures)

Yarriambiack Creek: environmental flows
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the need to save the Yarriambiack Creek and for
Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water and the Wimmera
Catchment Management Authority to acknowledge the
environmental, social, economic and recreational values of
the Yarriambiack Creek to all the residents along its length
including Jung, Warracknabeal, Brim, Beulah and Hopetoun.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urges the state government and the
Minister for Water to ensure that the Yarriambiack Creek
receives its fair share of all flows in the Wimmera River, in
line with the 1967 agreement of a three-to-one split.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (1933 signatures)
Tabled.

Transfer of Land Act 1958 — SR 8
Veterinary Practice Act 1997 — SR 7
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 8, 9.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Membership
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to announce that I
have received the resignation of Ms Graley from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, effective
from 26 February 2008.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — By leave, I move:
That Mr Noonan be appointed a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee.

Motion agreed to.
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Water: government policy
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I draw to the attention of
the house that over the past five years the Labor
government has announced 14 water plans but has still
not been able to secure any additional water supplies.
People want water supply now, not plans, stunts,
announcements, press releases and booklets. I refer to
the fact that the government has had the green paper,
the white paper, the next stage of the government’s
water plan, central region plans and so on.
However, it is in the area of industry plans that we have
now seen high farce. In April 2003 the government
announced that it would invite the top 200 industrial
water users to write a plan, which they were to be given
three years to complete. The government announced in
June 2004 that the top 1500 industry users would do
plans when the top 200 plans were completed.
In February 2007 the government announced that the
top 1500 users would start their plans. In July 2007 the
government announced that the top 2100 users would
write water management plans and be required to
register their intention to submit a plan by
14 September. They were then given a deadline of
31 December 2007. In the area of industry plans there
has been a total of four years and eight months for
industry to write plans. What the public wants is no
more plans. The public wants an augmentation of water
supply.
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council last night reconsidered its position and agreed
to keep the Lewis Road park open. Both Save Knox
Bowl and Knox council should be commended on this
outcome.

Girls Together: positive body image grant
Mr MERLINO — I would also like to congratulate
the group of eight Ferntree Gully and Upper Ferntree
Gully students who run Girls Together workshops
promoting positive body image among their peers. This
group is based in and supported out of Coonara
community house. With the help of a Brumby
government positive body image grant the group’s
work has attracted attention both interstate and
overseas.
It gives me great pleasure to announce that the Brumby
government has committed a further $2000 to enable
the girls to create a DVD which will help other
organisations conduct similar initiatives. The
commitment of these young women to helping others
overcome negative — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Rail: north-eastern Victoria

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I rise to congratulate David Lalama
of Save Knox Bowl and his hundreds of supporters
who have campaigned strongly to save the Lewis Park
skate bowl in Knox. This has been a major issue for
young people in the area since Knox City Council
recently opened a new skate facility 5 kilometres away
at Gilbert Park and planned to close the old bowl in
Lewis Road.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I again bring to
the attention of the house the deplorable passenger rail
services being provided to people living in
north-eastern Victoria. As a strong supporter of
passenger rail I have been advocating a major
upgrading of the service for many years. What is
required is a huge injection of capital by the state
government, similar to the amount spent on the Ballarat
and Bendigo lines to Melbourne, for rolling stock and
line maintenance. Despite the substandard service we
are receiving, people continue to utilise the train
service, partly due to the 50 per cent reduction in fares.
However, the service has gone from bad to worse with
the introduction of a bus service for passengers from
Albury-Wodonga to Wangaratta to join the train due to
the urgent need for track maintenance.

Last Friday night I saw both facilities in action, and I
have much sympathy for the position of the Save Knox
Bowl group. Each facility was as busy as the other, and
while Gilbert Park is magnificent, with amazing
architectural and design features, I was convinced by
the Save Knox Bowl group that this new facility is
more suited to those with a bit of experience and is not
really for beginners and young children. The
much-loved older facility at Lewis Park is also better
suited for BMX riders. I am really pleased that Knox

V/Line management and staff are in an invidious
position, being a statutory corporation seeking to
provide a service with rolling stock that is over 35 years
old and rail track that has deteriorated, in some sections
being almost unusable due to lack of maintenance. The
massive representation I continue to receive from
constituents relates to issues of air conditioners not
working, toilets overflowing or not operating, water
fountains not operating, canteens not open or not
properly stocked, dirty carriages, engine breakdowns

Knox: skate bowl
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and late trains. That has now been topped off by the
joint bus-train service extending travel times and
highlighting the inadequacy of the service. I implore the
transport minister to acknowledge the huge problems
we have with the north-eastern train service and
urgently confirm corrective action which can be taken,
with additional funding being provided.

Women: suffrage centenary
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — A very significant
milestone in Victoria’s democratic history will occur
this year as we celebrate 100 years since Victorian
women won the right to vote in Victorian state
elections. The first bill for women’s suffrage was
introduced in 1889. In 1891 a petition with
30 000 signatures was tabled in Parliament requesting
equal democratic rights for women. This year we will
celebrate this milestone across Victoria with over
50 community events and activities.
When you visit the city you might see the City Circle
tram that has been painted in the suffrage colours of
purple, green and white and features two of the women
who were leaders in the campaign for women’s
suffrage — Vida Goldstein and Annette
Bear-Crawford. Thanks to Yarra Trams for making this
possible.
When the Deputy Premier and I launched this tram last
week we were joined by women ministers, current and
former members, the Speaker and former speakers and,
very importantly, descendants of people who signed the
petition and descendants of those suffragists who
organised the campaign.

Isabelle Joy Bear
Ms MORAND — One of those on the tram was
Isabelle Joy Bear of Mount Waverley, who prefers to
be known as Joy. Joy is the great niece of Annette
Bear-Crawford, who was one of the suffragists who
organised the petition.
Joy herself is a very accomplished woman, who worked
for CSIRO and was a champion of equal opportunity
for women in science. Her career in science began in
1944 and she was the first woman to be appointed to
the research ranks of the CSIRO. She rose to the
position of senior principal research scientist at CSIRO.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Lonsdale Street, Melbourne: Hellenic precinct
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Once again this Labor
government has shown that it cannot manage and
complete a project on time and on budget. The
$8 million that was promised before the last election to
the three cultural precincts seems to have been
forgotten. It has been one and a half years since the
announcement and yet not a single tree has been
planted or a single tile laid in Lonsdale Street. This
government has failed to transform Lonsdale Street to
its former glory as the heart and soul of the Greek
community and a place where all Victorians can enjoy
the Hellenic spirit, Hellenic culture and Hellenic
hospitality.
We on this side of the chamber want to see Lonsdale
Street once again become the Hellenic precinct it once
was in Melbourne. But we also want all the key
stakeholders to have a say and an input. We need to
work together to bring the Hellenic culture, commerce
and entertainment back to Lonsdale Street. Currently
we have a Labor government threatening owners with
compulsory acquisition of their property, but it seems
incapable of sitting down and discussing the future of
Lonsdale Street with the Melbourne City Council, the
Greek Orthodox community of Melbourne and the
relevant property owners along Lonsdale Street.
A fair and acceptable compromise can be found if this
government is prepared to talk. If this Labor
government is unwilling to talk and unable to find an
answer, I am happy to do the work for them. I am
happy to bring people together, to find a solution to this
Labor Party-made impasse. Unlike the Labor Party that
pushes people apart, we want to bring people together.
Often this Labor Party forgets that it is the government.
It should put its money with its hollow rhetoric and stop
treating the Greek community with contempt. After all,
it promised this project while in opposition; it promised
this project in government and — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Jack and Eveline Hallowell
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
would like to acknowledge the excellent work that Jack
and Eveline Hallowell in my electorate have done in the
community, and very recently they celebrated their 50th
wedding anniversary. They have been able to do a lot of
work in the community and remain very happily
married.
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Jack has been on the Kooringal golf club committee.
He has been with the Truganina Reserve Friends
Group; he was the founding member and a current
member of Neighbourhood Watch; he is the secretary
of the Altona ALP branch and has been so for 16 years;
he has been actively involved in the Bluey Day
Foundation conducting fundraising at both Werribee
Plaza and Altona Gate each year; and he has also
worked very actively with the police in a voluntary
scheme to engrave bikes to prevent them being stolen.
Eve was very active with the Newport Community
Centre until her health recently prevented her from
continuing. Both Eve and Jack have done voluntary
work on a very regular basis for a long period of time at
the St George aged care facility. Both have always lent
a hand on community issues and they were very much
part of the campaign to save the Altona hospital, which
the Kennett government closed. They are very active
members of the community and I want to congratulate
them on 50 years of being happily married.

Police: Mornington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — On 12 February I attended
a public meeting called to discuss concerns about police
numbers on the Mornington Peninsula. The meeting
was attended by police members, community groups,
business owners and individuals. The basic problem is
the difference between the number of police officers
assigned to a police station and the actual number
available for duty on any one day. For example, a local
police station has 36 members assigned to it but usually
there are only 24 or so members available due to leave
of various sorts, mickey mouse secondments and
WorkCover. Therefore this station is regularly down
one-third of its force, which means more pressure is put
on the remaining two-thirds to work longer hours and
endure more pressure. On two occasions a sergeant has
had to close a 24-hour police station due to a lack of
numbers.
Although general crime is down, crimes against the
person have increased by 56 per cent on the
Mornington Peninsula. This is the type of crime that
really concerns and upsets the people of my electorate.
One disturbing aspect that came out of the meeting was
that police are afraid to speak out about various
industrial and service issues. Inspector Gordon
Charteris has had the guts to speak out and was given a
standing ovation by the meeting for daring to speak out
with the truth. I, along with the members for
Mornington and Hastings and all the meeting, voted
unanimously to support the Mornington Peninsula’s
police, increase the number of police on the
Mornington Peninsula, call for an audit of the real
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police numbers and, as I am doing now, request
members of Parliament to raise this issue with the
government.

Upper Beaconsfield: community centre
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I recently attended a
graduation ceremony for students from the Upper
Beaconsfield community centre, and had the privilege
of presenting certificates to all the successful graduates.
Upper Beaconsfield is a unique community centre that
was established in the aftermath of the Ash Wednesday
bushfires. Since that time it has become an integral part
of the community, offering a range of recreational and
professional pursuits as well as child-care services. It
serves as a community hub, not only for courses but for
meeting people and building community networks.
These recent graduates successfully completed either
the certificate III in aged-care work or the certificate IV
in training and assessment. These courses have been
offered for around 10 years and allow residents in this
area to study locally to further their careers. The
courses involve the commitment of one evening every
week for a year as well as additional work to be
completed at home. Given that many of these students
have parental and other responsibilities to juggle, such
as employment, they have made remarkable
achievements in completing the course requirements.
The Upper Beaconsfield community centre has
developed such a strong reputation for course delivery
that many attend there on the basis of word-of-mouth
recommendations. The commitment to ensuring
continuing high standards of delivery has helped
cement the centre’s outstanding reputation. I would like
to congratulate all course graduates, along with tutors
Isabella Hastings and Lynne Baxter and coordinators
Alison Ryan and Liz Grigg.
With the recent 25th anniversary of the Ash
Wednesday bushfires, it is timely to remember that this
centre was one of the positive and lasting
legacies — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Firearms: licensing
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Many firearms
organisations and owners have written to me outraged
that this government intends to increase dealer fees by
over 600 per cent to $7000 per annum. If allowed to
proceed, this will result in many smaller dealers
shutting up shop, thus making it hard for farmers and
legitimate shooters to access ammunition and firearms.
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This fee increase is based on the premise of cost
recovery. However, as usual the government has failed
to ensure that the systems are operating at maximum
efficiency. One very effective cost-cutting measure for
the licensing services division would be to fast-track
firearms licence renewals, as occurs with drivers
licences. This simplified renewal process would be
consistent with the national firearms agreement. But
rather than adopt this common-sense approach the
government wants to tax legitimate firearms owners out
of business.
My coalition colleagues the members for Kew and
Benambra have met with firearms organisation
representatives, and the Liberals and Nationals are in
100 per cent agreement that the fee increase is grossly
unjust. I call on the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to reject the proposed fee increase and to get
on with the job of tackling illegal firearms users rather
than continuing to penalise law-abiding firearms users.

State Emergency Service: Gisborne unit
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Late last year I was
very pleased to announce that $100 000 from the
community safety emergency support program, or
CSESP, would be provided to help replace the
Gisborne State Emergency Service unit’s older medium
rescue truck with a modern Hino heavy rescue truck,
boosting the unit’s response capacity. With severe
drought, increased fire risk and a major highway
through Gisborne, our SES and Country Fire Authority
units do an enormous amount of work. This new truck
is vital in maintaining and resourcing our volunteer
emergency services groups.
Gisborne SES’s new heavy rescue vehicle will afford
better storage and efficiency, and provide
enhancements to operational preparedness and
response. The new vehicle complies with SES
specifications and offers substantial occupational health
and safety improvements over the existing vehicle. As a
result of this funding, the Gisborne SES can carry out
its vital and much appreciated work while ensuring the
safety and comfort of emergency volunteers. The unit
itself contributed $120 000 to this project, an absolutely
outstanding effort. I would like to congratulate the unit
for its ongoing efforts on our behalf, in particular
Dianne Dale, the fundraising officer — and what a
tenacious and enthusiastic member she is — Ralph
Walling, the unit controller, and all of the members of
the Gisborne SES. I would like to again pay tribute to
all of our emergency services.
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Office of Police Integrity: role
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — The front page of today’s
Age newspaper confirms the ongoing secrecy of the
socialist Bracks government. It confirms that the
government is hiding a mountain of corrupt and
crooked deals that it does not want exposed to the
Victorian community. The proposal to give more power
to the Office of Police Integrity to follow up on crooked
cops is fine. To date I think it has done a reasonable
job, but we do not really know, and with what is
proposed in today’s Age it is only going to become
more secret.
But what about the corrupt politicians and public
servants at both state and local government levels? Do
we think they are all honest, as we used to think our
police were, some of whom at the highest levels have
now been exposed as crooks?
The coalition believes that an independent broadbased
anticorruption commission is the only way forward to
overcome the problem of crooks in government at both
levels and in the public service. I really wonder what
the Bracks government — sorry, the Brumby
government — has to hide by continuing to not extend
to the people of Victoria the opportunity to have the
crooks exposed in this government and to have them
charged. The sooner it happens the better.

Schools: Yuroke electorate
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — With the 2008 school
year now under way, I have had the great pleasure of
attending many schools in my local electorate to meet
students and congratulate and present medallions to
student leadership groups.
I recently visited students at Gladstone Park, Willmott
Park, Roxburgh Park Homestead and Roxburgh Rise
primary schools and next week I will visit Craigieburn
South Primary School. It is always a terrific experience
to attend those local schools to engage with the school
communities and to recognise the achievements of
students. The enthusiasm and commitment of these
students is a credit to their schools, their respective
principals and to the state government, which has made
education its no. 1 priority.
This government has made a terrific investment in
education in my electorate, as seen by the upgraded
facilities at schools such as Willmott Park Primary
School and Gladstone Park Secondary College. These
upgrades have enabled the existing schools to continue
providing high quality education.
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This government’s strong investment in education has
also enabled the development of new schools in my
electorate, such as the one at Craigieburn North, which
will commence in 2009, and the recent announcement
of a new Craigieburn West school to be built and
managed through a private-public partnership and
scheduled to open in 2011.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I was pleased to
have visited Findon Primary School on 19 February to
present the school with the Kids ‘Go for Your Life’
Healthy Eating and Physical Activity Award.

I am very pleased that this government has recognised
the needs of my local electorate and has responded by
ensuring high quality education facilities to fulfil this
increasing demand. As a result this investment will
assist in developing the enthusiasm and
commitment — —

This award program and initiative of the Brumby
government aims to promote student wellbeing by
making healthy eating and physical activity a normal
part of every student’s day. Findon Primary School
runs a daily 10 a.m. fruit program where each student is
provided time to eat a piece of fruit in the classroom.

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

Each classroom is provided with a fruit basket by the
school. Findon Primary School has also removed all
items considered unhealthy from its canteen. Fried
foods and high sugar drinks are definitely out. In
addition to the 1 hour of weekly physical education,
years prep and 1 undertake the perceptual motor
programs; years 2 and 3 take the weekly platoon sports
program; and years 4, 5 and 6 take the RMIT sports
program and platoon sports. Extra term activities are
also held.

Disability services: respite care
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
condemn the Brumby government for neglecting carers
across Victoria. There are 700 000 unpaid carers in
Victoria, and almost half of these have taken on the role
of carer because they claim to have little faith in the
services that are currently available.
We have reached a point where carers, especially those
living in regional and rural Victoria, describe the
current system as desperate. Exhausted from emotional,
physical and financial stress, carers in metropolitan
areas are tackling inflexible and rigid respite models,
extensive waiting lists to access health services and a
crisis in supported accommodation. These issues are
multiplied in country Victoria with the added stress of
inadequate transport access and isolation as well as the
emotional and financial stress of relocation to
metropolitan centres for specialist treatment.
Unpaid carers make up an essential part of our
community, saving the Victorian economy $8 billion
annually, yet this government has paid lip-service to
their contribution. I call on the Minister for Community
Services to immediately address the lack of flexible
respite and provide recognition and support for our
carers across Victoria.

Packaged liquor: licences
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — On another matter, I
condemn the government’s failure to address the
proliferation of packaged liquor licences against the
wishes of and to the detriment of local communities,
most recently in Jackson Court in East Doncaster in my
electorate.

Findon Primary School: Go for Your Life
award

Members of the junior school council and senior
students run a sports borrowing program. All students
can access sports equipment at recesses and lunchtime
by borrowing items and returning them at the end of
play. Findon also has a kitchen garden where children
get hands-on experience in planting, harvesting,
preparing, cooking and eating foods together in groups.
Congratulations go to the principal, Ms Kerri Simpson,
teachers, staff, parents and students for a terrific range
of programs to help promote children’s good health and
wellbeing.

Police: Forrest
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I wish to
raise concerns the lack of a permanent police presence
in the town of Forrest in my electorate. Forrest has not
had a permanent police officer for more than a year,
with the former officer being on leave for most of that
time prior to retiring. The police station is currently
manned for only 4 hours a week, and local residents are
concerned about an increase in thefts in the town and in
nearby Barwon Downs in recent months, as well as
speeding motorists. This situation is not isolated to my
electorate. In May 2006 the town of Lismore had been
without a permanent office for almost 12 months due to
the local officer being absent on sick leave. We also
had a problem at Apollo Bay with the police station
being unmanned after 2.00 a.m. According to the
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locals, this is well known in the community and
provides local vandals and law-breakers with a regular
window of opportunity to commit crime.
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thank all of them and everybody involved for ensuring
Forest Hill and Victoria are better places.

Water: rebates
Community safety in small rural towns is seemingly not
a major concern for this government. In the two
instances I have mentioned it was obviously deemed
acceptable by the government for these towns to be
without a police officer in residence for a period of
12 months or more. It is not acceptable for the people
who reside there. Residents are getting mighty fed up
with the lack of adequate emergency services in rural
areas. The situation at Forrest needs to be addressed
immediately, and a better system needs to be put in
place for the future whereby resources are not taken
from other small towns to provide a bare minimum of
service over lengthy periods of time.

The Avenue neighbourhood house: relocation
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — Whilst there are
many people who say the member for Bass is living in
the past and struggling to keep up with the fast pace that
the Brumby government moves at, I am not one of
them. I do, however, believe that when the member for
Bass refers to this government as the Bracks
government — as he just did twice in his members
statement — he is giving ammunition to those who
make such cruel statements.
On Tuesday, 19 February, I had the great pleasure of
attending, with the Minister for Housing and
Whitehorse City Council representatives Cr Sharon
Ellis, Cr Ben Stennett, Acting Mayor Cr Bill Bowie,
Terry Wilkinson and Debbie Seddon from community
development, and Julie Lyons from the department of
social planning and community development, the
announcement that The Avenue neighbourhood house
in Blackburn South in the electorate of Forest Hill will
receive a funding boost of $100 000 from the Brumby
government to help it move to a bigger and better
location which will be used to redevelop the nearby
Eley Park Community Centre. The Avenue currently
caters for about 1000 participants per week, and its
success and popularity has meant it has outgrown its
current premises.
Neighbourhood houses are an important community
asset and provide a broad range of low-cost social,
educational and recreational programs. The
Modernising Neighbourhood Houses program grants
come from a four-year $6.8 million investment to help
neighbourhood houses better cater to the needs of local
residents. This would not have been possible without
the assistance and contributions of Terry McDonald,
Stuart Tillotson, Coleen Saunderson and Merial Clark. I

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Domestic environmental
initiatives in both water and energy can make a
difference to country Victorians. There are currently
rebates available for energy efficiencies like
photovoltaic cells and urban rainwater tanks. I have
been contacted by yet another disgruntled resident who
has done the right thing environmentally and installed a
complete blackwater recycling system to ensure she can
water her fruit trees. However, the fact that there is not
any rebate available for the installation of the system —
which costs $7000 and an additional $3000 to install —
came as somewhat of a shock. Blackwater is now a real
resource that can make a difference to country
Victorians, and I call upon the government to apply
rebates to blackwater systems similar to those that
apply to rainwater tanks.
People are shocked to learn that rebates available to our
city dwellers do not apply to country residents because,
in the minister’s own words, research has indicated that
households connected to a reticulated water system tend
to take water for granted, whereas generally people who
use privately owned water tanks are more aware of
water consumption. Those who want to enjoy gardens
and grow a few veggies are not allowed to receive the
rebate because, although still Victorian, they are the
wrong sort of Victorian. This is discrimination.
The government cannot continue to disadvantage rural
Victorians. I call on the Minister for Water to
immediately address the unfair practice, to ensure that
all rebates available to urban residents are also available
to rural residents and, further, to ensure that these
rebates are made available for any form of water-saving
measure that people have paid to install.

Water: goldfields super-pipe
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — The recent
backflip by The Nationals acknowledges the
importance of the goldfields super-pipe project for
Ballarat, Bendigo and their surrounding towns. The
member for Swan Hill admitted that, following their
recent return to coalition with the Liberals, The
Nationals now support the goldfields super-pipe. This
statement follows and is in line with similar statements
made by the Liberal Party, which now also supports
this project.
However, Ballarat residents will not forget that at the
last state election just 15 months ago, the
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much-celebrated candidate for The Nationals in
Western Victoria Region, Sam McIntosh, talked down
the super-pipe plan and the party leader, who is also the
member for Gippsland South, described it as ‘Nothing
less than a disgrace’.
Ballarat residents also remember that the Liberal Party
presented a similar view, declaring that Ballarat’s water
future lay in reclaiming Geelong’s share of the Lal Lal
Reservoir, a position which the ongoing drought has
demonstrated would spell disaster for Ballarat, as our
available water storages, even with bore water and
other supplementation, are down to 9.8 per cent. The
residents of Ballarat region know that only Labor put
forward the super-pipe option ahead of the last election.
In view of the ongoing drought, they now know how
visionary that position was. They now clearly see that if
the Liberals and The Nationals had been elected to
government, it would have spelt disaster for Ballarat.

Police: Mooroolbark station
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to raise the
concerns of residents in Tamworth Road, Kilsyth, in
my constituency, who have been subjected to what can
only be called a reign of terror by a group of their own
neighbours. Amongst their concerns are burnouts and
hoon driving, parties spilling out onto the street, loud
music at all hours of the day, house thefts, threatening
and intimidating behaviour including the forced entry
into a home, and the use of an incendiary device to
blow up a letterbox causing malicious damage and
potentially putting the lives of residents in danger.
Any hope of reversing this scenario when the
community are unable to rely on a rapid response from
their local police leaves decent, honest locals feeling
helpless in their own homes. Some residents are selling,
families are moving away because they are afraid —
and other residents are seeking counselling to help them
to cope.
Tamworth Road is approximately 4 kilometres from the
Mooroolbark police station. In the week of 9 to
13 February, following complaints about hoon driving
in the street, it took the police approximately
45 minutes to respond. Now, it would be easy to blame
the local constabulary for response times but this
situation has not arisen because of the police officers at
Mooroolbark, who are doing as much as they can to
make their patch safer. The problem is that there just
are not enough cops on the front line in my electorate.
Mooroolbark has a 24-hour station, which takes on the
responsibilities for Mount Evelyn police station during
the evenings. As a result, Mooroolbark’s police officers
are required to take assignments well past Mount
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Evelyn, thus removing them from the homes in the
local area, which means more responsibility but no
extra resources. The Premier and the chief
commissioner announced that more police will appear
under the new five-year plan which has been laid out.
We cannot wait that long. We need more police in
Mooroolbark now.

Australia Day: Jagajaga awards
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — On Australia Day this
year I had the privilege to attend the Jagajaga Australia
Day community awards hosted by the federal member
for Jagajaga, the Honourable Jenny Macklin. I have
attended these award presentations in the past and am
always taken aback by the tremendous efforts of so
many community volunteers.
I would like to make special mention of some of the
award recipients who live in or contribute to the
electorate of Bundoora. Gillian Casey has been
contributing to the local community for the last
40 years, leading a range of programs to help local
people, particularly through the Bundoora-Kingsbury
Uniting Church. Kay Driver has for over 20 years been
one of the organisers of the Greensborough Interchurch
Council Christmas carols service that brings the
Greensborough community together every Christmas.
Mark Durnford has made an outstanding contribution to
the Rosanna Primary School community through his
involvement on school council and in many other ways.
Andrew Edney has played a crucial role at the Diamond
Valley Little Athletics Centre over the last 10 years,
including as secretary and president. Robert Fischer
does fantastic work with Streeton Primary School
students with arts classes and projects. Les Heilbronn
has volunteered with Hope Springs for over 10 years,
helping people who are living with mental illness. Sue
Roberts is a passionate supporter of and contributor to
the protection and restoration of the Plenty River. Ray
Skals has been the appeals director for Watsonia RSL
over the past eight years, in that time overseeing the
raising of over $1 million in funds for the support of
ex-service personnel and their families.
Diamond Valley Foodshare, a local service helping
people through difficult times with food parcels, has
received the generous support of Jill Southon and Doug
Mudie, both of whom have provided selfless service
over significant time frames. I commend all of those
who received Jagajaga Australia Day Community
Awards for their contribution to the local community.
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Westgarth Primary School: display banner
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) —
Congratulations to Westgarth Primary School students
for their banner on display in my office window.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
members to make statements has now concluded.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Regional and rural Victoria: government
performance
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the honourable member
for Bendigo East proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Victorian Labor government
for rebuilding and revitalising rural and regional Victoria after
the devastation caused by the previous government.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am indeed very proud to be
speaking on this matter of public importance before the
house today, because if you look around regional and
rural Victoria you see that it is dramatically different
today compared to what it was 10 years ago.
The deputy leader of the newly formed
Liberal-National coalition would like to dismiss people
who are concerned about what happened a decade ago
as being locked up in the last century. But you can only
tell the story of country Victoria’s turnaround over the
past eight years by telling that story from the beginning.
The story begins precisely at the time the Liberal Party
and The Nationals were last in coalition, when they last
jumped into this convenient arrangement back in the
early 1990s. Political parties are only judged on their
record. They are only judged on the outcomes of their
actions.
It is a fact that the member for Gippsland South, as a
member of the Liberal-National coalition throughout
the 1990s, voted 1150 times with the Liberal Party to
close 178 country schools, 12 hospitals and 6 country
train lines. He also voted to introduce compulsory
competitive tendering (CCT) in local government, an
action that saw the loss of over 11 000 council jobs
across Victoria. I am not the only person who has been
critical of the member for Gippsland South for
supporting that particular legislation. An editorial in the
Shepparton News of 15 February described this action
as the ‘disembowelling of local government’.
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When it was first elected, one of the actions the Labor
government had to take was to abolish the disastrous
CCT policy and introduce a new regime for local
government, a regime that included support, partnership
and enshrining local government in the Victorian
constitution. The now Leader of The Nationals, the
member for Gippsland South, was busily voting his
heart out again during the 1990s, and again I quote
from an editorial in the Shepparton News which states:
… a shameful period for The Nationals as they also aided and
abetted Mr Kennett’s plundering of country schools, country
hospitals and rail services.

I go on to ask: where was the other partner in this
newly-formed relationship? Where was the other
member of the team? Where was the present Leader of
the Opposition during this period? Where was he
during 1992 and 1999? We know where he was. He
was busily pulling the strings behind the scenes as
Liberal Party president. During much of this time he
was, as president of the Liberal Party, watching over
the wrecking of rural and regional Victoria by the
Liberal and the National Party members of Parliament.
When the Labor Party came to government in 1999 we
knew we had a big job to do. We knew we had to set
about putting in place a planned and systematic
approach to rebuilding and reinvesting in our regional
and rural areas. Today I am proud to say that there is
not one part of regional and rural Victoria that has not
benefited from the Victorian Labor government’s
investment and support for our regional and rural
communities.
The outstanding example of this government’s
commitment to country Victoria was demonstrated by
the very first actions of the new Labor government in
this Parliament. The very first piece of legislation we
passed in this Parliament in 1999 was of course the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund Act. It was
landmark legislation. When the current Premier, the
then Minister for State and Regional Development,
introduced the bill to establish the fund he is reported as
stating:
The establishment of the fund is the first step in beginning the
task of rebuilding infrastructure in regional and rural Victoria.
It represents our commitment to shift the focus of government
in this state to fully encompass the people, communities and
industries outside metropolitan Melbourne.

You would have thought this landmark legislation
would have had unanimous support, but for its part The
Nationals were critical of the bill. Again the member
for Gippsland South — the deputy leader of the new
coalition — described the bill as a sham and flawed
because it did not have the capacity to deliver to
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country Victoria the expectations that the government
had created. The jury is well and truly in on both the
operation of the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund and the relevance of The Nationals.
Mrs Powell interjected.
Ms ALLAN — The member for Shepparton asks:
has it delivered? I will tell the member for Shepparton
and the members of The Nationals whether it has
delivered. My word it has. It has delivered
infrastructure projects and investment to every single
local government area in regional and rural Victoria. It
has delivered $383 million across 158 projects, which
have in turn leveraged over $1 billion in new
infrastructure investment, as I said, right across every
part of the state.
As to the relevance of The Nationals, they got it wrong
on the RIDF (Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund) but the Liberal Party got it right in November
2006 when it said:
The truth is it has been over 54 years since the National
Party … had any relevance in Victorian politics.

That is the official view from Liberal Party
headquarters. According to the Liberal Party, The
Nationals have not been relevant for the last 54 years,
so the poor old leader of The Nationals has not been
relevant since he was 12. According to the Liberal
Party, for 44 years of his life and for the entire time he
has been in Parliament, he has been entirely irrelevant.
The motion before the house today calls on us to
congratulate the Victorian Labor government for
rebuilding and revitalising regional and rural Victoria.
The evidence to support this motion is compelling. As a
result of our aggressive industry and investment
program the number of new jobs created in regional
and rural Victoria since October 1999 is a massive
138 000. That is three times the number of jobs that
were created in regional and rural Victoria in the last
comparable period — from 1992 to 1999.
We have also invested in the services that matter to
people. We have invested $358 million in 162 country
schools. We have employed over 1700 additional
teachers and support staff. We have invested in
hospitals. We have invested $420 million to rebuild and
upgrade hospitals and health services. We have
employed an extra 2130 nurses across regional and
rural Victoria. We have built 117 police stations across
regional and rural Victoria in the single biggest police
station building program this state has ever seen. We
have invested over $2.5 billion in our regional and rural
road networks. We have invested in and upgraded our
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rail services. We have delivered 400 extra rail services
on the Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and Traralgon lines.
We have cut V/Line fares by 20 per cent. As part of our
RIDF program we have delivered natural gas to
34 country towns through our $70 million investment,
an investment we had to make because the Leader of
the Nationals and those in the coalition in the 1990s
flogged off our gas network.
When you invest in services and infrastructure people
vote with their feet. Rather than fleeing the state in
droves, as they did the last time the Liberals and The
Nationals got together, we see that country Victoria’s
population has grown by 3.8 per cent. We on this side
of the house are proud of what we have delivered for
regional and rural Victoria. It means that local
communities can now look to the future with
confidence. They can look to the future with confidence
that the Brumby government will work with them in
partnership to support future growth, to support future
development and support families in regional and rural
Victoria.
That is why we have a big agenda. That is why we have
a big school building program that includes investing at
least $70 million to replace relocatable schools at
40 rural schools. It is why we are spending
$14.5 million to establish a new dental school in
Bendigo that will also support — and I hear the
member for Melton supporting this — clinics in
Wodonga, Mildura and Melton. It is why we are
making a massive investment in water infrastructure by
putting $1 billion into the food bowl project, by
supporting projects like the super-pipe, by supporting
upgrades in Hamilton, by supporting upgrades right
across the state — projects that are opposed by those
opposite. We have also had to move quite quickly to
buy back Victoria’s rail freight network. What a shining
example that is of the failure of the previous
Liberal-National government! It flogged off our
national rail freight network. It sat by and let it decay.
This government has taken action, and we are in the
process of buying back our regional freight network
with an investment of $132 million.
I said earlier that political parties are judged on their
actions. We have witnessed over the past two weeks the
re-forming of the Liberal-National coalition. We have
seen some extraordinary gymnastics as these two
parties have tried to present themselves as new and
different, as something different from what happened in
the 1990s. They are trying to go around country
Victoria and pull the wool over the eyes of country
Victorians, hoping that we will not notice they are the
same team and it is just a different decade. It is like the
re-runs we see on television of I Dream of Jeannie,

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
404

ASSEMBLY

where we know how the story goes. We know that
whenever Major Nelson wants his genie to respond to
his command, he simply has to rub the bottle and out
she will pop and obey his every command — just like
The Nationals.
We know that whenever The Nationals get the chance,
and I quote from the Shepparton News, to be
‘mesmerised by ministerial salaries and the spoils of
government’, they will sell out country Victoria and
dive headfirst into a coalition with the Liberal Party.
We know we have reason to be concerned because the
Leader of The Nationals, the deputy deputy leader of
the coalition, has already said that The Nationals will
compromise to achieve power and the perks of office. I
quote the deputy deputy leader of the coalition, who
said, on ABC radio in Ballarat:
Maybe we —

meaning The Nationals —
need to be able to compromise a bit for the greater good of
being able to present a united front …

I can tell members that that comment sent a shudder
down the spines of everyone living in regional and rural
Victoria, because they know what The Nationals
compromise is. They know that that compromise means
selling out country people, selling country schools,
flogging off country hospitals and closing country rail
lines. We know what that means, particularly for the
dairy industry. The dairy industry has every reason to
be concerned. What does it mean for the channel
deepening project? What does it mean for this project
that is vital for the future of the dairy industry in this
state when we know that to date The Nationals have
described it as an essential project but the Liberal
Leader of the Opposition says it is not going to proceed
unless there is unequivocal evidence that it will not
damage the bay? The evidence is in and the work is
being done. What does that mean for the dairy industry
in regional Victoria?
We have already seen The Nationals do a backflip on
the goldfields super-pipe, which the member for
Ballarat East has spoken of. What does that mean for
people in the Goulburn Valley? The Nationals have
already said, ‘You can take water south of the Divide to
Ballarat’. What does that mean for the Sugarloaf
interconnector? We now look forward to the next
backflip from The Nationals and their saying that if you
can take water to Ballarat, you can take water to
Melbourne. We look forward to their support on this
vital infrastructure project for water services in this
state. We also know that The Nationals have in the past
supported the government relocating services like the
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State Revenue Office to Ballarat and the Rural Finance
Corporation to Bendigo — and we are in the process of
relocating the Transport Accident Commission to
Geelong.
The Liberal Party, however, has attacked the
government for these moves, and we hope now that
The Nationals will not sell out to the Liberal Party
again, but we have seen this happen in the past. We
have also in the past few days seen the outrageous
charade as they pretend to be two separate parties with
two separate entities. Question time yesterday was a
farce with the Leader of The Nationals, the shadow
Minister for Regional and Rural Development, asking
questions outside of his portfolio — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Members of
the opposition will get the chance to be involved in this
debate if they stand up and I call them.
Ms ALLAN — I wonder what the shadow Minister
for Health and the shadow police minister think about
the deputy deputy leader of the coalition taking their
questions at question time.
We know this is about defending the backs of The
Nationals. The Leader of The Nationals said on ABC
radio that they are not having to spend considerable
amounts of money in defending their backs, as it were,
from the other party. This was just like what they had to
do in Shepparton at the last election when The
Nationals had to run advertisements asking why the
Liberals wanted to silence their Jeanette Powell. They
have silenced her by putting her on their front bench.
We know this is all about The Nationals seats in
Parliament. We know The Nationals will do whatever
they can to get back in power so they can sell out
country Victoria again. We have seen over the past two
weeks that the party that stands for nothing — it is not
me that says this; it is the Liberal Party’s own
members — has been joined now by the party that is
too scared to stand up for the people it represents.
My final comments in this debate are really best left to
the editorial in the Shepparton News, which states:
… the Victorian Nationals have lost their independence, their
capacity to deal effectively with governments of all colours,
any coherent vision for regional development and any
semblance of a backbone.

We have seen that; we have seen The Nationals sell out
once again to protect seats of The Nationals in
Parliament, and not act for what is in the best interests
of country Victoria.
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Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I begin by
saying that I did not start this, and I am going to address
some of the commentary by the minister. I am also
conscious of the audience we have at large, but
circumstances rule cases so I will deal with the
commentary by the minister.

405

seats have all been cleaned out. It got left the seats of
Ripon and Seymour, and apart from that and the
regional seats it holds it has been cleaned out. It has no
Assembly representation in this Parliament beyond a
radius of about 150 kilometres. Those seats have gone
and the sympathisers have gone, bar one, and his time
will come. There is one to go.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Melton should cease interjecting and so should the
member for Murray Valley.
Mr RYAN — The key issue in all these debates is
that the minister should stick to the facts, tell the truth
and get her lines right.
Mr Nardella — She did.
Mr RYAN — On each count she is absolutely
wrong.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Melton to cease interjecting.
Mr RYAN — Let us take for a start the hysteria we
have heard over the past fortnight, particularly in
relation to the formation of the coalition between the
two independent parties — The Nationals and the
Liberal Party. The minister started with this line about
The Nationals saving their own skin, but someone
somewhere along the line quickly pointed out to her
that it was a dog of a line to run because obviously they
reminded her that in the elections of 2002 and 2006 The
Nationals absolutely flogged all comers — first and
foremost the Labor Party. We cleaned it up absolutely;
we defeated it in the seat of Benalla, which it had
pinched in the by-election in 2001. We won it back in
2002 against the tide of the ballot box at the time in
favour of the Labor Party.
Then of course in 2006 there was the seat of Morwell, a
jewel in the crown of this government, held by Labor
for 36 years, right in the heartland of the industry of
Victoria. Who won the seat of Morwell at the last
election? The Nationals won it. What about the seat of
Mildura? Do we even remember his name — the
member for Mildura now departed? Who won the seat
of Mildura at the last election? The Nationals won it.
Whose primary vote went up in every one of the seats
that we held by at least 10 per cent at the last election?
It was The Nationals. From the Liberals’ perspective in
the seat of Narracan — who did they beat last time
around? It was the Labor Party.
It is why this government has no representation at all in
this Parliament from eastern Victoria. It is why their

The second line the minister went to was the issue of
the portfolios. Indeed she issued some correspondence
about it to the papers, talking about the fact that the
portfolios The Nationals now hold in the shadow
cabinet — the five portfolios more than ever before —
are not up to the mark. What she forgot, of course, in
her urge to get out there and bag people is that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to
interrupt. I ask members to lower their level of
interjections. I also remind members of the opposition
that interjections do sometimes contribute to debate,
and I did allow some of that during the contribution of
the minister, who was the first speaker.
Mr RYAN — She forgot that the shadow portfolios
we hold include the minister’s own portfolios. She is
out there bagging us for the portfolios we hold and we
are shadowing the minister in her own portfolios.
Minister, we will talk you down. Minister, you do not
need to talk yourself down. We will do it admirably, I
can assure you, as you are doing by your own actions,
anyway.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Through the
Chair.
Mr RYAN — The minister gave that line away.
Then she went to the rollover line. I might say I spent
about 5 minutes — 4 minutes too many —
investigating the issue of, I think it was, 1150 votes.
Typically, it is a complete and utter fiction. I looked at
the amount of legislation that went through this
Parliament in the whole of the term of the Kennett
government. It was about 750 pieces of legislation. The
government plucked the number out of the air. If you
put into it the fact that about 20 per cent of the
legislation comes down to votes, this is typical of what
government members do. They think of a figure — —
Mr Helper interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Agriculture has a very loud voice. I ask him to cease
interjecting.
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Mr RYAN — Ultimately, of course, people are
supposed to believe it. This is typical of the Labor Party
and of this minister in particular.
Then there is the allegation about closing schools and
the like. The minister was then Minister for Education
Services — the government invented that role for her to
get her on the front bench. It has gone now back into
the portfolio of the Minister for Education. The
rhetorical question to be asked is: why did the
government not reopen the schools?
If the government thought the whole thing was so
appalling, why did it not reopen schools? Let the rest of
the members here today tell us how many schools the
Labor Party reopened in the last seven, eight, nine or
whatever years they have been here. In addition to that,
how many schools has the Labor Party closed since it
assumed government? They are fair questions.
On the issue of hospitals purportedly being closed, how
many have they changed back to what they were before
those events occurred? I want one, two or three — as
many as they like. How many of the acute beds have
been returned to those health services, I now ask. How
much have they done in relation to that?
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Melton and the member for Burwood have very
loud voices, and I ask them to stop interjecting.
Mr RYAN — On the trains-related issue, we are
still waiting at Leongatha and they are still waiting at
Mildura. It is nine years and it is not looking too good.
What about the poor old Minister for Agriculture, who
has joined us here? He got excited last week and
decided he would issue his own press release on the
back of some commentary by the minister at the table,
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. We
were down in Ballarat as it happened and the radio
station rang me to get some comments about all of this.
I found out — and they are still chuckling about it —
that they had gagged the Minister for Agriculture from
saying anything. He issued a press release and then he
heard from Premier and Cabinet that he could not say
anything. It just goes to show.
Then there is the issue of We Reckon and the article
that has been written in the Shepparton News by this
nameless, faceless — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to
interrupt the Leader of The Nationals, and I do
apologise, but I remind all members that it makes it
very difficult for Hansard if the level of interjection is
that high. Please keep it down so that the Leader of The
Nationals can be recorded accurately.
Mr RYAN — I pause to say that it has been pointed
out to me that the rationale for the minister’s
non-commentary on that radio station was related to a
personal matter. I did not know that. I withdraw and I
apologise.
Insofar as the Shepparton News article is concerned, the
document is headed ‘No backbone’ and is written by
We Reckon, this nameless, faceless individual, who
made all these assertions. Yesterday I had published in
the Shepparton News a response — which was heavily
edited, I might say. In the course of that response I
invited the author of that article to debate me on the
stage of the Shepparton Civic Centre at a time that was
mutually satisfactory. What did I get by way of
response? There is an editor’s note at the bottom of the
article which says:
The news runs We Reckon editorials as a contribution to
debate on matters of public interest. They represent the
collective and considered view of the news and no particular
individual.

What an absolutely weak cop-out! It is prepared to
write that sort of an article and not put the name to it. I
reckon I know who We Reckon is. When I am next in
Shepparton I will get an appointment with I
Reckon/We Reckon, and we will have another bit of a
chat about it, as we have over the years. Fancy that —
not being prepared to put the name to it and not being
prepared to debate me on it. Apart from anything else,
fancy sinking to using the word ‘holocaust’ in that
article. Does the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development dissociate herself from that? Is the
minister prepared to say that the use of the word
‘holocaust’ is a disgrace? Does this minister, despite her
tender years, understand what the word ‘holocaust’
means for people who 60 or 70 years ago had to suffer
its consequences? It is an absolute disgrace, and the
minister should dissociate herself from it. It was written
deliberately, and it is a disgrace!
What is the truth of all of this? The truth is that Labor is
destroying Victoria. It is doing it again. It is divisive,
arrogant and petulant. Labor lies — its members lie as a
matter of course. If it suits the occasion they lie; of
course they do. Throughout Victoria we are seeing a
range of these things emerge, just as happened in the
last century prior to the time when the minister at the
table was in the Parliament. She was probably in
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secondary school, as I calculate it, when the last Labor
government was in office in Victoria.
We are seeing the hospitals issue again. Our hospitals
are being underfunded across Victoria. What about the
position with the Office of Police Integrity which
featured on the front page of the Age today? What are
they thinking over here? What are they actually
thinking, to be contemplating what is set out on the
front of the Age? Why do we not have an independent
commission that can look at these issues here in
Victoria, as they ought to be? What about our teachers?
Why are our teachers amongst the lowest paid in
Australia? What about the question of violence in our
streets? People are being bashed in our streets. As I
remarked yesterday in question time, random assaults
have gone up by 300 per cent in the last nine years.
What about the gambling issues? The biggest problem
gambler in the state of Victoria is the Victorian
government. Now we see it over the front page again:
they are going to take even more money away from
people. The list just goes on and on.
Insofar as country Victoria is concerned, the situation is
similar, with some additions. There is the issue, of
course, of our hospitals still being underfunded. There
is the police question — we simply do not have enough
police. It is all right to talk about building new police
stations but we need police in them, for goodness sake!
The problem with roads is highlighted again in the
article in the Age today. There is the issue in relation to
education, with completion rates in Melbourne falling
behind more and more. The take-up rate for tertiary
courses in Melbourne is falling behind more and more.
But above all else is this issue of water. What this
government is doing on the issue of water is simply
unconscionable. If the house wants a good read of
current opinion it should have a look at Don Lawson’s
very good article in the Weekly Times today. Of course
we all agree with putting more money into the food
bowl and the systems that apply up there for irrigation,
but to pipe the water is a dreadful policy. The
government said it would never do it, and here it is
doing it, and being divisive.
What about the expression ‘ugly, ugly’, do you mind,
from the Leader of House?
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr RYAN — The member for Melton laughs. He
thinks it is all a big laugh. He is typical of Labor and a
good benchmark for their attitude in all of this. The fact
is that apart from anything else this Minister for
Regional and Rural Development is overseeing

407

expenditure of the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund (RIDF) in a manner which does not
do justice to the design that was planned. By leave, I
ask that the table I have circulated be incorporated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Can the
member assure me that it has been approved by the
Speaker?
Mr RYAN — It has been approved by the Speaker.
Leave granted; see table page 501.
Mr RYAN — This table shows the figures from
2001 through to 2008, and the story it tells is absolutely
pivotal to today’s debate. What the figures show is that
throughout the years from 2001 to 2006 this
government budgeted for expenditure in the RIDF of
$483.5 million. That is what it put in the budgets.
Budget paper 3 from the last budget shows that the
government has spent $199 million. It has dudded
country Victoria to the tune of about $280 million.
About 41 per cent of the money it said it would spend
was actually spent. It is not a question of lag spend, that
the government will catch it up, because when you look
at the way the money has been spent as opposed to the
money that has been promised, you see there is only
one year in which the budgeted amount is exceeded by
the amount actually spent. Every other year it falls
behind. It is an absolutely consistent pattern.
The government has dudded country Victoria to the
tune of $280-odd million, and I might say all on the
watch of this minister, who proclaims to be getting
around the state in the interests of country Victorians.
The fact is we have a range of issues throughout
Victoria and particularly in country Victoria that mean
that this government has to go. It is why The Nationals
have formed an association with the Liberal Party
through this coalition, because this government has to
go. The time has come, and just as country Victoria
recorded its vote in favour of The Nationals at the last
election it is going to do so again at the next election.
I can forgive many things in what the minister has to
say. I understand she came to Parliament at the age of
25, and good on her. I understand that prior to that she
had spent three years working in electorate offices, had
done her honours degree in arts at Latrobe University at
Bendigo, and that is all fine. She had a graduate
position with the industrial relations commission for a
while. She has done very well; I grant all of that. But
the trouble is she has no life experience. She does not
know what makes the world work, and we see it again
and again and again. She has been locked up in the
cocoon of the Labor Party all her life — Emily’s List,
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the whole 9 yards. We need people who are
experienced and who have the knowledge to be able to
run the state. This minister is an absolute, deadset
lightweight. She is known as a lightweight, that is the
tag she has got and that is the tag she will wear forever.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
support this matter of public importance. I note that the
Leader of The Nationals is a bit tetchy today, resorting
to personal attacks on the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development at the table. I congratulate the
minister; she is certainly getting under his skin.
I want to point out some facts regarding The Nationals
primary vote over the last 14 years. Back in 1992 their
primary vote was some 7.8 per cent, and they had
15 members in Parliament. In 2006 their primary vote
was just over 5 per cent and they had 11 members,
which is exactly the same number of members they had
in 2002. In addition to that, as members of The
Nationals in this place would understand, federally The
Nationals have just lost three seats and may lose
another one; I think Gippsland is one that the Liberal
Party will target — and the Labor Party also.
It would be instructive for The Nationals to take note of
the fact that a marriage of convenience does not always
work, and the figures historically show that The
Nationals are losing relevance nationally and statewide.
It is also important to note that the leader of The
Nationals acknowledges that he supported all of the
Kennett government’s legislation. We claim it is some
1150 pieces of legislation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — A member of The
Nationals corrects the minister at the table, saying it
was only 750 pieces of legislation that were supported.
That included legislation closing schools, closing
hospitals, closing police stations and closing railway
lines, as the member for Rodney would be well aware,
up in his neck of the woods.
I want to focus on some rural and regional water
investments by this government since 1999, and it is a
very good story to tell — a story that ensures the
prosperity of rural and regional Victoria from
Gippsland through to the Wimmera, Bendigo, Ballarat,
Geelong and the Goulburn Valley. The member for
Lowan was in the chamber earlier, and one of the most
significant investments is the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline. It is one of the biggest water projects in
Australia, saving some 100 gigalitres of water, but both
the Liberals and The Nationals have been dragged,
kicking and screaming, to support this project. It had its
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genesis in 1999 with the election of the Bracks
government, and there were more concrete
announcements in the budget of 2003. Currently the
project is worth some $688 million and replaces
7.5 kilometres of open channels in the Wimmera and
the Mallee.
What flows from this project is not just the significant
savings it makes for irrigators but also the
environmental benefits for rivers like the Glenelg and
Wimmera, in which I fish quite regularly, and to
Rocklands Reservoir. As a regular visitor to my wife’s
parents’ property at Balmoral I know there has been
continual angst about the low levels of Rocklands
Reservoir and the saltiness of the Glenelg and
Wimmera rivers. Also flowing from the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is the Hamilton–Grampians
pipeline, which some members opposite did not
support. It ensures the security and reliability of water
not only for Hamilton but for a number of towns along
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline that now receive
reticulated water. Perhaps the member for Swan Hill in
his contribution would like to articulate his support for
these two projects. I would be interested to hear his
view, because to my understanding it is different from
those of his coalition partners. It is a stand-out project.
Members present will be well aware of Iluka, a mining
company up near Balmoral, which has invested in that
area because of the security of water. This project
ensures like-minded investors all the way from the
Wimmera-Mallee through to Hamilton that there is a
secure water supply in that area.
Other projects include the goldfields super-pipe, which
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development has
touched on, a 158-kilometre pipe linking Bendigo and
Ballarat to the Goulburn Valley.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I again hear the member
for Swan Hill, and I am intrigued about how he will
justify supporting a pipeline from the Goulburn Valley
from the north to the south but not supporting the
Sugarloaf interconnector. That is an intriguing
difference in policy, and it will be interesting to see
how he will justify that to the very small number of
people who have supported The Nationals in opposing
the north–south pipeline.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — A very small number, I
emphasise. The Acting Speaker, the member for
Gippsland East, would be familiar with the Gippsland
Water Factory, to which the government contributed
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$50 million. This project will treat recycled water to
produce a potable water replacement for the people of
Gippsland. The open channel section of the sewer
outfall is to be piped and will not only give millions of
litres of potable water to residents and businesses in
Gippsland but will also remove a rather smelly outfall.
The food bowl modernisation project has been
reasonably topical, I would suggest. It is the biggest
single infrastructure investment in Australia in the last
80 years. If you look at the policy initiatives of all
parties prior to the last election, you see that the
concepts were very similar: if you want water for urban
areas, you need to invest in regional infrastructure.
Certainly that was the tenet put forward by the Liberal
Party and The Nationals at the last election. As recently
as in December last year, Damian Drum, a member for
Northern Victoria Region in another place, was
reported as saying that if you provide investment for
regional infrastructure and irrigation, then urban areas
should benefit from that.
It is new water, which is a concept that I know is
foreign to a couple of members in this place. I know the
Leader of The Nationals has difficulty understanding
that this is new water. It is not about taking from
irrigators; it is about water savings. It is the same as the
Wimmera-Mallee pipeline, the recycling project at the
Gippsland Water Factory, the Shell project with
Barwon Water and the northern treatment plant. It is
garnering additional potable water, whether it be from
recycling or from reducing inefficiencies in the system.
I have touched on the northern recycling plant in the
Geelong area. It will produce some 2 gigalitres of
potable water which can be used for both businesses
and residents, particularly in new growth areas such as
Armstrong Creek to the south of Geelong in my
electorate.
The common factor with all these projects is that the
government is investing in new sources of water,
whether it be recycling, reducing inefficiencies or
investing in infrastructure. The recycling projects do
have a positive impact on areas like the outfall at Black
Rock. Some 2 gigalitres of water will now not flow out
of Black Rock, and that is an additional benefit for the
northern recycling plant. These projects are about
investing in rural and regional Victoria — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I rise to speak on the
member for Bendigo East’s matter of public
importance. The first thing that comes to my mind
when I look at the matter of public importance is that
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you can be damned with faint praise and that self-praise
is the lowest form of praise. If you conducted a poll of
country Victorians you would find that they do not
believe the Brumby government supports country
Victoria at all. In fact they do not believe the Brumby
government. There have been too many broken
promises. It has been all about spin and not about
substance. It has been government by press release and
publicly funded media campaigns. The Brumby
government has divided Victorians with its arrogance
and its divisive style.
The member for Bendigo East gave us a brief history
lesson, although her version was a distorted view. Let
us look at the history of the Bracks-Brumby
government. It was elected in 1999 with the support of
three Independents. One of those Independents was
promised water for the Snowy River if he supported the
Labor Party sitting on the government side of the
house. Where is that water? That is a rhetorical
question, and the answer is that it still has not been
delivered. In effect what is going to happen is that the
Snowy water will come down the north-south pipeline
to the Sugarloaf Reservoir and will supply Melbourne,
because that is where the savings are going to go. The
savings have never been found for the Snowy River.
The water is going to be sent to Melbourne.
It is a similar story with the promises to the Living
Murray. This government owes the Living Murray
70 gigalitres of water in savings, and it owes the Snowy
99 gigalitres in savings. The government is now saying
it is going to take the savings to Melbourne and is not
going to honour those previous promises. There are too
many broken promises when it comes to this
government.
I believe the member for Gippsland East should come
clean on whether he still supports what this government
has done when it comes to delivering water to the
Snowy, or is he actually going to apologise to
Victorians for putting the Labor Party in power and for
what it is now doing to country Victoria. History will
not reflect well on the member for Gippsland East; he is
effectively a Labor Party MP.
Another Independent who gave his support to put the
Labor Party in power in 1999 was the former member
for Mildura. He was promised a passenger train in
return for his support. I have not seen a passenger train
on the Mildura line yet. I have not seen too many trains
on the Mildura line at all, because it is such a disgrace.
What did the former member for Mildura get? He got a
bonus; he got a proposed toxic waste dump. Instead of a
passenger train the government gave him a toxic waste
dump 500 kilometres from Melbourne and next to a
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Ramsar wetland. What was the government thinking in
putting up such a proposal? History has shown that the
community dealt with the previous member for
Mildura, and now we have a great new member for
Mildura.
Let us now look at the mountain cattlemen. Another
path of lies and deceit leads to that particular group up
in the mountains. We saw the doctored photos that were
used in the media campaign against the mountain
cattlemen. A working group was set up which was
chaired by the previous member for Narracan. I do not
know where the previous member for Narracan is now,
but we now have a much better member for Narracan in
this house who is not about taking away things from
country Victoria.
Before the 2006 election we saw the preparation of the
central region water strategy. A categorical promise set
out in that water strategy was that the government
would not take water from north of the Divide to south
of the Divide. The promise was that it would never take
water from north of the Divide to south of the
Divide — cross its heart and hope to die. Within six to
eight months that promise was broken.
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr WALSH — I will come back to what the
member for South Barwon said about new water in a
minute. That promise was broken — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
It is dishonourable to respond to interjections and it is
dishonourable to interject as well.
Mr WALSH — At the time that was being
announced we saw the Premier go to northern Victoria
to meet with local governments that were opposed to
this project. He said to them categorically, ‘If you do
not like this we have other options. We will spend our
money somewhere else’. What happened? The next day
he announced it anyway. How can any mayor in
northern Victoria ever believe what the Premier says to
them?
An even worse example involves a motion about the
pipeline that was put at the Municipal Association of
Victoria conference. The Treasurer forced his way into
that conference and then lectured the participants. He
said, ‘If you support this motion there will be no money
for northern Victoria’. The arrogance and style of this
government is so divisive.
Now we come to the north–south pipeline. We have
seen what happened to the former member for Mildura
with the broken promise about his train. We have seen
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what happened to the former member for Narracan with
what he did for the mountain cattlemen. We now have
the member for Seymour. Member for Seymour: this is
your life, come on down. You have a pipeline going
through your electorate. You have a lot of people who
are very interested in the views that you have on this.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Swan Hill, through the Chair.
Mr WALSH — And I look forward to the 2010
election and the issues that will be raised in the
member’s electorate. The member for South Barwon
said there was very little opposition to the pipeline. We
have had something like 25 000 signatures on petitions
against that pipeline tabled in this house. There is a
huge groundswell in northern Victoria. Perhaps some
members of this government should cross to the north
of the Great Divide and get a feel for what is going on
instead of just staying in Melbourne.
Water is now being taken from the north. Surprise,
surprise, the government has now announced that it
wants to do a northern region water strategy. Why
would you not do a northern region water strategy
before you take water from that catchment to
Melbourne? Why would you not get your processes
right and do that? The minister is now saying it is a
stressed catchment, there is pressure on it and we need
to examine the water use, but Melbourne is the greatest
threat to that catchment. Melbourne is the greatest
threat to the Murray–Darling Basin. The Labor
government in Victoria and its supplying water to
Melbourne is the greatest threat to the Murray–Darling
Basin. People up there just do not believe the Brumby
government.
A lot has been said about the Kennett-McNamara
government. The Kennett-McNamara government
actually got Victoria moving. I want to focus on one
particular issue, and that is the drive for exports and
jobs out of this state. The vision that government had
was to get $12 billion worth of food and fibre exports
out of this state by 2010, and it was well on track to
achieving that. When the Bracks-Brumby government
was elected it picked up that target with great fanfare.
To its credit it picked up that target and said we would
get $12 billion worth of food and fibre exports out of
this state by 2010. It kept the Food Victoria concept
going, but what has happened now? We are stalled on
about $7 billion of food and fibre exports out of this
state. There is no passion, there is no vision to get
things going again.
The member for Bendigo East talked a lot about the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund. How can
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you believe the government on the RIDF? There was
$70 million for natural gas for country Victoria. It was a
great idea, a great concept, but the government changed
the rules — once you announce it, you change the rules
so the interface councils get all the money and country
Victoria gets nothing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
It is inappropriate to interject across the chamber.
Mr WALSH — How can anyone actually believe
the Brumby government?
The member for South Barwon mentioned some issues
around police. If you look around country Victoria, you
see we have a lot of empty police stations. We have
roster sheets that are not full. We have one-man stations
that have not been filled for over 12 months. A lot is
being said about all the extra police this government
has employed, but I would like to know where they are.
They are not in my electorate, they are not in the
member for Lowan’s electorate and they are not in the
member for Rodney’s electorate, because the police
stations are effectively empty. Personnel from the
one-man stations are being dragged into the towns to
backfill the rosters there because their rosters are
empty. We do not have police at the coalface out there
in country Victoria.
I believe that when history is written it will judge the
Brumby government very harshly as a government that
has been divisive, has been arrogant, has told lies and
has misrepresented the truth. In the end it will use
country Victoria as a tool to make sure it is continually
re-elected here in Melbourne.
If we go back to the issue of water, Melbourne has
options with its catchments for its future water needs
for the next 50 years. It does not need water from
northern Victoria.
Mr Helper interjected.
Mr WALSH — I will tell you the options later. The
government is putting wastewater out to sea; it is
putting stormwater out to sea. There are options for
Melbourne for water for the next 50 years without
taking water from northern Victoria, without taking
water from an already drought-affected catchment to
supplement Melbourne. There are options here as it
stands now. I condemn this government and I condemn
this matter of public importance.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to support the
matter of public importance and agree that we should
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congratulate the Victorian Labor government for
rebuilding and revitalising rural and regional Victoria
after the devastation caused by the previous
government, a coalition of the Liberal and National
parties. The coalition was, and has just again become, a
heartless and insensitive mob of wreckers. It was a
coalition government that tore down instead of
building, a coalition that walked over instead of with
the community — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Malvern! Interjections like that are
disorderly. I will protect members of the opposition as I
will protect members of the government, but if I
continue to get interjections like that — that is
inappropriate behaviour in the Parliament.
Mr HARDMAN — It was a coalition that divided
instead of united. The Victorian Labor government
understands that rural and regional Victoria is made up
of many communities. These communities need
services and facilities. They need jobs and they need
infrastructure to support their economic development.
These concerns guide the Victorian government. That
can be seen in our actions, our policies and our
programs. Right across the board our government cares
about regional and rural communities, unlike members
of the coalition, whose actions speak louder than their
weasel words.
When the coalition was in government it closed
300 schools — 178 of those were in country Victoria. It
closed 12 country hospitals and shut down six country
rail lines. In contrast, our government has opened new
schools and railway lines, and not just in its electorates
but in seats right across rural and regional Victoria. The
Victorian Labor government has gone even further.
When it was in government the coalition ran down our
schools, our hospitals and our train lines. In contrast,
we have invested heavily and built up and revitalised
these important services and facilities. There is still
much to be done, mainly because of the seven dark
years of neglect under the coalition and the way it
called country Victoria the toenails of Melbourne.
The Nationals on the other side — there are not too
many left — bleat like little lambs and say that was
then and now they have changed. We know that
beneath their sheep’s clothing there is a wolf waiting to
come out and wreak the same devastation on country
Victoria when it gets into power again. The wolf is
waiting to be unleashed. It wants to tear down all the
good work that the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments have done for Victoria.
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Even in opposition the coalition members are out there
undermining key projects which will mean increased
productivity, better efficiency and better use of our
valuable resources. An example is water. I call them the
wreckers. They wish to stop the food bowl
modernisation project. The food bowl modernisation
project will double production in the food bowl area. It
is a $1 billion investment, and The Nationals and the
Liberal Party want to wreck it. That project will secure
the future of that area. It will revitalise that area. It will
provide a dynamic community. It will help keep
schools and hospitals open. It will help make a dynamic
area. It will help to create more wealth in the area, but
the wreckers on the other side continue to put down this
project and try to scuttle it.
An honourable member — Unsuccessfully.
Mr HARDMAN — Unsuccessfully. The coalition
members have been undermining the channel
deepening project the whole time. We do not know
where they are. They flip, they flop — they are
inconsistent. The only consistent thing about the
support or opposition of The Nationals for the channel
deepening project is their inconsistency. The Nationals
and the Liberal Party need to get their act together.
Maybe a coalition party will help make that happen: we
do not know. The coalition needs to have a big think
about that.
Education is something that I, as the member for
Seymour and a former school principal, teacher and
head teacher of small schools, am very passionate
about, especially in regard to rural schools, where I
spent all of my teaching career. The Brumby Labor
government believes that all students should have
access to education in their local communities where
possible. We have maintained that all the way along.
We want people in rural and regional areas to have
broad educational choice. Those opposite sit over there
bleating like lambs, but Wallan Secondary College is a
case in point. When in coalition government the Liberal
and National parties did not want to build a new
secondary college; they wanted to flog the land the
previous Labor government set aside on which to build
a new school. Wallan Secondary College is a great
example of the coalition being the wreckers and the
Labor government being the rebuilders and bringing
about the revitalisation of country Victoria.
Last Easter we announced a program to create more
permanent buildings in rural and regional schools. One
of those schools is Upper Plenty Primary School, which
is in my electorate, and I am sure some of the other
schools which will be assisted by the program and
which are scattered right across rural and regional
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Victoria will be in seats held by The Nationals and the
Liberal Party. We know in those cases the local
members will claim credit for the great work they have
not done for those schools. We know, and the people
there know, that it is actually the Brumby Labor
government, and the Bracks Labor government before
it, that cares about rural and regional communities and
understands that quality education services, quality
health services and quality public transport services are
important to the quality of life in country Victoria.
We have also taken up the challenge on skill shortages.
We have a program to rebuild science and technology
wings across the state. Across my electorate,
technology wings have already been established at
Healesville Secondary College and at Alexandra
Secondary College. There was also a lot of investment
into Whittlesea Secondary College when that was in the
Seymour electorate; it is now in the Yan Yean
electorate. Those projects are important. There are
going to be more to come because the Brumby
government is committed to that. We have to remember
that 9000 teachers were sacked under the former
coalition government. We have employed more
teachers. Welfare officers in secondary colleges were
sacked under the former coalition government; and we
have employed welfare officers in disadvantaged
schools.
We have to look at the actions of a government and
compare those actions with what it says. Another area
we must have a look at, and I want to remind people
about, is rural schools. In 1992 and 1993 I taught in
rural schools in the electorate of Benalla as a music
shared specialist. I can well remember, as do the local
communities, the anxiety they felt as the coalition went
around trying to close down their schools and putting
them under pressure.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Polwarth will have his opportunity.
Mr HARDMAN — In the end some of those
schools might have survived. A couple of them were
kept open briefly, but the music shared specialists or the
shared specialists in rural schools across the state who
were helping to provide a better mix of teaching in
those schools were sacked. They were among the
9000 teachers who were sacked. I recall that quite well.
I refer to the shadow minister for country water, which
is a very undefined portfolio. The Leader of the
Opposition was reported as saying about urban and
country water:
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There’s interrelationship, but urban water certainly covers
metropolitan Melbourne, the Geelong region, coastal regions
and will, of course, cover Bendigo and Ballarat and there’ll be
a relationship and we’ll be working together. That’s what this
is about.

That is urban water. The shadow minister for country
water must represent the electorates which are north of
the Divide and which are held by The Nationals, or
something along those lines. In Victoria we have no
such thing as urban water and rural water. I am pretty
sure it is the same across the country. We need the
shadow minister for country water to define what he
actually does do.
The shadow minister also forgets that the people of
Seymour do not have short memories. They helped
boot out the coalition government in 1999, as did the
people of Narracan, as did the people of Gippsland East
and as did the people of Mildura. The shadow minister
earlier criticised those people for electing their local
members. He said they should have elected The
Nationals. I am sorry, mate, but I do not think that is the
way to go at all.
On water, for example, in the Seymour electorate, the
people of Wallan will remember that we took them out
of the Goulburn system and put them onto the
Melbourne water supply. The people of Kilmore,
Wandong and Heathcote Junction will remember that
we augmented their supplies with water from
Melbourne as well, and the people from Broadford
know that we are building them a pipeline from the
Goulburn River. I wonder if the Liberal and National
parties are going to oppose that. I hope they do, because
it would be great thing for us all to see.
The member for Gippsland South, the deputy, deputy
leader as he was described earlier by the minister at the
table at the time, said that in Victoria they voted
750 times to ensure the Kennett government could
devastate country Victoria. I found that an interesting
admission. I also found it funny that he criticised the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, because it
has put in or helped attract $1 billion of investment in
rural and regional Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — This is the finale, is it
not? This is the flogging and the bashing that the Labor
government was going to give the coalition. Yesterday
we had the Attorney-General on his feet, and he looked
like he had been slapped across the moosh with a fish.
Today we have this lame duck matter of public
importance put forward by the member for Bendigo
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East, who seems to have somewhat lost her former air
of confidence over the last couple of weeks. If members
have seen her on TV they will have seen her bouncing
up and down, excited and fired up, shrilly asking,
‘What’s going on? What’s going on? The Nationals and
Liberals are in coalition. This is terrible. This is
outrageous. It shouldn’t be happening’.
And this is the finale. We did not need to put on the
bullet-proof vests to come in here. We thought we were
going to be attacked. You have nothing to say. All you
can do is go back in history. You have nothing to say
and you have got nowhere to go and you know it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Polwarth should address his remarks
through the Chair.
Mr MULDER — And you know it very well. I
would have thought on a day like today, with an attack
being launched on the coalition, that we would have
had some key ministers in here. I would have thought in
my shadow portfolio at least we would have the
Minister for Roads and Ports, who is very keen to
discuss important areas in rural and regional Victoria,
and of course the Minister for Public Transport. Are
they coming in here to support this matter of public
importance? No. They are sitting in their rat holes down
below too scared to come up, because they both know
there are some significant and serious issues brewing
away in country and regional Victoria for which they
certainly do not want to be held to account.
I refer to an issue that was raised yesterday. Yesterday
the government announced funding of $20 million for
the regional rural freight network. When Asciano
announced that it was either going to sell its business or
pull out of Victoria, the Minister for Public Transport
said it was a commercial decision and had nothing to do
with the government. In other words, the minister was
prepared to turn her back, walk away and let the rail
freight network collapse. What happened? The
opposition took up the matter. The opposition fought
for the train drivers throughout country Victoria. The
opposition met with the container operators; it met with
the rail freight alliance; it went everywhere. The
government followed us along to try to see what was
going to come out of this scenario for the government
of the day. The simple fact of the matter is in the end
the government backed down because of the pressure
that was applied to it by the Liberal Party throughout
this process.
When this particular scenario is followed through, it
can be seen that prior to the election the government
paid $133.8 million to Pacific National to take the rail
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freight network back. There was an announcement that
there were going to be upgrades worth $25 million in
relation to the rail freight network. We found out via an
FOI document that $7.7 million of that had already
gone; it had been handed to Pacific National in back
pay. There was not $25 million to spend to upgrade the
rail freight network, because $7.7 million of that money
had already gone.
Now we find another $20 million is being handed over
for subsidies for the next two years. Yes, we have to
save the rail freight network; we do not want to lose all
our rolling stock; we do not want to lose our drivers out
of Victoria. But it is a patch-up job; it is a bandaid job.
How did we ever fall into this position? When you look
at a government like the Tasmanian government, you
see that when it took back the rail freight network from
Pacific National, it signed a contract to make sure it
stayed on as the above-rail operator. This process has
now cost us around $160 million. We still have no
certainty as we move forward. It is a bandaid situation,
and this government is absolutely and totally
responsible for it, because it must be remembered that
Pacific National is your client. It was not a client of the
former Liberal coalition government. It is your client.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I remind the member for Polwarth to direct his remarks
through the Chair.
Mr MULDER — The problems that are facing us
now on a day-to-day basis are the result of work
undertaken by the Labor government here in Victoria.
I would love the Minister for Public Transport to have
come out on this particular issue. I would like to know,
for instance, where is the $1.8 million Ernst and Young
report into the 2267 level crossings across the state of
Victoria? It has been sitting on the minister’s desk now
for two months and not a thing has been done in
relation to that report. What does the report say about
the 1440 level crossings across the state that only have
give-way or stop signs?
The minister should bring that report into the
Parliament and speak to it here on the floor of the
house. Why has the Minister for Public Transport
provided details to local government, rail operators and
road authorities, while the government’s own
requirements, which are outlined in this report, remain a
secret? It remains an absolute secret in relation to the
state of those death traps. What explanation can the
Minister for Public Transport provide for the 13 deaths
on the Swan Hill line in under nine months, where 71
out of 98 level crossings have only a give-way sign or a
stop sign? The minister should come in here and give
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us an explanation in the debate on this MPI, because it
is a matter that affects rural and regional Victoria.
Mr Helper — You are a grub!
Mr MULDER — And you are a dog!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Minister for Agriculture should not make
unparliamentary comments. I remind members to treat
other members with respect.
Mr MULDER — Old dog, I will say; I am sorry.
Where is the public transport minister’s secret list of
143 level crossings identified in Public Transport
Safety Victoria’s report into the train and truck collision
at Fairley, near Kerang, that ranked the crossing at
Fairley — just out of Kerang — at no. 140? Where are
the other 139 death traps about which the minister
refuses — refuses continually — to notify the
communities that could be affected? Surely in terms of
a duty of care the locations of those 139 level crossings
should be made public immediately so that school bus
operators, transport operators and people who live in
those communities have a chance to monitor and
understand the potential danger that those particular
level crossings pose to the people who live in those
areas.
When will this Minister for Public Transport stop
conning regional Victorians by sending out misleading
media releases claiming upcoming level crossing
upgrades when the minister knows that a significant
number of the announced upgrades relate only to
pedestrian crossings? How many more deaths do we
need — or is the Minister for Public Transport going to
wait for another catastrophic event and make yet
another announcement? Each time we get another death
on the rural rail network we get another announcement.
Why did the Minister for Public Transport give
approval to V/Line to commence painting its old trains
light grey? I invite members to go down to Southern
Cross station and have a look at them. It is painting
them light grey — a colour that blends in perfectly with
a winter sky in rural or regional Victoria. Why did the
Minister for Public Transport allow the
Albury–Wodonga line to fall into such a state of
disrepair that the line had to be closed down and
passengers now have to be herded onto buses at
Wangaratta, with the trip taking an additional
62 minutes on Saturdays? Why can the Minister for
Public Transport not even get the basic amenities on
V/Line trains, such as clean and functioning toilets,
working properly and serviced, as they should be, from
Southern Cross station?
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Why did the Minister for Public Transport sit back and
allow the Chief Commissioner of Police to slash the
number of transport police available to deal with crime
on the public transport network? Violent incidents are
now being reported on V/Line services. Why did the
former Minister for Transport cancel the upgrade to
Melbourne’s signalling system, causing a ricochet
effect down the line affecting country trains and
causing delays and cancellations? Why did the Minister
for Public Transport approve of a new order for trains
being built in France with no local content work being
made available for the North Ballarat workshops? What
a hoax to play on the workers of North Ballarat! They
pay their union fees. Those fees are then transferred to
the Labor Party and are used to get union officials
elected to this place, who then send the jobs of those
union members off to France. The work is not done
here in Victoria.
Why did the Minister for Public Transport and a
predecessor support the botched $1 billion myki
smartcard system over and above other vital regional
and rural infrastructure projects such as an emergency
helicopter for south-west Victoria? Why has the
Minister for Public Transport not stood up to the
Treasurer and the Premier and demanded that
something be done about the number of rock throwers
who are vandalising trains and threatening the safety of
passengers? Why has she not at the same time made
sure that the safety glass in those trains is up to
standard? Why did the Minister for Public Transport
agree to upgrade the railway station at Kangaroo Flat
only after the local branch of the Liberal Party had
organised a petition for improvement of those services?
Why, after stretching the timetables for V/Line
long-haul services, can the Minister for Public
Transport not get trains to run on time?
Why did the Minister for Public Transport stand back
while the fat cats at Southern Cross station spent
taxpayers money on booze, Santa’s helpers uniforms
and cakes from David Jones? Why has the Minister for
Public Transport allowed V/Line to cancel luggage
handling services for pensioners and families at
Southern Cross station, forcing them to hoof it with
their luggage over long distances? Why, after providing
such a lousy and unreliable service, has the Minister for
Public Transport asked V/Line passengers to pay more,
go slower and get less from 1 January this year? Why
did the public transport minister issue a directive to her
colleagues to send their complaints about the public
transport system to someone who cares — a directive
that worked, because the complaints dropped by a
whopping 30 per cent? And why will this government
not fund the upgrade of the Princes Highway from
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Geelong through to Winchelsea, as was committed to
and promised by former ministers and former premiers?
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It is always a pleasure
to rise to speak on a matter of public importance in this
place, and it is always interesting to follow the member
for Polwarth and to follow members of The Nationals. I
have to say that I do find The Nationals a bit of a
curiosity, and I am even more surprised that they have
decided to go back into coalition with the Liberal Party.
I thought they had learnt a lot from their previous
relationship with the Liberal Party and that they were
now no longer bedfellows. In fact my memory is that in
1999 they could not move far enough or fast enough
away from the Liberal Party. They sit here with smug
looks on their faces as if they speak exclusively for
country Victoria and no-one else can speak for country
Victoria, and as if only what they say and what they do
is right and everything else that everybody else does is
wrong.
To some extent you can almost start to believe their
rhetoric, but to disprove it one only needs to look at,
say, one small issue that I had when I had the
privilege — I guess it was a privilege, but it was a
fraught privilege — to be on the environment
committee when we were first elected to government.
We looked at ovine Johne’s disease, and we looked at
the way in which The Nationals treated their farmers
and destroyed families because of the way in which
they sought to eradicate ovine Johne’s disease. They
thought they could eradicate it. It had never been
eradicated anywhere, but they thought that they could
eradicate it. This group of politicians, who claim to be
so close to the people of country Victoria, mismanaged
the entire handling of that disease — and it was not just
them but also their political organisation, the Victorian
Farmers Federation, which was right behind them.
I have to say that the one question that was uppermost
in the minds of the committee members was, first of all,
whether the slaughtering of every sheep and every lamb
on every property was absolutely necessary, and
secondly, whether it was compulsory or was just
recommended. To this day we still do not know
whether that was something farmers were forced to do.
I suspect when you are faced with the threat that your
neighbours will sue you if their sheep contract the
disease, there is not a whole lot of choice in that. That is
just one small example of one policy of The
Nationals — they stand there and claim to represent
country Victoria — to show how wrong they got it, and
that has been repeated in their other policies across this
state.
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Previously we heard the Deputy Leader of The
Nationals make some reference to the claim made by
the Brumby government about the number of votes that
he had taken part in under the Kennett government. He
was very quick to stand up — very self-righteously —
and state that it was not 1165 votes or whatever the
figure was. He then referred to some 700 pieces of
legislation, which he seemed very happy to say he had
supported. So while he might dispute the number of
votes, he has not disputed the substance of what we are
saying — that is, that on every one of these destructive
things that were done in rural Victoria The Nationals in
coalition were right there beside the Liberals every step
of the way. They were voting to close those hospitals,
voting to sell off country rail and voting to not just
close schools but sell the land from underneath them.
Now he has come to us and asked us why we have not
reopened these schools. Perhaps we need to get Baillieu
Knight Frank to start scouting country Victoria for us
for some sites that we could perhaps buy back — and
they might get the commission on the sale and on the
purchase. That would be quite interesting.
We also heard from the member for Swan Hill that we
have got this new member for Narracan — I think that
was one of the seats he hailed — and that this new
member is not about taking things from country
Victoria. Again, I just point to the legacy of The
Nationals. Why would The Nationals believe that they
would not, in a new coalition government, vote another
700 times in support of 700 pieces of legislation that
were absolutely clearly detrimental to country Victoria?
Previously they voted with the Liberals each and every
time. We have heard previous contributions as well, I
think, from the member for Swan Hill, who said The
Nationals got Victoria going again, that they got
Victoria moving. They sure did! They got Victorians
moving to Queensland in droves — and we saw that
happening year after year after year.
I would also just like to mention that we had a little
chuckle from the members for Rodney and Swan Hill
when the question was asked, ‘Where are the ministers
in this chamber?’. I do not know, but I am assuming
that they thought, while we are having a debate on rural
and regional Victoria, that the fact that the portfolio of
agriculture is represented in this chamber is laughable.
Those members think it is laughable. I do not know
what more significant portfolio The Nationals would
consider was relevant to have represented in this
chamber during a debate about rural and regional
Victoria. I think they are a disgrace.
In fact, my contribution to this debate this morning is
really about health. Just to go back to the comments
made by the deputy deputy leader when he was talking
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about members losing seats and things, I was very
proud to win the seat of Gisborne from the then
Minister for Health, Rob Knowles, back in 1999.
Without saying too much about my efforts in winning
that seat, the reality was that the previous member was
a man not to be seen. The Liberal Party — we can all
laugh and chuckle about this — had held that seat for
23 years and I was very pleased to claim it for the
Labor Party.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Malvern!
Ms DUNCAN — In regard to health — whether
you are talking about health, roads, education or
whatever it is — governments can do one of two things:
they can either invest in them or they can take money
away. This government has chosen to invest; the
previous government chose to take money away. We
would be the first to say there is so much more work to
be done in country Victoria — right across Victoria. As
a government we recognise that there is much more to
be done. We know that we must continue to invest in
that, but the improvements this government has made
have been about the investments it has made since
1999. We have been rebuilding and investing in rural
hospitals so that people living in country Victoria do
not need to go to Queensland; they can get their health
services close to home. Since 1999 we have built or
upgraded 42 regional hospitals and aged-care services.
Mr Helper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Minister for Agriculture should not encourage
interjections.
Ms DUNCAN — What a contrast this is to the
previous government. We have completed
redevelopment works and hospitals in Colac, Lorne,
Bairnsdale, Ararat, Stawell, Nhill, Beechworth,
Shepparton, Echuca, Kyneton and Maryborough —
right across the state of Victoria. These are not Labor
Party strongholds, these are right across Victoria. We
understand, we govern for all of Victoria, not just the
CBD of Melbourne as Kennett in coalition with the
National Party did when they did not envisage anything
past the tram tracks of Melbourne and you guys sat
there and voted with them every inch of the way.
We have employed over 2100 extra nurses and more
than 200 paramedics in regional Victoria. In my own
electorate we have seen additional services at Romsey,
Gisborne, Woodend and, dare I mention as well,
Sunbury — not technically rural but part of the rural
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seat of Macedon. We have more than doubled the
funding for Rural Ambulance Victoria, we have
upgraded 35 ambulance stations, built 9 new
ambulance stations and added an extra 47 vehicles to
the fleet. You can either invest and improve, or you can
take money away and lose services. You chose that
path, we chose this one.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Macedon, through the Chair!
Ms DUNCAN — Through the Chair. We have also
invested almost $10 million in rural maternity
initiatives to bring continuity of maternity care to
27 rural hospitals. Again, we want country people to be
able to stay in their communities for the services they
need. There are construction and planning works under
way in hospitals in Geelong, Warrnambool, Ballarat,
Nathalia and in my own electorate at Sunbury. This
government is dedicated to improving cancer services
in rural areas, and to date this has included the
development of the first single machine radiotherapy
services in regional Australia at Ballarat, Traralgon and
Bendigo. Victoria is leading the way when it comes to
rural health. We have invested $18 million to support
redevelopment and expansion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I join this enlightening
debate, of which one of the most enlightening features
so far has been that you look into the eyes of the
members opposite where the lights are on and no-one is
home.
I reject the city-centric Labor government’s argument
that it has rebuilt and revitalised rural and regional
Victoria. On the contrary, country Victoria has survived
and in some cases prospered, during an extremely
tough period, in spite of the callous neglect by the
Labor government, purporting to govern for all
Victorians, and in spite of the numerous hurdles put in
place by the government, particularly layer upon layer
of additional bureaucracy and ream upon ream of red
tape.
Country Victorians have survived, and in some cases
prospered during this period, due to their amazing
strength of character, their resourcefulness, resilience
and stickability. Whilst they have tolerated the Labor
government during this time, recent actions, particularly
the proposal to put in place the north-south pipeline,
have resulted in country Victorians saying, ‘Enough is
enough’.
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Let us have a look at some of the examples of what the
Labor government’s involvement with country Victoria
has been over a very tough decade. Look at the drought.
The drought and the Labor government’s response to
the drought highlight the duplicitous nature of the
city-centric, callous Labor government. When drought
hit Queensland causing its agricultural outputs to be
reduced, Victoria became the no. 1 exporter of
agricultural produce for Australia. The Victorian Labor
government claimed credit for that position. However,
when Victoria was affected by severe drought, rather
than accepting responsibility the government said that
productivity was down because of the drought rather
than the action or inactions of the government. It was a
classic case of, ‘Take the credit for the good things and
blame others for the bad times’.
If we look at this government’s response to the drought,
we see it has been dragged kicking and screaming to
provide a helping hand to people doing it really, really
tough in country Victoria. The measures the
government has provided have been modest,
inequitable and delayed. Modest: the total contribution
of the Labor government to the drought response for
country Victorians is in the order of $170 million or
$200 million or two days income. Inequitable: things
like the tank rebate, which is not available to people
who are not on reticulated water systems. It is
amazingly inequitable. Delayed: the government has
repeatedly been requested to provide support for
drought coordination officers in local councils. It
drip-fed the money for part-time six-month contracts,
and now belatedly it has provided money for 12-month
contracts. We have had to beg for mental health
services. We have had to beg to fund our outreach
workers to keep our people alive, people who are
extremely fragile mentally and financially. We have
had to beg for the money to keep them going. It is a
shame.
After the 2003 bushfires the government announced
$68 million to rehabilitate and replace infrastructure
that was burned. Do members know that a large chunk
of that money was substituted for core funding by the
Department of Sustainability and Environment? A
sleight-of-hand manoeuvre. If we go to the 2006–07
fires, we see that in January the government made
announcements of substantial money to assist tourism
recovery to the area — much-needed tourist dollars to
get the country back on its feet. The money did not turn
up until four or five months later, after the main
summer-autumn tourism season was over.
Let us look at the government’s policies of helping
country Victorians in their time of need in relation to
bushfires. When there is a bushfire and the government
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puts in containment lines it will replace the damage on
private properties — if they bowl over a fence or two;
the government will replace those. But when a farmer’s
paddock is set on fire or his boundary fence is burnt out
or hundreds of hectares of country are burnt to protect
against the fire coming from public land, the farmer
does not get a brass razoo. Thanks very much!
It is the same with water. The government will not
stand up and accept responsibility for replacing all
water taken to fight fires on Crown land. It rejected a
proposal from The Nationals for inclusion in amending
legislation and now that legislation sits wallowing.
We have heard mention of the toxic waste dump at
Nowingi, but one November a toxic dump was
proposed at Violet Town. One day later local people
were able to identify that the toxic dump site was totally
inappropriate; they had photographs of it being under
3 feet of water! What did the government do? It thought
about it. It went through a consultation period and then
in February it decided it would not continue with a
possible toxic dump site at Violet Town. But it
continued the charade of consultation under the
guidance of the then Minister for Major Projects, who
is now responsible for government business in this
house.
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made inappropriately gloomy to sell the story that
mountain cattle cause damage to the high country and
that their removal was in the interests of everyone. That
was deceitful.
The water debate has been covered on a number of
occasions, but let me just say that the decommissioning
of Lake Mokoan is an absolute debacle and a disgrace
in terms of government handling of community and
community consultation, The pipeline and the food
bowl modernisation projects smell even more. The food
bowl modernisation project is about reconfiguration
rather than upgrading. It is about transferring water
losses from public to private — not so much water
savings, as claimed, but transference of losses. The
people who will pay for that are the small irrigators, the
family farmers not on the main channels, because they
will pay more per megalitre of water and they will have
to buy more megalitres of water to cover the losses. Do
members know what that will cause? It will cause the
accelerated departure of thousands of mum and dad
farmers from irrigated agriculture in northern Victoria.
That is called social engineering, not water saving. The
water saving exercise is laughable. The savings are not
there in dry years because the losses are not there in dry
years. What about the — —
Mr Hardman interjected.

The government continued the charade of consultation
through until May and then said, ‘We have changed our
minds’. Part of the price for that was that members of
two of the five families directly affected by that charade
of consultation suffered nervous breakdowns and they
are still wobbly today. I say to the Minister for
Community Development, who was the Minister for
Major Projects at that time — the man who only two or
three weeks ago called people, ‘Ugly, ugly’ — that he
should live in shame with the knowledge that he caused
two nervous breakdowns.
Then we have the issue of the mountain cattlemen. We
have never had the debate assessed by an independent
expert on the pros and cons, or pluses and minuses, of
what happened with the mountain cattlemen, leaving
aside the heritage values. We had the charade of a
consultative process. The then member for Narracan, a
then member for Central Highlands Province in the
upper house and another member were sent up there to
go through the charade of consultation. But the decision
had already been made to satisfy ideological
commitments, and we walked away from the mountain
cattlemen, the people who had been there with their
families for 170 years and who loved the bush and had
worked their guts out to keep it going. Then the pièce
de résistance was the advertising campaign where we
had the doctored photos taken in false locations and

Dr SYKES — The losses are not there in dry years!
They are half what they are in the years being used by
the government to support its argument. What about the
arrogance of the government in the consultative
process? In response to the draft recommendations
from the food bowl group, 140 submissions came in,
with most of them objecting and raising serious
concerns. How many recommendations of the food
bowl modernisation group were altered and how many
were adopted by the government? Almost zero
recommendations were altered as a result of receiving
140 submissions outlining major concerns. The
government did not to accept or respond to the major
concerns except to ignore them.
I will finish with the government’s attack yesterday.
What an appalling performance by the Deputy Premier.
The best he could do was concentrate on a web site that
was two weeks out of date. I draw to the attention of the
house the fact that only 12 months ago the Department
of Primary Industries call centre was referring fox
control inquiries to me, and I left the then Department
of Agriculture 20 years ago. Maybe the government
should get its own records up to date.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join this debate to support the matter of public
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importance submitted by the member for Bendigo East,
who is also the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. The motion states:
That this house congratulates the Victorian Labor government
for rebuilding and revitalising rural and regional Victoria after
the devastation caused by the previous government.

I start by saying that I agree with the member for
Benalla, whom I followed. He started his contribution
by saying, ‘When you look into the eyes of the
opposition, the lights are on but nobody is home’. That
is what he said, and I agree with him. You have to feel
sorry for the member for Benalla. There he is on the
back bench, dumped from his shadow portfolio and
absolutely friendless.
An area that I am passionate about is police and
emergency services. We heard the member for Swan
Hill erroneously bleating about police numbers, but in
this new marriage of convenience do The Nationals
have any concern about policing or emergency
services? No, they do not have a spokesperson: no
appearance, Your Honour. The member for Benalla had
a good shake at being the spokesperson, but: no
appearance, Your Honour. He has been replaced by a
spiv from Kew. No-one in regional and rural Victoria
believes that the spiv from Kew will pay any attention
to policing, community safety or emergency services in
regional and rural Victoria.
However, I remind the house that maybe The Nationals
have a reason they do not want a spokesperson in this
area. I remind the house and the Victorian community
that the two ministers who served in those seven dark
years of the Kennett government — when police
numbers were gutted, communities were ruined and
crime rates went up in country Victoria — were both
members of The Nationals. They were the former
member for Benalla, Pat McNamara, and former police
minister, Bill McGrath. The community should never
forget the record of The Nationals in relation to policing
and emergency services.
The Kennett government came to office saying it was
going to increase police numbers, but we know what it
actually did. It sacked police and diminished the
number of police officers. I am proud to say that this
government has turned that around. We have reversed
that damage and we have made record investments in
policing. In the 2007–08 budget this government will
spend $1.6 billion on Victoria Police. We have
increased the number of police by over 1400, and in
that time, since 2000, Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent, making it the lowest crime rate in
Australia. We are not resting on our laurels. At the last
election we committed to an extra 350 additional sworn
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police as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist
investigators. We have also committed to providing
additional resources and equipment to assist police in
their work, including 100 additional police cars.
During the Kennett era, under the watch of The
Nationals, as a willing party in that coalition
government, police stations were allowed to fall into a
state of disrepair. This state government has embarked
on the largest state police building program in
Victoria’s history. We have rebuilt or significantly
refurbished 149 police stations and residences across
Victoria at a cost of $400 million, and 117 of these
police stations — three-quarters of them, or 78 per cent,
are located in country Victoria. It is an impressive list
of improvements, including Maryborough police
station at a cost of $4.7 million, Nhill police station at a
cost of $1.1 million, Bellarine police station at a cost of
$5 million, Bendigo police station at a cost of
$19.7 million, Gisborne police station at a cost of
$5 million, Mildura police station at a cost of
$18.4 million, Tallangatta, Seymour, Mount Hotham,
Bairnsdale, Warragul and Latrobe Valley — the list
goes on. For the first time we have a police station
adjacent to and servicing my electorate in Kinglake.
That is something that the Liberals and The Nationals
would never have done. I stand here extremely proud of
that achievement.
We have also seen huge decreases in crime rates in
rural and regional Victoria. In Geelong we have
increased police numbers by 21 per cent and the crime
rate has fallen by 33 per cent. In Ballarat the number of
police has been increased by 35 per cent and crime has
fallen by 17.9 per cent. In Central Goldfields police
numbers have increased by 23.1 per cent and crime has
fallen by 47.6 per cent. In Macedon, Shepparton,
Benalla and East Gippsland there have been similar
outcomes. That good news story is something that The
Nationals will not want to hear.
In the five and a half years that I have been in this
house I must say I have quite often enjoyed and quite
often agreed with some of the contributions made by
the Leader of The Nationals. He has spoken quite well.
But today I think we have seen that as the deputy
deputy leader of the coalition, or vice-deputy leader of
the coalition, he has lost his mojo and has sunk to a new
low. He had nothing to say, so he resorted to a
cowardly, personal and sexist attack on the Minister for
Rural and Regional Development.
We know The Nationals have no commitment to
women. In the history of the National Party only one
woman has ever been elected, and no young people —
they do not exist. Now The Nationals are in bed with
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the Liberal Party I am sure they will show the same
lack of regard for and lack of commitment to women in
public life as we have seen demonstrated in the
cowardly attacks on the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, by members of the Liberal Party,
particularly Mr Finn in the other place, who has
conducted a constant cowardly attack, undermining in a
terribly sexist way the fantastic work done by police
commissioner.
Then we have had the member for Scoresby decry the
work and commitment of the Victoria Police and the
Chief Commissioner of Police on domestic violence.
The opposition does not care about tackling this
important issue. I absolutely support and put on record
my support for the work of Christine Nixon and
Victoria Police in their tackling of this difficult
problem, which is something that the opposition does
not support and would never have had the courage to
do.
I can see why The Nationals have made such a pathetic
contribution to this debate today — because they are
hanging their heads in shame. But we know that they
are back in a marriage of convenience. We know that
regrettably one in two marriages fails, so we may see
this one fail again. The Nationals were happy to go
along for the ride when Jeff Kennett was the Premier of
Victoria, when he described regional Victoria as the
toenails of the state. The National Party sat by while
those ‘toenails’, as described by Premier Jeff Kennett,
did not just get a clipping. While The Nationals were in
charge and were along for the ride in those white cars,
rural and regional Victoria got a double amputation.
I am really proud to say that this government has turned
it around. I am pleased to support this matter of public
importance. I absolutely support the contributions made
by the members for Seymour, Macedon and South
Barwon, and I look forward to hearing the contribution
from the member for Ballarat East. We have had some
good things to say about what this government has
done. The Nationals have got nothing to say about their
record, because they did not support rural and regional
Victoria. I commend this MPI to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — We know
what this government thinks of people from rural and
regional Victoria. The Leader of the House has
described people there as ugly, ugly people. The
Premier simply believes that people in rural and
regional Victoria, particularly those in western Victoria,
simply live too far away to count, and have access to a
south-west rescue chopper that would save lives. They
live too far away to be listened to when it comes to the
developments in the port of Portland for the cray
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fishing fleet. Fundamentally he has given the finger to
the people of Portland by prescribing that they must
have finger berths for the cray fishing fleet when the
whole community is opposed to finger berths which are
ugly, unpopular and dangerous. This government has
given the finger to the people of Portland and to the
cray fishing fleet and said they must have them whether
they like it or not.
This motion provides a good opportunity to examine
the performance of the Labor government in rural and
regional Victoria over the past eight years. There are
many examples we could use in terms of this issue, but
let me go to just some of those examples in my brief
contribution to the debate. Let us look at rail
standardisation and what this government said on
30 May 2001. The then Minister for State and Regional
Development, now the Premier, said about the rail
standardisation that was announced by the government:
… a key initiative in the budget brought down in this house
two weeks ago was the provision of $96 million over the next
few years for the regional freight links program to provide
standardisation of the rail freight gauge right across Victoria,
but particularly linking Mildura with Portland.

He said further:
Those on the other side could never find the funding and
could never get the budget decision to support it, but the
Bracks government did in its second budget.

That is what John Brumby said in 2001. Further, the
then Minister for Transport, the present Leader of the
House, said in June 2002:
Standardisation is a vital project for regional economies that
will drive jobs and investment for decades … The Liberal and
National parties in the Kennett government failed to deliver
any progress on this project during seven years …

He said further:
… the first stage of track conversion on the Mildura line will
occur early next year …

That is what he said in June 2002. What is the outcome
of that? The outcome is that not 1 metre, not
1 centimetre, not 1 millimetre of the Portland–Mildura
track has been converted to standard gauge some six
and a half years later. The project has been abandoned.
Worse, we now find the very future of the Portland rail
line is in jeopardy because of the incompetence of the
Brumby Labor government and the lack of concern it
has for rail freight in country Victoria. The Portland
Observer of 13 February this year reported:
The future of the Portland–Maroona rail line has been thrown
into disarray with Pacific National starting the process of
withdrawing all rolling stock from the Portland yards.
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The corporate manager from Pacific National said:
The rolling stock will not be returning.

The staff would be given redundancy.
An article in the Hamilton Spectator on 12 February
said:
The push to replace freight operator, Pacific National, on the
Portland–Hamilton–Maroona line, is looking shaky.

When the Alliance of Councils for Rail Freight
Development met with the Minister for Public
Transport, its chair, Vernon Knight, said:
The delegates were shocked that the government appeared so
devoid of any vision for the future of rail freight in Victoria.

Ms Kosky interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — Vernon Knight is a prominent
citizen from Mildura and a senior councillor there who
has had an enormous track record as the director of
Mallee family care. He is somebody who cares about
the community and has lived a life of caring about the
community. The minister at the table, the Minister for
Public Transport, sits here and insults him across the
table in a disgraceful attack just because Vernon Knight
has had the gumption to stand up to the minister and
say she has failed the community of western Victoria,
from Mildura right down to Portland. She has failed it
on rail standardisation and she is failing it now by
allowing the rail freight system to collapse. That is the
rail freight system and the so-called promise on
standardisation.
Let me move to another example — country racing.
The Labor Minister for Racing has recently presided
over and supported changes to the racing calendar for
2008–09 which will decimate country racing and put
country racing clubs at risk of closure. Racing Victoria
Ltd has relocated 28 meetings, which have been taken
from country clubs to suburban clubs. Five TAB
meetings have been downgraded to non-TAB meetings.
Many popular Sunday meetings have been relocated
from country to city clubs. The people in the industry
are absolutely outraged by this action by the Minister
for Racing, who has failed to stand up for country
racing and rural and regional Victoria. That is how
much this government cares about rural and regional
Victoria. Something as fundamental as local volunteers
running their local race clubs has been kicked in the
guts by this minister and this government, who do not
care about country racing.
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In the Age of 25 January, Scott Whiteman, who is the
chief executive of Country Racing Victoria, is quoted
as saying:
… many country clubs had been ‘gutted’ by the loss of
meetings and by the downgrading of some meetings from
TAB to non-TAB status.

In the Standard of Warrnambool on the same day an
article says that Camperdown, Mortlake, Casterton,
Terang, Hamilton and Colac will all lose meetings.
John Donnelly, who is the secretary of the Hamilton
and Coleraine clubs, is quoted as saying:
It is administrative closure by stealth … From here to the
border I feel it is a gradual dismantling of the industry.

He said he was concerned that trainers and owners in
the far south-west would become disillusioned and
leave the area. The Camperdown racing club also made
some very negative comments.
In the Weekly Times of 20 February under the headline
‘Unbridled anger over racing blow’, Tom Porter from
the Apsley Racing Club is reported as saying:
… if this is looking after the racing, God help country racing.

Certainly they had better ask for God’s help, because
they will get no help from this minister or this
city-centric Labor government that does not care about
racing in country Victoria. When we look right across
country racing we see it is the same. There are clubs
across the length and breadth of the state that have had
their meetings decimated by this decision.
Now there is an opportunity here. This decision was
presided over by Stephen Allanson in his role as chief
executive officer of Racing Victoria. He has now had to
resign in disgrace over his betting scandal, so I would
urge the minister to take this unique opportunity to
review these decisions and restore these meetings to
country race clubs across the length and breadth of the
state. Whether it be Towong, Mildura, Moe or clubs in
Western Victoria, they deserve their meetings back.
Restore the TAB meetings, and give Ballarat what it
asked for. I challenge the member for Ballarat East to
support me in this to give Ballarat the meeting it wants.
It wants to have the Ballarat Cup meeting in October
before the Caulfield and Melbourne cups. We should
give Ballarat what it wants and give it a real boost.
This government has a record, whether it be on rail
standardisation or whether it be on country racing. It
was only back in 2005 that it closed seven harness
racing tracks in Boort, Gunbower, Hamilton, Ouyen,
St Arnaud, Wangaratta and Wedderburn. It has
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decimated country harness racing; now it is attacking
country thoroughbred racing.
On top of that, if you look at local issues in my
electorate, you see the single most important issue to
my community is the life-and-death situation that we
face each and every day because we do not have an
emergency helicopter. The south-west is the only part
of the state that does not have a locally based
emergency helicopter. There are 180 times a year that
helicopters would be used in life-and-death situations.
In this calendar month alone, every second day we have
seen an article in the local paper of another case where
a helicopter has had to be called from another part of
the state to save a life in south-west Victoria. We
deserve a locally based helicopter; it has been ignored
by a city-centric government and a Premier who thinks
that Warrnambool and Portland are simply too far away
to care.
It does not matter whether it is the closure of police
residences at Heywood, the lack of decisions on
development plan overlay 7 on planning in the shire of
Glenelg, the abolition of the fox bounty or the lack of
fuel reduction burning; this government simply does
not understand or care about country Victoria.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I rise and stand
proudly as the member representing the electorate of
Ballarat East, which is part of regional Victoria, as part
of the Brumby government and formerly the Bracks
government. I support this matter of public importance
brought forward today, which recognises and
congratulates this government on its contribution to
revitalising rural and regional Victoria after the
devastation caused in those seven dark years of the
Kennett government. The comparison is stark. Across
my electorate I see much that has been delivered, as
have so many other regional MPs, whether they be
from this side of the house or from the opposition
ranks.
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many statistics that show more people are moving into
those major regional centres, and the economies of
areas such as those covered by my electorate are doing
well, and they know they are doing well because they
have their schools seriously funded for a change in
terms of infrastructure works. They see their hospitals
and police and emergency services being well
supported.
As we have also heard from previous speakers on this
side of the house, some of those important issues that
have arisen since we came to government, particularly
water infrastructure issues, are being addressed with
vision by this government. As I have already said, and
as the member for South Barwon spoke about earlier,
the vision shown by the government with the goldfields
super-pipe, for example, is something that people from
my electorate will long remember.
If, as was a vague possibility at the last election, the
opposition had been elected to government, we know
that its policies in regard to water would have been a
disaster. They were only going to try to give us
Geelong’s water from the Lal Lal Reservoir which is
now nearly dry. That would have given Ballarat
nothing but the vision in regard to the super-pipe which
The Nationals and Liberals at that time decried as a
disgrace — those were the words used by the Leader of
The Nationals. They see that as a visionary policy and
the only sound policy that has ever been put forward to
ensure Ballarat’s water security into the future.
Having said that, I want to talk about what we have
done for roads and public transport since we came to
office, because there are great new stories. We have
heard so much about the other stories, but when you
look at roads you see that $2.5 billion has been invested
into country roads by this Labor government since it
came to office.
Mr Delahunty interjected.

That can be compared with those seven years of the
Kennett government that I have talked about when they
saw so much lost from their regions. I know that I was
elected in 1999 because people across regional Victoria
saw how The Nationals and the Kennett government
overall had let down regional Victoria and country
Victoria by closing schools, closing hospitals and
letting rail lines degrade and also close down. We know
that story; the people of Victoria know that story, and
they are not going to forget it.

Mr HOWARD — You must have seen it in your
electorates around regional Victoria because we
certainly have in Ballarat East. I drive over some of
those roads on a regular basis. We have significantly
increased the investment in capital road funding in
regional communities compared with the previous
Liberal-National coalition. We have more than doubled
the funding. When we look at the 1999–2000 budget
put forward by the Kennett government we see there
was $100 million towards rural roads. In our last budget
there was $231 million — a 130 per cent increase.

By comparison I know that the people in my electorate,
and the people across much of regional Victoria, see
that economically they are better off. They see the

Then we remember the black spot funding. Across
country roads we have provided funding for 900 black
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spots in regional communities. As a result of the first
stage of our Arrive Alive strategy we have avoided
more than 69 deaths on country roads, and through the
next stage, which commits another $230 million to road
safety, we will see those figures further reduced
through some outstanding policies put forward by this
government.
When I look around my electorate I see dozens of sites
where grey spot funding has been spent by this
government to improve intersections. I see that all our
state roads around the electorate of Ballarat East that I
travel around regularly — the Midland Highway, the
Western Highway, the road from Daylesford to
Trentham, the Daylesford to Ballan Road and south
from Ballan down towards Geelong — have all had
significant upgrade works. These improvements have
included putting in wire barriers for safety benefits and
improved shoulder sealing and providing passing lanes
on the Midland Highway between Ballarat and
Geelong. We have seen some substantial upgrades to
all those roads.
People travelling on roads around my electorate and in
the vicinity will have seen substantial upgrades on state
roads as well as that support for improving grey spots.
As they drive to Melbourne they can see that the Deer
Park bypass is now under way. After this state pushed
for it to happen we eventually got federal government
funding. We also have state funding committed to do
the overpass work and the other state contribution This
will make a great deal of difference to road travel for
people from western Victoria travelling to Melbourne.
It also provides an economic opportunity as well as a
practical opportunity for people on the roads.
Let us look at rail transport. Like many people around
my electorate I have seen so many more reasons to use
rail transport as an option when travelling to
Melbourne. We remember how the former government
let our rail structure degrade. Since we came to
government we have had the regional fast rail project,
and people are now travelling on the trains in huge
numbers, as I did again on Monday between Ballarat
and Melbourne. There are the new great-quality
V/Locity trains travelling at good speeds on new,
upgraded tracks. There are lower costs, with a 20 per
cent discount on the price of tickets, providing a great
opportunity for people to travel. We know that the lines
that were closed, like the one to Ararat, have also been
opened. We have provided many more rail services.
We have been serious about ensuring that public
transport is an option for people in regional Victoria
travelling in both directions. We see that in the numbers
of people wanting to use those services.
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There are so many other areas across the state where we
have improved public transport. We have opened new
stations at Marshall and Sherwood Park. We have
opened lines, as I said, to Ararat and to Bairnsdale.
There are many significant improvements that make
this government stand far apart from the old
Liberal-National Party coalition government we had
previously.
It has been sad to see that The Nationals do not seem to
have learnt. We heard recently that they have gone back
into coalition with the Liberals. You would have
thought that maybe when they did that they would have
said, ‘We learnt from those seven dark years of the
Kennett government that saw us ousted in regional
Victoria’. You would have thought they would have
said, ‘We are standing up for a better deal, and we have
got that promise from the Liberals’. But, no, we see that
they are not even holding the deputy leadership
position. We see that they have not learnt in so many
areas. We see it in the speeches by both the Leader and
Deputy Leader of The Nationals. Today, if we look
through Hansard, we see that they said that the Kennett
government did great things for regional Victoria, and
we know that is not the case. The overall view of the
people of Victoria and the overall record shows that
that was not the case. The Nationals have learnt
nothing. They have rolled over again to the Liberals in
going into coalition. People will remember that they
rolled over during those seven years of the Kennett
government, and that is exactly what is going to happen
again.
Only Labor under the Brumby government is
representing regional Victoria. We will continue to
represent regional Victoria proudly, and the people of
regional Victoria will see they have gained so much
under the Bracks government and more recently the
Brumby government. I commend this matter of public
importance to the house.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2006–07
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to make some
comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) annual report for 2006–07. In
particular I refer to the section on page 23 which deals
with the committee’s report no. 71, Private Investment
in Public Infrastructure. This report on public-private
partnerships (PPPs) was tabled in 2006 just prior to the
last state election, so in my opinion it was not subject to
sufficient scrutiny by the Parliament. The committee
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made 20 recommendations, and again I congratulate
members of the old PAEC on their guts in making
recommendations against the government. The
recommendations relate to independent analysis of
long-term peppercorn leases, and they were opposed to
them. They relate also to how contracts should be
disclosed.
I refer in particular to page 24 of this annual report and
to a number of elements of the committee’s
recommendations. First of all the committee
recommended that time frames should be reduced
because it thought there would be debt payable by
future governments. In particular there were a number
of recommendations which I think the government
should adopt. Firstly, the committee recommended that:
The Victorian government:
— improve opportunities for parliamentary oversight of
public-private partnership financial arrangements and
commitments.

Then it called for briefing of the PAEC on the details of
these financial arrangements and for the
Auditor-General to undertake performance audits of
these PPPs.
However, we know what the government thinks of
these recommendations because at page 25 there is a
chart in table 5, which clearly indicates that the
government has not accepted 50 per cent of the
committee’s 20 recommendations. The government
agreed to 40 per cent, and they were put into place, but
I want to highlight the fact that in the main the
government rejected outright 20 per cent of the
committee’s recommendations, agreed only in part to
20 per cent and agreed in part to and put in place 10 per
cent.
We have here an extraordinary shift in the relationship
between the government and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Previously, given there are
representatives from all parties on the committee,
governments of both persuasions often picked up the
recommendations of this committee, but now, in
relation to PPPs, which is one of the government’s
vulnerabilities, 50 per cent of the recommendations of
this committee have not been accepted by government.
I reiterate that I think it is an excellent recommendation
to improve parliamentary oversight of these PPPs,
particularly in relation to financial commitments and
whether the public is getting good value for money. I
am a member of the Liberal Party; I am completely
relaxed about the use of the private sector. The issue for
us, as was recognised in this report tabled in 2006 by
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the PAEC, when the majority of the members of the
committee were from the Labor Party, is that the Labor
Party needs to be more transparent in its reporting to
Parliament on PPPs.
It is no wonder the committee made that
recommendation. I want to refer to the Enviro Altona
wastewater treatment plant PPP in particular, where the
contract was not available publicly, in contradistinction
to what is recommended by the PAEC in this report,
which is covered in detail in the PAEC annual report. I
wish to refer to the Partnerships Victoria website,
which made the announcement that:
This project is no longer progressing as a Partnerships
Victoria contract due to the insolvency of the private
contractor.

I guess there has been reasonable scrutiny by the media
of the Southern Cross project, which is bad value for
money for taxpayers.
The Enviro Altona project is a project where the private
contractor has become insolvent. This PPP project is a
perfect example for the Parliament and the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee to use to scrutinise
the level of due diligence exercised by this Labor
government. This is extraordinary. The PPP on the
Enviro Altona wastewater treatment plant collapsed.
The local member, who happens to be the Minister for
Public Transport, who is at the table, may cast some
more light on this, but this is a clear case where the
Parliament should be involved in scrutiny.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to speak
on the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee report of its inquiry into mandatory ethanol
and biofuels targets in Victoria, which was tabled
during the last sitting week. I had the pleasure of
chairing that committee, and I want to place on record
the appreciation of the committee to the staff
involved — Vaughn Koops and Yuki Simmonds —
and thank the members of the committee for their
diligence and cooperative spirit in compiling this report.
I am always pleased to table in this house a unanimous
report, and this is a unanimous report of our committee.
The committee’s report contains 27 recommendations,
and we believe those recommendations outline an
appropriate way forward for the development of the
biofuels and alternate fuels industry in Victoria. The
absolutely crucial recommendation of the committee is
that the Victorian government not introduce mandatory
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targets for biofuels use at this time. I must admit that I
think many of us went into that inquiry thinking we
would be supporting such a mandate, but on the
evidence — —
An honourable member — Hear, hear!
Ms CAMPBELL — I hear a member saying, ‘Hear,
hear’. On the evidence, which was utterly compelling,
we decided otherwise. We came out quite clearly
against a target at this time. For all of us it was an
absolute pleasure to hear the range of submissions that
were provided, and we all had our own personal
education on biofuels and were well and truly briefed.
While biofuels are viewed by many as a solution to our
declining petroleum fuel supplies, we believe that at
this stage the weight of evidence indicates quite
strongly that there is potential for the costs associated
with the introduction of a biofuels mandate to exceed
the overall benefits. This house might be interested to
know that we looked at limited feedstock. If feedstock
were used for biofuels, it would place upward pressure
on feedstock and food prices. That was quite useful in
informing our decision.
We also learnt, interestingly enough, about the great
asset we have in Australia, and particularly Victoria, of
our gas supplies. Many of us automatically think of
fuels for engines in terms of petroleum, but through this
inquiry we learnt of the benefits in terms of balance of
payments, fuel security and environmental benefits of
Australia tapping into its vast supplies of gas. The
committee’s report noted that with the enormous
potential for fuels derived from natural gas, such as
CNG (compressed natural gas), liquefied natural gas
and liquefied petroleum gas, there is a significant
opportunity to contribute to Australia’s fuel mix using
those very gases.
I highlight to this house that Victoria has access to
considerable reserves of natural gas, and I am sure that
we as a Parliament and within our party forums will be
picking up the fact that usage within the transport
system of our rich reserves of natural gas will be an
economic boon to this state as well as having
environmental benefits. The committee also
recommended that the Victorian government examine
the merits of expanding the compressed natural gas
industry in Victoria. I suggest to members who are
interested in biofuels that it is worth reading the
transcripts. In the evidence provided by one of our
CNG businesses here in Victoria it was outlined that
that business could operate very successfully within this
state using CNG. The suggestion was put to us that
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with more fuel suppliers spread throughout the state,
others could pick up on this very important initiative.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
report of its inquiry into mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria. I acknowledge my fellow committee
members, including the chair and the member for
Footscray, who are present in the chamber and assisted
in this. I also acknowledge the hard work of the staff,
Dr Vaughn Koops and Ms Yuki Simmonds, who put
together the data and draft report.
I am going to focus principally upon one section of the
report that I think needs urgent attention by
government — that is, chapter 9.5 on pages 170–1,
which is to do with research and development and leads
to recommendation 23. As has previously been reported
to this chamber, we have not mandated the use of
biofuels in our fuel mix. I believe that is principally
because we cannot take the food out of the mouths of
hungry persons to burn it in our cars; that would not be
ethically correct. However, we have not given up on the
need for biofuels to be part of the extension of
hydrocarbon oil supplies for Australia.
What we need to do is go to what are called
second-generation biofuels. We need to go past the
food and go to the next generation, and I hope the
terminology will become familiar to Victorians over the
next decade. Jatropha, an inedible oilseed, is a very
good performer elsewhere in the world. Similarly we
have excellent opportunities in eucalyptus oil, although
to be humorous, what we are really requiring our
scientists to do is create the world’s biggest koala guts,
because that seems to be the only way you can turn
eucalyptus into something that you can burn for the
good of humanity. We need to make that jump, so we
need research and development. We have to task our
scientists to go past where we are now without taking
one of those intermediate steps.
It is clear from some of the evidence given during the
inquiry that there are some promising energy
technologies that need to be evaluated for Victoria. The
committee found that there is potential for the future
development of the biodiesel industry through the
exploration of new and emerging feedstocks. We can
do this, but we have to give it the resources and the
priority.
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In recommendation 23 the committee proposes that the
Victorian government goes to its federal colleagues,
through the relevant ministerial council, and seek to
place on the agenda for consideration the development
of a nationally coordinated research program to
examine feedstocks and biodiesel production
technologies for application in the Australian biodiesel
industry. This is critically important. Biodiesel is the
first cab off the rank for biofuels and has huge potential.
We cannot afford to spend six months waiting for a
report. We need a response from the government in a
far shorter time to get this recommendation up. Let us
use the spirit of cooperative federalism we have heard
so much about in this chamber to have that task tested,
to focus our federal colleagues and get some research
under way in Victoria. We have some excellent
research facilities and some excellent prospects. What
they require is priority and funding.
With the cooperative federalism which is supposedly in
place, let us get the government response out now. Let
us take a positive step and get it on the table with our
federal colleagues, and test their commitment to
extending the Australian fuel mix so that we will have a
future beyond peak oil which will maintain our
standard of living, our exports and our food supplies.
Let us test our federal colleagues to see if they are
committed to the future in the same way Victoria is
committed to its future. We need to put our scientists to
work and get this up and rolling before it is too late. We
are past peak oil in Australia. We can fill up the gaps
with natural gas, but a biofuels industry, rural focused,
can deliver enormous benefits.
Today we have seen the release by the Auditor-General
of a report on agricultural research investment, which
examines commercialisation and what we need to do
succeed with our agricultural research. We have the
capacity there, and the Auditor-General has identified
that. He has shown that there has been a 3 per cent
growth in agriculture. We can maintain that growth into
the future for our rural communities by taking this vital
step into a biofuels future for country Victoria.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I would also like to
acknowledge my parliamentary colleagues in the
chamber — the member for Mildura and the committee
chair, the member for Pascoe Vale — and speak on the
report of the inquiry into mandatory ethanol and
biofuels targets in Victoria. I would also like to thank
the committee staff: Dr Vaughn Koops, the executive
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officer; Ms Yuki Simmonds and Ms Shanthi
Wickramasurya.
This was a most interesting inquiry. A few of the
committee members went into it with some notions as
to what might come out of the inquiry. We were
surprised by what we discovered through the
submission process and the research that was done
about where the future may lie in biofuels for Victoria,
and where it may lie as an economic opportunity for
Victorian companies to pick up and run with. There are
27 recommendations in the report. I urge members of
the house to take the opportunity to have a look at the
report because it contains some interesting information.
The member for Mildura mentioned research and
development. We all agreed that this was crucial: that
you could not use feedstocks which could be used for
food but which would be priced out of use for food
production because of the greater demand for them to
be used for fuel. But there are other issues around the
reason we thought it was important to look at research
and development. There is work being done now in
research and development of alternative feedstocks.
One project that impressed members of the committee,
which has not been mentioned at length today, is the
research into algae. Smorgon Fuel is undertaking
research into developing certain strains of algae for the
production of biodiesel and its use as a fuel. A number
of us visited the facility, and we think this research has
great merit and great opportunities. Every assistance
should be given to those innovative companies who are
helping in the production of fuels for the future.
Another issue that was raised during the inquiry was
just how far ahead Europe is in not only its biodiesel
and biofuels production, but also in the automotive
industry, which is an industry of vital importance to
Victoria. The multifuelled engines that are now coming
out of Europe allow for a swap between fuels, and I
think they pose the question as to the direction of our
auto industry in the future. Can we be part of that
innovation in the alternative development of engines to
use alternative fuels? We need to encourage and to
promote it.
There are a number of recommendations that I think are
very important. One seeks to encourage major oil
companies to look at having shared biodiesel blending
facilities to encourage the use of biodiesel. We felt that
this was the most easily adaptable fuel to get out on the
basis of supply and demand. Another seeks to
encourage some of our public transport companies to
use biodiesel, at least as a percentage of the diesel that
they use to run their bus services. It is important that we
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have a proper Australian standard set for biofuel blends
that can be met and monitored to ensure that the
community feels confident that the biofuels they are
using will not damage their cars. We think it is time to
change the standards of cars that are available in
Australia to complement biodiesel fuels. Hybrid cars
using diesel and electricity are the most
environmentally friendly available to us.
I recommend that members have a look at the report. I
am looking forward to the government’s response in
relation to this inquiry. I thought it was a really
worthwhile inquiry to undertake. It has economic
advantages for Victoria and certainly some
environmental ones for us to look at, take on board and
to implement.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2007–08 (part 3)
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join the
statements on committee reports. I wish to speak on
part 3 of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s report on the 2007–08 budget estimates.
There are a couple of points I would like to make
before I go to the report. The process in regard to this
report started in May and June last year. It involved the
ministers coming before the public accounts committee
and speaking on the forward estimates. The opposition
made the point that we would have preferred the
ministers to speak on public accounts as well as the
forward estimates, but the government used its numbers
effectively and ensured ministers spoke only about the
forward estimates.
The process will start again in May and June this year.
It is important that the process is open, transparent and
rigorous. If it is not, then the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee will lack credibility. Furthermore,
it is important that the government members do not use
their numbers on the committee to write reports which
probably do not reflect that the process has been other
than open, transparent and accountable. With the
situation we had last year with regard to the process the
opposition parties had no choice but to write a minority
report to make sure that our views were stipulated.
I would like to refer to one part of the report, which is
on page 143. It refers to freight transportation to and
from ports by rail. The reason I would like to refer to
this is that the Minister for Public Transport, who
unfortunately has just left the chamber, also referred to
this particular issue. The committee found that there has
been a downward trend in use of freight transportation
to and from ports by rail since 2001–02:
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due to seasonal conditions and economic factors,

but —
the government is committed to retaining and working
towards its rail freight target of 30 per cent by 2010 by
upgrading Victoria’s rail freight network.

It is interesting that this report did not mention — and
this is why the opposition parties did a minority
report — that the government promised rail
standardisation worth $96 million back in 2001–02. As
we have found out, not a sleeper has been laid or a
spike driven. This is an important point: the
government’s 30 per cent target for rail freight is set as
a proportion. Therefore, changing the mode of transport
from road freight to rail freight is not volume
dependent. The problem is that the government has not
been able to attract any new business from rail to road
and of course is attempting to put that blame
everywhere else. There are some important points there.
The government has reneged, again, on rail
standardisation worth $96 million. It is blaming
everyone else and everything else for its not being able
to attract road freight onto rail freight.
As the member for Lowan points out, when you have
more trucks on the road, you have more dangerous
roads — and you have more congestion in the city. The
reason the government would have put this policy up in
the first place would have been to ensure there was less
congestion and that the roads in country Victoria were
safer.
It was interesting that the Minister for Public Transport
said this yesterday:
We have had a very severe drought, and that has meant lower
grain harvests. It has also meant less exports, and it means
less rail freight.

That is not the promise that the government made. It is
not volume based. What it has promised is to ensure
that 30 per cent of all freight is carried as rail freight. It
does not matter if there is a drought or severe weather
conditions, if you have that commitment of 30 per cent
of all freight being on rail and you are not making it,
then maybe you need to go back and look at what
promises you made and try to make it more efficient so
people will want to use rail freight. The government
should have stuck to its promise. If it had, then I am
sure more rail freight would be being used. I am sure
we will be looking at this closely in our next report.
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Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the inquiry
into mandatory ethanol and biofuels targets in Victoria
by the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee. It gave me great pleasure to read the report,
because I was on the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee in the last Parliament and we
prepared a synopsis report on this issue. Due to the
election we did not have sufficient time to go into
detail, so it pleases me that this subject has been picked
up again and the committee has done an in-depth study
of it. I commend the committee for the work it has
produced. The report is very easy to read, in particular
when one looks at the front part and what the
committee calls the executive summary where it sums
up the chapters in the body of the report. It makes easy
reading, and I recommend that members of this house
read it and that members of the broader community
have access to it and read it.
Our fuel consumption is a problem. We are dependent
on fuel to move our freight, to move our food around.
We have been brought up with and are used to having
bananas and oranges regardless of whether they are in
or out of season in this state. We want everything fresh
and delivered, and most of this sort of transport is done
on the roads using diesel fuels. On those long-haul trips
by semitrailers biofuels would be an excellent way of
reducing our reliance on the natural minerals we are
using. They are a finite product, and we are looking at
oil. Some people argue that we have already reached
peak oil consumption and that in future oil prices will
be going up because it will become more and more
expensive to recover the oil and turn it into petrol.
It also creates an industry, as the committee observed. It
can create an industry in different regional areas, not
only in Victoria but all over Australia, with smaller
plants in regions producing ethanol in quantities to be
used in that area. However, this is dependent on the
consumer. I note that the committee said the industry
should be encouraged to produce ethanol, but it is
driven by consumers. Until consumers demand from
the oil companies an ethanol-petrol blend that is as
conveniently available at the bowser as petrol is, it will
not happen. The oil companies will not encourage that;
they will steadfastly delay changing their equipment at
the pumps and also the blending facilities in their
refineries for such fuels because of the expense.
Therefore I say it is important that this report be taken
up by the media, because we need to get the message
across to the public that uses the fuel. As we know, it is
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only the turnover, the volume, that drives the suppliers
to provide the fuel that the community demands.
However, ethanol blends are beneficial to us as a
community, particularly when we are looking at our
environment and climate change. There is less pollution
if we have ethanol in our fuel rather than unleaded
petrol, in particular. There are some disadvantages in
creating different gases coming from the exhaust
system that can lead to foggy days at different times of
the year, but all in all there is an advantage in using it.
The Environment and Natural Resources Committee
had a quick glance at the situation and prepared an
interim report in the last Parliament. I think this report
goes a long way. It is an in-depth study. It shows the
various plants that are producing biofuels. One of the
things that concerns me is that about five of them have
been put on hold rather than the projects actually going
ahead and plants being built to produce biofuels. That is
of some concern to me. We need to keep up the
production and build the plants, because it does not
happen in 5 minutes. It takes quite some time to build
these plants, and government needs to be encouraged to
provide companies with funds for research to develop
biofuels from sources other than from cereal crops.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Reporting dates
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
(1) That the resolution of the house of 1 March 2007
providing that the Education and Training Committee be
required to present its report on the inquiry into effective
strategies for teacher professional learning to the
Parliament no later than 1 March 2008 be amended so
far as to require the report to be presented to the
Parliament no later than 31 December 2008.
(2) That the resolution of the house of 1 March 2007
providing that the Family and Community Development
Committee be required to present its report on the
inquiry into the involvement of small and medium size
businesses into corporate social responsibility to the
Parliament no later than 1 March 2008 be amended so
far as to require the report to be presented to the
Parliament no later than 1 June 2008.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — It gives me
much pleasure to speak on this notice of motion — —
Ms Neville — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
is the member speaking on the first part of the notice of
motion, on education and training?
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE — And on the extension of
the time for the Family and Community Development
Committee — absolutely.
It gives me pleasure to speak to the motion, and I will
do so only briefly. I want to speak to this motion
because it reflects the opinion the government has of
the all-party committee system. The Family and
Community Development Committee has been looking
at the issue of corporate social responsibility. It is an
important topic where a lot of initiative has been
happening across the business community as well as
across the non-profit community, and it has also been a
topic that has been strongly supported by the Howard
government through its business community
partnerships.
The topic we are looking at, which is initiatives in
relation to small and medium-size business, was the
subject of a series of seminars that the federal
government held across the country last year and where
a lot of work is being done. I have to say that the topic
of corporate social responsibility is not the critical issue
for families in Victoria, and it is not the critical issue for
community development. We could be looking at
important issues such as supported accommodation,
which we will discuss further. We could be looking at
important issues such as family violence, such as the
increasing pockets of poverty across our city and
country areas, and issues such as early intervention in
cases of mental illness in young people.
In terms of community development issues, we could
be looking at how the government engages with
communities or how communities can reduce the
impact of social isolation that many of the elderly feel.
Instead the reference from the government was for
corporate social responsibilities of small and
medium-size businesses — not an issue of concern and
not an issue that is going to have an impact for families
and our communities.
This committee has not had a meeting since 20 August.
It is over six months since this committee has met.
There has been no commitment from members to this
work. It is the government’s own reference. It cannot
even get its own members to turn up so that there is a
quorum to proceed with the work of this committee.
The recommendations are exceptionally thin and the
impact of this reference, as I have said, is going to be
exceptionally low on the lives of families across
Victoria.
We are supporting this motion, but I thought it was
important to place on the record that this work could
easily have been done in the time that the committee
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was allowed under this reference, and I challenge the
government to not continue to hide behind barely
relevant references and low priority references to make
sure that the committees in the work they are
undertaking, which takes a substantial amount of time
for members across the Parliament, tackle the hard
issues for Victorian families.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — As the deputy chair
of the Family and Community Development
Committee, I would also like to make some comments.
As the member for Doncaster said, it was very strange
for us to receive a reference for an inquiry on the
corporate social responsibility of small and medium
businesses. One of the reasons is that we do not believe
it is an inquiry where we can determine what our
recommendations are going to be. We have just
received some draft recommendations. We are going to
go through those almost at the end of our inquiry, but
again we have so many other inquiries that I think are
vitally important to families and communities in
Victoria.
We have been grappling with what corporate social
responsibility is, and I know most committee members
have different ideas of what the attitudes are to social
responsibilities. It is going to be very difficult for us to
find recommendations that we believe are going to be
appropriate, because at the end of the day social
responsibility could be a marketing tool that many
organisations use, and I think it is important that many
organisations do use it. I think it is also really important
that that committee uses its time more wisely. As the
member for Doncaster said, we have not met since
20 August. A number of times I have come down from
Shepparton — it is a 21⁄2 -hour drive — and have been
told, sometimes on the way, that a committee meeting
has been cancelled because we cannot get a quorum. It
is very important that if government members commit
to being on committees — and the majority of members
on the committee are government members — they
make sure they are available.
I would like to say, while I do not disapprove of this
motion, I think we need to be looking at finding
worthwhile references, and I know we are going to talk
about a reference later on that could be given to this
committee which is very important to families.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to say that
it is very important for the Family and Community
Development Committee to be required to present its
report.
Corporate responsibility in relation to social
responsibility is a very important area. In my previous
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life, before I came into Parliament, I was part of the
business world, as is my husband at the moment, and
business in general views its responsibilities to the
community very seriously. There is a large amount of
corporate involvement in social responsibility in
Victoria. It is absolutely to be encouraged, so I believe
that this is a very important area for the Parliament to
investigate, particularly for the parliamentary
committees.
I have listened to the arguments that have been put to
the house, and I beg to disagree. It is a cogent argument
that the members have put, but I take a different point
of view. I would just like to put that different point of
view here today.
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professional learning to the Parliament at a later time
than the time originally set down. I compliment the
committee on the work it does and the fact that I
understand it has extensive debates. I am not a member
of that committee, but I understand it is a very robust
committee and that all its members make a good
contribution. They work hard and do a good job. They
argue very hard. It is a good committee, and it is well
chaired. I am happy to put that on the record. The
committee represents the community, and I think it is
terrific that we have discussion which complements the
work of Parliament. Good work, Acting Speaker, and
good work on the part of the committee. I commend the
motion.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to briefly
respond to this motion, especially in relation to the
changing of the date for the tabling of the report on the
inquiry into effective strategies for teacher professional
learning to the Parliament from 1 March 2008 to
31 December 2008.
The main reason why this has occurred is because there
is no money for committees. We in the education
committee — and this is from both sides — have $5000
left for two inquiries until the end of June. One of the
inquiries is looking into student participation in regional
Victoria, yet we cannot leave the Parliament to speak to
students outside of this Parliament because we have
only $5000 for the two inquiries. Therefore it was
essential to move the date from 1 March to
31 December. I think it is important that all the chairs
of all the committees take these issues to the Speaker to
the President and to the minister to make sure that all
committees have sufficient funds to ensure that
inquiries are detailed and members are able to carry out
their duties, otherwise it will turn into a farce and be an
insult to Victorians.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise in support
of motion 1. I think it is important to state how
important the work of committees is because they make
provision for a range of views to be submitted in detail
and to be considered. They certainly represent the
views of the community, and they make a very
significant contribution to the work that the Parliament
does. As a member of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee I know that that committee, as
does every other committee, performs a very significant
support role which complements the work the
Parliament does.
This very good motion provides that the Education and
Training Committee be required to present its report on
the inquiry into effective strategies for teacher

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER — Order! I acknowledge the
presence in the gallery today of the Deputy Speaker of
the Eastern Cape Provincial Legislature, Gloria Barry.
Welcome.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Police Integrity: role
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
continuing allegations of corruption in Victoria and
revelations today of the government’s secret plans to
make the Office of Police Integrity above the law, and I
ask: will the Premier now explain why Victoria should
not be subject to the same standards of accountability as
other states which have independent, broadbased
anticorruption bodies which can and do investigate both
police and public sector corruption and which are
accountable to Parliament?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question and remind him that the
government’s policy in relation to this matter, which is
to support an independent Ombudsman and an
independent OPI (Office of Police Integrity), is exactly
the same policy as the opposition took to the last
election.
In the statement of legislative intent which I released in
this Parliament just three weeks ago I indicated, on
page 22 of the document in fact, that the government
would be introducing a police integrity bill. I said:
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Secondly, the Office of Police Integrity will be re-established
under its own stand-alone legislation. The police integrity bill
will cement the role of the Office of Police Integrity … as the
pre-eminent police anticorruption tool for Victoria.

I further said:
It will ensure the OPI has the powers it needs to continue
bringing police corruption to light.

Here we are — here is the secret!
I indicated last year that we would be splitting the dual
role of the OPI and Ombudsman into two separate
statutory offices. I further indicated in this place three
weeks ago in the statement of government intent — to
which all members have access and which all members
are entitled to debate — that it was our intention this
year to introduce a new police integrity bill. Of course
there will be a range of views put to the government
about the powers the OPI should have, and those views
will of course be considered by the government. After
they have been considered by the government a bill will
be introduced to this Parliament. Every member of this
house will then have the opportunity — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Bass that he cease interjecting in that manner.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, one of
the members on the other side, who shall remain
nameless, interjected and said’ take his medication’. I
think that is an offensive attack on people with mental
health issues. It is an issue that has been raised in this
Parliament many times before. It was an absolutely
inappropriate interjection, and I suggest that the
member be counselled not to use that comment again.
The SPEAKER — Order! While I am sympathetic
to the comments that the member for South-West Coast
has made, I did not hear the interjection and cannot
uphold the point of order.
Mr BRUMBY — That is the process which any
government follows in the development of a bill: we get
a range of views, we consider those views and then we
introduce the bill to the Parliament and the Parliament
itself will debate and then decide upon that legislation.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question again and not
answering the question. The question was: why should
Victoria be different to the other states?
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The SPEAKER — Order! My memory of the
question was that in fact it was quite long and detailed
and outlined a number of various comments. I believe
that the Premier is being relevant to the question that
was asked. I will continue to hear him. I do not uphold
the point of order.
Mr BRUMBY — On this issue, as I said, you will
get a range of views. This morning on the radio I heard
one view, and this view was:
I would suggest that David Jones’s —

that is, the SIM (special investigations monitor) —
powers should be increased.

That same view is put by the same person and the same
party who, at the last election, promised to abolish the
SIM, so you will get a range of views. On this side we
have been very clear about the need for a properly
resourced Office of Police Integrity. I remind the house
of the conflicting statements that have come from those
opposite and the success of the OPI to date — far more
successful than any royal commission this state has
ever had.
In contrast to the very clear direction that we have got
in this state on tackling police corruption, the
opposition at the last election promised to cut funding
to the OPI and to the SIM.

Water: Victorian plan
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to his commitment to
make Victoria the best place to live work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the Premier update the house on
progress in securing Victoria’s water supplies?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — This morning, with the
Minister for Water and the chair of Melbourne Water,
Cheryl Batagol, I visited the eastern treatment plant to
inspect the progress which is occurring there in relation
to water recycling. While I was there I was able to
make an announcement that I am sure all members of
this house would be proud of and which is another
achievement of our government.
In 2001–02 we set a target for the recycling of water in
Melbourne. That target was that by 2010 we would be
recycling 20 per cent of all of Melbourne’s water use. I
was delighted to be able to say today at the eastern
treatment plant that we have now achieved that target
two years ahead of schedule and are now recycling
22 per cent of Melbourne’s water. You would have
thought the opposition would have been proud of the
fact that we have achieved that target in water recycling
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ahead of schedule, because that is a good thing. It is a
good thing to recycle more water. This means more
water is available for industry, more water is available
for agriculture and more water is available for new
housing estates through third-pipe investment. This is a
good thing, which I would have thought the opposition
would have supported.

corruption in Victoria and the Ombudsman’s damning
December 2007 findings that VicRoads have failed to
protect Victorians’ personal details because organised
crime figures such as Tony Mokbel have penetrated the
licensing database, and I ask: why did the government
do nothing about the integrity of the licensing system
before the Ombudsman’s report was tabled?

We have got a clear water plan for our state. It is about
saving water, it is about recycling water and it is about
creating new water. I do not know about the plans of
those opposite. The only plan I am aware of is their
plan to put a dam on the Mitchell River, which is a
heritage river. That is the coalition policy.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — My recollection — I
will check Hansard — is that I was asked about these
matters at the time of the Ombudsman’s report and that
I said at the time that they were serious conclusions that
had been drawn by the Ombudsman, that they were
rightly a matter of concern to the government and that
they would be acted on without delay. I understand that
the Minister for Roads and Ports is taking action with
VicRoads to address those recommendations.

The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Premier is
debating the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
An honourable member — Is that urban water on
the Mitchell or country water?
Mr BRUMBY — I am not sure — is that urban or
country?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind government
members that question time should not be held up to
ridicule.
Mr BRUMBY — I am proud of the fact that we
have achieved recycling of 22 per cent. I am advised
today by Melbourne Water that in 1998–99 recycling
volumes achieved by the metropolitan water authorities
were as low as 2 per cent. We are on 20 per cent plus
today compared with 2 per cent back in 1998–99.
Today the Minister for Water and I inspected some of
the new technology that is being trialled at the eastern
treatment plant. We saw some examples of class A
water there — water which is treated to class A
standard with ozone and chlorine treatment. That plant
will produce more than 100 billion litres by 2012, and
the results from some of the trials there are truly
astounding in terms of the quality of water which is
being produced. This is a good news story for our state.
It confirms the fact that our water plan in this state is
working and that we are achieving our targets. The
target we had for 2010 has now been achieved two
years ahead of schedule.

VicRoads: licensing database
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the continuing allegations of

Solar energy: north-western Victorian plant
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. I refer to the fact
that the Garnaut interim report released last week says
that new technology will play a substantial role in
mitigation of an adaptation to climate change, and I ask:
can the minister outline for the house what steps the
Brumby government has undertaken and is undertaking
to encourage Victorian innovation in energy
technologies to combat dangerous climate change?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Gembrook for
her question. On Monday I joined the Premier as he
announced the go-ahead for the Solar Systems and
TRUenergy partnership to build the world’s largest
solar power station, a power plant to be built in
north-western Victoria. This solar power station project,
which is worth some $420 million, will provide enough
power for 45 000 homes and is exactly the sort of
innovative technology that Professor Garnaut talks
about in his report.
It is worth asking the questions: how did this come
about, and why will it be located here in Victoria? It
was the Labor government here in Victoria that
contributed funding of some $50 million to this project
through our energy technology innovation strategy.
Indeed we have provided more than $180 million to a
range of projects which deliver innovation and are
designed to fast-track the move to a low carbon energy
sector. Indeed we have not only provided funding but
we have also provided the suitable investment climate
for Solar Systems to enter into this $290 million
partnership with TRUenergy to build the world’s
largest solar power plant.
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As well as direct funding, the Victorian government has
provided the Victorian renewal energy target (VRET),
the right regulatory framework, which has enabled this
scheme to be secured for Victoria. VRET has enabled
this investment to be brought forward. It is because of
the regulatory framework that this investment will be
made in clean energy.
You can read what the managing director of Solar
Systems has been quoted as saying in the Age. Mr Dave
Holland is reported as saying:
The VRET scheme — —

Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — I have been asked by the
Leader of the Opposition when he said it, and that is a
very impertinent question — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister knows
better than to respond to interjections. I ask the Leader
of the Opposition to cease interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — It was impertinent, but it is
more important. The quote is shown in the Age online
as being on 25 October 2006. Mr Holland has been a
strong and long supporter of VRET. Dave Holland said:
The VRET scheme is a key ingredient in the economics of the
project.

He then went on to say:
If VRET was to be shut down, we would have some serious
discussion with the government of the day.

You can see that Mr Holland has been a very strong
supporter right from the very beginning of the VRET
scheme. In fact — —
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The Leader of the
Opposition has just reminded me about this. It is
interesting to recall when the VRET bill was debated in
the house in 2006 who were those in this Parliament
who opposed this attempt to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and to support this regulatory framework that
would bring on clean energy technology such as that of
Solar Systems. Of course it was the opposition, led by
the member for Box Hill. They said that VRET would
be totally ineffective in reducing the level of
greenhouse gas emissions and that it would impose a
heavy cost burden on jobs and investment. Nothing
could be further from the truth. VRET has delivered
more than 1300 megawatts of confirmed wind, hydro
and solar projects here in Victoria. These will inject up
to $2.5 billion of new investment in the Victorian

433

economy, and they will create up to 2200 new jobs,
leading to more than 27 million tonnes of greenhouse
gas abatement by 2030. That is what VRET will do, not
only for the environment here in Victoria but also for
the economy.
Right from the very beginning it has been clear that the
Brumby government has put in place the right
framework. It has provided the most appropriate grants
and it has provided the most suitable economic and
commercial climate for the development of these sorts
of projects. That is why the Solar Systems project will
go ahead. It will go ahead with the support of the Rudd
government, it will go ahead with the support of the
Brumby government, but most importantly, it will go
ahead here in Victoria, despite the opposition from the
coalition. We certainly hope that those coalition
members in north-western Victoria stay away from this
project and do not oppose it, as they have opposed the
VRET scheme.

VicRoads: licensing database
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I ask: will the Premier advise
the house when he first became aware of a secret
April 2006 cabinet-in-confidence report entitled Review
of the Governance and Effectiveness of VicRoads?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think it has been a
longstanding practice in this place amongst Premiers
and ministers that one does not comment on cabinet
documents.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a question about when he became
aware of a document. He is required to answer the
question, not to run and hide!
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I think on re-reading the question the Leader
of the Opposition will realise that in fact what he has
tried to repeat is not actually the question he asked.
Mr Ryan — On a further point of order, Speaker,
accepting your ruling, of course, the question of
discussion of decisions taken by the cabinet, with
respect, quite rightly is not something that is ventilated
at large in the Parliament. That is the conclusion
reached by looking at the rulings from the Chair. This is
not a decision of the cabinet about which the Leader of
the Opposition has asked. He has simply asked about a
document. It is not a cabinet decision; he simply asked
about a document. In that regard, in my respectful
submission the Premier should answer.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier has completed his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.

Police: regional and rural Victoria
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and I ask:
can the minister advise the house how the Brumby
government is supporting the great work of police in
country Victoria in helping to bring down crime and
make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the member for
Geelong for his question. Certainly he will be aware
that during the term of the government the number of
police in his community has increased by 21 per cent,
and there has been a decrease — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — They have been out there on
the streets, decreasing crime in Geelong by 33 per cent.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the opposition, ,
particularly the member for Bass, to show some respect
for the Chair.
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across the state, of course, decrease by 23.5 per cent
during the term of the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon. As members are aware, there are
going to be more police over the life of the Labor
government so that by 2010 we will have an additional
1750 police.
In country Victoria we have built or rebuilt
117 stations — 117 out of 149 — and 78 per cent of the
new stations that have been built are in country
Victoria. That is because this is a government that
believes in country Victoria, a government that does not
just talk about it, a government that goes out there and
builds and delivers in country communities. Not only
does that increase the level of morale of police and of
local communities, but those great building projects
have also obviously stimulated local economies.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CAMERON — Places like Maryborough,
Nhill, Bendigo, Mildura, Tallangatta, Seymour, Mount
Hotham, Bairnsdale, Wangaratta, Latrobe — the list
goes on.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I obviously forgot the
member for Kew; I warn the member for Kew.
Mr CAMERON — Of course the police, when they
go out on the beat, give warnings to miscreants out on
the streets, and that has also been extremely effective in
country Victoria.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the members for
Warrandyte, Bass and Hastings.

During the last election we had a list of a further nine
police stations, with six of those in country Victoria.
Again, what we are seeing is a great commitment in
country Victoria. We have seen reductions in crime
around the state, including in country Victoria. In
Ballarat the number of police has increased by 35 per
cent and there has been a reduction in crime of 17.9 per
cent; in Central Goldfields there has been an increase of
23 per cent in the number of police and a reduction in
crime of 47 per cent; in Macedon Ranges, there are
19.5 per cent more police and crime is down 33 per
cent; in Benalla, there are 13.5 per cent more police and
crime is down 19.9 per cent; and not to forget the
electorate of the Independent member for East
Gippsland, where with a 9.6 per cent increase in police,
crime is down 23.1 per cent.

Mr CAMERON — That of course is part of the
allocation to Victoria Police of a record budget of
$1.6 billion. What we have done is build or rebuild over
140 stations across this great state. We have seen crime

The government thanks local police for the work they
do. The government stands behind them and joins the
community in congratulating them, because we know
the police in country Victoria are doing a great job.

Mr CAMERON — Good luck there, Speaker!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr CAMERON — The government and the
community congratulate Victoria Police on the work
that police do across country Victoria. Of course since
coming to office we have seen more police out there on
the beat in country Victoria, as part of the increase of
1400 police across this great state.
Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 27 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

435

VicRoads: licensing database

Automotive industry: government support

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the secret April
2006 cabinet-in-confidence report into VicRoads. I
further refer to a second document, being a secret
cabinet-in-confidence letter from Premier Bracks to the
former Minister for Transport dated 3 July 2006, which
responds, amongst other things, to the finding that there
is an ‘accountability gap in the use of VicRoads driver
licensing database in law enforcement’, and I ask: is it
not the fact that the government knew for 18 months
prior to the tabling of the Ombudsman’s report of
December 2007 about issues with the licensing
database and failed to disclose this information?

Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is to the Minister
for Small Business. Can the minister advise the house
what the Victorian government will do to support small
automotive supply businesses in this state, particularly
to overcome skill shortages, and inform the house of
the impact of any alternative policies?

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I indicated a few
moments ago, I do not intend to comment on cabinet
documents. That is a longstanding tradition and
precedent in this place and in other parliaments.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question and claiming there is a
longstanding position on not speaking about
cabinet-in-confidence documents. There is no such
position, and I invite you to ask him to return to
answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has just
commenced his answer. I am not prepared to uphold
the point of order at this time. The Premier, to continue.
Mr BRUMBY — These were matters, as I indicated
earlier, which were the subject of a detailed
Ombudsman’s report. I indicated at the time of that
report that they were serious conclusions and that they
would be implemented by the government to address
the matters raised by the Ombudsman. I believe that is
the appropriate course to take.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a question about documents not
from the Ombudsman but from the government. I invite
you to ask him to return to answering the question. If he
is only going to deal with the Ombudsman’s report,
then Victorians will be in the dark forever.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer, and there is no point of order.

Mr HELPER (Minister for Small Business) — I
thank the member for Lara for his question and for his
undoubted and undisputed commitment to the
automotive industry in his own electorate, in the region
and indeed across the state. I remind members of this
house of the importance of the automotive industry. It
employs about 35 000 people right across Victoria, not
only in the major manufacturers but also of course in
the supply chain to the automotive industry. It
contributes some $2.8 billion to the gross state product
of this state and is a keystone of manufacturing in
Victoria. I also point out the importance of the
automotive industry and particularly parts suppliers in
regional Victoria. We have Aunde Trim in Stawell,
FMP in Ballarat, Flexdrive Cables in New Gisborne,
AME Systems in Ararat, and of course the importance
the member for Lara’s own region of Geelong plays in
the automotive industry.
The member asked me what the state government is
able to do to work collaboratively with the automotive
industry to develop and support it. Late last year I met
with executives from Toyota to discuss issues about
supply chain improvements it was seeking to make its
business more effective and to improve the businesses
of suppliers to Toyota. It was a very constructive
conversation that resulted in a partnership between
Toyota and Department of Innovation, Industry and
Regional Development through the Office of Small
Business to put together a package which we call C21.
It is targeted at 50 component suppliers right across the
automotive industry. Obviously they are suppliers to
Toyota, but many of those businesses also supply to
other manufacturers.
We are putting in place a six-month program that will
improve the long-term performance and
competitiveness of the industry. We are putting in
place, for example, strategic diagnostic business
reviews; work force planning reviews — and that of
course goes to the core of the question the member for
Lara asked in terms of skills formation in the industry;
and automotive industry forums so that the supply
chain is better integrated with the operation of the
automotive manufacturers.
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The member for Lara asked me about alternative
policies, and I thank him very much for doing so. I
looked around the Web the other day and was
astounded to come across the Institute of Public Affairs
website, which listed a number of press releases. I point
out to the house that the chairman of the Institute of
Public Affairs is none other than Alan Stockdale, a
former Treasurer, whom I congratulate on being
recently appointed as the federal president-elect of the
Liberal Party. I therefore presume there are quite close
linkages between the thought processes that go on in
the Liberal Party and Alan Stockdale.
The headline I refer to reads ‘Sector-specific policies a
brackish solution to car industry’s woes’. Members of
this house would of course be aware of the difficult and
challenging times that the automotive industry is going
through. The Institute of Public Affairs headed by Alan
Stockdale talks of sector-specific policies and a
brackish solution to car industry woes. I would view the
article that followed as extreme flat-earth economics —
a hands-off approach and damn the consequences.
I remind members of the importance of the automotive
industry, particularly to regional Victoria, that I
outlined before. I remind members that the previous
time there was a coalition here in Victoria, none other
than Alan Stockdale was Treasurer. Since that coalition
on the conservative side dissolved itself— —
The SPEAKER — Order! The question clearly
asked for the minister to canvass alternative views.
While he does so in relation to the Institute of Public
Affairs, I will allow him to be heard. I suggest though
that he not take the opportunity of question time to
attack the opposition.
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the thought process that The Nationals are signing up
to, The Nationals leader, the Julian McGauran — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will hear the minister
no longer.

VicRoads: licensing database
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
secret 2006 cabinet-in-confidence report into VicRoads.
I further refer to a third document, being a 27 July 2006
secret cabinet-in-confidence ministerial briefing paper
detailing the government’s response and noting that the
government would not implement the
recommendations to remedy integrity problems with
the VicRoads licensing database. I ask: why did the
government fail to implement these crucial
recommendations further exposing Victorians to
organised crime and identity fraud?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I repeat that the
institutional body which is charged with oversighting
public administration in this state is the Ombudsman,
and the Ombudsman reviewed all of these matters. I
have confirmed to the house on a number of occasions
that the recommendations were strong and clear. They
were recommendations of concern to the government,
and I indicated at the time of the Ombudsman’s report
that the government would implement the
recommendations as a matter of urgency.

Mr HELPER — I am happy to follow your
guidance, Speaker.

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. The question is
directed to the fact of the government having prior
knowledge before the Ombudsman’s report was tabled
about the issues upon which that report reflected. That
is the point of the question, and I ask you to have the
Premier answer it.

Here we have the Institute of Public Affairs’ extreme
flat-earth economists, part of the brains trust of the
conservative side of politics, particularly the Liberal
Party, developing such great lines as ‘Sector-specific
policies a brackish solution to car industry woes’!

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals is aware of standing orders, and he is aware
that answers must be succinct, factual and relevant. I
believe the Premier is being relevant to the question,
and I will continue to hear him.

If I can draw my response to a conclusion, it is these
thought processes and ideas of flat-earth economics that
I want to draw attention to. As I said, the last time Alan
Stockdale was in a position of public authority was
when there was a coalition — —

Mr Baillieu — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier’s answer referred to the Ombudsman’s report.
The question did not refer to the Ombudsman’s report;
the question referred to government-commissioned
reports.

The SPEAKER — Order! I believe I heard the
minister say that he was concluding his answer.
Mr HELPER — At a time when we see a
re-emerging coalition, it is quite interesting to note that

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the
opposition that the respect of this house was shown to
the Leader of the Opposition while he made his point of
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order and also to the Leader of The Nationals. The
same respect will be shown to the Deputy Premier.
Mr Hulls — On the point of order, the Speaker has
already ruled that the Premier is being relevant to the
question. A point of order is not the time to simply be
repeating the question. The Speaker has ruled that the
Premier is indeed being relevant, and I suggest that the
point of order made by the Leader of the Opposition is
absolutely out of order.
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I was also asked to comment on the other kind of policy
approaches that have been taken in the history of our
state. It is no secret that the previous coalition
government, the partnership between the Liberals and
The Nationals, had a history of decimation when it
came to our education system.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled that the
Premier is being relevant to the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! I will pre-empt the
Leader of The Nationals point of order. The minister is
debating the question, and I bring her back to
answering the question without debate.

Mr BRUMBY — As I indicated, the government
and the Parliament received the Ombudsman’s report,
and as I also indicated, it will be implemented.

Ms PIKE — It is uncomfortable for people to be
reminded about 300 schools being closed, many of
them in country Victoria, 9000 teachers — —

Schools: funding
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Minister for Education. Can the minister advise the
house how the Brumby government is delivering
Victoria’s education infrastructure and how these
innovative policies compare with those of other
governments?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Yuroke for her question. The Brumby
government is making unprecedented investments in
our schools and in our education system as a whole. We
are creating modern, innovative teaching spaces and
facilities that genuinely reflect the high-quality learning
practices that are now taking place in Victorian schools.
It is well known that since 1999 we have invested
$2.3 billion in school capital works, and over the next
four years we will be investing a further $1.9 billion
through the Victorian schools plan to rebuild, renovate
or extend an additional 500 government schools. The
2007–08 budget saw $555 million allocated to begin
these works on 131 schools.
I was pleased to announce last week that a brand new
government school will be built at Craigieburn West,
giving the local students there access to high-quality
education. This school is one of a number the
government is building to provide state-of-the-art
education facilities for the growing number of families
moving into the Hume region. We have announced that
a successful private sector consortium will design, build
and manage these facilities. There will be 11 schools
overall. These new arrangements will deliver modern
schools in our growing suburbs and will allow their
principals to concentrate on the great educational
programs that are taking place in these schools.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
debate the question.
Ms PIKE — We have chosen to embark on this
policy because we know that it is only this kind of
investment in the infrastructure of our public education
system and of course the investment in additional
teachers — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Ms PIKE — I think it was 9000 you sacked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister!
Ms PIKE — The investment in additional teachers
will be the building plank for a robust public education
system. That is our commitment, that is our legacy and
that is what we intend to continue to do in the future.
Let us hope that we do not see a return to a scenario
where under a coalition there is further denigration of
the public education system in our community.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice has expired.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask you
to provide guidance and a ruling in relation to the issue
of the propriety of discussing in question time cabinet
decisions on the one hand as opposed to documents
which have been before cabinet. The matter I put to you
is on the basis that if you go to page 82 of Rulings from
the Chair 1920–2004 under the heading ‘Quoting
cabinet decisions’ and subheading ‘Decisions are
confidential’, you find that it states:
Down the centuries it has always been understood that
quotations of decisions of cabinet are not lightly ventilated in
public.
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That is different from the position which was put during
question time today, when three documents were
produced in relation to which a series of questions were
founded for consideration by the Premier, which the
Premier in turn refused to answer, hiding behind the
cloak of a cabinet decision as opposed to documents
produced for cabinet’s consideration. I ask you to rule
as to what is the appropriate propriety in the matter for
the guidance of the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will come back to the
chamber with a ruling.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Reporting dates
Debate resumed.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
motion, particularly part (2), which deals with the
extension of time for the committee to report on small
and medium businesses and their corporate social
responsibilities. This is important work. Country
Victoria is changing and family businesses are
changing. We have a more corporate country Victoria.
Our communities need involvement, and for small and
medium businesses this could be a marketing advantage
and improve their prestige in country areas. Good
corporate citizenship is as important as volunteerism in
country areas. I therefore support the motion to allow
this committee to continue its work and come up with a
comprehensive report.
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(ii) the types of information that will provide the
greatest potential benefit;
(b) consider whether use of open-source licensing
models, including Creative Commons, would
enhance the discovery, access and use of
government information;
(c) report on the use of information and
communication technology to support discovery,
access and use of government information; and
(d) identify likely risks, impediments and restrictions
to open-source licensing of government
information, including impacts on and implications
for any existing cost recovery arrangements.

(2) to the Family and Community Development
Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 30 June 2009 on the provision of supported
accommodation for Victorians with a disability and/or
mental illness and, in particular, the committee is asked
to report on the current situation in Victoria and compare
it to best practice in other jurisdictions regarding:
(a) the standard and range of accommodation currently
available;
(b) the extent of accommodation and services currently
available, including the different models for service
delivery and funding;
(c) the methods for measuring unmet demand for
accommodation and how these can be improved;
(d) the process for managing service quality;
(e) availability of sufficient accommodation to meet
future demand with an appropriate range of
services;
(f)

Motion agreed to.

Inquiry references
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
That under s 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003
the following matters be referred to the joint investigatory
committees specified:
(1) to the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 30 June 2009 on the potential application of
open source licensing to Victorian government
information and, in particular, the committee is asked to:
(a) report on the potential economic benefits and costs
to Victoria of maximising access to and use of
government information for commercial and/or
non-commercial purposes, including consideration
of:
(i)

public policy developments elsewhere in
Australia and internationally; and

access and service issues for particular groups,
including rural communities, culturally and
linguistically diverse communities and indigenous
Australians; and

(g) the impact on families of the current service
provision of accommodation; and
for the purpose of this inquiry ‘supported
accommodation’ means public and private
accommodation provided for people with a disability or
mental illness who need additional support services but
excludes mental health treatment services (SEC, PARC)
and the disability forensic program (SFS).

I am very pleased to move this motion and speak in
support of it. The one that is before you and the one that
I will particularly focus on is the reference to the
Family and Community Development Committee to
inquire into the provision of supported accommodation
for Victorians with a disability or mental illness. This is
an issue that touches many families and people with a
disability and people living with a mental illness.
Because this issue is so critical I am hopeful that this
motion will receive bipartisan support. It is a critical
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obligation of government and a basic expectation of it
that it will ensure that all Victorians have a decent place
to live.

providers to institute and operate a system to receive
and resolve complaints with annual reporting to the
disability services commissioner.

The legacy of the Howard government is a
high-inflation economy with historic lows for housing
affordability. That has magnified the accommodation
challenge facing all Victorians but particularly
vulnerable Victorians, who might have a mental illness
or disability and need high levels of care. The Brumby
government believes that all Victorians deserve a
decent place to live. That is why, since coming to office
in 1999, we have a proud record of achievement in
advancing the rights of people with a disability, in
particular those living in supported accommodation,
both congregate care and group homes. We have done
that because when we came to government we faced a
sector that was totally neglected and starved of funds by
the Kennett coalition government. The sector, like
much of Victoria, had suffered under the unfair and
heartless efficiency drives of the coalition.

We have established the Office for Disability and the
Victorian Disability Advisory Council, which is well
led by Rhonda Galbally. In fact I was very pleased to
welcome them here today in the Parliament and to meet
with and to talk to them about the issues of participation
and social inclusion for people with a disability. Both
the council and the Office for Disability are really
focused on improving access and participation of
people with a disability. They are working hard across a
range of issues to promote the rights of people with a
disability. The Disability Act also creates the position
of a senior practitioner who is responsible for protecting
the rights of people who are subject to restrictive
interventions and compulsory treatment, and ensuring
that appropriate standards in relation to restrictive
interventions and compulsory treatment are complied
with. This role has extensive powers to set standards
and guidelines and to monitor daily disability service
providers.

In contrast to the heartless approach of the former
coalition government, Labor has acted with the
conviction and belief that people with a disability or a
mental illness should have the same rights,
responsibilities and opportunities to participate in the
community as other citizens. That starts with the basic
need of housing and an acknowledgement that those
Victorians living with disadvantage deserve a helping
hand from government. Unlike those opposite, we
therefore understand that strategic and coordinated
whole-of-government and whole-of-community
approaches will realise the most gain.
I want to address the needs of people with a mental
illness in my comments today, but first I will speak
about Victorians living with a disability. It is our
government that has laid the foundation for promoting
inclusion and participation for people with a disability
across all areas of life, including health, housing and
community services, recreation, education,
employment, transport, housing and disability support.
I am very proud to stand here today and say that it was
this government that recognised the need to reform the
laws for people with a disability. Victorians now enjoy
the benefit of a current and relevant Disability Act that
is based on the principles of human rights. The act
reflects the goals stated in the Victorian State Disability
Plan 2002–2012, through focusing on a
whole-of-government, whole-of-community approach
to supporting people with a disability. For the first time
Victoria now has a disability services commissioner
whose role is modelled on the role of the health services
commissioner. This requires all disability service

This is because the Brumby government believes in
open and transparent reporting to ensure systems are
working for Victorians, while also providing
independent monitoring to protect people’s rights. Of
course for some people with a disability, the support
provided by family, friends and others on an informal
basis will be enough. Others may need funded support
that can be provided through local government and the
home and community care programs. Yet others may
be eligible for funded disability support provided
through disability services within the Department of
Human Services.
It is important that we have a system which caters to the
varying needs of people with complex conditions, and
which listens to people with a disability and also their
families, ensuring they have a real choice. There is no
one-size-fits-all approach. As a result of our
consultation and discussions we are providing people
with a choice of a range of accommodation linked to
funded support. Currently we provide some
8000 people with individual packages of support in
varying accommodation models, including public
housing for people on low incomes; private rental
housing; community managed housing through
affordable housing associations or the Disability
Housing Trust, which I will come back to later;
community housing which may be in self-contained or
shared accommodation; and supported residential
services which are private businesses that provide
accommodation and personal care for people who can
no longer live independently at home.
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A further significant option for people needing 24-hour
support is group home shared supported
accommodation or community residential units, usually
providing for four to six residents with support by staff
day and night. The Brumby government proudly funds
914 community residential units across the state
supporting 4650 residents. That is a significant number
of Victorians receiving help from the Brumby
government.
Of course it is not only the quantity of accommodation
that is important but also its quality. We are continuing
to maintain and improve the standard of housing with
our commitment of $55.5 million for the strategic
refurbishment and replacement program to upgrade and
replace existing government-owned shared supported
accommodation. Our most recent budget commitment
will deliver 51 replacement properties and 9 major
refurbishments. Already 33 new houses have been
completed, and the remaining 27 projects will be
completed this year. This is a demonstration that we
have been active in upgrading and modernising
supported accommodation facilities right across
Victoria and not leaving them to decay.
Members would be aware of our flagship project at
Kew where $86.5 million has been provided to
redevelop Kew residential services. To date over
360 people have moved out from the Kew Residential
Services, an outdated congregate care facility, and they
have moved into 73 purpose-built homes in suburbs
across the state where they can share the ordinary
experiences of local communities. Also a new
residential suburb is being developed on the Kew
Residential Services site which will contain
20 community houses for the remaining Kew
Residential Services residents.
This is a positive project, a project that was the result of
advocacy from those with a disability. It is a
progressive step in disability accommodation and a
terrific community achievement as well. But of course
there is more to be done, because we know it is hard for
families and for people living with a disability or a
mental illness and we have an obligation to help. That
is why we have referred this issue to the Family and
Community Development Committee. We want the
best possible advice on what works well for families
and people with a disability or a mental illness and to
look at opportunities to better meet their needs into the
future. The government is committed to reviewing the
accommodation needs of people with a disability living
in congregate care, using a process to identify residents’
support needs, interests and broad preferences for future
accommodation and support.
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Currently we are undertaking significant work at
Colanda, a congregate care facility at Colac. Unlike the
previous government, which was secretive and failed to
consult, we want to involve people in decisions that
affect them, which is why our consultation involves
residents, families, staff, local community and key
stakeholders in determining the best accommodation
options available for residents living at Colanda. I had
the privilege of recently visiting Colanda and meeting
with its residents, families and staff to discuss their
needs. I committed to continue to consult and work
with them to ensure that we achieve the best interests
for the residents who have called Colanda home.
Our government has also assisted the Oakleigh Centre,
the MS Society and Willara to redevelop their
supported housing from old and outdated large-scale
facilities to new homes. In addition, smaller grants
amounting to almost $10 million have been provided
across the community sector for equipment and
building upgrades. I know those accommodation
improvements make a difference to the daily lives of
those with a disability. I know because I can see it when
I meet with people with a disability living in their
homes; I see the difference that it makes.
The government has also focused on those people with
a disability who have unique or complex needs. Our
government, in responding to that challenge, has, for
example, established a new ventilator accommodation
service. It is a terrific modern facility which provides
respite for 10 people at a time and long-term
accommodation for 10 people who cannot live without
a ventilator. This project has had a particularly
profound impact on the lives of some residents. Some
of the residents were previously at Fairfield hospital.
One, for example, had lived in the hospital ward for
60 years prior to moving to the new service in 2007.
We can only imagine the positive impact on that person
and their family of having brand-new accommodation
which was custom designed to suit their life.
We have also established a new service for young
people with a disability which will enable them to leave
residential aged care services. It is a $60 million joint
initiative with the commonwealth government over the
next five years. One hundred and forty under-50s who
live in residential aged care have participated in
individual planning and assessment that has identified
their preference to either move from residential aged
care into alternative living options or remain in
residential aged care with enhanced disability supports.
Approximately 70 per cent of participants have
expressed a preference to move into alternative living
options.
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New services are being established to provide more
suitable options for those who seek alternative living
options. These services will integrate the disability
principles of an individualised approach,
age-appropriate lifestyle and community inclusion with
an equally important focus on clinical care and
rehabilitation needs. There are currently five new
services being developed which will provide places for
34 people to move into. We expect the first to open this
month, allowing six people with acquired brain injury
to move out of aged care. Importantly, more services
are planned as part of the next phase of service
development.
This government is also proud of the Disability
Housing Trust. It is a government initiative which
delivers on an election commitment, a commitment
which we know will make a difference to Victorians
with a disability and their families. The housing trust is
a non-government charitable trust that has been
established to promote and develop new housing
options and encourage new investment in housing for
people with a disability. We know there is money out
there to be leveraged, more investment that can be
made in disability accommodation, and we are chasing
it. The trust is working in partnership with people with
a disability and their families, housing providers and
support services, and other interested parties to create
new homes for people with a disability and to plan for
the development of sustainable housing for future
generations. This is partnership and collaboration which
was never possible under the previous government.
We know that parents of children with a disability are
concerned about what will happen to their children
when the parents die. We know that the trust is already
making a difference and will continue to do so. The
government has invested $10 million in the trust to
develop new housing opportunities for people with
disabilities. So far it has been successful in attracting
additional capital from a range of sources and in
delivering a range of innovative housing for people
with a disability.
On another front, my honourable colleague the Minister
for Housing is furthering our work with housing
associations, which are developing projects in
partnership with community service organisations to
increase suitable housing options for people with a
disability. A number of rental agencies have been
established as housing associations or housing
providers under our government’s strategy for growth
in housing for low-income Victorians. The strategy
emphasises the forming of strong partnerships between
the housing associations and local government, private
industry, charitable organisations and community
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service organisations to fund affordable housing.
Working together is the difference. Disability services,
in conjunction with the broader housing sector, is
working to expand the range and number of
accommodation options available for people with
disabilities. This theme of collaboration and innovation
underpins our work in this area.
The accommodation innovation grants scheme is an
example of innovation at work. More than 140 people
with a disability across Victoria are being assisted to
find and make a success of living in accommodation of
their choice as a result of an initial allocation of money.
These grants have enabled 14 organisations to provide
long-term and sustainable accommodation support to
people with a disability as a positive alternative to the
traditional shared supported accommodation model.
The support people will receive under the grants is in
addition to any other supports that they may need as a
result of their disability, such as through HomeFirst or
Support and Choice. Grant projects cover both
metropolitan and rural regions, because, unlike the
coalition, we govern for the whole of the state, and
disability does not discriminate based on geography.
We expect people with disabilities to receive
high-quality services, because I know from speaking to
families that it is not just engagement with services that
makes a difference but also the quality of the services
that are provided. In response we have initiated the
traineeship program for shared supported
accommodation staff to qualify in certificate IV in
disability work. Since the program’s inception in 2002
approximately 1800 staff have undertaken traineeships,
and 270 staff have either commenced or completed the
above qualification as trainees in the past 12 months.
We know that high-calibre staff are the backbone of the
sector and are invaluable to people with a mental illness
or disability. I have met many dedicated and
professional staff in my travels around the state. My
department is actively involved in ensuring the
redeveloped community service training package meets
the current and future needs of the workforce. We are
also developing a leadership learning needs analysis
tool that identifies desirable behaviours and skills in the
context of day-to-day leadership and management.
Importantly, since 2005 approximately 90 per cent of
all disability middle and senior-level management staff
have undertaken management training.
We have also introduced minimum qualifications for
staff in government services and have achieved over
90 per cent success, and we will continue to develop
our workforce capacity. This is in stark contrast to the
Kennett government, which stripped the training budget
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and introduced untrained workers to provide vital
services for people with a disability. This was a blatant
cost-cutting exercise with no concern for the quality of
care being provided to those who rely on assistance and
support for their daily living and quality of life.

continue the initiative for older people caring for
someone with a disability, and $15 million for the
second stage of the Brumby government’s program to
refurbish or replace non-government sector managed
community residential units and equipment.

We have also invested significantly to introduce active
support to CRUs (community residential units) across
Victoria. Active support provides a different approach
to working with CRU residents and encourages the
choice and participation of residents in all aspects of
their daily living.

Of course we know that goes some way to meeting
demand but demand continues to increase. I know from
my meetings with disability advocates, families and
carers that demand for disability services is strong and
continues to grow. That is a challenge the committee
will have to consider.

There are a range of other practical steps under way to
improve service quality. The revision of the Residential
Services Practice Manual includes significant practice
improvements around issues like medications and
monitoring change in health status. Our Promoting
Better Practice in Shared Supported Accommodation
initiative aims to strengthen the capacity of the
Department of Human Services to anticipate and
respond to critical incidents.

Our task in assessing demand is made easier by the fact
that this government introduced in Victoria a disability
support register (DSR), something that had never been
done previously in this state. The disability support
register records requests for accommodation, amongst
other support requests. The DSR provides a clear and
accurate picture of the support that is currently required,
so that when resources become available they can be
allocated in a fair and efficient manner. Victoria is one
of the few jurisdictions that maintains such a register to
help planning and service provision. The number of
people recorded on the DSR has been relatively stable
over recent times, but we know we need to do more to
assist people on the register, and I will value the advice
of the committee on these matters.

We also have a nutrition and swallowing risk screening
tool which has now been operating for over 12 months.
Our weight monitor project has been implemented for
approximately 12 months in department-managed
shared supported accommodation. Our quality
framework also focuses on individual outcomes as an
explicit focus and reinforces systems and outcomes
quality management.
Despite these initiatives we know there is more to be
done. And I reiterate that that is why we are asking the
Family and Community Development Committee to
undertake this important reference. It is appropriate for
us to acknowledge the tremendous improvement that
has been achieved to date but also to consider how our
investment can be strengthened. Overall, since coming
to office, this government has increased its investment
in disability services, including supported
accommodation, by 87 per cent. Again this is in stark
contrast to the Kennett government, which imposed a
10 per cent across-the-board funding cut to community
services when elected to government.
The current disability services budget provides
$525 million for residential accommodation support. In
2007, to continue to meet what we know is increasing
demand, we funded a range of other disability
initiatives. There is $70 million over four years for a
range of flexible personal accommodation and support
packages for 1300 people with a disability, $10 million
to develop additional supported accommodation models
for up to 75 people who need support, $13 million to
expand respite services and an additional $16 million to

For some people with a disability, whether they are on
the register or not, sometimes alternative
accommodation is not the need; it is support to remain
living at home. Our government provides a range of
programs to support people to live in their local
communities in the way that they choose. HomeFirst,
for example, assists people to continue living in the
community by providing them with a range of supports
so that they can maintain their independence, keep
living in their own homes, move to more independent
living arrangements, learn new skills, and participate
more fully in their local community.
I should also mention at this point the valuable role that
is played by carers. I am sure many members of this
house have met some very passionate and committed
people who have dedicated their lives to supporting
people to live as independently as possible. They are
very inspirational people. The Brumby government
acknowledges the important role that carers play. Most
carers of people with a disability are unpaid family
members. Some recent research published in a report
by Deakin University, The Wellbeing of Australians —
Carer Health and Wellbeing, that was released last
year, found that carers had the lowest collective
wellbeing of any group previously researched. Carers
are more likely to experience chronic pain and other
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medical or psychological issues than any other group in
our society.
As Minister for Mental Health and Minister for
Community Services, I am of course concerned about
those statistics. In May 2005 a bilateral funding
agreement was reached with the commonwealth,
providing an additional $17.4 million over four years
for respite support to ageing carers of a person with a
disability. This funding is targeted to support carers
over the age of 45 years, in the case of indigenous
carers, and 65 years for others and is providing an
expanded range of respite opportunities.
The commonwealth has recently announced some
additional respite funding for older carers through its
disability assistance package. I know that respite is a
lifeline for many carers and that they could not live
without it. We are increasing the number of respite
episodes in Victoria by 350, which will be in addition
to the 20 000 episodes of respite already available. We
are developing a carers reward card and a carers charter
and providing funding of $4 million over four years for
education, training and advocacy programs through
Carers Victoria.
Our particular focus this year is on supporting the
families of young people with high and complex needs.
That can mean in-home support, overnight breaks and
other flexible respite services.
The message that we have heard from our community
and people with a disability and their families and
carers is that we need to be able to provide a range of
services and supports to meet their needs — whether it
is acknowledging the role that carers play through the
carers reward card or the provision of respite or further
information and advice through things like the
centralised respite accommodation service. We have
heard this message because this government has been
committed to listening to the voice of people with a
disability through advocacy services, and this
government has provided additional services and
funding to advocacy support right across Victoria.
Unfortunately, under the previous government,
advocacy services in this state were defunded, so the
voices of people with a disability — those from an
Aboriginal background, those from a migrant
background, and young people with a disability —
were unable to be heard in this state. This had a
devastating effect on people with a disability and on the
families involved. Ten years on, the memory and the
hurt does linger; people remember just how callous and
harsh those times were.
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We continue to support people with a disability in all
their needs, whether it is through accommodation
services or day programs. For example, we provide
over 8000 people with access to day programs in this
state to help them build their independence and their
participation. We continue to invest in aids and
equipment to help people live independently in their
homes and get around if they need a vehicle modified.
That is why we have respite for 14 000 families.
I might add that, similarly, in the area of mental health,
this government has invested significantly in improving
the outcomes for people with a mental illness. We have
invested in treatment and care services, increasing
funding by over 80 per cent and treating more patients
each year. But we know that meeting the
accommodation needs of people with a mental illness is
absolutely crucial in assisting their recovery. That is
why we are also focusing the proposed inquiry on the
accommodation options for people with a mental
illness. That is why we continue to explore and expand
the range of accommodation and support options that
are available for people with a mental illness who have
ongoing support needs and limited outcomes.
We have invested in programs such as the Rooming
House Plus program, the Mental Health Pathways
program and the Integrated Rehabilitation and
Recovery Care program, which are all about providing
appropriate supports and care for people as they move
out of inpatient and treatment care options that are
currently available in Victoria. We know these are
important programs for people with a mental illness,
and we will appreciate further advice from the
committee on ways in which we can further meet the
needs of people with a mental illness and assist them in
their recovery following treatment in our service system
in Victoria.
The Brumby government has also invested significantly
in supporting another important component of our
service system, the supported residential service
system, which is currently providing over 6500 beds
here in Victoria. This program, the SAVVI (supporting
accommodation for vulnerable Victorians initiative)
program, will assist in ensuring viability but also
improving the care of people who are living in this
form of accommodation — people with a disability and
people with a mental health condition.
We are also proud supporters of the community visitors
program, which provides valuable advice to us and I am
sure will provide incredible advice to the committee as
it undertakes its work to look at new ways in which this
government can continue to meet the needs of people in
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our community who have a disability and people with a
mental illness.
We have a record to be proud of and we are very keen
for this motion to have bipartisan support so that we can
continue to ensure that the investments we are making
are targeted in the right way to assist people with a
disability.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Doncaster, I would like to inform members
that there are only two functioning microphones on the
opposition side of the table.
An honourable member — Two too many!
The SPEAKER — Order!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — It gives me
pleasure to talk to the motion for a reference to the
Family and Community Development Committee in
relation to supported accommodation.
What I want to do is expose this motion for what it
really is. This is a reflection of a government on the run.
For eight years the government has had responsibility
for these services. For eight years we have seen bits and
pieces of policies — an idea here, an idea there —
while a crisis is brewing. The problem is that while you
might be taking small initiatives here and there, the
overall system is failing. There is a failure in the system
which needs to be looked at, and we have to look at the
bigger picture. The minister talks about her increase in
funding. It is true that there is an 87 per cent increase in
funding, but the reality is that this government
measures by the dollars put in and not the impacts and
outcomes that result.
What we see are failures in the system across the board.
I do not care how much money this government has put
in if the services are still failing as a result. It is not
about the money that goes in; it is about the outcomes
for people who are vulnerable in Victoria, it is about
their ability to access services and accommodation, and
it is about their ability to get care. We can talk about
increases in funding and we can talk about dollars put
into policies.
Mr Nardella — You don’t care!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I care because we are not
getting the outcomes for people with disabilities and
mental illness. What we are seeing is this motion,
which is a knee-jerk reaction. They are diminished
terms of reference for a committee in relation to an
initiative of the Liberal Party and the coalition. Last
sitting week the coalition said it is time — time to get
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over this policy initiative and this narrow process and
approach that the government has been taking, and time
to act in a comprehensive way in Victoria’s supported
accommodation crisis. We gave notice of motion in the
Legislative Council for the Family and Community
Development Committee to inquire into the state of
supported accommodation for Victorians with a mental
illness and/or disability and to chart a new course.
We wanted Labor on board so that a bipartisan
consensus could be formed in order to effect lasting
structural change to our broken supported
accommodation system. It is very good to hear this long
list, as I said, but the reality is that the system overall is
failing. Here we are today. We know Labor is running
scared and must play partisan politics even when it
comes to some of the most vulnerable members of our
community, and in order to nobble the comprehensive
review we had already put forward, it has put on the
table its own watered-down proposal. After eight years
of inaction, Labor has scampered to institute the
limited, narrow review that we are debating today.
Victoria’s accommodation crisis is well documented, as
is the need for significant change. People with a
disability wait on average over four years to get access
to a place in a CRU (community residential unit). The
minister talked about the $55 million refurbishment
program, which is admirable and very important, but
the reality is that the government has no commitment to
additional CRUs and no new facilities are being
built — and that is from the departmental official who
leads this area. The department says that there is no
commitment to additional facilities and that we are only
doing up the ones that we already have.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask for some
cooperation from the member for Melton.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — For Victorians with a
mental illness, 46 per cent of hospital beds are blocked
due to lack of downstream accommodation options.
Then, once finally out of hospital, 65 per cent of people
in secure extended care units and 30 per cent of people
in community care units stay for over 300 days, as care
options in the community are all but nonexistent. They
are numbers from the government’s own reporting and
reviews. The consequences of this crisis are dire.
Because of the lack of accommodation options, the
independent accommodation watchdogs, the
community visitors, say there are increasing numbers of
young people with an intellectual disability or mental
illness languishing in low-care facilities meant for frail
elderly residents. The community visitors say this
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situation has led to incidents, including threats with
knives, assaults and even the death of several residents.
Vulnerable Victorians deserve top-quality care, and
they deserve nothing but support from their elected
representatives. They should not be blown around by
the ill and unpredictable wind of these partisan politics
that the Labor Party is playing today.
I wrote to every single upper house member requesting
a bipartisan consensus on the motion that we had tabled
in the upper house, and I personally raised the review
with the minister. However, the government, rather
than taking the opposition’s invitation to join it, is
seeking to subvert our process with its own process —
a watered-down, limited process — and in that process
it is duping vulnerable Victorians. This half-baked
counterproposal is quite transparently a venture in
self-interest.
The review we propose through our amendment will be
thorough and will take a holistic look at our system of
supported accommodation. It will include not only
specialised mental health and disability supported
accommodation, but it will also look into low-care
facilities that our community visitors have identified as
being so problematic. The review will chart a new way
forward. In moving the amendment I am about to talk
to, we will replace Labor’s wording with words
consistent with the motion tabled in the upper house
two weeks ago. Therefore, I move:
That all the words after ‘Family and Community
Development Committee — ’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words:
‘for inquiry, consideration and report no later than
30 June 2009 on the state government’s provision of
supported accommodation for Victorians with a
disability and/or mental illness with regard to:
(1) the description of current government-funded
supported accommodation, including the number
and location of places, occupancy, staffing,
demand management, methods of funding and
oversight;
(2) the adequacy of the current number of places and
care provided in community residential units,
residential institutions, community care units,
secure extended care units, prevention and
recovery care facilities and other forms of
supported accommodation;
(3) the adequacy and appropriateness of care and
accommodation provided in various government,
private and community facilities that accommodate
clients with a disability or mental illness because of
insufficient places in the specialist system, and
including, in particular, supported residential
services, boarding houses, public hospitals, nursing
homes and SAAP-funded services;
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(4) the impact on Victorian families of insufficient
supported accommodation;
(5) estimates of future supported accommodation
needs and the appropriateness and transparency of
the government’s management of demand and
placement;
(6) the government’s response to unmet
accommodation needs, including sources of
funding, planning and delivery;
(7) the ability of country Victorians to access
supported accommodation and the appropriateness
and quality of care they receive;
(8) the ability of members of culturally and
linguistically diverse communities to access
supported accommodation and the appropriateness
and quality of care they receive;
(9) the appropriateness of the current mix of service
providers, including government, private and
community; and
(10) alternate approaches to addressing unmet needs for
supported accommodation in Victoria’.

Let us have a look at the details of that proposed
amendment. The key difference is in scope. We want,
the sector wants and Victorians with a mental illness or
disability and their families want a wide-ranging
comprehensive review. However, Labor’s terms of
reference will strip the committee of the ability to take
this big-picture approach. They are, instead, focused on
bureaucratic processes and procedures. Importantly, we
want to give voice to Victorian families on these issues,
and we want the massive impact of unpaid caring and
years spent on seemingly endless waiting lists to be laid
bare.
I am pleased that Labor’s tabled motion has ultimately
included the ability of families to put their case forward
to this review, but we think it is absolutely critical that
the questions we will be asking will allow a broader
ranging and comprehensive review in terms of that
issue. The opposition’s suggested terms of reference
through the amendment will require the committee to
quantify the levels of unmet need. Labor is only
concerned with methods for measuring that unmet
need. Under the coalition’s plan, key accommodation
discharge options from acute care for people with a
mental illness will also be on the table. Labor proposes
the exclusion of secure extended care units — where up
to 65 per cent of clients languish for over 300 days —
and prevention and recovery care facilities.
The latter is a very important emerging step-up,
step-down mechanism in and out of hospital, but it only
scratches the surface in terms of need. The coalition
proposal will also take into account non-specialist
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forms of accommodation like supported residential
services, boarding houses and services funded by
SAAP (supported accommodation assistance program).
These facilities often house clients with a mental illness
and/or disability because of the shortages in the
specialist system, and they have been of particular
concern to the community visitors. Labor’s plan to
remove the committee’s ability to look into these
services, which have become a dumping ground
because of the failure of Labor’s supported
accommodation system, will remove a whole element
of the review that needs to be looked at for a
comprehensive review of the accommodation options
and the impact of the failures and the unmet need.
Under the coalition’s plan the committee will be able to
scrutinise Labor’s response to the accommodation
crisis. Not surprisingly, the government scrapped this
provision. I will tell members what it does by way of an
example. We had a question in relation to the waiting
time to access community residential units; 218 weeks
was the response. The next time we asked that question,
six months later, not surprisingly the data was no longer
collected because the definition had been changed. The
minister talked about open and transparent reporting. It
is so open and transparent that the government changes
the definition every time it gets a number it does not
like. Parents and families cannot access the system.
They cannot understand the system, and they find the
system completely non-transparent to their needs as
they try to access the services.
An important factor that has been identified by the
sector is the appropriateness of the mix between
government and non-government service providers,
especially as the government is the regulator as well as
the provider. But Labor has neutered the committee’s
capacity to investigate this also.
Finally, and very importantly, the coalition’s terms of
reference oblige the committee to spend substantial
time looking into alternative models. We need new
ideas, new approaches and we need to chart a new way
forward. Labor’s proposal merely looks at practices in
other jurisdictions. I presume that is so we can
perpetuate other failed systems in our own system. We
need new ideas and new ways of thinking about how to
solve these issues.
Labor had a simple choice in the interests of vulnerable
Victorians — and also in its own interest — between
revealing the current state of affairs or hiding the
ineptitude of the system it has presided over for the last
eight years. With this motion, it has chosen the latter.
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In terms of the impact that I talked about earlier, our
amendment uses words like ‘appropriateness’,
‘adequacy’, ‘transparency’ and ‘impact on families’,
but in Labor’s proposals these are replaced with
bureaucratic weasel words like ‘process’, ‘method’ and
‘extent’. If the Labor motion is successful, the
committee will be bogged down more in the minutiae
of departmental process than really examining the
impact of these processes on families out in our
community.
What Labor does not seem to understand is that for
every one of the 1368 people languishing on the official
waiting list for disability accommodation — and that
does not include the thousands who cannot even access
the list, despite their wish to, and also for those with
mental illness in a similar position — there is a real
family, just like mine and just like yours, Acting
Speaker, who waiting on that list for care and
accommodation. For every one of the people on that list
there is an ageing mother and father too scared to die
because of their concern about what will happen to their
middle-aged, intellectually disabled son or daughter;
and there is a family crippled by the financial burden of
full-time caring. I will use this opportunity to draw
some of those cases to the attention of the house to
highlight the real need for a comprehensive review.
Through my office the case of a Box Hill man with a
schizoaffective disorder who has endured 14 changes to
accommodation in the last four years has come to my
attention. In desperate need of long-term, secure
accommodation, he is still on the waiting list. A
Ferntree Gully man with an intellectual disability has
been on the waiting list for supported accommodation
for almost 10 years, despite repeated pleas to the
government from the family. A Shepparton couple now
in their 60s have been trying for years to access
supported accommodation for their disabled son; the
pressure of full-time caring has taken a massive toll on
the health of both parents.
The independent accommodation watchdog, the
community visitors, have related many harrowing
examples in their most recent annual reports. Let us
have a look at the CRUs (community residential units).
Due to no overnight staff being employed at one CRU a
resident who requires toilet assistance is forced to wear
incontinence pads overnight. Where are the human
rights in that? Because it has taken two years to
organise repair works of a leaking shower in a
bathroom at a CRU, the shower base has sunk; it is
unhygienic, unsafe and residents can only use the bath.
A man suffering with Down syndrome who has been in
supported residential services since September 2006 —
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which is nearly 18 months — was not given any dietary
supplements, medication was not applied to his skin,
his teeth were not brushed and his nails were not cut.
He has been unable to gain priority status on the
disability support register or to obtain alternative
accommodation.
There is a violent man who is at risk of self-harm who
requires accommodation in an environment with staff
who are experienced in dealing with people suffering
from mental illness, but he just cannot get it. Then we
look at mental health where a woman requiring
long-term support that cannot be provided in a
community care unit was actually put into an acute
adult unit. She no longer requires the adult care, but
until appropriate accommodation can be found she will
continue occupying an adult inpatient bed.
These stories are important to tell because if we forget
that behind the waiting list figures there are real people
and real families, then nothing will change. In seeking
to introduce its own watered-down review, Labor has
forgotten this important fact.
It was interesting to note that the minister placed a real
emphasis on independent monitoring to protect
people’s rights. The independent monitoring in
supported accommodation is the community visitors
who are an important mechanism. Interestingly, since
2003 community visitors have identified a shortage of
mental health beds as a key issue. Every year since
2004 they have reported an acute shortage of
appropriate discharge accommodation. In terms of
disability accommodation, every year since 2002–03
the community visitors have been urging the
government to act on what they call a crisis in unmet
need. We might have an independent monitoring
system, but the government continues to ignore the
recommendations of that important independent
process. Year after year they say the same thing to the
government, but this government just does not listen.
Members need not just take my word for it, and we
have heard some case studies, or even that of the
independent accommodation watchdog, the community
visitors, because the sector is also saying the same
thing. In its budget submission this year the Victorian
Council of Social Service (VCOSS) said that disability
support and accommodation is its top priority and that
thousands need supported accommodation as a result of
underfunding.
The sector and families are also vocal in support of the
coalition’s review proposal. In a letter I have received
from VCOSS, the peak body commends the coalition’s
motion, and the council states that it has had grave
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concerns about the state of supported accommodation
in Victoria for many years, especially in relation to the
extent of unmet demand. The Victorian Council of
Social Service hopes the coalition’s motion is
successful.
I would like to take the opportunity to present to the
house some of the many other views from both the
sector and families in support of the coalition’s
amendment. One is:
The utter hopelessness which the current service system
generates is untenable. The exploitation of families who love
and care for people with dependent disabilities is abhorrent.
This inquiry would be a welcome opportunity for families to
make their voices heard and hopefully give our elected MPs
the unadulterated, unfiltered and non-distorted information
they need to bring about change.

Another mother said:
My son receives support from disability services to provide a
day program and some recreation/respite opportunities which
are welcome and very effective. But I know with some
despair that the next step — working toward setting him up in
a suitable accommodation option — is virtually impossible.
Not only is there a long waiting list and a critical shortage of
places, there is also a very restricted range of options,
especially for individuals like my son who have a set of
complex needs.

One of the organisations in the disability sector said:
We are particularly concerned to see that the inquiry will
focus on the large numbers of aged parent and family carers
who are forced to care beyond retirement age because the
system has failed them.

Another said:
The motion covers the vast range of issues which need to be
addressed to assist the most vulnerable in our community.

A service provider said:
My concern is that much of the unmet need will be hidden
simply because of the new processes for DHS’s disability
support register.

Which the minister spoke about so fondly.
Finally, another view is:
That is a fabulous development!

The community wants it and the families want it. They
understand what we are trying to do with a
comprehensive review. It is time to act on our
supported accommodation crisis, it is time to chart a
new course, it is time to have new ideas and it is time to
open ourselves up, as was said, in an unadulterated,
unfiltered and non-distorted way.
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It saddens but it does not surprise me that this secretive
and unaccountable government has seen fit to move its
own motion in an attempt to water down the coalition’s
proposal. But those opposite now have another chance
to support the amendment that the coalition is moving. I
urge them to think about their family members, their
constituents and those in Victoria with a disability or a
mental illness who cannot get accommodation. They
should put the interests of those people ahead of their
own interests and the desire of the government to have
an inferior and limited review of this important topic. I
urge the house to support the amendment.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I rise to support the
motion listed in the name of the Leader of the House
and moved by the Minister for Mental Health and also
to oppose the amendment that has been moved by the
member for Doncaster.
The motion before the house includes an important
reference to a committee that has a very important
jurisdiction in this state. The Family and Community
Development Committee is a joint investigatory
committee of this Parliament, and in these
circumstances has the role of undertaking a very
important inquiry into the provision of supported
accommodation for Victorians who have a disability
and/or a mental illness.
The motion before the house sets out a range of terms
of reference in a form appropriate for the committee to
carry out a wide-ranging and thorough examination of
supported accommodation and make its
recommendations to the Parliament, and through the
Parliament to the government of Victoria, about the
ways the system can be improved as we go forward.
In the context of this debate it is important to recognise
the important and very wide-ranging improvements that
have taken place in the area of funding and service
provision for people with a disability and people with a
mental illness over the eight years this government has
been in office, because that is the starting point, the
base, upon which the committee will start its work and
research and make its recommendations. It is clear that
over the period since this government came to office in
1999 we have seen enormous changes and
improvements and a complete change of culture in the
way that service is provided to people with needs in the
areas of disability and mental illness.
We have seen extraordinary changes and improvements
in areas of public housing provision. We have seen
appropriate development and funding of community
housing. For the first time in this state we have seen the
establishment of housing associations. That is a great
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breakthrough which is providing accommodation not
only for people with a disability or a mental illness but
also for people who need affordable accommodation in
a variety of ways. That is an astounding breakthrough
in providing affordable housing in this state for so
many people.
As the minister has already indicated, we have seen
another breakthrough development in the establishment
of the Disability Housing Trust in this state. These are
innovative ways of coming together with the
community and with philanthropic organisations so that
we have access to the funds, the wherewithal, to make
sure that new ideas are given an opportunity to flourish
in this state.
We have seen great work being done by this
government particularly in partnership with
not-for-profit community organisations. The ones I
have the opportunity to work closely with in my
electorate include organisations such as the Prahran
Mission and Jewish Care. They are doing fantastic
work and are very appreciative of the ways in which
this government has worked with them closely and
cooperatively and increased the funding that is
available to them to carry out their very important
work.
The minister made the point that funding for disability
services, including supported accommodation, has
increased by some 87 per cent since our government
came to office in 1999, and, while funding is not, of
course, the be-all and end-all of public policy it is
certainly something that you cannot do without. If you
do not have adequate funding then a whole range of the
other programs, ideas and plans that you may wish to
put in place simply will not happen.
But what do we hear from the opposition? We hear that
they do not really care how much money is being put
in. They do not really care about that because when
they were last in government they cut the funding. We
know what their attitude is to public funding of these
organisations and institutions. They do not care about it.
They do not believe it is the role of the government to
be involved in it, and they will not support it if they
ever get another opportunity in government in this state.
We will rue the day if that happens, and we want to
make sure that it does not happen. We do not want to
put the people of Victoria in that position again, where
another coalition of conservatives comes into
government in Victoria and decimates public services
and facilities in this state. That is what opposition
members want to do and that is what they would do if
they were given the opportunity. But we will stand in
their way and we will make sure that they do not get
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that opportunity here in Victoria — because we will do
the job. We will make sure the people of Victoria are
properly supported and that these facilities and
accommodation are properly supported. We have the
plans, we have the policies and we have the vision and
foresight to make sure that we know what is needed in
Victoria, and that those plans are put in place for the
benefit of the people who need them.
We look to a range of things that this government has
done and will continue to do in relation to supported
accommodation. There is, of course, the establishment
of very important oversight bodies such as the disability
services commissioner, who is an important adviser to
government. That office makes sure people have
somewhere to go if they believe they have a complaint
to make or have a criticism or believe they need some
particular assistance of that sort. A range of things have
been done by this government to make sure that the
process for improving facilities and accommodation in
this state is appropriate and adequate. As we often
say — because we understand that the work that
government is doing here on behalf of the people of
Victoria does not cease — there is more to be done. We
are the government that is getting on with the job of
doing it. That is why we are happy to have a reference
to the Family and Community Development
Committee in relation to these very important issues.
Of course what we need for the committee is an
appropriate reference. We need to make sure that the
committee has terms of reference that are in a form
appropriate for an appropriate inquiry. When one looks
at the amendment one sees it seems that what the
coalition is trying to put forward is in the form of a
question on notice rather than terms of reference for a
committee of inquiry, because the coalition parties want
to play politics with this committee. They want to play
politics with a joint parliamentary investigatory
committee, and they have framed some of the proposed
terms of reference in a form that is inappropriate for the
terms of reference of an inquiry. What we want to do,
and what we will make sure we do here, is to have an
appropriate and proper inquiry into these matters so that
the government can be given proper recommendations
that the Parliament can sensibly consider for
improvements that may be required and may be
appropriate for our system of supported
accommodation in this state.
But we cannot ignore the hypocrisy of members of the
opposition coalition when they come into this house
and complain about the way in which services are
delivered, because whenever they are given an
opportunity to be involved in this process they cut, they
slash, they burn and they decimate. It is extraordinary
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hypocrisy that we see in members of this coalition —
this ramshackle coalition, I have to say, given the
circumstances we have seen in this Parliament this
week, where they do not even seem to know how many
Nationals members are on their shadow frontbench —
we certainly do not have any confidence in their ability
to stick together going forward.
Nonetheless the government is happy to have a
reference in the appropriate form go to the committee
and for the committee to do its work. But the member
for Doncaster really did go astray on all of this. In her
contribution, for instance, she tried to suggest to the
house that the impact on families of the current service
provision of accommodation was not appropriately part
of the terms of reference. She said that there was no
impact on families; she said that there were weasel
words used. In the terms of reference proposed in the
notice of motion, term of reference (g) refers to ‘the
impact on families of the current service provision of
accommodation’ and of course the motion also goes
into looking at the different models for service delivery
and funding. It is worded in an appropriate way so that
the committee will be able to look appropriately at
different models for service delivery and funding.
The terms of reference that are proposed by the
government are appropriate for the committee, they are
appropriate for the terms of reference of an
investigatory committee, and in accordance with the
proper procedures of parliamentary committees, the
government proposes that the house should support the
words, the terms of reference, as moved by the
minister, and we look forward to the committee
proposing some very good recommendations for the
government to consider at the end of its inquiry.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member for Shepparton can speak now
on the motion and the amendment.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to speak in
support of the coalition’s amendment that was moved
by the member for Doncaster. As a member of the
Family and Community Development Committee, in
fact as the deputy chair, I look forward to this reference
coming to the committee. The member for Doncaster is
also a member of the Family and Community
Development Committee, and I know that she is very
much looking forward to this reference coming through
as an inquiry, and in fact quite a number of weeks ago
the member for Doncaster spoke to me and asked me
what I thought of this reference coming to our
committee, and I was delighted to have it come.
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Then it was recorded on the upper house notice paper.
Notice was given on 7 February by Mr David Davis in
the other place, and if you read the terms of reference of
the notice of motion in the pink upper house notice
paper and then read the notice of motion on the green
lower house notice paper dated today, you will find
there is very little difference in the wording. In fact the
motion has almost been poached from the upper house
notice paper. When the minister says that she is hoping
for bipartisan support I would hope that she would give
credit where credit is due. The wording in the
amendment moved by the member for Doncaster was
also brought forward as a notice of motion in the upper
house due to a genuine need for a reference for that
committee. It was done not for political point-scoring,
as the minister suggested, but with the best intentions.
This government has been in office for the past eight
years. Once that notice was given in the upper house on
7 February that a reference was required, the Minister
for Mental Health, who is also the Minister for
Community Services, suddenly realised that we need to
look into the provision of supported accommodation for
Victorians with a disability or mental illness — and we
really do need to do that. But again, I had hoped that the
minister would have given credit where credit is due
and would have commended the member for Doncaster
and the coalition for bringing in this reference to the
Family and Community Development Committee.
It reminds me of when The Nationals in the other house
brought in a private members bill on body piercing. We
were told to adjourn our bill, and a number of weeks
later the government brought in its own discussion
paper about — lo and behold! — body piercing. We
have been calling for this legislation for three years.
Again, we do not mind the government poaching
references or motions or pieces of legislation, but I ask
it to please give credit where credit is due.
I commend the member for Doncaster on the work she
has done on this issue, and I look forward to the
government supporting the amendment rather than the
motion, because the amendment is different from the
motion — it broadens it. At the bottom of the motion it
states:
… for the purpose of this inquiry ‘supported accommodation’
means public and private accommodation provided for people
with a disability or mental illness who need additional support
services but excludes mental health treatment services (SEC,
PARC) and the disability forensic program (SFS).

The effect of the member for Doncaster’s amendment
would be that the committee would look at all of those
forms of accommodation and service. As the member
for Doncaster said, we need to be looking at where
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there are crises — whether because of the inaction of
this government or for any other reason — in being
able to accommodate people with a mental illness or a
disability. Where there are crises in community
services, people end up in these high-needs
accommodation services. We need to make sure they
are appropriate for and meet the needs of the clients, the
people who use those services.
When we talk about mental illness, we are talking about
the fact that one in four people during their lifetime
could suffer from a mental illness. It is a huge issue so
we need to make sure that people with a mental illness
are supported and are given the correct medication.
They need to know there is somewhere for them to go
to be looked after from time to time. Often they are able
to move on with their lives. Sometimes they are on
medication for the rest of their lives. Others get enough
treatment so that they can carry on and their health is
regained. Eighty per cent of homeless Victorians have a
mental illness. That is a huge number of people with
mental illness out on the streets. It is very difficult for
them to find accommodation anywhere in the private or
public sectors. We hope these vulnerable, at-risk people
are not on the streets but in appropriate accommodation
that can meet their needs.
A number of young people with an intellectual
disability or mental illness are being accommodated in
aged-care or low-care facilities; this is totally
inappropriate for them. Their parents are stressed and
disheartened when they visit their children in such
places. They see that in an aged-care facility there is no
stimulation for young people and that it is a totally
inappropriate place for them. People who have acquired
brain injuries are in aged-care facilities as well. This
issue has come to my attention quite often. Parents of
people with an acquired brain injury can go only to an
aged-care facility for support. We need to make sure
there are facilities in place where people with such a
disability can be accommodated. These issues and
accommodation options are worse in country Victoria
where there are limited options for people with a
disability.
There are older parents or, as the minister appropriately
calls them, carers who look after people with a
disability. As they age their children age. I have heard
of some horrendous cases where the parents are
frightened of their children because of their size and
strength. Frail, aged people are put into hospital
because they get pushed when the people they are
caring for get angry. As they get into their twilight
years these parents want to know there is somewhere
for their sons or daughters to go. Some have the
mentality of children but the size and anger of adults.
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The parents need to know before they pass on that their
children will be cared for in an appropriate facility
where they will get quality care.
An issue that comes through my office quite a lot is the
lack of respite care for people with a disability. Carers
want to know that they can put their loved one in some
sort of facility for respite care for perhaps a day or a
week while they go on holidays. A number of older
people who come into my office want to care for their
child, but they need some respite. They take on the
burden — although they do not think it is a burden —
of looking after that child 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week.
Many non-government organisations are doing fantastic
jobs with limited resources. I quite often speak to many
of them. We need to make sure we have
accommodation facilities that will look after culturally
diverse people of non-English-speaking backgrounds
and indigenous people. They should be looked after in
an appropriate facility.
Labor’s motion has changes from the proposal put
forward by the member for Doncaster on behalf of the
coalition. A number of mental health organisations are
excluded; we need to make sure they are included. The
voices of families will not be heard and those issues
will not be addressed unless the committee has them
included in the reference. We need new ideas. There is
a budget promise of 25 additional acute beds and
70 prevention and recovery care beds, but that does not
even scratch the surface. We need to know where the
accommodation is at the moment; where it is needed
and what type is needed. The committee needs to look
at all those issues.
We support the member for Doncaster’s amendment.
We call on the Labor government to put down its policy
of saying it cannot approve of it because it is an
opposition proposal. We ask it to support the coalition’s
amendment.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise in support
of the inquiry into supported accommodation to be
referred to the Family and Community Development
Committee in the form of a reference. I oppose the
amendment as proposed by the opposition.
It is important to highlight that this is another step in the
right direction. Members in this house ought to be
aware — if I may remind them — that it was this
government that put in place the Victorian state
disability plan 2002–12. When it came into office in
1999 this government went around the community and
consulted with the disability sector, carers and families,
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and very importantly with people with disabilities. We
paid attention as a government to what they had to say
about the sort of accommodation and support they want
from the government and how they want to live in the
community as citizens.
It ought to be remembered that at that time it was this
government that started a massive, unprecedented
review to look into the way we do business with people
with disabilities, parents and carers. Arising out of that
we subsequently, in the same manner — with
consultation and in partnership with the sector and
people with disabilities, after listening to what they had
to say and how they wanted to live as full citizens in the
community — proudly adopted the Disability Act
2006. It would be fair to say — and we certainly are
proud of it on this side — that as far as that legislation
is concerned, it was and remains the most advanced
piece of legislation in any jurisdiction in the land.
I believe, given my restricted and modest knowledge,
that it could only be compared to legislation in Norway
and perhaps in some jurisdictions in Canada. This is
very good legislation. Opposition members forget what
we did at that time. They ought to go back to it, because
that is the genesis of what we are doing today. It is
another step in the right direction in meeting the needs
of people with disabilities. As far as legislation is
concerned, we moved effectively and philosophically
from diagnostic-based legislation to legislation based
on a combination of needs and rights. The truth is that
we were not going to, and nor should we have had to —
I certainly remain of that view — move totally to
legislation based on rights, as happens in Norway,
because we would have created an expectation that
possibly we would not have been able to meet. This
government is about promising only the things it can
deliver.
Our legislation has brought about a whole-of-government
approach. The opposition — and I register respectfully the
contribution made by the member for Doncaster — says
that we have done little and not enough and that we are not
being creative and not using new ideas. The fact is that we
are the only jurisdiction that has been creative and is
adopting new ideas. We have now moved onto a
whole-of-government and whole-of-community approach
in order to be able to meet the needs of people with
disabilities, because during the course of the travels the
committee undertook around the state when looking at the
Victorian Disability Act and the Victorian state disability
plan 2002–12 people told us what they wanted. What we
did was precisely meet as much as we could the desires
and the needs as they were expressed to us of people with
disabilities and their carers and families. It should not be
forgotten that we established for the first time something
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this sector wanted, and that is the Office of the Disability
Services Commissioner. That is an important achievement
by this government.

capacity to receive submissions. I am sure it will
compare notes with and look at what is happening in
other jurisdictions.

When we came into office in 1999 the budget in the
disability sector was in the order of $570 million.
Today it is in the order of $1.1 billion, so there has been
significant growth. The opposition, including the
member for Doncaster, suggests that money does not
matter. I ask the member for Doncaster to face people
with disabilities and their carers and suggest to them
that money does not matter. Between 1999 and 2006
expenditure went from $570 million to in excess of
$1 billion. I suggest to the member that it does matter
when you increase funds, but it matters particularly
when you work creatively with the funds and do the
things that people with disabilities and their carers in
this jurisdiction have asked of us during the course of
the extensive consultations we have had around the
state over a long time.

The opposition has suggested that recognition should
be given where it is due. The truth is that if there has
been any one government that in the last 20 years has
been creative about the way it has worked with people
in the disabilities sector and provided residential
accommodation, and beyond accommodation — I
recognise that that is important — the way it has
worked with individuals so that they can become full
citizens and participate in the community, it has been
this government. The Brumby government and before it
the Bracks government have done exactly what this
sector wanted. It is precisely because we think that
more needs to be done that these matters are being
referred to that committee. We will be looking into the
standard range of accommodation and into a range of
other issues on which I am sure people with disabilities,
their carers and the sector in general will be providing
us with information by way of submissions.

This government has a current budget of $525 million
for residential supported accommodation. The member
for Doncaster talks about additional community
residential units (CRUs ). Let us be absolutely clear,
although I certainly do not wish to pre-empt what I am
sure will be put by way of submissions to the
committee, that in Victoria we have 914 CRUs and
4650 residents. Is that enough? No. The answer is that
more needs to be done. Let us be absolutely clear: we
will certainly be monitoring this situation.
Members of the opposition talk about greater
commitment. On the one hand the member for
Doncaster says that money does not matter; on the other
hand she talks about needing to put in more money.
Each CRU costs $1 million to build and $600 000 to
service and, as I said, in Victoria we have 914 CRUs.
Let us be fair dinkum about this. Are we talking about
continuing to provide services and to meet housing
needs in the same manner as we have in the past? The
truth of the matter is that this government — and any
other government, for that matter — cannot afford to
continue doing business in the same way. We need to
be creative in how we provide services and how we
work with people with disabilities. We cannot multiply
this budget by four. It is currently in the order of
$1 billion. Is the opposition suggesting that we should
continue to provide services in the same manner as we
have in past? That is a formula for disaster and for
doing absolutely nothing, and when the time comes the
opposition will not be there, providing the funds that
are required.
It is important to keep in mind that this inquiry will be
conducted by a bipartisan committee that will have the

I stand here proud of the work this government and its
departments have done over the last few years. More
needs to be done, and we are going to be meeting the
challenges in partnership with the sector and with
carers. We absolutely recognise their work, but
importantly we recognise what people with disabilities
have to say.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I rise to speak in
support of the amendment proposed by the member for
Doncaster for a comprehensive investigation into and
review of the state government’s provision of supported
accommodation for Victorians with a disability or
mental illness to be conducted by the Family and
Community Development Committee. Before I go on I
would like to register my absolute disappointment —
almost disgust — that the minister who will be
responsible for implementing recommendations that
this review may put forward has not seen fit to stay in
the chamber to listen to this debate. It is absolutely
disgusting.
Back in April 2007 I called on the then Premier, Steve
Bracks, to initiate an urgent summit of all state and
territory leaders at which he could solicit their support
for the inclusion in the new commonwealth
state/territory disability agreement of the
recommendations of the then recent Senate inquiry.
That inquiry established quite clearly that the weight of
caring responsibility is a crushing and unreasonable one
on countless families. The primary recommendation is
for governments to commit to substantial additional
funding to address the unmet need for specialist
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accommodation and support. I called on the then
Premier to take action and stand up for Victorian
families who provide 24-hour unpaid care for family
members who have a dependent, severe or profound
disability. That was in April 2007, and nothing has
happened. Now the member for Doncaster is again
trying to focus this government’s attention on the huge
issue that confronts many families and individuals right
across Victoria.
The most disturbing factor for me is that many of the
parents providing 24-hour, unpaid care for family
members are ageing — for example, in Warragul a
90-year-old mother is still caring for her 56-year-old
son who was born with a disability. There are many
examples of similar situations in my electorate. All that
sole dependent carer parents of disabled adults want is
to be able to pass from this life with the peace of mind
that would come from knowing that in their absence
parents their son or daughter was going to be cared for
in appropriate accommodation that would satisfy all
their needs.
The Brumby government has been in such denial on
this issue that, again in Warragul, there is a project on
the drawing board for the community to build a
two-unit facility as supported accommodation for
people with a disability. It is absolutely shameful that
once again the Warragul community has to bail out the
government on this issue. This community is not
prepared to sit back and have its most vulnerable and
their families constantly ignored and left in limbo. The
interesting thing is that this two-unit facility will not go
anywhere near satisfying the enormous unmet need in
the Baw Baw shire. It is estimated that there could be as
many as 50 special needs people requiring this sort of
accommodation in the short-to-medium term in the
Baw Baw shire alone.
Jean Tops, from the Gippsland Carers Association, has
been doing a fantastic job advocating on behalf of
carers right through Gippsland for many years. She has
worked tirelessly on the issue of supported
accommodation while at the same time providing
24-hour care for her profoundly disabled daughter, and
her comments in support of this inquiry are very
relevant. She stated in correspondence to me:
We struggle to care under extreme and stressful conditions
with an absence of sector-wide planning for critical unmet
needs in both disability and mental health accommodation
services. The pressing need exists for a voice to be heard
within the thousands of caring families of our state.
…
Our most pressing concerns for the families who contribute
more than 92 per cent of all cared accommodation in this state
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are that they are left out in the cold in any policy and planning
due to the absence of any funded disability family advocacy
network to ensure our place at the negotiating table of
government.
Such neglect of basic human rights of so many families who
contribute so largely to the welfare of persons with dependent
disabilities has long been raised by caring families across the
nation, but yet remains unresolved.
We strongly believe that a public parliamentary inquiry is the
only way we as caring families will have an opportunity to
have a say about how our needs and the needs of our loved
ones are, or are not, being met by specialist disability services
and specialist mental health services.

Referring to this house, she goes on to say:
We urge your immediate attention to our request for
bipartisan support for the inquiry as proposed by the
opposition —

that is, the amendment before the house.
In conclusion, vulnerable Victorians deserve better than
this government has been prepared to offer. It is
absolutely clear that what we have now is not working.
We need new ideas and a new direction. The coalition’s
proposal will achieve this, but if Labor’s is adopted, the
same old broken system will lurch on. I stress that the
review must be broad-ranging and comprehensive, it
must be completely inclusive and must provide the
opportunity for all stakeholders to have input.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to oppose the
amendment proposed by the member for Doncaster and
to support the proposition as moved by the Minister for
Mental Health. I do so with a view that for the system
of parliamentary committees to work appropriately in
this place it needs the constructive engagement of all
sides of Parliament. If, as seems to be the case in the
other place, the demands of short-term opportunism and
cheap political point-scoring take over through the
work of parliamentary committees, the real issues of
concern to the community we are here to serve will be
sacrificed on the altar of that expediency.
We have just such an opportunity before us today: for
this house to constructively engage with the community
and deliver a process that will see an important issue
receive the attention that it truly deserves. I note the
good work clearly done by the minister and concede the
good work done by the shadow minister, the member
for Doncaster. They have all done good work in this
area today, but what they need to do is recognise the
common ground that perhaps unites them on this issue
and go forward with this reference. This is a generous
reference that will look at supported accommodation
services and best practice standards that could be
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reasonably expected from a government that is
committed to funding those best practice standards.
The inquiry’s terms of reference are wide ranging and
cut across both the private and public sectors and some
of the very issues that my friend the member for
Narracan raised. I note that he had some concern about
the minister not staying here for the duration of the
debate, but as soon as his valuable contribution ended
he scampered out of this house. That strikes me as
somewhat incongruous. It is a very strange world in
which we live when members can pontificate and then
disappear.
We have to add that not only are these generous terms
of reference but the record of this government in this
area is one of some considerable achievement. We have
already heard the minister refer to an 87 per cent
increase in funding for disability services, and a budget
of over half a billion dollars is a substantial
achievement. My friend the member for Doncaster
indicated that that is not necessarily the be-all and
end-all, and of course she is right. There is a whole
system of support and consultation mechanisms that
goes with this difficult issue of supported
accommodation and that needs to be dealt with. As the
minister has already outlined, there are a range of
initiatives in place that currently extend beyond just the
mere provision of substantial and important funding.
We have also heard from the minister about a range of
partnerships that the commonwealth and the state are
engaged in. Since the election of the Rudd Labor
government federally there are further plans for efforts
to reduce practices such as younger people’s sometimes
inappropriate, but unavoidable to date, location in
residential aged care.
The fact is that the minister and this government
welcome the reference and its focus on best practice
comparisons with other states. It is a comparison that
we think will reflect well on the efforts of the sector in
Victoria. Even though we have a good record in this
regard, we should not shy away from the fact that we
can do more and that we should be learning from others
in this important area. The reference gives us the
opportunity to do that. The member for Narracan has
already alerted us to the good work done by the
Gippsland Carers Association, and I certainly read their
material with great interest. It reflects the fact that there
are many groups in the community made up of
hard-working, dedicated people in this sector.
This reference will give those people, together with
local government and of course the extensive range of
support services within the Victorian public sector, the

Wednesday, 27 February 2008

ability to participate in this reference and in the
important work of establishing one of the best practice
outcomes for residential care. Groups such as the
Gippsland Carers Association — or people such as
those at the nursing home I visited on the weekend in
Kensington where there are unfortunately young people
residing in circumstances that are not ideal — need to
be considered very carefully as part of this opportunity.
These are the really important common ground areas,
and if the opposition were to grasp the opportunity it
could contribute quite constructively to some good
outcomes in this area.
The issue of people with disabilities being co-located
with patients with severe dementia is not a pretty one.
There are services where people with complex needs
are inappropriately put together. There are other
services which do a tremendous amount of good work
in this area — for instance, the Very Special Kids
Centre at Malvern, which I am also familiar with
through my own family’s circumstances. The kids
centre will be given the opportunity to participate in this
review, and I am sure it will because it is a dynamic,
go-ahead private sector organisation that not only
fundraises well but also engages with all sections of
government on how to deal with the policy issues
around supported accommodation, respite care and the
whole range of issues that go with this important area of
public policy.
In my own electorate of Albert Park district there are
many such supported accommodation options across a
range of sectors that I am sure would welcome the
opportunity to engage with the committee in this
important work. We work locally with a range of these
services in the Albert Park district to both advocate on
their behalf and to seek where possible to frame public
policy in an appropriate manner so that it will deal with
the significant issues that this sector continues to
grapple with. This reference will give these services
both individually and collectively the voice to be heard.
If I could point for a moment to the work done by the
Sacred Heart mission and the homes that it offers in
supported accommodation for a range of people at the
most vulnerable end of our community, whether it is
the homeless, street sex workers, people with complex
mental illness issues or people recovering from drug
and substance abuse problems. It is about how these
people are integrated both into supported
accommodation and the homeless strategies that the
mission runs. They will be given the opportunity to
have their legitimate concerns dealt with in an open and
transparent way, which are the very issues the member
for Doncaster has already alerted us to.
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There are the Crawford Court flats managed by the
Uniting Church in South Melbourne, which strangely
enough my family has also had some dealings with
going back to the 1970s. There is Hamilton House in
St Vincent’s Place, which as it turns out is opposite the
house of the former member for Doncaster, who is now
a constituent of mine.
Ms Munt interjected.
Mr FOLEY — I doorknocked him in the lovely
St Vincent’s Place. He said he voted for me. That house
deals, in the supported accommodation area, with male
pensioners, and it does a fantastic job essentially
running on the smell of an oily rag. I am sure it would
appreciate the opportunity to participate in this inquiry.
There are numerous other independent living units
scattered throughout my community that I am sure
would welcome the opportunity to participate.
All of these and other service providers will have the
opportunity to make representations and to have this
important issue considered openly and I would hope in
bipartisan manner, which leads me to the member for
Doncaster’s amendment to the terms of reference and
the issue of it being less than constructive. It really is an
attempt to go on a fishing expedition and to go through
a muckraking exercise, focusing on individual tragic
cases — which are sadly all too prevalent out there —
rather than dealing with the substantial issue of what is
the best public policy and delivery framework that will
allow this issue to be dealt with in a constructive,
bipartisan manner. I would urge the house to reject the
amendment that has been put forward by the member
for Doncaster and support the substantive motion for
this important reference.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — My support for
supported accommodation for people with a disability
within my electorate of Murray Valley goes back a long
way. I go right back to the 1980s and the development
of accommodation in the Numurkah area within my
electorate and also in Wangaratta. The local
communities did a lot of work in developing those
facilities to assist people with a disability, whether it
was on a respite-care basis or on a long-term basis.
They were supported by the government of the day
with some recurrent funding, but in fact a lot of the
money was provided locally for development of those
facilities.
We found that during the 1990s most of the facilities,
particularly those within the rural city of Wangaratta,
were taken over by the department because there was a
belief that a variety of wages, salaries and conditions
needed to be brought into line with what the
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government was in fact paying. They were brought into
line, but right through that period we saw in my
electorate a continuing need for assisted
accommodation for people with a disability.
I have worked on this issue since the 1990s and
particularly since the change of government in 1999.
We have seen an increased need for this sort of
accommodation. I have listened with a great deal of
interest to some of the comments that have been made.
It is a huge issue, there is no doubt about that. The
member for Albert Park indicated that substantial
achievements have been made over a period of time in
this area and in the provision of this type of
accommodation, but it has not gone far enough. That is
the difficulty. These services were developed, as I
indicated, through the 1980s and 1990s, but in my
electorate little has been provided by way of additional
accommodation, whether on a respite basis or a
long-term basis, for people with a disability.
I listened to the member for Derrimut, who spoke about
the need to change how we fund this accommodation in
the future. He spoke about creative funding
opportunities. I think that is missing the point of the
issues we have before us here in relation to the
provision of these services. Following the
amalgamation of municipalities the shire of Moira had
a continuing demand for the provision of
accommodation for people with a disability. The shire
had undertaken an investigation into the needs. I made
a lot of representations to the government on the basis
that we needed funding to be provided for facilities to
be built.
The then Minister for Community Services, Sherryl
Garbutt, came up to Yarrawonga in late 2005. It was a
huge deputation — busloads came into Yarrawonga —
and we met with the minister on the basis that we
needed to get funding for the provision of additional
accommodation. At present over 30 families are
looking for accommodation, mainly long term but
sometimes on a respite basis, for people with a
disability. We have ageing parents who have sons or
daughters in their 30s, 40s and beyond. Those parents
are extremely concerned about what will happen when
they pass away. We need this funding for additional
accommodation.
Cobram Gateway Services provides an excellent
service for people with a disability on a day-care basis.
In the latter part of last year the service launched an
appeal for funds. People there have told me that they
will be raising funds for accommodation. Also have in
Yarrawonga a committee was formed in the latter part
of last year on the basis that we need additional
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accommodation. This is a recognition from the
investigation undertaken by Moira shire that in a few
years time there will be a need for over
60 accommodation places for people with a disability.
It is a critical area. I was in Yarrawonga last Friday
week when an appeal for funding for a facility in that
town was launched. A former Deputy Prime Minister of
Australia, Tim Fischer, launched this fundraising, and
already $300 000 has been raised. A block of land
worth about $200 000 has been donated, so $500 000
has been raised.
I wrote to the Minister for Community Services in the
latter part of last year saying that what was happening
in that part of my electorate. I got an interesting
response from the Acting Minister for Community
Services. I think it is worth putting into Hansard the
comments made. The Minister for Health, as Acting
Minister for Community Services, said:
A range of respite providers currently operates across Hume
region and Moira shire under commonwealth, state, and
self-funded arrangements. Recent trends in the provision of
respite services have emphasised the flexible use of
individualised funds.

Whatever that means! The minister further said:
This approach complements the respite service that can be
offered —

in locations such as Numurkah and other major regional
centres. The minister also said:
I am advised that the two committees involved in attempting
to establish facility-based respite in Yarrawonga-Mulwala
and Cobram-Barooga may need to strengthen their focus on
service coordination and partnership. This will avoid
competing for capital works …

Here we have two committees being formed in Cobram
and Yarrawonga to raise funding, with no real support
from the government. We do not need platitudes from
the member for Derrimut. He talked about creative
funding; we need immediate action.
We have a desperate situation, so I strongly support the
reference that has been put to the house, but I support
the amendment moved by the member for Doncaster on
the basis that this reference was presented in the upper
house a couple of weeks ago. The government has
suddenly decided that perhaps it should get in on this
because it is such a huge issue right across the state of
Victoria, and indeed within my electorate. The
government has picked up what was in a notice of
motion in another place and has moved a variation of it
in this house. However, the critical part of this is it must
be taken to this bipartisan committee so it can be
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assessed and we can understand the huge difficulties we
have with this issue.
The bottom line is: what is the government going to do
about funding? It is all right for the Minister for
Community Services to come and talk to me, as she did
last night, about the creative funding mentioned by the
member for Derrimut on the basis that we need to get
support by way of capital works to provide these
facilities to people with a disability. In closing, my
message is that as the member for Murray Valley I
strongly support the reference to the committee to
undertake a full investigation into all the ramifications
of this issue, including the difficulties being
experienced not only in my electorate of Murray Valley
but across Victoria and how we should fund these
facilities in the future. The government should accept
the amendment moved in good faith by the member for
Doncaster and agree that collectively we have to come
forward with the best possible solutions into the future
and the best reference that can be made.
Surely the government has to say in a bipartisan
manner, which members of the government benches
have talked about, that it will look at this and get the
best reference possible. Comments like those made by
the member for Albert Park are totally out of place. He
more or less said that the opposition was putting
forward an amendment which was muckraking — I
think that was the word he used. That is not the
objective at all. The objective is to get the best possible
outcome for the people who are in need of these
services.
I trust that the government will consider the amendment
favourably, perhaps have discussions with the member
for Doncaster and listen to what has been put forward
and let us move forward with the best reference
possible to get the best outcome and the best
investigation by this committee. I am supporting the
motion being put forward for this committee to
undertake a bipartisan investigation on the need for an
increase in the number of facilities being provided right
across Victoria. I have highlighted the difficulties
within my electorate of Murray Valley, particularly in
Moira shire where people have a huge problem with
this issue. They are addressing it themselves, but we
need support from the government to make sure that it
happens and we get the best result possible.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am very pleased to
rise today to speak in support of the reference for the
Family and Community Development Committee to
inquire into and report to Parliament on the provision of
supported accommodation for Victorians with a
disability and/or a mental illness. I would like to go
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through the reference as written; it gives some
indication of the importance with which the
government views services for those in our disability
sector. I would also like to just quickly put on the
record that I have very carefully read the member for
Doncaster’s amendment to the motion. Generally
speaking the amendment and the motion target the
same issues, apart from a number of changes in the
amendment which are probably political in nature.
I will just go through the reference in detail. The
parliamentary committee is asked to report on: no. 1,
the standard and range of accommodation that is
currently available; no. 2, the extent of accommodation
and services currently available, including the different
models for service delivery and funding; no. 3, the
methods for measuring unmet demand for
accommodation and how these can be improved; no. 4,
the process for managing service quality; no. 5, the
availability of sufficient accommodation to meet future
demand with an appropriate range of services; no. 6,
access and service issues for particular groups,
including rural communities, culturally and
linguistically diverse communities and indigenous
Australians; and no. 7, the impact on families of the
current service provision of accommodation. It is a
wide-ranging and very broad reference. It is also worth
noting that it is being given to an all-party
parliamentary committee so that different parties can all
have an input into the inquiry conducted by the
committee.
I view the all-party parliamentary committee system in
this Parliament as a wonderful feature of a Parliament.
It is a place where parliamentary committees made up
of members from all parties in the Parliament can come
together to work through references and in that process
have their say and make recommendations. I have been
involved with two committees. The first one was the
Education and Training Committee. Apart from in
respect of one report, we managed to present agreed
reports on all the references that were given to us. It
was not easy. It took negotiation involving all sides, but
to be able to agree on a report and recommend it to the
Parliament was, quite frankly, a very good feeling. The
same result could be achieved under these terms of
reference if all parties worked together cooperatively.
The second parliamentary committee, of which I am
currently a member, is the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. Frankly it has been a more
difficult process, because negotiation and finding
all-party agreement is much harder. Again, I find it
disappointing when politics comes into these matters,
because all-party committees are a method for the
Parliament to speak as one voice. It is particularly
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disappointing that an amendment to the reference has
been moved in this house. I understand that at some
stage it will be put to the upper house. I have also
spoken to the minister regarding this, and she assures
me that she has been engaged in a number of
discussions in trying to put together an agreed position
so that this reference can go ahead in line with the
normal processes of the Parliament.
This reference concerning the issue of the provision of
accommodation for people in our community with a
disability is too important and critical to be
compromised by party politics, and I am very
disappointed that has happened. I hope it is not a road
we are going to increasingly go down, because there is
a different number system in the upper house and that
could happen.
I would like to go back in history a little bit. I have a
disabled relative who was born about 35 years ago,
when there were very few services in place. My family
was advised to put her in an institution and leave her
there. That was not advice that we took, and now she is
a wonderful young woman with children of her own
living a very productive life. Later the Cain-Kirner
government did put systems and services in place for
people with a disability. As has been mentioned by
some other speakers here, those services were later cut
by the Kennett government. In fact I think there was a
10 per cent across-the-board budget cut in these
services. That government also defunded advocacy
services, and 14 disability advocacy centres were
closed, silencing the disabled community. It is one
thing to stand here now and say that we care and that
this is what we want to do, but history tells a different
story, and history usually ends up repeating itself.
We have a different view. We have put money where
our mouths are. I would also like to pay tribute here
today to Noel Pullen, a former member for
Higinbotham Province in the upper house, who had a
passion for service to those with a disability in our
community. Noel and I had many meetings together
with disability service providers and many families. He
had a great level of interest and put a great amount of
time into it. It was very interesting for me to meet all
the families that worked so hard for their children. As
part of that passion of Noel’s, we also went to the
opening of many CRUs (community residential units)
in our electorate that were wonderful to visit and see.
That is where money goes, and that is why money is
important, because it can buy these services.
In particular I recall meeting a woman called Hilda
Logan, whose son was resident a at Kew Cottages. She
fought passionately for her son for many years. He
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moved from Kew Cottages to a CRU. She was very
concerned about that move. She came into my office
just before the end of last year to say that she was in
poor health but her son had settled in so well that now,
even with her poor health, she could be comforted that
he will be cared for after she has gone. Once again, that
is where money goes and that is what it is used for.

recommendations. That is what I was hoping would
happen with this — that the most vulnerable people in
our society would be looked after properly and that
their carers and parents would know that this
government really intends to do the right thing by them
by measuring what it is that they are doing and
measuring the services available.

I would like to pay credit today to the former minister,
Sherryl Garbutt, for all the wonderful work she did on
behalf of people with a disability, and to Steve Bracks,
who headed the government who put those things in
place. Many parents of people with a mental or physical
disability and many of those people themselves are
concerned about this issue, and it is a very important
issue for us to address. Finally, I find it hard to believe
that those on the other side of the house, and
particularly the member for Doncaster, say that money
does not matter.

Things have changed so much over the years in the
caring of people with disabilities. Gone are the days
when the large extended family took its share of caring
for and looking after someone with mental disabilities
and physical disabilities. All of us as members of
Parliament have constituents who come to us and who
are worried because they are elderly, they are caring for
someone who is middle aged and they are very
concerned as to what is going to happen.

Ms Wooldridge — That is not what I said.
Ms MUNT — That is what you said. It is crucial.
Money is crucial. Money buys the services that are put
in place. You cut money and you cut services. If you
have a commitment to good public policy, you must put
your money where your mouth is. Opposition members
just do not get it. They did not get it in the last Kennett
government, and they still do not get it now. We do get
it? We put those services in place. The current minister
is still working towards the things that we still want to
do, and that is what this reference is all about. The
amendment is not. It has been a great pleasure to stand
here and speak in support of this committee reference,
and I commend it to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak on
this supported accommodation motion and the terms of
reference before us. There are two sets of terms of
reference. I am pleased that the minister is in the house,
because I believe she has good intent and wants to do
what is right for these people who are dependent on us.
Comment has been made about what the best public
policy framework is. There has also been much
comment about the amount of money spent. The
argument from this side is not about the dollars; it is
about whether we are spending it properly. Any process
should be subjected to rigorous examination, and an
all-party committee is the best way to do that within
this framework.
I have served on all-party committees. In fact, Acting
Speaker, you were the chair of one of them. We were
on an investigation into fishing charters. We had very
interesting debates, and through those debates we all
came to the same answers and made the same

The day after New Year’s Day I had a tragic case
referred to me. A lady — fortunately — managed to get
hold of my home phone number through another
agency and called me in great distress. Her aunt,
aged 45, is quite severely mentally disabled. Her
mother, who was the aunt’s prime carer, had died six
years before. Applications had been made for the aunt
to go into permanent care — six years before! Her
father was looking after her. Her father, now at the age
of 80, was diagnosed with terminal cancer the day
before Christmas and had a very short time to live. The
family was in distress. Pressure was being put onto the
extended family members to take their relative into
their care. Today’s lifestyle, where both parents work
and children are involved in many activities, often does
not permit that to happen. They were racked by guilt
because they had this much-loved aunt and a
very-much-loved father and grandfather who both
needed care. They were going through the grief of
knowing they were going to lose their father and
grandfather and also the panic of not knowing what
would happen to this woman in her mid-40s.
It took two or three weeks, but fortunately the member
for Doncaster, who is the shadow minister, was able to
help me. We were able to bring pressure to bear, and
that issue has now been resolved. I had a horrible guilty
feeling because the pressure put on by me and the
shadow minister to help find a home for this lady — a
well-deserved home — meant that someone else would
slip down the list and that one of the 1300 people on the
government’s own register would be put one step down
because of the emergency of this situation.
We had another situation where four ladies who had
been living together in a house in Mooroolbark were
under a very real threat of being split up. They had been
living together for a number of years, and that was their

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Wednesday, 27 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

family unit. We managed to prevent that happening.
They have been moved together, and they are staying
together as a family unit.
We have the need for good care and strong care, where
people need hourly care, and then we have the need for
care where people are going out and attending other
activities. The terms of reference proposed by the
member for Doncaster expand on the minister’s own
reference. I reiterate that I do believe the minister is
trying to do the right thing by these people under her
care — I have no hesitation in saying to the minister
that they are under her care as the minister
responsible — and that there is and has been extra
money going in, but the number of people needing care
has been increasing. We can look at the effects of
marijuana and other drugs and the damage they are
causing. We know about this; we experience it. Our
doors are open to the public, and we hear day after day
in our electorate offices about people needing extreme
care, whether it be permanent care, whether it be
temporary care, whether it be full-time care or hostel
care, or whether it be care in a home where they are
living as a family with other people and with carers.
We need to look at what we are doing. Are we doing it
in the right way? With times changing, with demands
changing, with parents getting older and without the
extended families, we must have the courage to actually
subject the way we are caring for these people to a
vigorous examination by an all-party committee. I
know these committees do a lot of good work, as I have
been involved with them in the past and am now
involved in another one, and I do not understand the
reluctance on the government side. This is not political.
This is about caring for the people who need the care.
In the village where I lived when I was growing up
anyone who had a major disability was usually cared
for by the whole village. Village members would
advise the family that so-and-so was wandering and all
those sorts of things. They would help each other. We
do not have that system any more. Those systems have
long gone, as has the system of the large institutions,
which did not work either. But we do need care. We
need care so that medication can be supplied and
administered properly, and we need care so that people
can be taken on outings and live full and satisfying
lives.
The wonderful Melba Support Services is in my
electorate, and the work it does with the people in its
care are absolutely amazing — often on the smell of an
oily rag. It brings in an independent person each year to
evaluate the services it offers to see whether they are
the right services for its clients at that time.
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This issue should not be based on the attitude that,
‘This is what we are doing. If we change it because the
opposition has suggested, it will be wrong’. This is not
political; it is about doing what is best for people with
disabilities, mental and physical, and for their carers
who love them dearly but find it impossible to care for
them 24/7.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I rise in support of the
government motion for a reference to the Family and
Community Development Committee, and in talking to
the reference I think it is important to look at the
wording of the terms of reference and to realise that it is
a fairly broad reference and quite a generous one, as
previous government speakers have mentioned.
In relation to supported accommodation for Victorians
with a disability or a mental illness, the committee will
be looking at the standard and at the range of
accommodation currently available, which is a fairly
broad area for the committee to look at. It will look at
the extent of accommodation and services currently
available, including the different models of service
delivery and funding, which is again a very broad area.
It will also look at the methods for measuring unmet
demand for accommodation and how this can be
improved; the process for managing service quality,
which is something I have heard members of the
opposition talk about, and that is picked up in the
government reference; the availability of sufficient
accommodation to meet future demand with an
appropriate range of services; access issues for
particular groups, including people in rural and regional
communities, culturally and linguistically diverse
communities and indigenous Australians; and the
impact on families of the current service provision of
accommodation, and that again has been an issue I have
heard members raise in the debate today.
It is important at the outset of this debate to set the
scene for the amendment that the opposition has put
forward. I understand the Minister for Health sought to
come to an agreement with the shadow minister, the
member for Doncaster, about wording for an
appropriate reference for this committee so that it can
move forward in a bipartisan way; but that was
knocked back. The coalition has knocked that back
because this is a political issue. It wanted to have the
reference that it moved in another place put forward. It
is important for members of the opposition to
understand why members on this side of the house do
not think the opposition has any credibility when it
comes to disability services. They need to remember
that the person who put the reference forward in the
other place — David Davis, the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place — was part of the former
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Kennett government that cut community service
funding by 10 per cent.
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
Mr BROOKS — You are members of the same
party which, as part of a coalition at the federal level,
ripped over $1 billion out of the federal-state housing
agreement. It is easy for members of the opposition to
come in here now and ask for inquiries into housing
and support for certain people, but when it comes to
making decisions in levels of government, its track
record speaks for itself.
Members of the Brumby government are well aware of
the challenges facing people with a disability and their
families, and that is why we have seen funding increase
by 87 per cent since the election of a Labor
government. This current budget includes funding of
over half a billion dollars for residential
accommodation support. In addition, in 2007 the
government funded the following initiatives:
$70 million over four years for a range of personal
flexible accommodation packages, and about
1300 people with a disability will receive those;
$10 million to develop additional supported
accommodation models for up to 75 people who need
support; $13 million to expand respite services; an
additional $16 million to continue the initiative for
older people caring for someone with a disability, and I
am sure many members have had people in their
electorates raise the issue of people who are getting
older who are looking after disabled children, which is
a very important challenge that the government is
tackling; $15 million for the second stage of the
Brumby government’s program to refurbish or replace
non-government sector managed community residential
units and equipment; and of course a whole range of
other funded programs.
In Victoria there are in excess of 6500 beds provided
and across 200 facilities in Victoria in supported
residential services. The Brumby government has made
a commitment to supporting these supported residential
services — allocating $40 million over five years —
which support vulnerable Victorians.
The government has already doubled the budget for the
community visitor program, which we have heard
members talk about as being a very valuable service in
terms of raising the issues that the government needs to
take into account. Unlike our predecessors, this
government listens to the community visitors, it does
not seek to silence its critics as the previous government
did.
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In terms of the opposition’s record in government, it is
interesting to look back through some of the media
coverage of its reign of terror in disability services; and
that is exactly what it was. An article in the Age of
16 April 1997 under the heading ‘Funding threat to
disabled services’ states:
Hundreds of disabled Victorians could lose basic services
after 30 June because of a proposed $15.5 million cut in
commonwealth funding. The state Minister for Community
Services —

who was here for a couple of seconds during this
debate —
… Dr Denis Napthine, warned yesterday that Victoria and
other states would have to abandon some services to the
disabled if the ‘unworkable’ commonwealth cuts went ahead.

They were going to walk away from services, and as
we know now, they did walk away from disability
services.
An article in the Age of 12 May 1997 under the heading
‘Disabled services face funding crisis’ refers to the fact
that when the coalition federal government cut funding
to the state disability agreement, the Victorian
government rolled over.
An article in the Herald Sun of 27 February 1998 under
the heading ‘Disabled lose battle for extra funds’ states:
Disabled people yesterday lost their year-long battle for extra
money after Victoria secretly agreed to a federal funding deal.
State community services minister Denis Napthine conceded
the agreement meant virtually no extra funds for Victorian
disabled services.

The list of these stories about how the coalition
government just sat by and let disabled Victorians
suffer is disgraceful.
An article in the Age of 26 June 1997 under the heading
‘State slashes disabled funds’ states:
Fourteen information services for disabled people and their
families are expected to close within two months because of
state government funding cuts.
At least 24 jobs are likely to be lost across the state as a result
of the $651 000 cuts. Most of the agencies affected are based
in rural areas.

Again, the then National Party was obviously standing
up for its rural constituencies. The quote from the then
Minister for Youth and Community Services is a
classic, and the article further states that the then
minister:
… Dr Denis Napthine, said yesterday that the changes would
take advocacy and information services into the 21st century.
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It is easy to see the contempt with which the opposition
treated disability services when it was in government at
a state level, and recently at the federal level. That is
exactly why it has no credibility when it comes to these
motions. I am very proud to support the wide-ranging
motion moved by the minister.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Thank you,
Acting Speaker — —
Mr Burgess — And a wonderful member she is!
Mrs VICTORIA — And thank you to those in the
chamber. I support the initiation of an inquiry by the
Family and Community Development Committee into
supported accommodation in Victoria. This is an
incredibly important issue and it is certainly one that
my office is aware of due to the number of people who
come in through the office door, contact us by
telephone or get in touch with us by mail. It seems to be
an ever-growing issue, and it is very timely that we
should now call for this type of inquiry into the services
available for those with a disability or a mental illness.
There is obviously some pressure from the opposition
on the Minister for Community Services to initiate this
type of review. A partial review was in fact initiated,
and even though that is a good start it certainly does not
go far enough. I do not think any members, certainly
not on our side of the house, will disagree that
supported accommodation in Victoria is in crisis. If you
talk to anybody with a family member who needs care
they will also agree that we are indeed in crisis. We
desperately need to ascertain the current status of the
facilities that are available, as well as the needs of the
people who want to use those facilities, but also the
staffing levels. That is a crucial thing because obviously
we do not want to just put people into supported
accommodation and not have adequate numbers of staff
or adequately trained staff.
It is very important for us to assess all facilities housing
clients that fit into the categories we are talking about
and not just the mainstream housing facilities that are
available. There are not enough and so people go to lots
of different types of facilities, not just the ones that
most people have been talking about today. There has
been an underinvestment. I know we have talked about
an increase in investment, but it is still an
underinvestment and I do not believe it is necessarily
being managed very well.
Many people with severe mental illness or disability are
denied accommodation that meets their care needs, and
that is leaving families desperate. I have had quite a few
families in through the door who have come to me and

461

said that their lives are being totally ruined by the fact
that there are not enough places available and not
enough facilities. I am not just talking about long-term
facilities but also short-term respite, and I will return to
that in a minute.
The impact of the current system on families is
obviously now going to be, thankfully, part of the
review, and I am very pleased that the minister now
agrees with this point because I think you cannot look
at this type of situation without looking at the human
side of anything. There is a very heavy burden on
unpaid carers in this area, and the extended ongoing
extent of the toll on the families must be taken into
consideration. As I said, I am delighted that this is part
of it.
I said I would give some examples of people who have
come to see me about these types of situations, and
probably the most recent and certainly one of the most
disturbing came to me from the uncle of a man called
Ben. Ben is in his mid-20s and his uncle is a resident in
my electorate. His uncle is a very good hardworking
community man. He runs the local Neighbourhood
Watch, scrubs off graffiti and does all of that sort of
thing. He is a very caring man. He came to my office
and said, ‘Heidi, I do not know what to do. My brother
has a disabled son, and he is very worried about where
he will be later in life, as my brother grows older’, and
he said, ‘I am getting to the stage where I am so
frustrated with the system that I feel like putting Ben
and myself into a car and driving off a bridge’. He
actually talked of a murder-suicide. I find that most
unsettling, most disturbing, and his entire point was,
‘The future for Ben is uncertain. What if something
happens to me? He has nobody else, what do I do?’.
He has come up with a proposal. He wants to get
together four families — he would, of course, be one —
of severely disabled adult children to chip in to fund a
purpose-built house for accommodation so that they
would be assured a placement there for the rest of their
lives.
One of the problems is that if the main carer dies, a
place can generally be found but it could be anywhere
within the state. That is troubling if there are surviving
siblings, family or neighbourhood friends that the
person has had constant contact with. Many people who
require support also want a lot of stability in their lives.
If you take them out of their neighbourhood, or if you
take them away from their friends, then things start
going a little odd in their life, so we need to keep some
sort of consistency. I know we cannot have supported
units on every corner, but we do need to try to keep
people within the area from which they come.
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If the main carer dies, the situation can be dealt with,
but what happens if the main carer becomes ill and
there is not enough accommodation to put the person
into straightaway? The four families are talking about
chipping in half a million dollars each. As they have
said to me, ‘It is okay; we can afford this, but we are so
desperate. We know this is extreme’. We are talking
about half a million dollars per family. It is extreme, but
it is an indication of how willing they are to secure the
future of their children. What they want out of life for
their kids is basically for them to live independently,
but with full support so that they are able to reach their
full potential as adults — and I do not think any parent
would want anything different. When we are talking
about families willing to cough up half a million
dollars — and again they are very lucky that they are
able to — we know there is something very wrong with
the system.
We need to investigate both the availability of sufficient
accommodation to meet this further demand, and also,
as I said, the impact on families of the current service
provision of accommodation. My examples show what
is going on at the moment.
Four lovely ladies also came to visit me. It would be
fair to say they are all getting towards their middle age.
Jeanette, Wendy, Roseanne and MaryAnn came to me
with a similar story. However, they do not have the
funds to provide half a million dollars each to ensure a
bright and rosy future for their children. Wendy has had
one, four-night holiday in the last 13 years — one
holiday! She booked a four-night holiday down at
Venus Bay, and it was so difficult taking her daughter
with her that they lasted two nights. She has had two
nights away in the last 13 years. She cannot get
long-term care; she cannot even get respite care.
Jeanette had her last holiday six years ago, and
Roseanne said she only gets a holiday if her daughter
goes to camp, and that is for a maximum of four days.
They cannot do anything; they cannot plan to go
anywhere.
The only area for respite in my part of the world is in
Philip Street, Heathmont, where there are five beds plus
an emergency bed. Two of those beds are currently
taken up by permanent residents. They are supposed to
be for respite care, but as there is not enough room
elsewhere two of those beds are being taken up by
permanent residents. The really sad thing is that at least
one person was taken there for respite care and the
parents never came back to collect them. They were so
desperate that they took their child in under the false
pretence of respite and then left them behind. I think
that is probably one of the hardest things a parent could
ever decide to do. We are talking about adult children.
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The parents are fed up; they need additional care and
support, and they are just not getting it. It would
certainly relieve some of the stress if there were more
respite care, and then perhaps we would not need to see
so many people going into full-time care. I hope that is
one thing the inquiry looks into.
What we really need here is a holistic approach, and it
will only happen be through having an inquiry like this,
as was outlined by the shadow Minister for Mental
Health, who is also the shadow Minister for
Community Services. Labor’s proposal does not
provide a mechanism for the generation of ideas. It
does not go far enough. Vulnerable Victorians deserve
much better than what this government has been
prepared to offer them.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am happy to
support the reference to the Family and Community
Development Committee of supported accommodation
for Victorians with a disability or a mental illness. This
is an issue of concern to many in my electorate. I have
met with many families who have a member with a
disability, whether mild or severe, although of course
with supported accommodation you are normally
talking about disabilities at the severe end.
I was at a special school just the other day handing out
the badges. I shared a delightful assembly with the
students, teachers and families. There are real issues
impacting on those families. I have also met with
parents of severely disabled young adults, who have to
deal with transition issues such as what support
programs are available to them when their children go
from a special school and become young adults and
what it means for these young adults to look for longer
term accommodation, particularly accommodation in
which they can play a role themselves by being part of
a household.
These families have made representations to me, and I
have followed them up with ministers and with the
Department of Human Services, particularly in the
eastern region. I should say that the Department of
Human Services in the eastern metropolitan region,
with John Leatherland as the regional director, does a
very good job. John and I have worked together on
many issues. I have found him to be a very humane
person, and I have the utmost regard for him. Of course,
he and I share a disability; we are both hearing
impaired. When you have a disability it helps you to
understand the problems faced by others with a
disability.
I know members of this house are also empathetic. We
have had speeches from both sides of the house in that
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regard. We are out there trying to find suitable
resources to meet the special needs of individuals. We
are dealing with disabled people or people with mental
illnesses, and they are all different. Some of us are
disabled, but there are also disabled people among the
members of our families or among our close friends.
There is usually just 1 degree of separation between us,
particularly as members of Parliament, and someone
with a disability or mental illness. They come through
our doors in various ways.
People with mental health issues have approached me,
and I have been to their meetings. I go quite willingly to
the meetings and engage with these people, whether it
be an Association of Relatives and Friends of the
Mentally Ill meeting or meetings of other groups like
that, in order to understand what is going on. I
remember one of my first experiences as a
parliamentarian. A group of parents with disabled
children came to me and said, ‘Look, we have suffered
for many years and we really need some help in terms
of respite’. I have helped people deal with respite care
and also helped by trying to get services and supported
accommodation. I am not alone in this among members
of Parliament. I am sure all members have had similar
experiences, because we are here to help in our
communities, and in particular we are here to help the
vulnerable.
There is always more to do and we understand that,
particularly as we better understand disabilities. I
remember being told that the number of children at
school with a disability was just under 3 per cent. I am
pretty sure that a good case can be made for there being
around 4 per cent to 5 per cent of children with some
kind of disability, whether it is a mild or more severe
disability.
We understand better what we can do to support people
with disabilities than we did a number of years ago. I
favour any inquiry into disability and accommodation
needs. I also support the notion of any inquiry being
bipartisan. Our aim should be to help people and not
just to score cheap political points. Nor should it be, for
example, a mechanism for developing my election
policy, because I do not have one. It should be couched
in neutral language and look at the issues. We should
understand what is happening and should always try to
better understand what is happening in a particular
sector, and indeed then look at what can be done. It is
always pleasing to understand and to see what has been
happening.
I have been to Kew Cottages a few times, and I have
also been to some of the new community residential
units that have been opened. The residents have a better
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life now; their situation is better understood than it was.
I am particularly pleased that in the case of the Kew
Cottages the money generated there from the sale of the
land and the redevelopment is being directed into
supported accommodation for people with disabilities. I
recall visiting one of these places, where a severely
disabled woman was for the first time involved as part
of a household. She could not speak and had severe
physical disabilities, but she was there trying to help
with the vegetables. It was the first time she had
actually done anything, that she had been accepted as
part of a household. Instead of being a vegetable sitting
in the corner she was part of that group preparing the
vegetables. That situation is a world of difference for
that person.
As other members on this side have said, there is a
world of difference between this government and the
last — this government has introduced the new
Disability Act and of course the A Fairer Victoria
policy. I could spend a lot of time talking about it. We
introduced A Fairer Victoria in 2005. We refurbished
and renewed 20 shared supported accommodation
facilities and provided 27 replacement facilities at a
cost of $39.5 million. In 2005 the government
committed $12.3 million over four years to create
565 new respite breaks for people with a disability. In
2006 a further $67.3 million over four years was
committed to services and accessibility for people with
a disability. There was $20.8 million dedicated to
young people in nursing homes and $5 million was
dedicated to a community facility redevelopment. The
government implemented the Disability Act 2006,
expanded adult, child and adolescent community
mental health services to support an extra 460 clients,
and of course in 2007, in the last budget, it committed
$520 million under A Fairer Victoria for residential
accommodation support. More importantly it
committed an extra $20.4 million to new opportunities
for people with disabilities.
There is quite a range of programs, and my colleagues
have mentioned some of them. Very positive actions
have been taken, such as the commitment of
$70 million over four years for a range of flexible
personal accommodation support packages, not just for
one or two people but for 1300 people with a disability,
and $10 million to develop additional supported
accommodation models for up to 75 people. There is a
lot happening, and there is a lot to happen.
Another $15 million was allocated in the last budget for
the second stage of the program to refurbish and replace
non-government-sector-managed community
residential units and equipment. There are a number of
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these in my electorate. I will not bother to describe
them all in great detail. We know they exist.
We know things are happening. We know there are a
lot of packages out there. We know there are always
things that we can do. This is the quest of human
nature — continuous improvement. The Brumby
government does not shy away from that. It always says
there is more to do — and there are always things I am
sure human nature and human endeavour can enable us
to do better. I hope the bipartisan approach on this
reference will achieve that for the good of the people
we are here to serve rather than for short-term political
purposes.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The motion before the
house has two parts. I will speak for a short time on the
first part, which is new terms of reference for the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee.
Although the reference is welcome it comes about
because we have had another reference on the books for
a long time, which we are not making progress on. That
first reference is to look at the competitive advantages
in Victoria’s financial services sector to maintain its
growth, maximise employment opportunities from the
sector’s further expansion and ensure the benefit of the
sector’s growth and operation are shared across the
state. We have a problem with that reference, and the
Minister for Industry and Trade in the other place has
not come forward to assist us.
The second part of the motion relates to the Family and
Community Development Committee. Supported
accommodation is certainly an area in which we have
considerable interest, and it is one that is of sensitivity
to the community. The inquiry needs to have a
comprehensive reference; it is the only way to address
the issue. In my electorate of Mildura there are no
community care units. What is required there is a
step-up, step-down facility that provides maximum
intensity and minimum intensity support, including
counselling and assistance with medication, that is
aimed at getting those affected to live by themselves or
to re-enter the family environment. A step-up,
step-down facility would allow graduated discharge in
Mildura, as there is no community care unit to provide
for longer term patients making that transition.
Bricks and mortar as well as qualified staff are required.
There are service providers in Mildura who can assist
with these, such as Mallee Family Care, Mildura
Mental Health and the Mildura Base Hospital’s mental
health services. These and other organisations should
be given the opportunity to contribute to the solutions.
There are pathway programs in our area run by Loddon
Mallee Housing Services and the Mallee
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accommodation support program, which are reputable
organisations that have concerns and would like to
make a contribution. Country Victorians with a mental
illness deserve better, and only a comprehensive
inquiry will ensure that they get what they deserve.
That is why we are supporting the amendment.
Then there are the families of the disabled. Caring for
the disabled has become a considerable burden for a
large number of people who are ageing, and supporting
and making sure that disabled children are cared for
beyond the death of their parents is one of the more
difficult areas that I have had to deal with in my time as
a parliamentarian. There will be an increased need for
these services, and only a comprehensive and complete
review will enable all of these solutions for all of these
families to come forward. Country Victorians deserve
better. A comprehensive inquiry will ensure they get
what they need and that things can be moved forward. I
wish to say that we strongly support the amendment to
make this a comprehensive inquiry.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The member for
Doncaster — and I listened to the totality of her
speech — actually made an appalling speech. I
expected more from her. The previous esteemed
member for Doncaster, the Honourable Victor Perton,
would not have been duped into putting this David
Davis special before this house. It is the only work that
Mr Davis has ever done other than making sure he has
the numbers to get himself into a leadership position.
The member for Doncaster does not understand her
area of responsibility, which is critical to this debate.
For example, she said she does not care about the
money put into supported residential services. What an
extraordinary statement. She does not care about the
increases in funding — that is, for refurbishments, new
CRUs (community residential units), supported
residential services upgrades and increased support
services to maintain these services in the community.
She has no real care; it is just about political
point-scoring.
Then she said there have been no CRUs or supported
residential services established in the term of this
government.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — That is what she said; I heard
her. It is an absolute untruth. It shows she has
absolutely no understanding of her shadow portfolio,
because that statement is untrue. Again it is about
scoring political points when she knows the truth is
different.
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I will give some local examples. A new PARC
(prevention and recovery care) facility is being
established in Deer Park. There are new CRUs in
Melton, Caroline Springs and Bacchus Marsh. I know
because I fought people to make sure those CRUs were
established. The difficulty for any government is that
people oppose CRUs being established in their
neighbourhoods — and we have had these difficulties,
unlike the previous Kennett government that did not put
resources into these services. That they have been
established decimates her position in this house.
She has amnesia because they have just found the
community visitors reports. I remember the debates, the
questions without notice and on notice to the
Honourable Rob Knowles, then the Minister for Aged
Care, when I was in the upper house and the
community visitors’ reports were presented under the
Kennett government. It did not care and did not put any
resources into the sector. I remember the 10 per cent
right-off-the-top cut to all human services in 1993.
Where was the honourable member for Doncaster? She
was in the party and urging them on, saying, ‘Cut more
and deeper — and make sure that the services do not
get funded properly’. Then she has the gall to come in
here and feign concern about these issues. In actual fact
she is far from concerned.
The other extraordinary statement by the member for
Doncaster is that we should not be looking at what is
occurring in this area in other jurisdictions and
elsewhere. Again, what an extraordinary statement for
the honourable member to make to this house! How are
we supposed to look at better models and better ways of
doing the things we need to do if we cannot go and see
them? That is to say the parliamentary committee
should actually be hamstrung, so to speak, with its
hands behind its back and the blindfold on so that it
cannot look at these facilities. She says that we have to
have new ideas without exploring what those new ideas
are. She has no understanding of how the parliamentary
committee system operates.
If you compare the two motions — the government
motion and the David Davis motion, which as now
been put before this house as an amendment by the
member for Doncaster — you see that the latter is all
over the place. It includes psychiatric treatment, it is
hastily put together, it is repetitive and it duplicates
matters. For example, the first three points are all the
same and they can be and have been incorporated as
point 1 in the government’s motion. The government’s
motion is clearer and more succinct. It is broad and
clear enough to allow the committee to hear evidence
on all matters raised by the opposition.
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If the honourable member for Doncaster and the
Liberal-National coalition were really concerned about
this issue, they should have acknowledged that they
have raised the issue. I acknowledge that the opposition
has raised this issue — the upper house motion was a
catalyst for this government motion. I acknowledge that
to the house. If the coalition acknowledged that, then
rather than political point-scoring it would join with the
government to support the parliamentary committee in
doing its work. It would assist individual people,
families and organisations to put their case to the
parliamentary committee. But no, the honourable
member for Doncaster wants to pontificate and score
political points instead of really doing the hard work.
She wants to be out there as the champion, the hero, the
guru in this area instead of doing the hard work. Hard
work is something that the Liberal-National coalition
has great difficulty in doing. That is why this
amendment will not be supported by the government. I
urge all honourable members to support the motion
before the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
contribute to the debate on the notice of motion by the
Leader of the House on the terms of reference for the
Family and Community Development Committee.
Firstly I would like to acknowledge the great work of
the member for Doncaster in proposing the
amendments to the motion before us today. We have
compared the two different terms of reference, and
Labor’s terms of reference are a little bit narrow for our
liking. The member for Doncaster has consulted with
various groups throughout Victoria, and they are very
pleased with the detail in the terms of reference she has
come up with.
The minister in her contribution to the debate made
reference to the disability support register. The latest
statistics we have on that — December 2007 — show
that at the moment there are 1368 requests for disability
services supported accommodation options. There are
1326 people on the waiting list for support to live in the
community, and for daytime activities the figure is 378.
If you add those figures together you find there are over
3000 people waiting on the government’s own register
at the moment. But of course there are many more than
that, and as we know there are many families out there
caring for children with disabilities.
I do not want to politicise the debate we are having
today because it is a very important issue that all of us
in this house should take seriously. We should consider
bipartisan support for a full inquiry by the Family and
Community Development Committee to ensure that
families who are caring for persons with disabilities
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have a voice and a really positive outcome. I believe
that can be achieved.

with nowhere to go. That is an issue we need to
address.

As many on this side of the house have said, the terms
of reference for the committee proposed by the member
for Doncaster represent a much more comprehensive
and holistic approach. One aspect of that is recognising
that families should have a say. The minister during her
address said that some changes had been made to the
initial terms of reference to include family in the second
draft, and overall it is important that families do have a
say.

According to the Gippsland Carers Association there
are 176 652 persons with a severe or profound
disability, of whom only 5073 have a funded
accommodation service in a community residential
unit, hostel or large congregate setting. If you do your
maths, you see that that is in excess of 171 000 persons
who do not have government-funded accommodation.
It is quite amazing when you think of it that way. I
acknowledge the funding the government has provided
but, as has been indicated on this side of the house, we
do not appear to be getting the results we would like.
The same issues and the same impediments keep
arising, so it is important that through the proposed
terms of reference the Family and Community
Development Committee be able to provide some great
recommendations for the government and in doing so
give the families and those with disabilities a voice.

Many members of this house would be familiar with
the Gippsland Carers Association and Jean Tops, and I
am sure many of us have had correspondence with her
over the years. Jean has been a very vocal supporter of
improving disability services, improving the standard of
accommodation available for those with disabilities and
ensuring that carers are well catered for into the future.
She has done this for many years as a single mother
caring for a daughter who I believe would now be in
her late 30s or early 40s. Jean has done this as a labour
of love, and we have heard many similar stories in this
house. She has been very active in lobbying politicians
over a long period of time for one goal, and that is to
improve conditions for those who have children with
disabilities and all the problems that come with that.
She has also advocated for carers over a long period.
I have received some correspondence from Jean in her
role of president of the Gippsland Carers Association,
and she has fully endorsed the member for Doncaster’s
proposed terms of reference for the committee. I know
that the member for Narracan alluded to that fact
earlier. Jean says in part:
Such an inquiry is long overdue as successive governments
have failed to address the urgent unmet needs and undermet
needs of people with dependent disabilities and their families
to have access to supported accommodation and personal care
support services.

I am here to say today that all governments should take
responsibility for addressing this serious problem. We
should go past playing the blame game because it is too
important an issue, and we should collectively work
towards a better outcome. The statistics that the
Gippsland Carers Association have provided to me
state that family carers provide over 92 per cent of all
supported accommodation across the state and the
nation. When you think about it that is quite amazing.
In a lot of situations there are elderly parents caring for
adult disabled children. It has been mentioned
previously by a number of speakers that many elderly
parents are fearful of dying and leaving their children

It has also been pointed out by the carers association
that 13 900 adults aged 35 years and older with a
dependent disability are still living with ageing parent
carers. Again, that is an amazing statistic when you
think about it. Many of those adults are a part of loving
families who do not mind having a child with a
disability at home, but there are many other families
who just cannot care for their adult children. We have
heard during this debate that there are parents who, due
to the physicality of their adult children, are not able to
manoeuvre them around and care for them. They need
help in finding accommodation for them.
I want to give one last quote from the correspondence
from the Gippsland Carers Association. Jean Tops says:
This parliamentary inquiry into disability and mental illness
accommodation services deserves to have bipartisan and
indeed multipartisan support. Unless we as a society are
prepared to take care of our least citizens, then we have little
hope of building a society that is family friendly and safe for
all.

I want to refer quickly to a member’s statement I made
in July last year in which I referred to a waiting list with
over 3000 people on it. I also asked what the situation
was at the time with regard to the commonwealth
state/territory disability agreement. The commonwealth
government had come to the states happy to improve
disability services provided there was dollar-for-dollar
funding from the states, but this government walked
away from that. It is interesting to see what that
situation is at the moment. I understand the
Auditor-General is preparing a report on housing
accommodation and support for persons with
disabilities. It will be interesting to see the outcome of
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that. The terms of reference are very narrow, but they
might go some way to assisting this committee with the
proposed terms of reference.
We all have various experiences through knowing
people who have disabilities. Through our roles as
parliamentarians we have people coming to our offices
and relating their experiences, some of which are really
sad. If we have bipartisan support, we have an
opportunity here to send some good terms of reference
to this committee and get some great outcomes. I
acknowledge that the minister’s intent is noble. The
member for Melton said a few minutes ago that because
these terms were proposed by the Liberal Party in the
upper house a couple of weeks ago the government has
jumped on board, and that is fine.
The amendment proposed by the member for Doncaster
should be seriously considered by all members of this
chamber. If you asked the simple question of members
of the Gippsland Carers Association or any of those
who are living with this day in and day out whether
they would give us the terms of reference proposed by
the government or those proposed by the member for
Doncaster, we know what the answer would be because
we have in writing their adulation of the terms of
reference proposed by the member for Doncaster.
Everybody in this house should support the
amendment, as do the people living the experiences day
in and day out. It is time we all supported their
endeavours.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I would like to
start with a great comment on politics: the art of politics
is searching for problems; when you search, you find
them everywhere; and when you investigate them, you
find all the wrong solutions and apply all the wrong
remedies. Having been involved as a member of a
number of committees, I know that one of the worst
things we do too often in this place is politicise the
committee system. The first thing we do about
investigations into extremely important matters is
provide a reference that is designed to be political, and
then we debate the issue in this chamber. That is one of
the more important things we do as members of
Parliament when, for example, we get representations
from people with disabilities who need to find
supported accommodation.
One of the most incredibly moving things I have done
was connected to a campaign to provide appropriate
care for young people with an acquired brain injury,
when I dealt with those individuals. The only supported
accommodation they currently have is in aged care,
which is inappropriate. There is very limited
appropriate accommodation for them anywhere. That is

467

a really serious issue, and I think everyone in this place
would acknowledge that.
Having been in this place for a number of years one
knows that most of the time, as a member of the
opposition or even as an Independent, we put motions
forward as much as anything to point out the error of
the government’s ways. I have been involved in
committees where we first debated the motion before
the committee. Often there has been an enormous
amount of debate about the appropriateness of the
references that the Parliament or the government
provide to us. It is unfortunate that important issues
seem to be dealt with in a political way. I agree with the
member for Morwell that the only thing the community
wants us to do is get out there and investigate this. This
debate has taken nearly all afternoon, and it has been
basically the consideration of a motion moved by the
government. I understand why it has been done, and I
understand why the amendment has been moved as
well. It is a difficult issue.
I would like to speak particularly on the reference to the
Family and Community Development Committee. I
have gone through both the references, and
understanding how references are treated by
committees, my view is that the government’s amended
reference, if you like, is probably more appropriate in a
couple of areas. The reason I say that is that in my view
one of the things that does not appear to be in the
amendment before the house or the motion moved by
the Leader of the Opposition in the other place, David
Davis, is the process for managing service quality. That
is one of the issues that is incredibly important to the
families of those with disabilities. It is not an issue that
we should be treating lightly.
Once the reference leaves this chamber it will be dealt
with thoroughly and properly by the Family and
Community Development Committee, because it is an
incredibly serious issue. I know that no matter where
the committee goes around the state it will get
good-quality evidence. I understand why this debate is
occurring, but I think it is a disappointing start to
addressing the reference that has been provided.
I have been to aged-care places where young people are
accommodated and have seen the difficulty they have
because they are surrounded by people not of their own
age, vitality and desire to do different things, but they
need the level of care provided in those facilities. The
other issue that comes up very frequently is respite
accommodation for young people with severe
disabilities. Families try to keep those young people
within the family environment because the best care is
in that loving environment, but at times accommodation
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is needed so families can take a break, and there is
no-one else who has the capacity or experience to do so
other than staff in professional accommodation.
This is a serious issue and one that should be dealt with
by the committee. I am sure that the committee, if given
the opportunity, will do a very good job. It is incumbent
on the government to implement those findings when
the recommendations come back to this Parliament,
because there are some challenges. I will not be
supporting the amendment. I believe the committee
reference as put forward is probably a reasonable
balance. I thank the Parliament for hearing my
comments. It is important that the committee goes out
to regional areas, because there are a lot of issues, and I
think different issues, in some regional areas with
challenges regarding accommodation for those with
disabilities or mental illness.
One of the other issues that is raised quite often is the
appropriateness of the mental health care that we get.
The top end of people in need in my electorate are very
well covered through the Flynn ward of the Latrobe
Regional Hospital, but there are a lot of gaps in the
provision of services. I support the motion before the
house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter
before the house traverses one of the most important
issues that we as members of this place would confront
as we liaise with our constituencies. The levels of care
and support offered to those who suffer from a range of
disabilities — physical, mental and psychiatric
disabilities — are generally areas of profound concern
not only for parents and siblings but also for the wider
community. The matter more immediately before the
chamber concerns whether we embark upon a
parliamentary inquiry that has at the end of the process
the prospect of providing a safety net that will protect
some of the most vulnerable members of the
community or whether we end up with a safety net that
potentially has a number of holes in it for service
delivery.
A number of years ago, in fact in the dying days of the
Cain-Kirner administration, a Labor member attended a
service club to give a talk on his work as a member of
Parliament. Feelings of the members were running high
in relation to high interest rates and high levels of
unemployment, but the member made the remark that
he found his most important parliamentary work was
undertaken as a member of an all-party parliamentary
committee. All-party parliamentary committees do
have the opportunity to do some excellent work by way
of taking the contributions of members of the public
and experts in the field recorded by Hansard and then
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distilling that information to produce a very effective
report containing recommendations that provide a basis
for enlightened government action. There is also scope
to look at international best practice that can inform that
debate.
There are a number of provisions that are being
proposed by the shadow minister which would lend
strength to the inquiry that has been referred to the
Family and Community Development Committee, and
I would just like to note them for the record. They
include:
The adequacy and appropriateness of care and
accommodation provided in various government, private and
community facilities that accommodate clients with a
disability or mental illness because of insufficient places in
the specialist system, and in particular including supported
residential services, boarding houses, public hospitals, nursing
homes and SAAP funded services;
…
Estimates of future supported accommodation needs and the
appropriateness and transparency of the government’s
management of demand and placement;
The government’s response to unmet accommodation needs,
including sources of funding, planning and delivery;
…
The appropriateness of the current mix of service providers,
including government, private and community;

Given that the projected rate of population growth in
Victoria is outstripping the supply of infrastructure and
a number of other issues, it is relevant that the broad
terms of reference proposed by the member for
Doncaster be taken into account.
We all have our case studies within our electorates of
areas of pressing need, and I would just like to narrate a
few of them from mine. The first is the case of the
mother of a 27-year-old daughter who at times has
spent up to seven weeks in a psychiatric unit. The
mother is distressed about the welfare of her daughter
and believes urgent accommodation is required to
stabilise her. The local police are prepared to take her to
the psychiatric unit at Monash Medical Centre, but the
unit suggests that it would turn her around in two days
when what she requires is full-time care of the order of
weeks rather than days or hours.
Then there is the matter that I raised in this place a
number of years ago concerning a family in my
electorate whose 39-year-old daughter had over a
number of years been treated for schizophrenia,
borderline personality disorder and mental depression.
On one occasion she was admitted to the Monash
Medical Centre and was kept on a hospital trolley for
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70 hours in the emergency ward as there were no beds
available in the Monash psychiatric unit or any other
psychiatric unit in Victoria. At that time she had no
access to a window, television or radio, with just the
bare walls of the cubicle and later a small room to look
at. Senior health professionals have described the
current mental health system as collapsing. There are
not enough beds to cope with demand.
On my understanding, as I noted earlier on, it is entirely
inappropriate for a patient requiring psychiatric
assistance to be detained on an emergency department
trolley for three days in a room with no windows, radio
or television, and just the bare walls of the unit to look
at. Other issues which arose during this patient’s care
and treatment included her spending 20 hours in a
Monash Medical Centre emergency ward on a broken
and dangerous trolley and the unsuitability of her
special accommodation, where the staff had no
psychiatric training and were not briefed adequately by
supporting psychiatric staff.
On another occasion this lady was discharged from the
Monash Medical Centre when she been so heavily
drugged she did not know where she was, was unable
to walk without assistance and had difficulty even
finding her own mouth to feed herself or to smoke
cigarettes. If her parents had not intervened, she would
have been returned to her accommodation, where there
was no support. This was clearly dangerous at the time
not only to herself but also to other residents at the
special accommodation facility. That case illustrates the
seriousness of the concern.
On another occasion a story was narrated by a person
by the name of Colin McGill, who sustained a couple
of medical disasters, the first of which left him severely
handicapped and then, when he was struggling to get
back on his feet, a second which left him permanently
disabled. On both occasions he was advised that he
would never resume his former occupation, but there
were some interesting and dramatic developments in
his life, which he recorded in a book he wrote. He said:
Most people in the nursing home system are unable to
communicate with the outside world very effectively. I can,
and this gives me the responsibility to speak for them.

At one point he received a Centenary Medal for his
courage in trying to reform the system and for his
contribution to the local community.
Then there was another case of a person who had
written to me, a constituent grandparent, who was
seriously concerned about the welfare of her daughter,
and she noted on one occasion:
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I write on behalf of my daughter … who will shortly be a
constituent in Elwood in the southern region in which my
husband and I both currently reside. The circumstances of my
daughter are desperate. My daughter adopted as a single
mother a young man who is now 21 years old. He is autistic,
has Downs syndrome and has learning difficulties.
My daughter has reached a point where she is no longer in a
position to care for him under current arrangements. She has
endeavoured to initiate a more appropriate level of support.
The position is critical at the moment both for the welfare of
my daughter and also for the grandson and I seek your
intervention to achieve an outcome that is in the interests of
all parties.

At the time I was seeking a meeting with the minister to
try to establish where there would be accommodation
options that would meet the needs of this young person
with a range of disabilities, including, as I mentioned,
Down syndrome, learning difficulties and autism. This
lady was the mother of four adopted children. She was
concerned for the welfare of the other children and
hopeful that her son could be placed in an appropriate
setting that would be in not only his best interests but
also the best interests of other family members.
Then there is the example of a person who was
seriously injured in a motor vehicle accident in his early
life. He was a passenger in a car that was involved in an
accident in 1978. He suffered severe head injuries and a
fractured spine. He was in a coma for about 7 weeks
and required 15 months in acute and rehabilitation
hospitals. He suffered from epilepsy as a result of the
accident. He spent four years in a nursing home at a
time when there was a view held that he may have been
capable of looking after himself in his own
environment.
Certainly a nursing home where numbers of people
suffered from dementia and were not capable of
relating well to a young man was an inappropriate
environment for a person in his late 30s to be placed. A
subsequent journey saw him living independently for a
number of years. In more recent times he has been
placed in a home in Frankston, where there are people
who suffer from schizophrenia. I understand that he
may be reasonably heavily drugged and this particular
setting may be regarded as not being in his best
interests.
There are a multitude of examples in the real world. I
think any parliamentary inquiry must take the best
information available. It must inform itself through the
contributions of all stakeholders so that the
recommendations presented to government can deliver
outcomes that will serve the community interest and,
most importantly, the interests of those people who
suffer from a range of conditions.
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Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
motion as put to this house by the Leader of the House
and moved by the Minister for Community Services. I
feel well qualified to speak on this motion because I
have served on several committees. I have served on
the Family and Community Development Committee,
the Law Reform Committee and on the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee. I have to say that it is
one of the most satisfying aspects of Parliament. When
I was on the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee I co-chaired a review of the Anzac Day
laws with the Honourable Mark Birrell, a former
member for East Yarra in the other place. It was very
satisfying to see many of those recommendations taken
up by the government. That review was carried out in a
bipartisan way.
As I said, I have been a member of the Family and
Community Development Committee. I have to say
that it is most distressing to see the opposition now
trying to manipulate the work of some committees so
that they become political committees and not
bipartisan committees.
I want to talk about a couple of aspects of the motion.
The member for Morwell talked about the amendment
moved by the honourable member for Doncaster being
more comprehensive and holistic in its approach. I do
not think the member has really looked at the
amendment. What we have before the house is a
motion. We also have a new opposition which has been
divorced and remarried, divorced and remarried, and is
now in its remarried form. Paragraph (f) of the motion
moved by the Minister for Community Services talks
about access and service issues for particular groups,
including rural communities. The amendment moved
by the member for Doncaster does not mention rural
communities. Why have members of the former
National Party not picked this up? In the government’s
motion we want to particularly look at rural
communities and their access, but the amendment does
not pick up on particularly looking at that.
I refer to indigenous Australians. We have just had the
apology in the national Parliament, and yet I do not see
any mention of indigenous Australians in the member
for Doncaster’s amendment. They have left them out
for years. An apology has gone before the national
Parliament and been supported by the great majority of
Australians, and yet we see the coalition marginalising
the indigenous community again. It is shameful. We
still see through polls the judgement of the Australian
people on the federal Liberal Party’s position on
marginalising indigenous Australians, and I am sure
you will see it here.
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We have done a lot in the disability sector. We have
increased funding by a whopping 87 per cent since
coming to office in 1999. The current budget provides
$525 million for residential accommodation support. I
want to talk about a couple of the other government
initiatives. We have provided $70 million over four
years for a range of flexible personal accommodation
and support packages for 1300 people with a disability,
and $10 million to develop additional supported
accommodation models for up to 75 people.
I could go on and just read statistics, but I will not.
Honourable members in this place would know that one
of the qualifications that I have to speak on this motion
is a nephew who is profoundly disabled. Members will
recall that I talked about his disabilities during the
debate on the stem cell research bill. Just throwing
money and statistics at people with profound
disabilities does not resolve any of the issues. You have
got to have a coordinated approach, you have got to
have a systematic approach, and you have got to have a
flexible approach. Each person with a disability has a
different disability from other disabled people, and they
need to be treated as individuals.
We hear people talking about working in a bipartisan
fashion. I agree with that. In the past that has happened,
but we do not see it happening anymore. I am really
quite sad that the member for Doncaster has chosen to
come in and parrot the words of David Davis, the
Leader of the Opposition in the other place, and read
slavishly from notes about a range of people with
disabilities. I support the motion before the house. I do
not support the amendment moved by the member for
Doncaster. I cannot support the amendment because it
marginalises the indigenous community. It strikes out
the words ‘indigenous Australians’, and in this current
climate we can see that the opposition parties have not
learnt anything. They have had a hasty marriage, and
they are not concerned about each other’s backgrounds.
We see their members coming in and parroting the
words of David Davis, which I would have thought was
an extremely dangerous thing to do.
I do not support the amendment. I support a range of
options which will deliver for people like my nephew.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I cannot let pass
comments made by the member for Yuroke. My
understanding of this reference that is going to the
Family and Community Development Committee is
that these words — the amendment put forward by the
member for Doncaster — were first tabled in the upper
house two weeks ago. Let us put it on the record that
the government is playing catch-up on this issue. The
member for Yuroke spoke about the fact that the
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amendment is more comprehensive. That is the reason
why I am going to support it, because I believe the
government’s motion is far narrower. I am very
disappointed that the member for Yuroke does not
seem to have read the amendment moved by the
member for Doncaster. Point (7) says:
the ability of country Victorians to access supported
accommodation …

That is already listed there. The amendment also refers
to culturally diverse people. There are other matters
listed there. It is a very comprehensive reference and far
more comprehensive than the Labor government’s
reference. Again the government is playing catch-up. It
has got it wrong, and that is why I will be supporting
the amendment. I do not want to get too political about
it, because this is a very tough issue to resolve. It is an
issue that we all have great sympathy for, and I
compliment the member for Burwood on his
compassionate approach to this. The member for
Morwell did exactly the same when he spoke about the
matter in Gippsland.
We have heard tremendous presentations here today. It
has been a great debate on a very important issue for a
lot of Victorians who have major problems with their
disabilities, and more importantly, for those who need
appropriate care and the accommodation that we know
is very difficult to provide. I think it is great that these
issues are going before the all-party Family and
Community Development Committee. I believe the
committee has not met for about six or eight months
because it has not had any work given to it. The
reference given in the upper house was very important
to Victorians, particularly people from my area — it
was very important to country Victoria.
I think the reference is a great move. There have been
some great debates in here, but what disappoints me
greatly is that the minister responsible has not been here
for the bulk of the presentations. However, she would
have heard a lot of the reports from right across country
Victoria, and I am going to give her a few more. I wrote
to the minister back on 8 February on behalf of Mr Eric
George of Horsham, who raised concerns with me
regarding his son, Neville, who may require full-time
care in the next 12 months.
Currently Neville George lives independently with the
help of Wimmera Community Options. His family
supports him, but they believe there will be a need for
full-time care shortly. The only nursing home in
Horsham is a high-care facility at the Matron Arthur or
Menzies facilities in the Wimmera Health Care Group.
They are great facilities, but they believe, and I agree
with them, that it is not the place for this young man of

471

47 years of age, who has full mental abilities. It is not
appropriate for him to be placed in a facility designed
for elderly people. I think it is unacceptable. Neville’s
father is looking for more support, and I am still
waiting for the report to come back from the minister.
I went back and looked at a newspaper article of
23 January — there were a couple of articles in the
Wimmera Mail Times — which is headed ‘Families fear
a care shortage’. It states:
Concerns over retirement homes accommodating young
disabled people have come under the spotlight again this
week after a Horsham family voiced worry over a lack of
appropriate full-time accommodation …
The George and Hallam families told the Mail Times that
their son and brother Neville George would face full-time
residential care in an aged-care home because of a lack of
appropriate accommodation.

The article quotes a doctor I have a lot of time for,
Dr Rob Grenfell of the West Vic division of general
practice, agreeing that nursing homes are inappropriate
for young disabled people, but saying it is a complex
problem. I agree. I think we all agree it is a complex
problem. In that same newspaper there is a great article
headed ‘Neville’s struggle’. It shows a picture of
Neville George and says:
Picture your body giving up while your mind is still well and
able.
It sounds like a nightmare but it’s precisely what Horsham
man Neville George goes through day in, day out.
Suffering osteoporosis, arthritis and spondylosis all at once
has meant that Mr George has spent the past eight years in
constant pain and discomfort, while his family have often had
to —

worry about his obtaining services. There are services
available in some of our areas but not accommodation
services.
I want to compliment places like the Mulleraterong
Centre in Hamilton and the Wool Factory and Karkana
Centre in Horsham. There are special schools that help
a lot of our disabled students gain skills that will help
them in the future. I think it is important though that the
government support the Horsham redevelopment of the
special school, because this will give the students the
skills necessary to assist in keeping them out of
accommodation facilities, so they can look after
themselves. I am pleased to see that the Minister for
Community Services has come back in to listen to this
debate. We hear many concerns about accommodation.
It is a problem. Whether it be in disabilities or in mental
health, there are major concerns, and I do not think they
are going to be easy to resolve. This reference, and
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particularly the reference put forward through the
amendment moved by the member for Doncaster, gives
us a much more comprehensive view of what is
happening right across Victoria, whether it be in
Melbourne or in country Victoria.
I want to finish with another letter that I got from Mark
and Robyn Tonissen of Croxton East, near Hamilton.
They are concerned about respite accommodation for
their autistic son, Leigh. This fellow is 17 years of age.
He has a mental age of about a one-year-old and
requires constant personal attention 24 hours a day,
7 days a week. Again, there are major problems,
whether it be in Melbourne, in a regional centre or in
country communities. We need to look at this in a much
more comprehensive way, as is outlined in the member
for Doncaster’s amendment. That is why I am
supporting it strongly.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 50
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kosky, Ms

Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 31
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
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McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment defeated.
Motion agreed to.

PORT SERVICES AMENDMENT (PUBLIC
DISCLOSURE) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr BAILLIEU
(Leader of the Opposition).
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
move:
That the bill be printed and, by leave, be read a second time
forthwith.

Leave refused.
Ordered to be printed and second reading to be
made order of the day for next day.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(ASSOCIATE JUDGES) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Courts Legislation (Associate Judges) Bill
2008.
In my opinion, the Courts Legislation (Associate Judges) 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 contains amendments to the Constitution Act 1975,
the Supreme Court Act 1975 and the County Court Act 1958.
The bill will amend provisions in these acts to implement the
recommendations contained in Crown Counsel’s Report to
the Attorney-General: Office of Master/Costs Office (March
2007) and institute substantial reform to the offices of master
of the Supreme Court and master of the County Court, by

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (ASSOCIATE JUDGES) BILL
Wednesday, 27 February 2008

ASSEMBLY

473

creating the office of associate judge in the Supreme and
County courts.

the independence of the judiciary and minimising intrusive
performance evaluations of associate judges by the executive.

The bill contains a number of technical amendments to
provisions in a number of acts which themselves engage
human rights. However, the only limitations on rights which
are addressed in this statement are those which newly arise by
reasons of the bill.

(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means to achieve that purpose
without compromising the perceived or actual independence
of the judiciary.

Human rights issues
Conclusion
1. Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 8(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to enjoy his or her rights without discrimination.
Section 18(1) of the charter provides that every person has the
right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination,
to participate in the conduct of public affairs.
The bill specifies age eligibility requirements for being
appointed to or continuing in the office of associate judge.
The age eligibility requirement constitutes discrimination on
the attribute of ‘age’ under the Equal Opportunity Act 1995
and therefore limits sections 8 and 18 of the charter.
2. Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter.
Rob Hulls
Attorney-General

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

The proposed bill is based on a report by Crown
Counsel, Dr John Lynch, in 2007 recommending
substantial reform to the offices of master of the
Supreme Court and master of the County Court.

(a) the nature of the right being limited
The prohibition of discrimination is one of the cornerstones of
human rights instruments and this is reflected in the preamble
to the charter. The right to have the opportunity to participate
in the conduct of public affairs without discrimination is
fundamental to a free and democratic society. However,
neither right is absolute and can be subject to reasonable
limitations under section 7 of the charter.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation, to ensure that appointees are
competent and able to adequately perform judicial functions
and maintain public confidence in the judiciary, is of high
importance. The age eligibility requirement removes the need
for individual assessment of the competence of judicial
officers by the executive which would erode public
confidence in the independence of the judiciary.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The extent of the limitation is that a person is not eligible for
appointment as an associate judge in the Supreme Court or
County Court unless he or she has not attained the age of
75 years (where the person has been a judge, associate judge
or magistrate of another court), or has not attained the age of
70 years (where the person has been admitted to legal practice
for not less than five years). Furthermore, a person ceases to
hold office as an associate judge upon attaining the relevant
age. The limitation does not prevent such persons from
participating in the conduct of public affairs in other ways,
but only in the context of holding the office of associate
judge.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and its
purpose as it ensures that associate judges are competent and
maintains public confidence in the judiciary while preserving

The key provisions of Dr Lynch’s review related to the
functions of masters.
The current mechanisms for allocating functions and
powers to masters do not reflect their evolved status as
judicial officers.
Masters have been part of the Supreme Court of
Victoria since the 19th century. The office of County
Court master was created in 1985. Masters’ principal
function is to assist in the general business of the two
courts. Their powers and authority are conferred on
them by legislation, usually court procedural rules.
Initially masters were Crown employees. Their terms
and conditions of office were determined by public
service legislation. Over time masters have been
recognised as part of the Supreme Court in the state’s
constitution and have acquired similar terms and
conditions of office to other judicial officers, including
security of tenure, a non-reducible salary (set at about
the same level as County Court judges) and judicial
pension entitlements.
While the new office of associate judge would continue
to perform some of the historical functions of masters
there have been significant developments in recent
years to modernise the office of master in the Supreme
Court, particularly in the provision of court-directed
mediation. The bill builds on the initiative of the
Supreme Court in recent years in allowing litigants to
utilise the masters of the court to mediate disputes. It is
unusual and innovative for judicial officers to have
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been used in a superior court in this way. The Supreme
Court’s initiative has been embraced by litigants and
their practitioners.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 12 March.

In 2007, Parliament amended section 75A of the
Constitution Act 1975 to allow for the Court of Appeal
to be constituted by a master for the purposes of
making orders and giving directions of a procedural
nature in civil appeals. This was one aspect of a
program of civil appeal reforms in the Court of Appeal,
designed to reduce delay and improve the operation of
the Court of Appeal. In 2007 the court introduced new
rules and a practice statement to facilitate a pilot project
for front-end management of civil appeals. The pilot
principally draws on the skills of masters in managing
cases. A new master was appointed to manage and
direct civil appeals.
Renaming the office of master would be consistent with
developments in New South Wales and New Zealand
and would reflect the judicial status acquired by
masters, particularly over the last two decades, and
assist public understanding of the nature of the office.
In line with the recommendations of the review, the bill
retains the current requirement that the chief justice
provide a certificate to the Attorney-General before a
new office is created within the court.
Under the bill, associate judges will be subject to the
rules and the general direction of the chief justice. The
allocation of functions to associate judges would be an
internal matter for the court.
Although a master has not been appointed to the
County Court for some years, the bill provides for the
replacement of the office of master in the County Court
with the office of associate judge, for the time being.
The civil jurisdiction of the County Court increased
significantly in 2007. The question of whether to retain
the office in the longer term could be considered once
the impact of the increased jurisdiction is known.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment 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 purpose of the bill is to make two unrelated amendments
to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981
(the act).
Part 2 of the bill provides a mechanism to allow for the
effective and efficient supply of drugs such as antivirals and
vaccines during a public health emergency, such as an
influenza pandemic or bioterrorism incident.
Part 3 of the bill deals with the supply by medical
practitioners and nurse practitioners of drugs of dependence,
including where the patients are drug-dependent persons, in
order to simplify the processes and reduce the
administrative/compliance burden on practitioners.
Part 3 also requires a practitioner to obtain a permit when
treating with a drug of dependence for a period greater than
eight weeks.
Human rights issues
1.

The bill gives associate judges the jurisdiction of the
trial division of the Supreme Court and of the County
Court.
The Victorian courts are embracing mediation, both
external and court-based, and are continuing to
streamline case management.
The bill builds on the courts’ initiatives in these areas
and demonstrates the commitment of the government to
ensure that justice is modern and delivered in an
efficient and effective manner.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

The relevant rights under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’) which the bill will
engage are —
Section 13: right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the
right —
(a) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with;
and
(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
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Part 3 of the bill confirms the obligation of a medical or nurse
practitioner to notify the Secretary of the Department of
Human Services in circumstances where a practitioner has
reason to believe that one of his or her patients is a
drug-dependent person and either that patient requests or
seeks prescription of a drug of dependence, or the practitioner
intends to treat the patient with a drug of dependence.
The right to privacy in section 13(a) is only limited if an
interference with privacy, family, home or correspondence is
‘unlawful’ or ‘arbitrary’.
While part 3 of the bill engages the section 13 rights, it does
not limit the right to privacy because the interferences with
privacy are proportionate and not unlawful or arbitrary.
The interferences with privacy in part 3 are not unlawful as
they are provided for in this bill and occur in precise and
circumscribed circumstances.
The interferences with privacy in part 3 are not arbitrary,
because the requirement to notify the secretary is limited to a
very specific set of circumstances. The requirement to notify
in certain circumstances is intended to limit and control the
supply of drugs of dependence, thus protecting both
individuals and the community at large from harm. As these
are important public policy objectives, they are sufficient to
justify the requirements.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the right under the charter which the bill engages is not
limited by the bill, it is not necessary to consider the
application of section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because,
although the bill engages the right conferred by section 13 of
the charter, it does not limit that right.
HON. DANIEL ANDREWS, MP
Minister for Health

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

This bill seeks to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 and will:
authorise a wider range of suitably qualified persons
to distribute poisons or controlled substances such as
vaccines and antiviral medicines during a public
health emergency;
address some unnecessary administrative burdens
placed on medical and nurse practitioners when
treating patients; and
make other amendments to improve the operation of
current laws.
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The Brumby government is committed to ensuring that
Victoria is prepared to respond to public health
emergencies. As a part of this commitment, we
provided $4.5 million to enhance the Victorian health
system’s preparedness for an influenza pandemic,
which resulted in an increase to Victoria’s stockpile of
antiviral medication and protective equipment.
The ability to quickly mobilise an appropriate
workforce is a key factor when responding to a public
health emergency. It is possible during a public health
emergency, such as an influenza pandemic, that an
additional trained workforce may be needed to
distribute vaccines and antiviral medications.
Victoria will lead the way through this legislation
which provides that in the event that the community is
faced with a public health emergency the secretary
would have the power to make an order in writing to
authorise a wider range of suitably qualified persons
such as registered nurses and pharmacists to distribute
vaccines and antiviral medicines which under normal
circumstances would not be allowed.
The order would specify the public health emergency to
which it relates, the affected location, the persons to be
authorised to possess, use and supply these medicines,
and the date the order is to take effect.
The bill also seeks to separate the control of schedule 8
poisons such as morphine and dexamphetamine, drugs
commonly used to treat medical conditions, including
severe pain, from schedule 9 poisons. Schedule 9
poisons include heroin, LSD and cannabis. It is
therefore appropriate to clarify the requirement for a
permit to be held by a practitioner before proceeding to
treat a patient with a schedule 9 poison. This is
consistent with current requirements under the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Regulations 2006.
The current permit system aims to identify and
minimise doctor shopping through the coordination of a
patient’s treatment with schedule 8 poisons. However,
there are certain settings where the permit provisions
impose an unnecessary administrative burden and, in
some cases, work against good treatment practices.
These situations are when patients are being treated in
prisons, hospitals and aged-care services, and are not in
a position to doctor shop.
Another situation where the existing permit
requirements do not contribute to the coordination of a
patient’s treatment is in clinics with multiple medical
practitioners. Under the current provisions, each
medical practitioner may require a separate permit to
treat the same patient. This adds an unnecessary
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administrative burden and affords little additional safety
benefit. It may also result in a break in treatment for the
patient while the practitioner applies for and awaits
issue of a permit. It is intended that where a practitioner
at the clinic holds a permit to treat a patient with a
schedule 8 poison, other practitioners may treat that
patient at the clinic with schedule 8 poisons without
obtaining a permit provided that the treatment is
consistent with the issued permit.
In addition, practitioners will only be required to
provide notification of drug dependence in higher risk
circumstances, that is, when the patient requests a drug
of dependence or the practitioner intends to treat the
patient with a drug of dependence.
These amendments will simplify the administrative
requirements placed on practitioners in restricted
settings, without reducing the protections that the
current system affords.
Further enhancements in coordinating patient treatment
are also proposed. Currently a practitioner is not
required to hold a permit until his or her treatment of a
patient with a schedule 8 poison exceeds eight weeks,
irrespective of the duration of treatment by previous
practitioners. In circumstances when a patient, who has
been in long-term treatment with a schedule 8 poison
by one practitioner, transfers to another practitioner,
unless the second practitioner has reason to believe the
patient is drug dependent, the second practitioner may
continue treatment without a permit for the first
eight weeks. During this period, the patient is
effectively outside the protection that the permit system
affords and may actually be receiving treatment from
multiple practitioners. This could have adverse impacts
on patients receiving chronic treatment who are
transferring between practitioners. In order to overcome
this, the bill proposes that a practitioner who considers
it necessary to prescribe a schedule 8 poison for a
patient and has reason to believe the period the drug has
been prescribed for the patient by another practitioner
along with that practitioner’s prescription would
represent a continuous period of treatment greater that
eight weeks must apply for and hold a permit from the
secretary. The second practitioner is however
authorised to continue treating until the issue of the
permit has been determined by the secretary. This
provides for a balance between maintaining continuity
of treatment and promoting coordination of treatment.
This bill is a further example of the government’s
commitment to ensuring that Victoria is well placed to
respond to public health emergencies. It is also further
evidence of our government’s work in ensuring that the
administrative and compliance requirements placed on
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the workforce strike the right balance, without
compromising patient care.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DELAHUNTY
(Lowan).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 12 March.

CONSUMER CREDIT (VICTORIA) AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2007
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other
Acts Amendment Bill. Let me state at the outset that the
opposition does not oppose the bill.
The bill comes at a very important time. Credit is an
ever-increasing feature of the lives of many Victorians.
For the 12 months to December 2007 there were over
132 million purchases on credit and charge accounts in
Australia conducted on 13.9 million of those accounts.
As at December 2007 Australians had $42.7 billion
outstanding on credit and charge cards, the highest level
on record. This represented a 9.5 per cent growth over
the previous 12 months. While credit cards are one of
the most visible and common forms of credit, there are
many other types of credit that also operate in this state
and elsewhere. Used effectively and sensibly credit is
an important financial management tool. However, the
misuse of credit, especially by those with low incomes
or those who are otherwise in financial difficulties, can
have quite dire consequences.
One of the keys to the proper use of credit is financial
literacy — that is, the ability to make informed
judgements and effective decisions regarding the use
and management of money. The former federal
coalition government deserves to be commended for its
groundbreaking work on financial literacy through the
establishment of the Financial Literacy Foundation,
which is chaired by Mr Paul Clitheroe, a well-known
financial commentator. The federal government has
worked with the states to try to promote financial
literacy on the basis that it is helping to provide many
Australians with the tools to use credit effectively and
responsibly, and so secure their financial futures and
prevent them getting themselves into difficulty.
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Since its establishment in June 2005 the foundation has
undertaken considerable work on financial literacy in
this country, including conducting original research.
This original research, which is published in a report
entitled Financial Literacy — Australians
Understanding Money, includes the findings that 48 per
cent of Australians say that dealing with money is both
stressful and overwhelming, while 40 per cent of
Australians say that thinking about their long-term
financial future makes them uncomfortable. So a
significant proportion of our community has concerns
about its ability to manage money properly and in fact
is almost, according to these findings, uncomfortable
with the idea of thinking about the long-term financial
future. Of course it is the failure to think ahead to what
the consequences might be about money management
that can often lead people into trouble in the use of
credit. Hence the importance of this bill.
The work of the foundation also recognises that
consumer credit and financial literacy issues are often
national in scope. However, as the regulation of many
consumer credit products takes place at a state level, it
does follow that the states have a very important role to
play in regulating this area. This brings me to the steps
which led to this bill coming before the house today.
In May 2005 the government asked the member for
Monbulk, now the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs, to chair a review into Victoria’s
consumer credit laws. In February 2006 the member for
Monbulk submitted his report to the government, which
then released his report in March. Later in 2006 the
government responded to the report, and this bill before
the house today implements aspects of the
government’s response.
I am pleasantly surprised to see the government’s
response, and I quote from page 6 of the Government
Response to the Report of the Consumer Credit Review:
Overall the government’s response to the consumer credit
review focuses on making the credit market work more
effectively and imposing only the minimum regulatory
burden. Where possible non-regulatory approaches have been
pursued, such as information and education, industry
cooperation, government funding and research.

It goes on to state:
The government also considered opportunities to simplify or
remove unnecessary regulation.

It is pleasing to see that the government recognises that
excessive regulation may impose costs, which create
detriments to more vulnerable consumers, and also
acknowledges the fact that consumers have a role to
play as responsible borrowers. The government in its
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response also specifically ruled out raising the ceiling
that currently operates and applies a maximum annual
percentage rate of interest for credit. The government
had been considering the option of raising that ceiling
to capture fees and charges, as has occurred in New
South Wales and the ACT, but it states in its response:
The Victorian government, however, does not believe that
this sort of market intervention is warranted if better tools are
available.

So to give credit where it is due — no pun intended —
this is a sensible approach to take, and it is far better
than the heavy-handed regulation-first approach that
Victorians generally have to endure from Labor
governments in general and this one in particular. This
response acknowledges that the capping of the cost of
credit may ultimately result in the withdrawal of credit
services from the sector of the market where more
providers engaged in competition may result in driving
down higher costs to consumers and therefore may be
ultimately counterproductive.
Another measure which was proposed by the Merlino
review, which the government has decided not to
proceed with, is option 6.2. This option sought to have
Victoria request the Ministerial Council on Consumer
Affairs to amend the uniform consumer credit code to
firstly, place a positive obligation on credit providers to
adequately assess consumers’ capacity to repay credit
and, secondly, introduce an explicit remedy that would
make a credit contract unenforceable to the extent that it
imposes a liability on the consumer beyond that which
is appropriate.
I am very pleased the government decided to reject this
option because this proposal would effectively reverse
the onus of proof that currently exists, under which a
person applying for credit bears the responsibility for
ensuring that they can repay any moneys that are
borrowed. This change, had it been implemented,
would place that onus on the lender rather than the
borrower. It would also place consumers in the position
where they may be relieved of their obligations under a
consumer credit contract, even where they have made
little or no effort to determine whether they have been
able to meet their obligations under that contract.
There are some very serious problems with the
proposal. Notwithstanding these, the government’s
response states that it is supported in principle. It
appears that in reality the government is certainly not
proposing to adopt it. Adopting this proposal would
simply increase the cost of credit by transferring greater
risk to credit providers. It would restrict the supply of
credit, particularly to those people on low incomes, as
credit providers sought to eliminate or at least reduce
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their risk, which would be increased by this sort of
measure, and ultimately low-income consumers would
be the losers.
Given that consumers have possession of more
knowledge about their individual financial
circumstances than does a credit provider, it is not
sensible to reverse the onus of primary responsibility. I
would also say that the moral hazard risk that such a
proposal would promote is enormous. If a credit
contract is unenforceable where a consumer has
accepted a liability that they are unable to repay, why
would this not encourage people to seek credit knowing
that, if they could not repay it, it would be seen to be
the lender’s fault and not their own? In what was
otherwise a relatively sensible report by the member for
Monbulk, this was one of the less sensible
recommendations and I am very pleased the
government has not seen fit to try to proceed with that
proposal.
A number of other suggestions in the Merlino report do
not appear to have been followed through. One is a
reference, on page 8 of the report, to the need to
improve compliance action by Consumer Affairs
Victoria. I just ask: where is the government
commitment to the proper resourcing of CAV? It is not
enough to improve the powers of Consumer Affairs
Victoria if the agency does not have the resources
necessary to use those powers to ensure the efficient
and effective regulation of the consumer credit market.
The government’s response to the Merlino report is
silent on the question of the resourcing which is
necessary to improve compliance action.
The member for Monbulk’s report also rightly refers to
the importance of national regulatory consistency in
credit markets given the national and even international
nature of credit providers. However, this bill before the
house has been criticised in a publication of the
Mortgage and Finance Association of Australia. An
article published in December 2007 by Jon Denovan of
Gadens Lawyers states that it is unfortunate that this
legislation further reduces the uniformity of credit laws
in Australia.
It would seem there might be aspects of this bill which
are out of step with what has been the government’s
commendable approach to try to ensure consistency as
far as possible of consumer credit laws throughout the
country. I urge the government to keep a very close eye
on what happens in the other states and ensure that it
does not get too far ahead of them if that is going to
lead to an unnecessary departure from the uniformity
which governments of both political complexions have
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sought to implement in consumer credit laws over the
past 20 years.
The government also chose not to follow option 5.3 in
the member for Monbulk’s report, which was to allow
credit fees and charges to be challenged on the basis of
unreasonableness. The government’s response is that it
proposes to address this question nationally, and it
acknowledges the need to minimise the cost to
business. Unreasonableness is one of those concepts
that is often in the eye of the beholder.
One thing that is going to be very important in ensuring
we have an effective and efficient consumer market is
to have some level of consistency, uniformity and
predictability, because lenders will not lend unless they
have those aspects present. It would be a retrograde step
to introduce what can be the fairly nebulous concept of
unreasonableness — which, as I said, can often be in
the eye of the beholder and may mean different things
to different tribunals — in relation to challenging credit
fees and charges. The government is right to be striking
a note of caution about that proposal by the member for
Monbulk.
One concern I express about this bill is the level of
consultation on it. While initially the government
undertook a commendable process of issuing a
discussion paper, having the member for Monbulk put
in some recommendations, which were released, and
then releasing a government response, the measures
which have found their way into this bill do not seem to
have been the subject of consultation with a number of
stakeholders. In particular the measures relating to
amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act and the
Sale of Land Act do not appear to have been the subject
of consultation with either the Law Institute of Victoria
or the Real Estate Institute of Victoria. One would have
thought that both those bodies were important players
as regards those acts and that they would have a
legitimate expectation, given their expertise in the area,
that their views might have been sought. In fact when I
raised the content of this bill with those two bodies
recently, it was the first they had heard of the specific
proposals. The government has certainly not been as
diligent as it should have been in relation to
consultation. It should not be relying on the opposition
to bring these matters to the attention of those relevant
peak bodies.
Turning to the content of the bill itself, part 1 sets out
the purposes of the bill. Part 2 amends the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) Act 1995. Clause 3 amends
section 8(1) of that act and permits the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria to bring proceedings under
the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Code in a court instead
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of the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). The bill empowers the director of CAV to do
so where issues are in the public interest and where,
given the nature and circumstances of the case, it would
be more appropriately dealt with by a court.
The opposition is quite supportive of this measure
because there will be times when it is necessary to
establish a particular principle of law. This is often best
done through remitting the matter under consideration
to a higher court in the first instance rather than to
VCAT and waiting for appeals which may or may not
take place. Certainly if they do take place, they will
take time to conclude. There will be occasions when the
establishment of a particular principle is important for
both consumers and lenders, and this can be done most
expeditiously done through a particular case which
encompasses that question of law being brought to a
court such as the Supreme Court in the first instance
rather than through an appeal process.
Clause 4 of the bill inserts a number of definitions into
the act, including that of an approved EDR (external
dispute resolution) scheme. An approved EDR scheme
is one which will be approved by the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission (ASIC) under
the Corporations Act or as prescribed by regulation.
Again, this would seem to be a sensible move given
that ASIC already has criteria for approving of EDR
schemes. There seems to be no point in trying to
reinvent the wheel by coming up with specific
Victorian definitions of EDR schemes when there is
already a national system up and running.
Clause 6 of the bill inserts new section 12A, which is. a
requirement that a registered credit provider must not
carry on business in Victoria unless the body is a
member of an approved external dispute resolution
scheme. It provides penalties of 120 units for a natural
person and 600 units for a body corporate found to be
in breach of this measure.
The opposition is supportive of the notion that credit
providers should be part of external dispute resolution
schemes. They seem to be fairly effective as a low-cost
means of dealing with consumer disputes. They are also
weighted towards the consumer in that the EDR
process is binding on a credit provider but not
necessarily binding on the consumer. There are some
credit providers who dislike that aspect of EDR
schemes because if the consumer wins, the credit
provider is bound by the result, but if the consumer
loses, then the consumer is not bound by the result.
Some consumer credit providers might find that a little
bit unfair, but it is something which is being broadly
supported by all sections of the industry.
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The notion that credit providers in Victoria should be
party to external dispute resolution schemes is one
which we think might be effective in reducing the
number of credit disputes which reach the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal or the courts. This is
something that ultimately has to be good for both
consumers and the industry.
Clause 6 also inserts a new section 12B , which sets out
the requirements to be eligible for registration as a
credit provider. The opposition believes that it is
important to keep inappropriate people and
corporations out of this industry. This will protect the
honest participants in the industry and will obviously
protect consumers as well. Some of the criteria which
would make a credit provider ineligible to be registered
will be: if that credit provider is insolvent, is a
represented person under the Guardianship
Administration Act 1986, has been convicted or found
guilty of a disqualifying offence within the preceding
five years or is an associate of such a person, or if that
person has had a relevant licence or registration
suspended or cancelled at any time in the preceding five
years or was the director of a body corporate that had
been in that position. These seem to be very sensible
measures which will ensure that inappropriate people
do not enter the industry, and as is covered under other
provisions in the bill, do not remain in the industry if
they happen to be there already.
Clause 7 sets out details relating to what must be
provided on the application for registration. This is
relatively light touch and the sort of information that
needs to be provided on the registration application
would not be regarded as being unduly onerous by any
responsible credit provider.
Clause 9 enhances the power of the Business Licensing
Authority (BLA) to seek and obtain information on an
applicant for registration. This includes the power to
obtain a report from the Chief Commissioner of Police.
Again, this seems to be a quite sensible measure to
ensure that the Business Licensing Authority has a
reasonably wide variety of sources of information
available to it before it has to determine an application
for registration as a consumer credit provider.
Clauses 10 to 24 of the bill deal with the registration
process. I will not go into the detail of each of those
clauses as they all seem to be fairly sensible and will
operate as one would expect. It is also important to note
that any refusal by the Business Licensing Authority to
register an applicant is appealable before the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal. So there is a level of
judicial or tribunal oversight of the BLA’s
decision-making power, and any applicant who feels
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aggrieved will have the opportunity to have that
decision reviewed in the appropriate forum.
One thing I would say about clause 24 is that it requires
that any person who was registered as a credit provider
immediately before the commencement of section 6 of
the act must within 14 days of that commencement
advise the Business Licensing Authority in writing of
various details. This may raise a little bit of a timing
issue from an administrative point of view. The
department advises me that there are some 850 to 900
registered credit providers in the industry operating in
Victoria at the moment. To require all those bodies to
provide the BLA with the relevant data within 14 days
of the commencement of this provision may prove a
challenge both for the industry and the BLA in terms of
compiling all that information. Given that the failure to
provide that information threatens a company’s
registration, I hope that the government will work with
the industry to make sure that adequate notice is given
to the industry before these requirements are put in
place and that a sensible approach is taken on meeting
those deadlines.
That brings me to part 3 of the bill, which amends the
Credit (Administration) Act 1984. Clause 26 gives
power to the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
institute a proceeding under the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) Code in a court, where that is in the public
interest and the circumstances warrant it. As I said
previously, that is a sensible provision, given that some
points of law might need to be determined in higher
courts on an urgent basis instead of going through
VCAT and any appeals process. I would of course
expect the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
acknowledge that a consumer credit provider would be
facing potentially significantly higher costs by
undertaking proceedings in a court rather than VCAT
and that that power given to the director would be used
only in the appropriate circumstances. The opposition
has confidence that that provision will be used wisely.
Part 4 of the bill provides for a number of measures in
the Credit Reporting Act to be incorporated into the
Fair Trading Act. These essentially relate to credit
reporting. All credit reporting regulation is now
conducted at the federal level through the Privacy Act.
The government has commendably decided to repeal
aspects of acts which really do not have much
application in Victoria any more, given that they have
been superseded by the terms of the Privacy Act. A
couple of provisions in the Victorian act have been
maintained because they cover areas which the Privacy
Act does not pick up. It is commendable that we are
trying to reduce the level of Victorian legislation that is
essentially redundant.
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Part 5 amends the Residential Tenancies Act. This
provision extends the protections of the Residential
Tenancies Act to people participating in so-called
rent-to-buy contracts where a contract may exceed five
years, a term beyond which the protections of the
Residential Tenancies Act are usually not open to a
party. This bill seeks to ensure that those protections
remain available.
Again, this appears to be something which is sensible,
although I place on the record again the fact that the
Real Estate Institute of Victoria (REIV) and the Law
Institute of Victoria (LIV) have expressed concerns to
me that the level of consultation with them on these
provisions has not been adequate. As a result the
Parliament is debating this particular clause without the
benefit of the considerable expertise of those two
bodies in this area. It would have been to the benefit of
all honourable members had the REIV and LIV
positions on this clause been before the house.
Part 6 of the bill deals with amendments to the Sale of
Land Act 1962, in particular in relation to terms
contracts, which essentially operate where a party has
occupation of a property prior to transfer of title and/or
where there are a number of payments from the
purchaser to the vendor prior to transfer of title. This
part of the bill attempts to re-enact aspects relating to
terms contracts in plainer English and to improve some
of the protections. On the face of the bill there does not
appear to be much that is particularly objectionable, but
again the benefit of the views of the Real Estate
Institute of Victoria and the Law Institute of Victoria
through adequate consultation have been denied us, and
that is a matter of some regret.
Part 7 of the bill amends provisions of the Transfer of
Land Act, the Subdivision Act and the Business
Licensing Authority Act in relation to owners
corporations matters. This house passed amendments to
the Owners Corporations Act late last year, the other
place agreed to those amendments earlier this year and
this part of the bill essentially introduces some
housekeeping amendments to tidy up some references
in those other acts to refer to the amendments that this
house has previously passed.
With that, the opposition restates that it does not oppose
the bill. There are some very wise measures in it. There
were some perhaps dangerous paths the government
could have taken, and it is pleasing to see that it has
resisted that temptation. On that basis the opposition
wishes the bill a speedy passage.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am pleased to speak in
support of the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other
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Acts Amendment Bill. It is pleasing that the opposition
has indicated its support for the legislation. I commend
the process that has been undertaken in the
development of the bill before the Parliament. In
particular I recognise the work that was done by the
member for Monbulk, who is now the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs, through his
review of consumer credit. He undertook extensive
work and consultation with a wide variety of
stakeholders in relation to the reform and updating of
consumer credit legislation in this state. The
government received the report from the member for
Monbulk in March 2006 and made a response in late
2006. As a result the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
who is at the table, has been responsible for the
development of this legislation.
The bill does a number of very important things which
will improve the circumstances for those seeking credit
provision here in Victoria. The provision of credit is
very important in the way that, from time to time, most
people in Victoria gain access to goods and services. It
is important that the protections in place for consumers
in relation to the way credit is provided be rigorous and
robust. It is also important that people be aware of their
rights and be able to make sure they have access to
those rights and entitlements to protect their position
under our credit laws. A number of matters came out of
the review of the consumer credit legislation, including
the responsibility of the national Parliament. A number
of those matters are currently being progressed through
ministerial councils at that level with the participation
of the state and territory governments, led very ably by
the Minister for Consumer Affairs in that regard.
The recommendations of the review which fall within
the jurisdiction of the Victorian Parliament and which
the government has accepted are contained in this
legislation. In overview what this legislation does is
provide for an enhanced form of registration of credit
providers in this state and improve dispute resolution
mechanisms that should be and will be available for
people who take out credit. The enhanced registration
scheme is an important one in consumer protection
terms, because regrettably what we find is that in the
provision of services such as consumer credit from time
to time, there are players in the market who are not
fulfilling the proper and lawful obligations of a credit
provider.
The bill will introduce an enhanced registration scheme
for credit providers which will require those providers
to provide a range of important information about their
businesses to Consumer Affairs Victoria, and this will
enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to undertake
appropriate targeted compliance and enforcement
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activity against credit providers who may be at high
risk of engaging in predatory lending practices such as
payday or fringe lending practices. This will also help
consumers to make important informed decisions about
credit providers, so making sure that all credit providers
are part of this registration scheme will be a signal
advance for consumer protection in this state.
Secondly, the bill provides for an improved dispute
resolution mechanism. What it does is establish a
mandatory scheme of external dispute resolution. Most
of the large and mainstream credit providers already
provide for such dispute resolution, but this legislation
will ensure that consumers who have a complaint
against a credit provider are able to have the complaint
heard and determined by an independent body no
matter what credit provider they have. At present the
unfortunate circumstance is that those credit providers
who one might say are more likely to be in the high-risk
category or are more likely to be lending in a risky
manner are the ones that do not have this type of
dispute resolution mechanism in place. This legislation
is really making sure that the credit provision industry
is going to be properly targeted and that the ones that
need to improve their performance lift their game. That
is an important recognition of the need for proper
consumer protection in this field.
A further and important measure that is included in this
legislation is to provide for the director of Consumer
Affairs Victoria to have the power to institute
representative proceedings on behalf of consumers
under the Fair Trading Act. The bill extends this power
so that the director can also take representative action
under the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Code. Currently
the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria can take
these actions under the Fair Trading Act but not under
the consumer credit code, and it seems appropriate that
the government has come to a sensible and appropriate
decision that the director of Consumer Affairs should
have that same ability under both the consumer credit
code and the Fair Trading Act. Legal action will be able
to be taken by the director of Consumer Affairs in
either the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
or one of the higher courts in the state.
It is appropriate that the director have the ability to
make that choice based on the public interest and the
circumstances of a particular case so that we end up
with a situation where appropriate precedents are
established in this state for the proper protection of
consumers. The use of representative actions by the
director of consumer affairs is a very sensible and
appropriate way for consumers rights to be effectively
advanced by the director without the need for
individual consumers to continue to bring actions on

CONSUMER CREDIT (VICTORIA) AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2007
482

ASSEMBLY

their own behalf, which of course is time consuming
and can be quite costly. These are very sensible and
important consumer protection advances that are
contained in this bill.
There are a couple of other very important elements
which particularly refer to protections for homeowners
and people who are seeking to own a home through
rent-buy schemes. The bill provides greater protection
for consumers who are in the situation of seeking to
own their home through alternative methods of
homeownership. The bill simplifies and clarifies the
law relating to vendor term contracts and brings
rent-to-buy contracts under the cover of the Residential
Tenancies Act. This is a very sensible move.
Bringing rent-to-buy contracts under existing tenancy
legislation will ensure that consumers using rent-to-buy
arrangements are afforded simply the same protections
that other residential tenants are afforded — for
example, the right to have repairs carried out, rights in
relation to when owners may enter a property, and
protection against unfair rent increases. These are
obviously sensible moves. People in those rent-to-buy
arrangements need the same protections that other
residential renters are afforded by the residential
tenancy laws in this state. I commend the Minister for
Consumer Affairs for taking this action and protecting
the many consumers who are in this situation.
In summary, this legislation makes some very
important reforms to consumer credit legislation in this
state by bringing into effect an enhanced registration
scheme to cover all credit providers. It provides for
enhanced dispute resolution mechanisms which will
mean that disputes are better able to solved. It will
improve the circumstances of consumers in this state,
and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I am pleased to
join the debate on the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2007. I indicate at the
outset that I listened carefully to the contributions made
by the members for Malvern and Prahran. The member
for Malvern conducted a detailed investigation of the
legislation and commented in relation to various
provisions in the legislation. The member for Prahran
gave an overview of the provision of credit within the
state of Victoria.
There is no doubt this is a huge issue for Victoria when
we see the credit being provided to consumers across
the state. Credit is convenient and readily accessible,
and it has expanded dramatically. It is estimated that
credit card debt in Australia is currently something like
$40 billion, compared to $31.5 billion in 1995, with the
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average credit card debt being over $3000. When we
think about it, that is a massive amount of household
debt across the state just through credit card
arrangements, which are only one area of credit. Credit
is available through a range of moneylenders and
organisations that provide funding support for a range
of people right throughout Victoria and indeed beyond
into Australia.
It is interesting that in the second-reading speech the
Attorney-General noted that 400 000 Australian
households are suffering mortgage stress.
Mr Robinson — More than that.
Mr JASPER — The Minister for Consumer Affairs
thinks it is more than that but the second-reading
speech indicated 400 000. Of course this is becoming a
much bigger issue as we move ahead and see an
increasing interest rate burden being placed on people
with various ranges of credit right across Australia. I
believe this will cause problems for many of us. It will
be a great problem for the federal government given the
huge increases that could potentially take place.
Currently the federal government is blaming the
previous federal government for the increases, and I am
reminded that the federal Treasurer said there had been
seven interest rate rises. What he did not say was that
most of those were 0.25 per cent. That is 1.75 per cent
in total, so it is not quite as huge as people might
imagine.
I think the federal government — through you,
Speaker, to the minister — will have some huge issues
in trying to contain the increases in interest rates that
may be imposed in the next 12 months. It will be
difficult for the federal government to continue to
blame the previous government for those rises. That
aside, this will have a dramatic effect on householders
and others living in Australia. Therefore it is important
that we have appropriate measures in place to control
and provide some overview of the provision of credit
through the various providers in Victoria.
I think the legislation before the house is important. As
has been indicated by previous speakers, this is the
result of an investigation by the honourable member for
Monbulk, now the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs, back in May 2005. A report was
prepared in February 2006 and a response to it was
provided by the government in the latter part of that
year. It is interesting to read the summary of the report
and the response of the government to it. At this stage I
thank the Minister for Consumer Affairs for making
available staff from his office and the department to
give me a briefing and an overview of the legislation. It
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takes a bit to get a handle on the provisions contained in
the bill.
It is interesting to look at the review, the report and the
response provided by the government to that
investigation. It indicates that the products and
providers of the consumer credit market are
progressively becoming complex and diverse. There is
no doubt that credit has become more complex and
certainly diverse. The response mentions particularly
the problem that personal household debt held by
Australians has never been higher. It mentions that the
state and territory consumer credit codes had not been
reviewed since 1994 — so there certainly was a need
for changes to be implemented — and that the state and
territory governments were concentrating on
implementing the recommendations of reviews that
were undertaken between 1998 and 2000 and which
were contained in the report.
It is interesting also to read some of the information that
came through in the government’s response. It
demonstrates that consumer credit regulations are not
operating effectively in the state of Victoria and that
they need to be improved. The consequences of the
poor regulation of credit-related services, such as
finance broking, could be that they are irresponsibly or
recklessly being utilised. I think a response needed to
be provided by the government and there needed to be
action from the government in relation to this matter.
Overall the response of the government provided in the
latter part of 2006 indicated that the consumer credit
review focused on making credit markets work more
effectively and on imposing only a minimal regulatory
burden. I want to indicate that from my point of view
we want to minimise the regulation that we have right
throughout Victoria in various areas, whether be the
credit market or other areas. As the chairman of the
regulation review committee I am constantly indicating
that we need to minimise the regulation we have for
people right across the state and to try to make it easier.
I think this legislation strikes a fair balance between
introducing regulation to improve the availability of
credit and control of the credit market without going
too far.
The report reiterated the need for national consistency
and provided many options to be pursued through a
national process. That leads me to another area. I
believe that while we have this legislation in Victoria,
and the details of it have been provided particularly by
the honourable member for Malvern, we need to be
looking at national schemes, national accreditation and
uniformity throughout all the states of Australia and the
commonwealth.
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Dr Sykes — No more border anomalies!
Mr JASPER — As the member for Benalla says, let
us have no more border anomalies. I take up the
interjection, because this is a critical area for those of us
who have electorates along the border between Victoria
and New South Wales when we see variations in the
law. Whilst I acknowledge that various acts have been
amended and changes have been implemented by
introducing firmer and stricter credit controls — by
registrations and by licensing arrangements — we need
to look at trying to get a national scheme which will be
as effective as possible.
Recently we have seen more action being taken by
governments at the state and federal levels to join
together to look at all these areas so we can get uniform
laws across Australia. The differences that have been
recognised through the Border Anomalies Committee
indicate clearly that action should be taken.
As far as The Nationals and the coalition operating in
Victoria at present are concerned, we will not be
opposing this legislation, but I make the point that
whilst action has been taken by this state government in
taking up the recommendations contained in the
report — major changes that have been
implemented — we need to understand that the credit
arrangements being provided by the large range of
credit providers across the state of Victoria need to be
reviewed, upgraded and improved to ensure there is
protection for consumers — and not only for
consumers. We also need to see protection being given
to those who are providing that credit. We need to make
sure not only that they meet the requirements but also
that they are protected from other people who may be
operating within the community.
From our point of view, we accept and support the
legislation and look to uniformity being gained
throughout Australia generally.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Consumer Credit (Victoria)
and Other Acts Amendment Bill.
I have a great interest in this legislation, given that I
have such a large and growing electorate with many
people who are purchasing homes. There are also very
high rates of car ownership in my electorate. We have
lots of small business people operating there, and the
fact that people want to purchase a car and a home is
always going to ensure they will need to access credit.
As a government it is important to have an appropriate
regime that protects people in this way. I would like to
commend the minister at the table, the Minister for
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Consumer Affairs, not only as minister in this area but,
as anyone who has followed his career as the member
for Mitcham over the last 10 years knows, as one who
has always taken a longstanding interest in protecting
the interests of consumers.
The policy basis for this bill coming before the house
had its genesis in the 2005 groundbreaking social
policy statement by this government, A Fairer Victoria,
the government made a commitment to review credit
laws to determine the best ways of facilitating the
provision of affordable credit to low-income
households and prevent predatory financing practices
that target disadvantaged households. That was how the
consumer credit review was commenced, and the final
report was publicly released in March 2006. As
previous speakers have mentioned, that review was
undertaken by the member for Monbulk.
Labor governments have always had a very good and
forward-looking role in consumer protection. It is one
of the things that we always take a great interest in. In
particular, the Brumby government has a record of
standing up for Victorian consumers, particularly
vulnerable and disadvantaged consumers, and the area
of consumer credit is no exception.
This bill implements the Victoria-specific
recommendations that were supported in our response
to that review, and it will increase consumer protection
in Victoria, providing for greater scrutiny of credit
providers and increasing dispute resolution options
available to consumers.
The bill provides an enhanced registration scheme
which will require that credit providers will have to
provide various pieces of information about their
business to Consumer Affairs Victoria, and it will
enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to undertake targeted
compliance and enforcement activity against credit
providers who may be at high risk of engaging in
predatory lending practices such as payday lenders or
fringe lenders. This will be of great assistance to
consumers to make informed decisions about credit
providers.
The bill provides for improved dispute resolution
mechanisms and also makes some provisions in relation
to alternative methods of home ownership. The bill will
simplify and clarify the law relating to vendor terms
with those rent-to-buy contracts and bring it within the
cover of the Residential Tenancies Act, so that these
tenants in rent-to-buy arrangements will have the same
protections as tenants in relation to repairs and owners
accessing the property and protections against unfair
rent increases.
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The bill also repeals the Credit Reporting Act, as most
of these consumer protections provided by that act are
now contained in the commonwealth Privacy Act. The
bill also repeals some current exemptions for
pawnbrokers from the operation of the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) Act, because the consumer credit code
already excludes pawnbrokers from the operation of the
code. The bill makes a number of other miscellaneous
minor amendments to the Subdivision Act, the
Business Licensing Authority Act, the Transfer of Land
Act and to the implementation of the Owners
Corporation Act 2006.
The Brumby government is confident that this bill will
provide a greater range of protections to vulnerable
consumers. As I said, it is another piece of
groundbreaking legislation supported by good
government committed to protecting the disadvantaged,
but within an appropriate market setting, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to make a brief contribution to the debate on
the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill. It is also pleasing to follow the
contribution of the member for Malvern, who made a
spirited and passionate contribution on this important
bill. I know that the member for Malvern will be a
fantastic minister in a future Baillieu coalition
government.
As has been pointed out by those who have spoken
before me, this amending bill is brought about by
recommendations that were presented as part of a
consumer credit review that was prepared by the
member for Monbulk, Mr James Merlino, prior to his
taking up his current position as a minister of the
Crown. The member had raised a number of issues, and
as a consequence of that this bill seeks to introduce a
raft of changes, including requiring that credit providers
belong to an external dispute resolution scheme,
allowing the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
bring proceedings under the consumer credit code in a
court rather than at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, enacting certain provisions of
the Credit Reporting Act of 1978 and the Fair Trading
Act of 1999, repealing the Credit Reporting Act and
amending the Residential Tenancies Act of 1997 to add
residential protections to certain protracted leases.
We will be supporting the bill. We think it is important
that constructive changes to legislation be supported.
We have always been a constructive opposition that
seeks to ensure that the government introduces
constructive and positive laws in this state. But as
members will appreciate, there will be times when,
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unfortunately that is not the case and in fact legislation
brought into this house will take the state in the
opposite direction.
There are a couple of issues I would like to deal with.
Firstly, in regard to the recommendations that were
prepared by the member for Monbulk, whilst many of
those issues have been taken up and are to be
supported, it is fortunate that option 6.2, which the
member for Malvern has alluded to, is not going to be
adopted. This, in effect, was going to reverse the onus
in terms of the provision of credit. Any member who
has purchased a house would have had to go to their
bank and provide details of their income, assets and
liabilities and prove to a bank manager that they had the
financial capacity to repay a loan. But under this
proposal, the onus was not going to be placed on the
individual seeking the loan, but in fact on the provider
of the credit to ensure that the person had the capacity
to repay the loan.
As members could appreciate, there will be a raft of
situations where a bank manager will not be in a
position to determine if someone actually has that
capacity, if the necessary information has not been
provided to begin with. I am pleased to see that wiser
heads have prevailed and that that provision in the
recommendation by the member for Monbulk has not
been picked up.
Another point concerns uniformity in legislation. The
former Kennett government worked hard to achieve
uniformity, and in the area of industrial relations we
saw harmony between the state and federal systems. As
a former practitioner in the industrial relations arena
working on a national scale, I understood — —
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr WAKELING — That is exactly right. I
understood the complexity of the state and federal
legislation, and I knew the difficulty of trying to weave
your way through the myriad changes in the differing
pieces of legislation. I was interested to hear the
comments of members of the new Rudd government,
who are going to seek uniformity and bring the country
together. It is quite interesting to note that as a
consequence of this legislation there will be a shift
away from uniformity. In fact, in an article published
by the Mortgage and Finance Association of Australia,
Jon Denovan of Gadens Lawyers summed it up when
he said:
It is unfortunate that this legislation is a further reduction in
the uniformity of credit laws in Australia.
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It is imperative that whilst important changes are to be
introduced — and we support that — there is a
fundamental drive by this government to seek
uniformity with other states to provide benefits not only
for the business sector but more importantly, as in this
case, for consumers. I can only hope that this
government will start to listen to the calls for uniformity
and act accordingly by seeking further changes in that
area in the future.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to speak on the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and
Other Acts Amendment Bill. In the short period I have
been in Parliament I have taken a particular interest in
consumer affairs issues, since I think they lie at the
heart of how government can seek to intervene in the
market in a way that will ensure supply of services but
at the same time prevent exploitation of vulnerable
people. This act certainly fits into that tradition of
legislation.
In particular, I have previously raised in the house
issues of payday lenders. In the adjournment debate on
23 August last year I raised a shocking issue, really, of
an individual who came to my electorate office after
having been subject to what I regard as outrageous
conduct by a lender who in effect was charging $28
interest a month on a $70 debt. That is the sort of
behaviour that I think lies at the fringe of this activity.
In the end the effective interest rate being paid by that
individual on the small debt that they owed was, by my
calculation, 480-odd per cent a year. That is the sort of
behaviour at the fringe that I think the state should
certainly take an interest in, to say the least.
Although previous speakers have outlined various
aspects of the bill, a particular aspect I would also like
to highlight relates to alternative methods of
homeownership, which are commonly known as
rent-to-buy mechanisms, whereby people pay rent and
do not get a traditional loan but receive vendor finance.
They pay their rent and during that process they pay off
a loan. Previously people in this sort of arrangement
were not covered by the Residential Tenancies Act.
This bill simplifies and clarifies the law relating to
vendor terms contracts and brings rent-to-buy contracts
within the coverage of the Residential Tenancies Act
1997. This is a sensible arrangement. I have always
believed — and believed strongly — that people who
are renting in whatever form should have legislative
protection of the sort that the Residential Tenancies Act
affords to individuals. There should not be people who
are renting — be it in caravan parks, which I have
raised in other matters, or in these sort of
arrangements — who are outside the regulatory
framework that we establish for a civilised society. This
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is a particular aspect of this bill which I commend to the
house.
The bill makes a number of other changes. As has been
mentioned, the bill builds on the work on consumer
credit that was undertaken previously by the member
for Monbulk prior to his ascension to the ministry and
on the review he undertook. It is a significant bill which
contains a number of other provisions, including those
for an enhanced registration scheme for credit providers
and improved dispute resolution mechanisms. In
particular I highlight improved dispute resolution
mechanisms as being a sensible reform. It is always
much better if disputes can be resolved without people
having to take their matters to court or to other forms of
dispute resolution which are not so easily accessed,
particularly by people of low income. I regard this as a
sensible change.
There are a number of other aspects of the bill that I
will not go into here because I understand others have
covered the detail, but again I emphasise that I think it
is a very sensible bill that provides a useful addition to
this area of legislation.
Reflecting more broadly, consumer affairs legislation
must always balance the need for the provision of
services with the need to protect disadvantaged and
vulnerable consumers, and that lies at the heart of this
type of legislation. If regulation is too onerous and if it
provides for imposts that cannot be met on those who
seek to provide goods and services, then the services
and goods will not be provided. At the same time many
in the community can be exploited by those who have
no regard for their fellow human beings and who act in
a manner which we would find reprehensible. Any
legislation has to seek to strike a balance between those
two often competing and sometimes contradictory
needs, and I believe this legislation does so adequately.
I commend the bill to the house, and I urge all members
to support it.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak for a few minutes on the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Bill. This bill
amends the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act 1995 in
relation to the registration of credit providers; the Credit
(Administration) Act 1984 to empower the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria to bring proceedings on
behalf of consumers; the Fair Trading Act 1999 to
re-enact certain provisions of the Credit Reporting Act;
and the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 and the Sale of
Land Act 1962. In the two or three minutes I have
agreed to limit my speech to I will not cover all those
areas, which have been covered by previous speakers.
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There are three areas I would like to highlight. I am
pleased that the bill now gives a person the right to
appeal to a magistrate to compel credit agencies to
correct errors in credit reporting. Over the years I have
encountered this problem through meeting different
people who have been unfairly disadvantaged because
of mistakes made at the level of administration. Often it
is only after a lengthy period of time that they actually
find out why their credit application has been refused.
To get any such errors changed has been extremely
difficult, and in fact to change a debt that has been
incorrectly listed as a bad debt when it has in fact been
paid has also been very difficult, so that is a welcome
enactment.
A change is proposed to the Retail Tenancies Act to
protect what are now referred to as rent-to-buy
contracts, which in the 1970s and 1980s were referred
to as vendor terms contracts. Acting Speaker, I think
you would remember how very popular they were in
the late 1970s and early 1980s, when people who were
desperate to get their own home bought these houses on
vendor terms. I know that in my electorate in Seville,
Seville East, Woori Yallock, Launching Place and
Millgrove there are two or three small estates where
low-cost houses were built and sold on vendor terms,
and people would find after paying the agreed amount
for two or maybe three years — but usually it was two
years — that they in fact owed more on the property
than the property was worth and they could not get
housing finance. In effect, they had paid the vendor for
two years, they had no equity in the property and they
had spent money on establishing gardens and otherwise
making the houses better, because a lot of those houses
would certainly not pass the standards of today’s home
occupiers. It is a pity that that is still happening — that
people are paying rent for a period of time in the hope
that they are going to buy.
I know it is extremely difficult to protect people from
themselves, and there will always be people who want
things they cannot afford. The Acting Speaker himself
mentioned the $40 billion credit card debt in Australia,
and when you look at that and you think about how
many adults there are in Australia, it is an
overwhelming amount.
This bill emphasises the responsibility of credit
providers by way of their obligations. I wonder how we
can manage the consumer who does not disclose all
their obligations to a credit provider. Much
merchandise is offered as buy now or have now and
pay later. That means you can have an expensive
leather lounge suite and not pay a cent for three years,
but eventually that debt has to be repaid.
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We see that people are getting into difficulties with
mortgage repayments, and a lot of it is because they
have either not fully disclosed their debt, or they have
taken on extra debt that is not manageable at all when
they are making the mortgage repayments, or it could
be that they have lost their jobs. Greater protection is
needed, but we will always have, I am afraid, people
who will overextend themselves.
Before my couple of minutes finish I will raise a
comment made by the minister in his second-reading
speech. He stated that a consumer credit review was
initiated:
… to ensure that all Victorian consumers — no matter what
their circumstances — can get credit on fair terms.

I repeat ‘no matter what their circumstances’. One of
the reasons we are debating this bill is that some credit
providers have been caught engaging in irresponsible
lending practices, and yet according to the minister it
would seem that the financial circumstances of an
individual should have little to do with one’s ability to
secure a loan. I therefore seek clarification. Does the
minister really mean that people should be able to
access credit, no matter what their circumstances? If
that is the case then really it is pointless talking about
this legislation if you are going to make credit providers
supply credit to people no matter what their
circumstances.
Acting Speaker, I understand the time limit that was
agreed to, so I complete my contribution by saying I
will be supporting the bill.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from 26 February.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — In my opening remarks last
night I made three points. Firstly, Labor cannot manage
money and it cannot manage major projects; secondly,
Labor is divisive; and thirdly, Labor cannot be trusted. I
will expand on why Labor cannot be trusted. Why
should anyone believe the Premier’s statement of
government intentions when he and his city-centric
mates have a history of walking away from written
commitments, such as no tolls on the Scoresby freeway
and no water to be piped from north of the Great
Dividing Range to Melbourne?
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If we then look at the statement of intentions, we see
considerable effort has been devoted to reducing
regulatory burdens and red tape — for example, less
food safety regulations which will save the sausage
sizzle, and secondly, fewer restrictions on community
fundraising efforts such as the local chook raffle or
lamington drive. This is great on the part of the Labor
Party and makes for fantastic media reports, but what
the Labor Party failed to mention is that many of the
existing regulations and red tape were imposed by it, so
it is just removing some of the impositions that it has
imposed in its eight years of government.
If we then move on to the proposed national parks
legislation, we see it will include increasing the term of
the lease for the Mount Buffalo Chalet. That is
something I strongly support, and I know the member
for Murray Valley would strongly support that because
the Mount Buffalo Chalet is an icon in north-eastern
Victoria, especially in the Ovens Valley, and it
underpins the local tourist economy. Historically there
have been problems with the high costs of operating the
chalet, including the high cost of energy, massive
upgrade costs and concern about the short-term lease
available for the chalet in comparison with leases
available at alpine resorts. In fact the chalet closed early
in 2007. Its reopening is dependent on, first of all,
increasing the length of lease, which is proposed to be
addressed, but secondly, reducing the energy and
infrastructure costs.
While this legislation will address the lease
requirements, we are still waiting for the minister’s
response to a report on energy costs, infrastructure costs
and general business considerations which was
presented to the minister prior to Christmas. It is time
the minister acted and provided clear guidance to the
people of north-eastern Victoria and the operators of the
chalet, the Burbank brothers, by telling them what the
future holds.
We then look at what the statement says about the
police, and we see a proposal to increase the powers of
the Office of Police Integrity. But still the government
will not bite the bullet and set up an independent
anticrime, anticorruption commission, which has been
called for by The Nationals for several years now and
which is now supported by the Police Association
Victoria. We are also still waiting for the government to
make public the information on the audit of police
numbers which it undertook to deliver many months
ago. We want to settle, once and for all, the debate
about the difference between the numbers of police on
the books versus the number of police on the beat.
When that is settled we are confident it will be shown
that our claim is correct.
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I now move on to the issue of water. There is a section
in the statement of intent which relates to ensuring
water supply but the statement fails to correct the
fundamentally incompetent approach to managing
Victoria’s future water needs. Let me explain. A
generally recognised sound approach would start with a
whole-of-basin overview such as a national water
initiative which set out the principles. We would then
have a plan for the Murray–Darling Basin. Then we
would have an approach from a northern Victorian
perspective. We would set up specific projects, and
then we would distribute the water savings.
But what have we actually got? We have the principles
of the national water initiative as developed by former
federal Leader of The Nationals and Deputy Prime
Minister, John Anderson, but then we move directly to
the distribution of the water savings. Point no. 5 comes
in before point no. 2 with this government. Then we
think about some specific projects to deliver, albeit they
are flawed because the savings are not there, and then
in the last couple of weeks we have had a discussion
paper released on the northern Victorian plan. What
comes next? The score for this government on a logical
approach to management is zero out of 10.
I move on with water. Today we heard an
announcement about a supposed achievement of water
recycling targets in excess of 22 per cent. But the
announcement came with the usual government spin:
that water is not actually being recycled to replace
potable water, which is the critical point, but is water
that is being recycled to use in plants. Again, the
government has delivered spin over substance. I
challenge the government to support The Nationals
initiative for a recyclable water target bill based on the
government’s renewable energy bill, which would
actually result in encouragement of the replacement and
delivery of potable water with recyclable water.
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and to legislate its responsibility to replace water used
to fight fires on public land — water that is taken from
private property to protect public assets. The minister
should stand up and take action to deliver the water
instead of making facetious remarks.
In summary, the statement of intentions is a
commendable proposal, and I support it in principle.
Unfortunately the track record of this government is
that it cannot manage money and it cannot manage
projects. It is a government which cannot be trusted and
which is divisive. That leads me to conclude that this is
just another example of city-Labor government spin
that demonstrates a callous neglect of country
Victorians.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I am very
pleased to make a contribution to this annual statement
of government intentions on behalf of my constituents
in the Williamstown electorate, although I am likely to
use fewer hand gestures than the member for Benalla in
doing so.
As one of the newer members — in fact the newest
member of Parliament — I have been a keen observer
of the parliamentary process. In some respects I have
had some trouble in coming to terms with why a
statement such as this has not previously formed part of
the process. Having worked in a range of occupations
before entering Parliament in both for-profit and
not-for-profit organisations — small, medium and
large — one of the things that has always struck me is
that those successful organisations have a vision and a
plan. I see this as an opportunity to outline the plan. In
the organisations I referred to plans are almost always
done at the start of the calendar year or at the start of the
financial year, and this statement would appear to be
completely consistent with that.

If we look at emergency services, a bill was defeated in
the upper house before Christmas. It included two
fundamental aspects that need to be addressed. One was
the fire services levy, which is an inequitable means of
funding our fire protection. It is a levy which collects
$400 million from those people who choose to insure,
whereas those who choose not to insure do not pay a
brass razoo. Interestingly I attended a briefing yesterday
and the Insurance Council of Australia strongly
supports shifting from that inequitable tax to a
property-based system, which is what The Nationals
have proposed.

The statement outlines in detail the government’s
priorities for implementing the policies for the year. In
simple terms, I think it sets the course for the year. I
commend the Premier on this initiative, as I do on the
content of the statement. I think he has made it
absolutely clear that in 2008 the government’s priorities
are going to be families, communities, jobs, water and
climate change. In practical terms what I think this
means is better schools, more money for public health
services, addressing the needs of disadvantaged
Victorians, providing more public transport services,
easing congestion on our roads, creating new jobs,
tackling climate change, securing our water future and
of course creating safer communities.

The other issue relates to the use of water — and the
minister should listen to this — to fight fires on public
land. The government needs to accept responsibility

I commend the Premier for continuing to look at
education as the no. 1 priority. Since 1999 this
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government has transformed public education in my
electorate of Williamstown completely, so that the
schools are currently experiencing full enrolments and
unprecedented levels of support from our community.
A total of $34 million has been invested in upgrading,
rebuilding or renovating the schools, including primary
schools at Altona North, Altona Gate, Kingsville,
Seaholme, Spotswood and Wembley, as well as our
high schools including Williamstown and Bayside high
schools, and not forgetting the Yarraville Special
Development School, which performs a critical role in
my electorate. These are all great schools staffed by
great teachers and administrators.
In fact last year Williamstown High School received
the highest recognition for its design as part of its
redevelopment. As I said, it is a fantastic high school,
and it enjoys full enrolment. On the occasions that I
have visited the school, I have never seen a more
engaged bunch of students. The teachers are to be
commended for that. Other schools in my electorate
were also recently recognised for their commitment to
our environment, specifically through water
conservation. I think these types of initiatives are
terrific for our schools. They will pave the way for a
better, cleaner and greener environment for generations
to come.
I think it is worth pointing out that there have been two
other significant achievements in the area of education
in my electorate. In 1999 the average class size for prep
to year 2 was 25.1 students. This dropped to
21.3 students per class in 2007. On top of that the
number of teaching and administrative staff in public
schools in my electorate has also increased by 30 per
cent since 1999. This simply means there are more
teachers and staff teaching smaller classes to engaged
students in better schools with better facilities.
I want to spend some time focusing on the area of
public health. Our local community in Melbourne’s
west is fortunate to be served by the Western Health
Care Network. Western Health’s catchment extends
from Footscray out along the growth corridors to
Caroline Springs and Melton, right up to Sunbury and
down to Werribee. It is an enormous catchment of
650 000 people, and it is growing at 4 per cent per
annum. As good as our health services are, we have
some looming health issues in Melbourne’s west.
Unfortunately Victoria has the second highest rate of
diabetes in Australia, and the incidence of diabetes in
Melbourne’s west is 16 per cent higher than in the rest
of Melbourne. The Victorian government has
committed $100 000 to a group out in the west, and that
group will raise awareness about the dangers of
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diabetes and educate the population about healthier
eating and lifestyle choices.
My local hospital is the Williamstown Hospital, which
continues to provide a valuable service. There are
plenty of people in the community who talk down the
hospital, but it is the oldest suburban hospital in
Victoria. It offers emergency, acute medical and
surgical care, aged-care and rehabilitation services. In
September 2006 a former Victorian Premier, Steve
Bracks, who of course was the member for
Williamstown, officially opened a new $3.2 million
emergency department at the hospital which was
tremendously well received. My family has used the
hospital. It has meant there is a better space for people,
and there is also an isolation room to assist people who
are suspected of having a contagious condition. More
than 80 per cent of this hospital has been redeveloped
over recent years, which has certainly provided
enhanced facilities for the local residents.
There is a lot of discussion about numbers and data in
the area of health. Critically, the investment in the
Williamstown Hospital has resulted in more patients
being treated. In fact the most recent statistics available
for Williamstown Hospital show that 10 500 patients
were treated in the six months up to the end of
June 2007. That figure is up by 474 patients, which is
almost 5 per cent above the previous six months, so
there have been real tangible outcomes for the people of
the Williamstown electorate. On top of that are very
positive outcomes in the area of elective surgery, with
100 per cent of category 1 elective surgery patients
treated within 30 days. I commend the work of the
health professionals at Western Health for their
continued commitment to the patients in our local area.
In the short time that I have left I want to make some
comments about the government’s efforts in making
our community safer, focusing again on my electorate
of Williamstown. In straight numbers there are now
124 uniformed police serving the Hobsons Bay policing
area. This is, critically, 29 additional uniformed police,
or a 31 per cent increase from 1999. The police do a
fantastic job for our local community. I have met a
great deal of them and they are doing a terrific job.
There are also more police working in divisional
operational roles, such as intelligence, crime and traffic
task units, task forces, child abuse units and proactive
programs. What has this meant for my local area? In
simple terms it has resulted in a drop in the crime rate,
which has been measured as having fallen 18.5 per cent
since 2000. Again, these are tangible outcomes for the
community.
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I commend the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, and the Premier for recently releasing
The Way Ahead, which sets the strategic direction for
keeping our community safe over the next five years to
2013. I note as part of the announcement of The Way
Ahead strategy the Premier and the chief commissioner
announced four main goals for the state. These are: a
12 per cent reduction in crime, which is commendable;
a much-needed reduction in the road toll and the
incidence of road trauma; improved community
confidence in Victoria Police; and finally, on top of
that, ensuring the health, safety and wellbeing of the
staff of Victoria Police. Even by the chief
commissioner’s admission, the five years ahead will be
a challenge for the organisation, but with the
commitment and dedication of all members of Victoria
Police and the state government, I think these goals are
achievable and will ultimately provide safer
communities, not just for the residents of the
Williamstown electorate but for the community
broadly.
In closing, I commend the Premier on the statement of
5 February, in which he has put on the public record the
priorities of the government for 2008. I can assure him
the priorities that have been set will go a long way
towards providing improved outcomes for the
constituents in my electorate of Williamstown, just as
the many great results, particularly in the areas of
public health, education and policing that I have
covered, have done since 1999. I commend the
statement, and I look forward to making a similar
contribution in future years, looking back on the
previous 12 months and of course looking forward to
the 12 months ahead as we go forward.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It gives me no great
pleasure to get up and speak on the annual statement of
government intentions. One has to think that this has
been one of the biggest cons of the current government
under this Premier. This is an ego trip for him. He is
probably one of the better show ponies that we have
had as Premier. Former Premier Bracks was able to just
go on and do what he did. The current Premier of
course was the Treasurer then, and he got his
once-a-year ego trip by being able to get up at budget
time and deliver the budget speech, which made him
the no. 1 show pony; that was fine. But now he is going
to come in each year and deliver this annual statement
of government intentions.
He says the government has revealed in the statement
something like 60, 61 or 62 different pieces of
legislation it is going to introduce into the house, but
who could believe him? There is a little bit in here that
also says, ‘If we can’, or, ‘If it is possible we will
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deliver this number of pieces of legislation’, but the
truth of the matter is this has just been a big con to get
the Premier on his feet and give him the chance to show
himself off to the media, who are usually in the press
gallery. When the Premier delivered his statement we
saw that the gallery was full of people; there were
cameras up there and cameras here and reporters
everywhere, because obviously the spin doctors that
this socialist government has got in place were keen to
make sure that they got everybody in here.
The one thing of course that detracted from it a bit was
the demonstration from the ordinary people, who had
come here complaining about what the government has
done to them so far as the north-south pipeline is
concerned, the desalination plant, genetically modified
crops and the dredging of the bay. There were 15 or
20 representative groups out on the steps of Parliament
House who then came into the public gallery and were
thrown out, unfortunately, because of their behaviour.
I find it deplorable that the Premier got his public
relations people to beat this up. When you look at it,
you see the truth of the matter is that there is very little
in the statement for anybody. It is all promises, and we
know this government does not deliver on its promises.
We know that it cons people into thinking it is going to
deliver. It talks about a commitment of $1.9 billion for
education in the next four years. All I can say to the
government is that it is really going to have to get on
with trying to spend that amount of money — and it is
not. The government announced one new school today.
This government has been in office for about
12 months, and it announced one new school today. I
can tell members I have five schools in my electorate of
Bass that all need replacing. Maybe that is where the
government can put some of the $1.9 billion over the
next four years. I bet it does not; I bet it will not deliver
to the people of Bass because this mob is a pack of con
artists.
The government talks about health. Warley Hospital
was closed down about one month ago. This mob was
not in the least bit interested in delivering any money to
try to keep an accident and emergency ward going and
unfortunately that brought about the demise of the
hospital. It took away an opportunity for people who
live on Phillip Island to be able to get to a health service
that could have been delivered to the people and may
have saved a life or two. But no, the government did
not do anything about preserving our hospital.
Then there is Wonthaggi hospital. If the Minister for
Health were in the house, I would let him know
again — I let him know last week — that he has been
conning the people about the amount of money that he
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has been supposed to be putting into health. He keeps
talking about the 96 per cent increase put into health
and hospital facilities. I say to members that I got
together all the annual reports of the Wonthaggi
hospital or Bass Coast Regional Health, as it is now
called, and I had a look. In fact in the period 2002 to
2007 inclusive this government put in a 30 per cent
increase in the funds. Yet it keeps telling people it has
put 96 per cent more money in.
I want to know where the hell my money has gone that
should have been going into the Wonthaggi hospital. I
want to know why money was not put in there to get
doctors into the accident and emergency wards. There
are no doctors there after hours or at weekends.
Members may say that is okay, but let me say we are
going to be servicing about 60 000 to 70 000 extra
people at the Superbike World Championships next
week. We have a permanent population of about
35 000 people on the island and we do not have an
accident and emergency facility that those people can
go to. They have to be carted off to Melbourne to
Casey, Dandenong or Monash hospitals. Where is some
of my money that is supposed to have gone into looking
after that hospital? It is all a bit of a con.
A media release came out in 2000 — it goes back a
little while — concerning the then Minister for Health,
John Thwaites, and what a loser he was! Probably he
was amongst the worst of the ministers that this
government has ever had. The media release stated:
The health minister, John Thwaites, today officially opened
the $4.5 million redevelopment of the Wonthaggi and District
Hospital.
…
Mr Thwaites said the state government had worked in
partnership with the local community to deliver acute medical
services in Wonthaggi.

Yes, he went down. He dragged good old Susan Davies
around with him. I was down there for the opening.
What he did not say was that that project was funded by
the Kennett government. Yet this government reckoned
that it could say it had actually done it. I can say it did
not do it.
It is great to see the Minister for Health enter the
chamber. I say to the minister what I previously said to
the Acting Speaker: that we have been conned down
there.
Mr Nardella — By you!
Mr K. SMITH — Not by me. The member should
not talk about this with all the stuff the member for
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Melton has going on in his electorate. He should not
worry about that; we know what he has been getting
and we know what we have not been getting down in
our place. We have not been getting decent hospital
care. I say to the minister I went back into the reports to
find out just how much the government had put in. He
knows it and he had the cheek to stand up on WIN TV
last Friday night and say that he did not know where I
had possibly got those figures from. The truth of the
matter is I got them out of the hospital annual reports. It
was not the 96 per cent the minister spoke about but
30 per cent, which is all the government has given to
our hospital. We do not even have doctors there in the
accident and emergency wards. It is a disgrace, what
the government has done. The minister did not do
anything about recognising the fact that the local
doctors gave him six months notice that they were
going to walk out from the accident and emergency
wards because they could not stand it any more.
What did the minister do? He waited until the death
knock to make a decision that the government might
actually fund it. The minister waited six months before
the hospital could get any funding to actually advertise
for those doctors. Now he has left us in a position
where we do not have doctors or any help for our
people down there. People end up being taken by
ambulance, which takes 5 hours by the time the
ambulance gets up there, the time they sit and wait, and
the time they get back. Ambulance drivers have been
told that nobody from Phillip Island now can be taken
to Wonthaggi hospital; they have to be taken straight to
Melbourne. That is not good enough for society and the
area that I live in. We are going to have 100 000 or
more people down there this weekend. We want
doctors in our hospital, and we want the doctors looked
after.
The government can spend plenty of money on printing
this sort of crap to bring into this house. It is an absolute
disgrace what it does. I cannot understand how
members opposite think they can continue to get away
with this. We are not going to let them. We have a
coalition here that is going to take them out of
government in 2010. They will be sitting on this side of
the house, although half of that lot over there will not
even be there because they are going to be done like
dinners. Maybe we will even get rid of the member for
Melton, if his own people and factions do not. We will
move him on. We do not want a commo government in
this state. We do not want a union-controlled
government. We want a government for the people and
they are on this side of the chamber at this stage. We
will be back in government and we will have doctors in
Wonthaggi and we will deliver a decent service to the
people, I can tell members now.
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Honourable members applauding.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
Clapping is not required in the Parliament.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) —
Unlike the member for Bass, it is with pleasure I rise to
speak in support of the annual statement of government
intentions. It is a really ambitious forward clear agenda
that the Premier has outlined. It is the first time
government has done anything like this. The member
for Bass this evening talked about promises and not
delivering. This is core delivery for Victoria. The
reason it is called that is because this government
delivers for Victoria. We promised more police and we
have delivered more police. We did not cut 800 police
in this state. We promised investment in hospitals and
health services, unlike the former government that cut
and closed 12 hospitals in this state and privatised
aged-care facilities.
In my own community the McKellar Centre was ready
for privatisation. This government has invested in that
centre and kept it as a public hospital.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — We promised to invest in
education and make it our no. 1 priority, and we have
seen class sizes come down and more teachers in the
system. I say to the member for Bass that it was his
government that closed schools and sacked teachers. It
is this government that has been delivering for Victoria.
We can proudly stand up and say that this forward
agenda is about further delivering for Victoria and
building on our strong agenda. The key priorities for
this agenda are built around investing in services that
Victoria’s families need, building stronger
communities, keeping the economy strong, delivering
on key infrastructure and working in partnership with
the commonwealth government on national reform.
The Premier spoke in detail on what the government
has achieved — and I have just outlined some of our
key achievements in the last 8 years — and what we
hope to achieve over the next 12 months. He referred to
strong families and strong communities being the core
and foundation of Victorian society, and I want to
speak specifically on that point. We are delivering for
the whole of Victoria, and the initiatives contained in
the government’s statement are about delivering for all
Victorian families and continuing to support Victorian
rural, regional and metropolitan communities.
Within my own portfolio areas of responsibility much
has been achieved, but of course there is more to do if
we are going to continue to strengthen families and
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improve the safety of our children — and there should
always be more to do. That is what governments are
about — responding to the needs of our local
communities as they change. I am proud to say that we
continue to respond to those needs and to those
challenges. In Victoria, for example — and I have
responsibility for this — we are bedding down the final
stages of the biggest and most ambitious reform this
state has seen in the child and family welfare sector.
This includes new legislation that enshrines in law the
best interests of the child in our decision making,
establishing the Office of the Child Safety
Commissioner to drive greater awareness of child
safety issues, setting up the Victorian Children’s
Council and creating a more integrated system of child,
youth and family services. We have backed this up by
delivering an increase in funding of over 93 per cent
since 1999.
This government knows the benefits that stable,
nurturing and responsive relationships have on the
development of children, and this is based on a growing
body of research that reinforces the view that
significant benefits can be achieved through early
intervention. Our focus is on early intervention and
prevention measures that help families and children in
our communities. We have already seen many positive
results from our early intervention program in the
reduction of child abuse notifications. The forward
legislative program outlined by the Premier is focused
on education, early childhood and a fairer Victoria that
will continue to build and secure the future for many
Victorians, particularly vulnerable Victorians.
We are also doing more for the thousands of Victorian
families in which a parent has a mental illness. We
want to change the culture so that when a person
presents with a mental illness the response will take
into account the impact on the family as well as on the
individual. We have invested and will continue to
invest in programs like the families where a parent has a
mental illness, or FaPMI, strategy, which brings
together services that support families and helps them
deal with the consequences of mental illness. There is
no doubt that if we leave mental illness untreated,
children and young people risk ongoing problems
which lead to school problems and family breakdown.
We have of course continued our focus on the areas of
drugs and alcohol. The government is taking this issue
very seriously, and we have already instituted
significant reforms — for example, through the Liquor
Control Act that was passed last year. We have seen the
rising incidence of teen binge drinking and
alcohol-fuelled violence. The government has
established a ministerial task force to look right across
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the board at the way the government responds to this
issue, bringing together ministers who have
responsibility for policing, for liquor licensing and also
for the health responses that are very important. This
will ensure that we have a whole-of-government
response, and the legislative program we have outlined
here today also indicates the way that we will move
forward in better protecting people and responding to
alcohol misuse in our local communities.
Of course we will continue our focus on the risks
associated with the use of illegal drugs in our
communities through our awareness campaign around
the risks associated with using cannabis. We will
continue our focus on amphetamines through our ice
campaign, which is targeted very much at young
people, to ensure they understand the risks associated
with using this very dangerous drug, particularly its
mental health consequences. We have invested very
significantly right across the board in drug and alcohol
services. We have doubled the number of drug
treatment beds and cut waiting times for counselling
and residential withdrawal. For supported treatment,
waiting times are now less than one day. We have a
strong record in this area, but of course the legislative
program in front of us indicates our commitment to
continuing to drive reform in relation to alcohol and
drug misuse in our community.
I would like to take a moment to also talk about the
achievements we have made in my own electorate of
Bellarine. The member for Bass talked today about
‘promises, promises’. It is this government that is
delivering right across Victoria, and certainly delivering
in my electorate of Bellarine — for example, just in the
area of education we have more teachers. We have
upgraded Newcomb Secondary College. We have
upgraded and rebuilt Leopold Primary School and
Wallington Primary School. We are in the process of
rebuilding the Point Lonsdale Primary School. We are
putting money into schools like the St Leonard’s,
Portarlington and Moolap primary schools. I should
also mention a school that was about to be closed — the
Ocean Grove campus of the Bellarine Secondary
College. We promised to keep that school and to
rebuild it, and that is what this government did. It
delivered for the residents of the Bellarine Peninsula.
We now have more police on the Bellarine Peninsula
and a new 24-hour police station at Ocean Grove. We
have also invested in road safety initiatives with traffic
lights — for example, the new lights at Christies Road,
Portarlington. We have invested in roundabouts and in
the new lights that will be put into the
Portarlington–Curlewis roads intersection. We have
invested in sporting and community facilities like the
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Queenscliff Sports Club, the Newcomb Netball Club,
tennis clubs and bowls clubs — —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Rail: north-eastern Victoria
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport. I ask that she take
action regarding the appalling situation of V/Line
services on the north-eastern line to Albury via Benalla,
Wangaratta and Wodonga. I ask the minister to provide
more funding to ensure the return of full passenger rail
services on the north-eastern line. The latest
development is that from Monday, 25 February, a
majority of V/Line services now terminate at
Wangaratta, and passengers need to disembark and
board a coach. Elderly people, mothers with young
children and people with health conditions find it
particularly difficult having to embark, disembark and
move luggage about.
The neglect of the broad gauge line for several years
has led to this unacceptable situation. It should never
have got to this point, and I do not accept for one
moment, nor do the people of the north-east, that it has
anything to do with the lessee or with privatisation.
This has occurred under the watch of the Bracks and
Brumby governments. They should have controlled it
and ensured that the lessees were kept to their contract
and that they maintained the rail line during the time
that Pacific National conducted its operations on the
broad gauge line.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr TILLEY — They have been trying for years —
absolutely. It is simply not good enough, and we are not
convinced that this government is really paying any
particular attention whatsoever.
V/Line encouraged family travel by introducing a
family special fare for the month of January, but what
parents wanted was the choice to take their families on
a V/Line service. During that time there were air
conditioning failures; kiosk closures; toilets emptied at
the platform; overflowing, unclean and unsanitary
toilets; effluent leaking over carriage floors due to the
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complete malfunction of toilets; lighting failures; and
speed restrictions.
This is the worst dual-gauge corridor in the world.
There are only 200 kilometres requiring conversion,
and it would be a sound decision to ensure that
passenger rail travel in Victoria does not continue for
another 40 years on this antiquated service. The
standard gauge XPT that runs between Sydney and
Melbourne is only five years younger than the current
V/Line service. Other places in the rest of the world
with a worse service include Greece, which has
23 kilometres of it, and Western Australia has another
poor standard dual broad gauge line.
I call on the minister to approve an upgrade by the
Australian Rail Track Corporation and to top up the
payment so that an acceptable service can be provided
to the residents of the north-east. The people of the
north-east are entitled to an appropriate and proper
option of rail travel.

Consumer affairs: plastic products
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs. The action I seek is that the minister have
Consumer Affairs Victoria investigate the effects of the
chemical bisphenol A, certain phthalates and any other
potentially harmful chemicals in the use of domestic
plastic products, particularly where there may be an
impact on young children. I have recently seen a
number of reports and studies on these chemicals which
are used in the production of plastics, relating
particularly to certain phthalates and bisphenol A.
Some studies have shown that bisphenol A can have a
hormone-disrupting effect on humans, and phthalates
have been linked in some studies to developmental
problems and reproductive and genital defects. These
chemicals are used in a wide range of domestic plastic
applications such as food and drink containers and toys.
There seem to be a number of scientific studies
providing evidence that these have harmful effects, but
there are also a number of studies conflicting with that
advice. As such it is important for the Victorian
government to investigate this matter and provide some
clarity for Victorian consumers.
I note that in the United States of America, California
has recently signed into legislation a ban on the use of
certain phthalates in plastic products intended for use
for children between the ages of zero and three. I seek
the minister’s assistance. I hope Consumer Affairs
Victoria takes a rational and scientific-based approach
to this investigation and ensures that people have
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confidence that the compounds and chemicals used in
plastics are safe.

Water: irrigators
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The action I seek is that the
Minister for Water ensure that there is capacity in Lake
Victoria this winter to store Victoria’s share of the
water to supply South Australia in 2008–09. Victorian
irrigators below Swan Hill face the risk of water
restrictions due to the current good flows in the Darling
River. Water can be stored in the Menindee Lakes in
western New South Wales. The capacity of the lakes is
about 1680 gigalitres, and New South Wales controls
the storage up to 640 gigalitres. On the New South
Wales-South Australian border, Lake Victoria has a
storage capacity of 680 gigalitres.
The Lake Victoria water account allows for New South
Wales, Victoria and South Australia to hold water in
storage. New South Wales and particularly Victoria
swap this stored water with South Australia for
upstream water and channel capacity to meet peak
summer demand. Victoria transfers water in
September-October each year to ensure summer
security for Victorian irrigators downstream of Swan
Hill. If Lake Victoria is full of New South Wales water
and South Australia does the upstream swap with New
South Wales — and why would they not, after the
‘backwater’ comment by the Victorian Premier — there
will be a risk that Victoria will not be able to supply the
peak season demand, causing pumping restrictions
downstream of Swan Hill.
New South Wales high security entitlements are about
200 gigalitres. If, for example, New South Wales has
600 gigalitres in Lake Victoria, then that state will have
400 gigalitres for its general security irrigators. Thus
Victorian Murray irrigators could be forced to buy New
South Wales water to supplement the low allocation
outlook should there be less than average rains in the
Murray Valley. There could be a very high price to pay
for the Premier’s intemperate language regarding a
neighbouring state. That high price could be that
Victorian irrigators below Swan Hill will suffer supply
restrictions. This pain will be made worse by the
knowledge that this government has not acted to
commission Lake Boga as a midstream storage in the
short term and refuses to consider the construction of
Big Buffalo dam as a long-term solution to the peak
season requirements in the Murray Valley below Swan
Hill.
Country Victorians deserve better. I look forward to the
minister’s response with regard to ensuring supply
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restrictions do not occur during the peak season in
2008–09.

Buses: Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport,
and the action I seek is that she deliver improved bus
services in my electorate, particularly in the evenings
and on Sundays. As I have said many times in this
place, I have a rapidly growing electorate, with two
growth corridors, many young families and many
teenagers. They have quite a bit to do locally; there are
some great parks and good activities, but there is also a
need for young people to get out and socialise, go to the
movies, go to the city, and for older people to be able to
access medical services and visit the grandkids
et cetera.
Communities should be able to expect to have bus
services on a Sunday, but the communities of Research
and North Warrandyte do not have Sunday services.
Although we replaced some evening and Saturday
services that were removed under the Kennett
government, there is room for improvement along those
corridors. In the wonderful Mill Park Lakes estate a
number of people have said that they would benefit
greatly from Sunday services.
I would like to commend the minister for the two
reviews of bus services in Nillumbik and Whittlesea
that she has funded in my electorate. I commend
community members who got involved in the
workshops, and also the bus companies, community
organisations and local community groups which had
their say about where they felt bus services would most
benefit the community. The community has spoken
quite loudly about wanting these improvements, and the
community building initiative that we funded in
Whittlesea township had a very active transport
working group. I know they would certainly welcome
some bus service improvements.
I ask the minister to examine this issue closely,
particularly the recommendations of the Whittlesea and
Nillumbik bus reviews, and to continue to deliver bus
service improvements to the Yan Yean electorate.

Police: Mornington Peninsula
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The matter I raise
this evening is for the attention of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I draw the minister’s
attention to recent comments by the assistant secretary
of the Police Association, Bruce McKenzie, that
Mornington Peninsula police are among the state’s
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worst resourced, which has led to a culture of reactive
policing and poor morale. We hear in this place, day in,
day out, that police numbers have increased, and I do
not doubt that to be true in aggregate. But the minister
must know there is a huge difference between the
number of operational police allocated to a station and
the number actually available for duty. It is not unusual
for up to one-third of members allocated to a station to
be unavailable for the roster. The action I seek is that
the minister meet with the Chief Commissioner of
Police to ascertain when the full complement of police
allocated to stations on the Mornington Peninsula will
be 100 per cent available for duty.
The facts are very simple. For a variety of legitimate
reasons sworn members of Victoria Police may not be
available for duty. This may be for short periods
because they are away training, they are on sick leave,
they are on recreation leave or perhaps they are even
undertaking higher duties. If you have a sergeant filling
in for a senior sergeant and a senior constable filling in
for the sergeant, then there is a hole in the front line.
Not only are these short-term vacancies not filled but
much longer absences — when positions are vacant
because officers are on stress-related leave or maternity
leave — are also left unfilled. We heard as recently as
this afternoon the claim that this government really
cares about our policemen and women. That is just so
much hypocritical cant. If the government really cared
about our police, it would not let a hard job become
even harder because every shift is shorthanded.
Recently over 200 people came together on a working
day to indicate their concerns about public safety on the
Mornington Peninsula. Two headlines from that
meeting tell the tale: ‘Cops reel under stress’ in the
Mornington Peninsula Leader and ‘Copping it tough’
in the Mornington and Southern Peninsula Mail. If the
minister wants to know what coppers on the ground
think about the circumstances, he should study both
articles closely, because members of the force and the
minister are worlds apart — and I know who I believe.
The anecdotal evidence is backed up by the facts: in the
last six years assaults on the Mornington Peninsula
have risen by over 100 per cent and rapes have risen by
136 per cent. Twice as many people are being assaulted
and far more than twice as many people are being raped
on this government’s watch, yet it continues to claim
that the crime rate is down. Ordinary police members
and the community are sick to death of the spin. They
are sick to death of the statistical manipulation. When
will the minister do what he is paid to do and provide
adequate resources so police can do their job properly?
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Reema Reserve, Endeavour Hills: lighting
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I rise
tonight seeking action from the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The action I seek is for
the minister to give serious consideration to the
application from the Endeavour Hills United Soccer
Club, through the City of Casey, for a minor facilities
grant to extend and upgrade the Reema Reserve soccer
pitch. The club has a membership of some 500 persons
and fields teams in both senior and junior ranks for both
female and male competitions. Currently they are using
one senior and one junior oval at Reema Reserve. With
a club of this size they are finding it difficult to provide
ground space for all teams. Further, the club also allows
the Gleneagles campus of Eumemmerring Secondary
College to run its physical education program and
sports days at Reema Reserve. The ground has only one
light tower with three lamps, which does not allow safe
training at night. Extra lighting would obviously allow
safer training at the ground and possibly expand the
space in which the club could train.
The application is well supported by local members
including the federal member for Holt, Anthony Byrne,
MP, and Adem Somyurek and Bob Smith, members for
South Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place.
The club has a long history of welcoming members
from all communities and has a very strong following
in the East Timorese community. For many years this
was one of the most important social environments for
members of that community living in the south-east.
This proposed application may go some way to meeting
the enormous shortfall in the provision of sporting
facilities in the local area. Endeavour Hills has very
limited facilities for playing soccer. I meet frequently
with community leaders from the Afghan community
and the like and often the discussion turns to facilities
for younger people wishing to play soccer. Today I
could identify at least four teams with no place or
limited places in which to play soccer. Casey has let its
residents down badly, especially when you consider
that it is cheaper in terms of rates to own a house in
Brighton, Toorak or South Yarra than in Casey. I seek
the minister’s sympathetic consideration of this request.

Motorists: demerit points
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I seek the
opportunity to lead a deputation of 250 local motorists
to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
seek answers to a range of questions that have been
canvassed in this place by way of questions on notice
lodged four or five months ago and to which to date no
answers have been received. They are important issues
which relate to people’s accumulation of points, which
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may lead to a loss of licence and a loss of livelihood. I
note that some people within a family have incurred
three-point fines three times within the space of a
matter of weeks. This has a serious impact on working
families in the south of Melbourne and on their
household budgets.
Questions that need to be answered include when the
cameras were installed, how many infringement notices
might have been issued to motorists completing turns,
whether the additional time and slower speed required
to complete the turns was taken into account in issuing
infringement notices, whether there is any plan to adjust
the time for the amber light, taking into account the
volume of fines imposed, and how the number of fines
might compare with comparable intersections. We want
to know whether any or all of the red-light cameras at
the intersection were serviced immediately following
the publication of complaints, whether any regularities
were identified with the intersection’s cameras, whether
any changes were made to the sequencing of any of the
cameras when they were serviced, and when the
red-light turn arrow was first installed. I have asked
what the varying time allowances for the green, amber
and red arrows were between 1 June 2007 and
5 September 2007, with details of any adjustments
made to the time allowed for the operation of the amber
arrow.
We want to know the volume of accidents at the
intersection in 2002–03, 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06
and 2006–07. How many motorists received
infringement notices between the date the cameras were
installed and 9 October 2007, and how much revenue in
infringements has been paid to the government? How
many motorists have applied to Civic Compliance for
internal reviews of infringement notices? How many
motorists have been successful in obtaining internal
reviews of infringement notices? With reference to the
amber light settings for right-hand turns at the
intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay Road,
Cheltenham, we want to know when the timing was last
changed and what the time phases were for the amber
light in 2006 and 2007. A number of cases will be
proceeding to court in the not-too-distant future and
will be heard at the inaptly and ineptly named
Moorabbin courthouse. People are turning up to the
Moorabbin police station rather than the new
Moorabbin Justice Centre, which should have been
called the Highett justice centre or the Kingston justice
centre.

Strathmore Bowling Club: synthetic green
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I have a matter
that I would like to raise with the Minister for Sport,
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Recreation and Youth Affairs. It relates to a bowls club
in my electorate, the Strathmore Bowling Club. The
Strathmore Bowling Club has a very fine history in
Loeman Street, Strathmore. It has been operating for
many years, providing great service for the residents of
that area. Like many other bowling clubs it is suffering
from a lack of water and the increasing cost of
maintaining greens.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Thank you very much. If you
could just take it out to Strathmore for me, that would
be really good.
The Strathmore Bowling Club is therefore looking at
installing artificial turf. This application is strongly
supported by the Moonee Valley City Council. At the
moment the club has only a very small synthetic green
and is seeking a much larger one — the development of
a 37-metre by 37-metre synthetic green that will enable
the club to develop a new range of participation
initiatives. These synthetic greens are very effective. In
fact one of my other bowling clubs, the Aberfeldie
Bowls Club, has recently installed one. Apart from
saving water for clubs, these greens mean clubs can
make significant financial savings as they do not need
the same sort of attention from greenkeepers as
traditional greens. The Strathmore Bowling Club is a
very hardworking club. It has great community support,
and I ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs if we as a government can assist it in installing a
synthetic green.

Public transport: Bulleen park-and-ride facility
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. I ask the
minister to reject the plan to build another park-and-ride
facility in Bulleen and to investigate alternative
strategies to alleviate Victoria’s chronic transport
problems in the eastern suburbs.
There are currently two park-and-ride facilities in
Manningham. One is at the corner of Doncaster Road
and High Street and the other one is at the junction of
Thompsons Road and the Eastern Freeway. The
Doncaster park-and-ride accommodates 430 vehicles,
and on weekdays it cannot accommodate all the
vehicles of people who wish to use it. This causes an
overflow of parking into adjacent streets, causing
problems to many local residents.
Three options have been investigated by VicRoads and
the Department of Infrastructure, Parks Victoria and the
National Bus Company. These include a second level
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of parking over the existing car park at the Doncaster
park-and-ride, a new facility at the old drive-in site at
Bulleen, or a new facility at Kampman Reserve. The
problem is that Kampman Reserve can accommodate
only 110 car spaces, which is very limited. The Bulleen
drive-in site is owned by the Greek community of
Melbourne and Victoria, and the last time I checked
with them I think they were asking somewhere in the
vicinity of between $20 million and $25 million for this
site. The other option, as I said, is to increase the
Doncaster park-and-ride. Currently it has 430 car
parking spaces and if it were to accommodate more,
perhaps that might be more appropriate than the option
at Kampman Reserve.
Our residents do not want Bulleen to become a car
park. Our residents do not want our electorate to
become known as the place to park. The majority of
current users of the Doncaster park-and-ride come from
outside Manningham. Why should local residents have
their lifestyle, wellbeing and living standards lowered
simply because this government and this minister are
inept in coming up with alternative ways of alleviating
our transport problems?
This government must not ignore the needs of local
residents. They should not sit in their ivory towers and
simply build something at the expense of the wellbeing
of local residents. I urge this minister to reject the plan
to build another park-and-ride in Bulleen and perhaps
do something different, come up with a new initiative
on how to alleviate the transport problems in the eastern
suburbs. If they need to build more car parking spots,
perhaps they should look at the Doncaster
park-and-ride, which is already there. Perhaps they can
work in with the local residents to ensure that
their — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Consumer affairs: lottery scams
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — In tonight’s adjournment
debate I rise to bring to the attention of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs an issue relating to postal lottery
scams. The action I seek is that the minister institute
further public education regarding these scams to
prevent people falling victim to them.
I was horrified when an elderly pensioner who had
limited English excitedly approached my office
regarding a win of $70 900 that they had received from
the International Prize Award Committee. Needless to
say, this prize was completely bogus and they had
never actually entered the lottery in question. The letter
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was heavily personalised. It was designed specifically
to elicit a response with a number of localisations to it
and it had an accompanying brochure with photos of
previous winners and other information which was
designed to fool the individual into believing they had
won a prize.

Somalia and Sudan. It is really important that we invest
in these types of facilities, not only to meet demand but
also to engage with communities. I want to assure the
member for Narre Warren North that I take on board
his support for this project and I will take it into serious
consideration when the project comes across my desk.

What was most disturbing about this particular incident
is that, as I own an email account, as many others
would, I regularly receive spam mail regarding such
prizes. I think most people who have an email account
would know that these prizes are bogus. However, the
person who came to my office does not use the internet.
The person received this by mail and was not aware of
these scams and, further, it was quite difficult to
convince them to even seek advice from consumer
affairs regarding this issue because I am sure that in a
way they would prefer to believe they had won the
money rather than face the reality that it was a scam.
Even more disturbing was the fact that this was a
person of very limited means and they had already sent,
I think, $55 to these particular scam artists, who of
course operate offshore.

The member for Essendon raised an application for
funding of a synthetic green for the Strathmore
Bowling Club. The member’s electorate is rich in
sporting clubs, whether that is at the elite level of the
Essendon footy club and the Essendon Maribyrnong
Park women’s cricket team that has a number of state
representatives on that team or the grassroots level. The
Essendon Croquet Club which I visited last year is a
great example of grassroots sport.

Regulating and dealing with such matters is difficult
because most of these scam artists do not operate within
Australia but internationally and so are beyond the
jurisdiction of Victoria. However, I believe more
education is required, particularly for postal scams.
Whereas any user of the internet will soon become
aware of such scams, I think there is a large number of
people in the community who have less knowledge of
this sort of confidence trick than most people who have
an internet connection would be aware. I urge the
minister to take action to ensure that consumers in
Victoria, particularly those who would not have access
to the internet, are aware of these sorts of scams.

Responses
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The member for Narre Warren North
raised a project at Reema Reserve in Endeavour Hills
which would extend the soccer pitch and install
additional lighting. I want to note that the member has
been in regular touch with me over this project and it is
one that certainly has merit. I have visited this part of
Melbourne many times over the last year. It is an area
where demand is always increasing, and this means that
as a government we must continually look to reinvest in
community facilities to ensure that we do not turn kids
away from the opportunity to play sport. This is
particularly important in terms of the issue that the
member for Narre Warren North raised — the ability of
a sport like soccer to engage with emerging newly
arrived migrants and refugees from Afghanistan,

I have been overwhelmed with applications for
synthetic surface projects right across the state,
particularly from bowling clubs, which really highlights
that clubs are beginning to change their thinking when
it comes to combating the drought’s effect on sport. I
realise how useful this project will be for the
Strathmore community and I will take the member for
Essendon’s support into very serious consideration in
relation to that project.
Both these applications are under the community
facility funding program — a program that underpins
Victoria’s mantle as the community sporting capital of
Australia. Along with the country football netball
program, our facility grants reach every part of the
state. They have previously enjoyed support from The
Nationals who have said that these grants ‘provide
invaluable support to the vital volunteer networks who
strive so hard to keep our clubs going’. I absolutely
endorse those comments. I only hope this level of
support continues in the light of the new coalition
arrangements outlined to the house yesterday, or will
The Nationals revert to rolling over, as is their wont in
coalition?
The reason I raise this is that the Liberal Party does not
care about country sport, which is a point clearly made
in their most recent policy documents. This is what the
Liberal Party took to the last election: no plans to
continue the hugely popular country footy netball
program or the country action grant scheme or the
VicTalent scheme.
In terms of our nine regional sports assemblies, had the
Liberals won they planned to axe three of those
assemblies and re-establish them in the suburbs of
Melbourne. This is the kind of attitude that delivered
only $6.5 million per annum under the community
facilities program compared to $16 million per year
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under the Brumby government. The coalition has never
cared about grassroots sport — it never has and never
will — and through this coalition arrangement, The
Nationals have sold out every single sporting club that
they claim to represent. Only the Brumby Labor
government can be trusted to keep community sport
front and centre. Whether that be through the $1000
uniform grant or the biggest multimillion-dollar pool
upgrade, Labor will continue to deliver for grassroots
sport. I will take into serious consideration the two
projects that have been identified tonight by the
members for Narre Warren North and Essendon.

some concerns based on what is emerging in the United
States, we could not confidently say that that threshold
has been passed. Nevertheless it is a very important
issue, and it demonstrates the necessity of the role
played by Consumer Affairs Victoria and other like
agencies across Australia, and indeed the role of the
federal Department of Health and Ageing through the
National Industrial Chemicals Notification and
Assessment Scheme. I will make sure that my
department stays in touch with the member for
Bundoora and brings him up to speed if there are
developments in the next little while.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The member for Bundoora raised a very
interesting issue — quite a compelling issue — in
relation to product safety and, in particular, plastic
safety. I understand the member has raised some
concerns about evidence emerging in California about
efforts there and in a number of states beyond
California to ban products or to prohibit products
known as bisphenol A and some phthalates. I do not
know what the chemical properties of phthalates are,
but both those products are used in plastics
manufacturing of such things as babies bottles, teething
rings and the like. The member has asked that
Consumer Affairs Victoria take note of this emerging
research and investigate whether bans are appropriate
here as well.

The member for Preston raised a very important issue
as well relating to postal lottery scams. Most members
would be familiar with the sorts of scams that are being
run that the member referred to. We get lottery scams in
two forms — via the internet and via the more
traditional form. Not surprisingly, the more traditional
form of postal service is the preferred means for
targeting older consumers and older residents, because
they are more likely to accept that as a form which has
greater authenticity than the internet. Many of them, as
the member has pointed out, do not use the internet.

I am happy to advise the member that Consumer
Affairs Victoria is aware of these developments
overseas and that the agency has been working with a
federal agency which is known as the National
Industrial Chemicals Notification and Assessment
Scheme — known as NICNAS, by the way. This
agency, which is part of the federal Department of
Health and Ageing, is currently reviewing the risk
levels of 25 different phthalates most commonly used
in Australia. I am not certain at this stage whether the
phthalates used commonly in California and other
American jurisdictions are the same as those used here,
so I would not presume that at this stage. Nevertheless,
because the matter is being examined by this
organisation at the commonwealth level, Consumer
Affairs Victoria will defer to that investigation and will
not try to duplicate it, but it will stay in touch with the
agency.
On the matter of whether the agency in Victoria would
have the power to ban products made of or comprised
of these identified materials, I can advise the member
that in fact that would not be possible at this stage
because the trigger point in Victoria under the Fair
Trading Act relates to materials which are likely to
cause death or serious injury, and much as we do have

With respect to the scam that he has identified, all I can
do is encourage the member to have the resident contact
Consumer Affairs Victoria and to pass on the details. I
think in all probability the member is right that this is a
scam which has originated overseas, and it would in all
probability be a difficult one to trace directly, but
nevertheless all the information that CAV can gather on
these sorts of scams does assist in building a picture and
a profile of contemporary activity, and that can only be
a good thing. We would encourage residents such as the
resident to whom the member has referred to always
pick up the phone and report these suspicions to CAV
on its number — 1300558181.
On the broader point that the member has raised about
the need for further awareness raising, I can assure him
that CAV will do that. CAV is actively involved in
Fraud Fortnight 2008, the national campaign which
kicked off last weekend and which will run across
Australia for another week and a bit. It is worth
knowing that in Victoria scams cost Victorians about
$130 million a year, but the salient point is that a vast
number of them are never reported, and that is because
none of us likes to admit that we have been taken down,
that we have been misled and that we have parted with
our hard-earned money in a way which, upon
reflection, is incredible. We cannot believe that we
were so gullible. That is a real problem in trying to
build a more accurate picture as to the extent of
scamming in Victoria. Nevertheless Consumer Affairs
Victoria will continue to work actively in promoting the
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awareness of consumers about how easily they can be
misled, whether it be through internet email scams or
whether it be through the traditional door-to-door
scams, or indeed through — —

those matters to the relevant ministers for their
response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.

Mr Thompson — Slow horses?
House adjourned 10.39 p.m.
Mr ROBINSON — They are a scam of another
dimension altogether, and I have had experience of
those beasts; yes, indeed. The member for Sandringham
might need to talk to me further about that at another
point in time.
Whether it be any sort of scheme, we do need to raise
awareness amongst consumers. I appreciate the interest
that the member for Preston has taken on this issue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs to respond to the remaining matters raised by
honourable members.
Mr Kotsiras — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, we have had four government members
whose adjournment matters were responded to by the
appropriate ministers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! What is the member’s point of order?
Mr Kotsiras — Five members from this side have
requested some answers from the ministers, and yet the
ministers are not present in the chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! That is correct.
Mr Kotsiras — It is another example of this
government being arrogant — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr Kotsiras — It is another example of this
government not being prepared to answer to the
Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I ask the member to sit down. The minister to
respond to all other honourable members.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The members for Benambra, Yan
Yean and Bulleen raised matters for the Minister for
Public Transport; the member for Mildura raised a
matter for the Minister for Water; and the members for
Mornington and Sandringham raised matters for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I will refer
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

503
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria act to honour the Victorian maternity
services policy, Future Directions, and immediately
reopen the Ballarat primary maternity care service.

By Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) (576 signatures)

NOTICES OF MOTION

Frankston Hospital: urology unit

Notice of motion given.

To the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Victoria:

Ms GREEN having given notice of motion:

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.

The SPEAKER — Order! I believe that notice of
motion, while it has been accepted in a form that
others have been accepted, would be much more
appropriate if it was made as a members statement.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr SEITZ having given notice of motion:
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, in his
notice of motion the honourable member referred to
Minister Batchelor as the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change, which is clearly incorrect. Can I
ask whether that will be corrected or whether the
notice should be listed on the notice paper as moved?
The SPEAKER — Order! It will be checked by
the clerks and corrected if necessary.
Further notices of motion given.

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) (189 signatures)

Rail: Stony Point line
To the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Victoria:
The longstanding safety issues surrounding level crossings
on the Stony Point–Frankston line have led to numerous
accidents and fatalities. Petitioners feel the installation of
boom gates is urgently required to prevent further
accidents at level crossings on this line.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask
the Legislative Assembly of Victoria to request the
Victorian government to install boom gates on all level
crossings on this line that currently do not have them fitted
as a matter of priority.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (24 signatures)

Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 104 to
114 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.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Ballarat Health Services: maternity care
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned community members across the
Grampians region and greater Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the suspension of primary maternity
care services (1-2-1 midwifery care) at Ballarat Health
Services.

Emergency services: south-western Victoria
helicopter
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the citizens of western Victoria draws to
the attention of the house the lack of a multifunction
emergency helicopter rescue service based in western
Victoria. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria immediately provide a
rescue helicopter for the region, as western Victoria
remains the only area of the state not covered by an
emergency helicopter service. Our desired helicopter
service would include air ambulance, firefighting
capabilities, day and night search-and-rescue facilities, and
would be available for onshore, coastal and offshore
operations. We seek a speedy establishment of such a
helicopter to cover all of western Victoria.

By Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (3015 signatures)
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast)
(552 signatures)
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Rosebud Hospital: obstetric services

Thursday, 28 February 2008
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, shall ever pray.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

By Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (8 signatures)

The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that obstetric services have been
removed from the Rosebud Hospital, forcing
mothers-to-be to travel to Frankston to have their babies.

Tabled.

Your petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ask the Minister for Health to
provide sufficient funding to enable Peninsula Health to
provide the necessary infrastructure and resources to
attract obstetricians to work in Rosebud Hospital.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (29 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:
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’.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South-West Coast be considered next
day on motion of Dr NAPTHINE (South-West
Coast).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next day on
motion of Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ballarat East be considered next day
on motion of Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Shepparton be considered next day
on motion of Mrs POWELL (Shepparton).

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.

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

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.

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Swan Hill on 27 February be
considered next day on motion of Dr SYKES
(Benalla).

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benalla on 27 February be
considered next day on motion of Dr SYKES
(Benalla).

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (23 signatures)

Rail: Shepparton line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents and V/Line Shepparton
and Seymour line travellers draws to the attention of the
house that the changes to V/Line timetables effective
4 March 2007 have not only further slowed train services,
but have also resulted in longer distance travellers to
Cobram, Echuca, Griffith, Murchison and Numurkah
sharing the 1833 Shepparton train with short-distance
commuters to stations between Craigieburn and Seymour.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria restores the previous departure time
of 1815 for the Shepparton train and that it resumes its
previous express running between Broadmeadows and
Seymour.

PARTNERSHIPS VICTORIA
Royal Children’s Hospital project summary
2008
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health), by leave,
presented report, February 2008.
Tabled.

DOCUMENT
Tabled by Clerk:
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995 — Further
Statement of Reasons under s 14.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
11 March 2008.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Box Hill Hospital: redevelopment
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Yesterday’s
publication of figures showing that 14 935 people
were waiting for operations and other treatment at
Box Hill Hospital at the end of September — the
highest number of patients waiting at any hospital in
Melbourne — highlights both the failures of the
Bracks and Brumby governments and the urgent
need for the government to commit to the hospital’s
long-awaited redevelopment.
Box Hill Hospital opened in 1956. The last major
upgrade of the hospital was in 1998. Redevelopment
plans drawn up in 2002 were scrapped by the
government after the 2002 election. In the 2006
budget the government funded preliminary
redevelopment works. In its eastern suburbs election
policy, Labor promised that over the next four years
it would continue the redevelopment until a new
facility was completed. However, there was no
funding for the project in last year’s budget, and time
is running out. The existing hospital is estimated to
have a remaining lifetime of only 10 years before it is
forced to close. If the project is not funded in this
year’s budget, major redesign work will be
necessary, which will effectively bring the current
project to a halt, and already stretched staff morale
and retention will slump.
This project is vital for hundreds of thousands of
eastern suburbs residents, including many ageing
residents with increasing needs, as well as young
families, currently suffering some of the longest
waiting times in Melbourne. The full project is
currently costed at $1.045 million, or $850 million
for stage 1. However, just to bring existing facilities
up to standard so that the hospital can stay open is
estimated to cost over $750 million.
Labor denied in the state election campaign that it
could not afford to pay for its capital works promises.
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If it is going to honour this election promise, it must
fund the next stage of the Box Hill Hospital
redevelopment in this year’s budget.

Police: Werribee
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to acknowledge the efforts of local police and
community members working together to make
Werribee the best place to live, work and raise a
family. Under the leadership of Acting Inspector Bill
Weatherly, who is the officer in charge of Werribee
police station, local families have seen great
advances in community safety. A new crime desk
has been introduced, and I understand that 90 per
cent of all reported burglaries are investigated by the
team, which carries out such preliminary work as
fingerprinting and forensic tests. That is above the
state average.
Werribee police have also developed innovative
programs to build stronger relations with local
migrant and cultural groups. Progress is being made
on the new $6.5 million Wyndham North police
station. This state-of-the-art facility will increase
policing capacity in Werribee and epitomises the
Brumby government’s commitment to increasing
police resources.
I am very proud that the crime rate in Wyndham has
dropped by 21 per cent over the past year. This is in
no small part due to the hard work of the local police,
under the leadership of Acting Inspector Bill
Weatherly and his team. It is therefore fitting that
Acting Inspector Weatherly was awarded the
Australian Police Medal in the Australia Day awards
this year. With 19 extra police at Werribee police
station and construction about to commence on the
new Wyndham North police station, the Brumby
government is delivering improved community
safety for families in Werribee.

Emergency services: south-western Victoria
helicopter
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Western Victoria
needs a rescue helicopter, and the community is
showing its support by holding a rally on the steps of
Parliament today. This morning I presented a petition
with 3015 signatures to the house calling for a rescue
helicopter to be based in western Victoria. I
commend the work of Mr Keith Meerbach, Mr Geoff
Downes and many others who have worked tirelessly
to get this petition distributed. Over 28 000 people
from western Victoria, including local government,
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have shown their support for the establishment of an
all-purpose rescue helicopter service.
It should be noted that the Western Highway is the
second busiest road in Victoria and leads to a number
of iconic and much-visited tourist attractions,
including Mount Arapiles, the Grampians and
various national parks. Western Victoria also boasts a
magnificent seaboard. Sea rescues need a helicopter.
It should also be noted that a rescue helicopter has
been a policy of The Nationals for the last two
elections, and we have lobbied long and hard for the
service. There have been numerous occasions that
have required people to be airlifted as a result of
accidents at Mount Arapiles and the Grampians.
Another example happened only last week when
Horsham resident, Frank Kelm, a Darwin Defender,
required urgent and swift transfer to the Royal
Melbourne Hospital to prevent the onset of an
aneurysm which could have been fatal. Thankfully a
helicopter was deployed which flew Mr Kelm to
Melbourne, not only saving precious time but, more
importantly, saving his life.
The lives of western Victorians along with those who
visit our wonderful part of the state are being put at
risk because of the lack of government support for
this helicopter service.

Bill Pride
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to
congratulate local Williamstown legend Bill Pride,
who was recently awarded the Medal of the Order of
Australia for his services to sailing, particularly the
development and promotion of the sport, Australian
Rules football and the community of Hobsons Bay.
During his decades of service to our community Bill
has held numerous executive and committee roles
with the Williamstown Football Club and the
Footscray District Football League, which is now
known as the Western Region Football League.
However, having known Bill for just a short time, I
think his true passion is sailing. In fact I get the
impression that Bill has spent more time down at the
local Williamstown Sailing Club than he has at home
over the years. Throughout that time he has chosen to
help others enjoy the sport of sailing, holding
numerous positions at the club, including a 15-year
stint as the club commodore between 1966 and 1981.
Bill was responsible for introducing the club’s Learn
to Sail program in 1974, and he also teaches
boatbuilding at Victoria University’s Newport
campus. Such is Bill’s commitment to ensuring that
others enjoy the benefits of sailing that he has chosen
to remain the club’s captain.
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Although he is modest about his contribution, Bill is
a more than worthy recipient of this honour, which
would not have been possible without the love and
support of his family, especially Phyllis, Bill’s wife
of 58 years. It is terrific to see both of them here in
the gallery this morning. Well done, Bill.

Emergency services: south-western Victoria
helicopter
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Today’s
tabling of petitions from the member for Lowan and
me brings to over 28 000 the number of people
demanding that the Brumby Labor government
provide a lifesaving multipurpose emergency
helicopter for western Victoria. Already in February
this year there have been at least 18 cases where a
chopper was needed or should have been used in
life-and-death cases in western Victoria, including
car accidents at Macarthur, Harrow, Portland, Eurack
and Hamilton; workplace and home accidents at
Camperdown, Warrnambool and Casterton; and last
Friday there was a delay in getting a chopper to a
young boy in Lismore whose scalp was partially
severed in a farm machinery accident. There are also
many emergency transfers of seriously ill patients in
western Victoria.
There are at least 180 such life-and-death cases each
year — one every two days in south-western
Victoria — where an emergency helicopter is
needed. Lives are at risk. Lives are being lost while
the Brumby government delays the implementation
of this vital program.
Dr Campbell McKellar of the Warrnambool hospital
accident and emergency unit says that the
government has a large surplus and a moral
obligation to provide this life-saving service. The
south-west is the only region not covered by an
emergency helicopter. It is time the government
invested in such a helicopter to help save the lives of
local residents and visitors to western Victoria who
require emergency treatment.

Harness racing: Inter Dominion
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
congratulate Neil Busse and the Harness Racing
Board on their great efforts in organising the Inter
Dominion this year. The final will be held at the
wonderful Moonee Valley Racecourse, the home of
the Cox Plate, on Saturday this weekend. Those great
efforts resulted in the biggest crowd for 15 years
attending one of the lead-up races at Geelong. I think
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they even ran out of beer and had to pop across to the
hotel opposite.
One of the really good things about harness racing is
that there are many women involved in it. I would
like to congratulate Tanya McDermott on winning
the harness racing woman of the year award, which
was presented at the Pearl Kelly dinner last week.
There are three women drivers and three women
trainers involved in the final, including Natalie
Rasmussen, who is driving the favourite, Blacks a
Fake.
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Police: Mornington Peninsula inspector
Mr TILLEY — In relation to another matter, we
are now seeing the bullying and intimidation of
police Inspector Gordon Charteris, who has taken
sick leave. It is an absolute disgrace that this person
has been forced to go on sick leave. What is wrong
with police speaking openly and honestly? After all,
they are the protectors of our community. Inspector
Charteris has spoken about the resources that the
government does not provide.

Aboriginals: federal government apology
The Minister for Racing will be there, but I doubt if
the shadow minister will be. The last time he went to
harness racing it was still called the trots! However,
harness racing is going extremely well in Victoria. It
is very well supported by the community in the
country, and particularly in the Geelong area, as well
as in Melbourne. I look forward to the Inter
Dominion being a really successful race this year, as
was the last year’s Hunter Cup, which was won by a
woman driver.

Crown land: water races
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Development in
goldmining towns such as Beechworth, Mitta Mitta
and Yackandandah is being impeded by the existence
of a plethora of disused Crown land in the form of
water races that are still in existence despite the
historical significance of and need for these narrow
strips of land being completely redundant.
In goldmining days water races ensured water could
be directed to individual mining claims for use in the
search for gold. The water races appear on
Department of Sustainability and Environment
Crown land maps as a labyrinth of snake-like narrow
squiggles. This Crown land bisects freehold
properties and makes development or subdivision
near impossible. Development is discouraged
because the owner needs to be able to establish a
significant public benefit for the sale process to
begin. An extension to a house, the building of a
villa, the putting up of a garage and even extensive
landscaping are not seen as public benefits. If a sale
is approved, the administrative process can take eight
years. The red tape involved in the disposal of these
otherwise useless strips of land is so extensive and so
labour intensive that few are sold. The burden of the
existing mechanisms needs to be reviewed so that red
tape can be cut to rationalise the process for the
disposal of this land.

Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to bring to the
house’s attention an event that was held in St Kilda
to mark the national apology to the stolen generations
by the Australian Parliament on 13 February. The
event, which was held in the O’Donnell Gardens,
was co-hosted by me and the City of Port Phillip. It
was addressed by a local elder of the traditional
owners of the land, Carolyn Briggs; a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place,
Mrs Andrea Coote; the mayor of the City of Port
Phillip, Ms Cribbes; and me. It was attended by
many representatives of our Koori community, local
churches, community groups and the Port Phillip
Citizens for Reconciliation as well as by many other
supporters of the long-stalled process for
reconciliation with the indigenous communities of
Australia.
The event marked the beginning of perhaps one of
the most significant days in the history of the
relationship between the indigenous and
non-indigenous communities. As the Prime Minister
put it later in the day:
The time has now come for the nation to turn a new page
in Australia’s history by righting the wrongs of the past
and moving forward with confidence to the future.

In my own electorate this meant putting aside the
divide of party politics and recognising that the
process starts with, in the words of another
Australian Prime Minister:
… the act of recognition. Recognition that it was we who
did the dispossessing.
We took the traditional lands and smashed the traditional
way of life. We brought the diseases. The alcohol. We
committed the murders. We took the children from their
mothers. We practised discrimination and exclusion.

The event was an honour to be part of, and I
congratulate all those who took part and call upon
them to again redouble their efforts to tackle
disadvantage for indigenous Australian’s in the new
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climate of leadership created by the actions of the
Rudd Labor government.

Police: Swan Hill electorate
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I want to bring to the
house’s attention the lack of on-the-beat police in the
Swan Hill electorate. Despite the position the police
minister tried to put in question time yesterday, there
are numerous unfilled vacancies in my electorate.
Cr Nick McIntyre from Yarriambiack Shire Council
has raised concerns that Minyip has been without a
policeman for 12 months. The Warracknabeal
Herald of 15 February reports that he:
… commented on the sorry state of the station and its
surrounds, which indicates to all visitors that there is
clearly no police based in the town.

Birchip’s two-man station is currently staffed with
one officer and is likely to stay that way. Sea Lake,
which used to be a sergeant-and-one station, is now
only a single-officer station. The Culgoa single
officer is regularly absent filling temporary vacancies
at other stations. There is a threat to the continuation
of the one-man station at Piangil, despite its being on
the intersection of two main highways — the
Adelaide to Sydney highway and the Murray Valley
Highway between Swan Hill and Mildura. Kerang is
constantly calling in outlying officers to help fill its
roster, leaving smaller towns without a police
presence.
Local policing is about having a presence in that
town and building relationships in that town, not
about having empty police stations.
In the Mallee it appears that the thin blue line is
getting thinner.

Whittlesea Country Music Festival
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — A sell-out crowd and
some great performances were just some of the
highlights of another brilliant country music festival
at Whittlesea. The organisers and volunteers worked
hard to put on a quality show that attracted more than
130 artists and drew spectators and visitors from
across the country. The creative genius of directors
Merle and Graeme Gillis was again evident in the
quality and variety of performers.
Since Adam Harvey has become the festival patron,
the festival has really come of age. He and
J. R. Williams were again great comperes at the
awards, and I was privileged and delighted to award
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Adam the Male Performer of the Year. He is a great
advocate for country music in Victoria.
The festival would not be able to come together and
be as good as it is without the work of the volunteers,
council staff, the committee, Mayor Liz Nealy and
Cr Rex Griffin. I would like to thank the outgoing
president, Innes Creighton, for his work over the last
few years in making the festival a success.
Since the festival I was, however, saddened to hear
the passing of country music legend Smoky Dawson
at the age of 94. The original singing cowboy
attended the awards ceremony twice at the festival,
where I was privileged to meet him, and I will
treasure the photo taken of us together. As well as his
music, his memory will live on through the Smoky
Dawson music award for best independent release.
Vale, Smoky Dawson, and all the best to the
Whittlesea Country Music Festival. May it continue
to be a success.

Rail: Lardners Track crossing
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise
an issue for the attention of the Minister for Roads
and Ports that was raised in this house by me last
year, and I am still waiting for a response.
The Lardners Track rail crossing is on the route of
the fast train that travels between Gippsland and
Melbourne. The danger of this intersection and level
crossing had been raised with me by a number of
constituents, and subsequently I raised the issue in an
adjournment debate last year and also wrote to the
minister and met with one of his advisers.
I also had a video taken of this intersection during
busy times before and after school to give the
minister a clear impression of the complexity of this
intersection and the amount of traffic using both the
level crossing and the intersection of Lardners Track
and Princes Way.
About three weeks after I raised this with Minister
Pallas, there was a collision between a train and a
four-wheel-drive. Thankfully the young male driver
escaped serious injury but I am certain he and the
driver of the train would have been seriously shocked
by the incident. I would have thought that a
near-miss near-fatal accident would have been
enough to spur the minister into action but, as I have
said, I have heard nothing and still await his
response.
I urge the minister to act before we lose another
country life at another country level crossing.
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Ivan Bjork
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I take this
opportunity to mark the passing of Mr Ivan Bjork,
who died last Tuesday, 19 February, aged 82. Ivan
was born in Natimuk in 1925 and moved to Drysdale
at the age of three. He left school at the age of 14 and
worked initially as an itinerant worker before
enlisting in the army at the age of 20. Ivan later
became a shearer and then a fencer, with both jobs
taking him the length and breadth of the Western
District.
Ivan played a huge part in the Drysdale Football
Club for more than six decades, with no doubt the
highlights being the 1955 premiership side and his
rightly deserved life membership.
Ivan was also a genuine true believer in the
Australian Labor Party. He was a member for more
than 50 years, earning a life membership. Ivan
worked tirelessly for the party with one objective in
mind: to make life better and fairer for working-class
people.
Ivan also served as a councillor, scout leader,
advocate for the disabled, life member of the
Drysdale Snooker Club and as chair of the Port
Phillip Authority, and I can assure members that the
list goes on. But above all, Ivan Bjork was a man
who loved his family. He was married to Marj for a
loving 54 years, and they had two children, Daryl
and Carolyn. Tragically Daryl died from cancer in
his mid-20s, which of course rocked the family to the
core. But in true Marj and Ivan fashion, they took on
Daryl’s wife, Dawn, as their own treasured daughter.
Ivan was also a much-loved grandfather of Naomi,
Shaun and Reece, and was recently a
great-grandfather to McKenzie.
Ivan Bjork was a good man, a very humble man and
a man who dedicated his life to his family and to
helping others. I was proud to call him a friend, and
this world will be the poorer for his passing. My
condolences to his wife, Marj, and his family.

Anticorruption commission: establishment
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Yesterday we read in
the daily newspapers of the lengths to which the
Brumby government, with its secret plans, will go in
its attempts to avoid scrutiny by refusing to appoint a
standard anticorruption commission. The reason we
need an independent, broadbased anticorruption
commissioner is to end Victoria’s rapidly growing
reputation as the secret state.

509

Premier Brumby dismisses the need for such a body
and will not tell us what his closest advisers like
Sharon McCrohan knew about the Office of Police
Integrity probe into former police media director
Stephen Linnell. Linnell told Noel Ashby on
22 December last year that he had been called to an
OPI hearing. McCrohan told Linnell that they needed
to have a coffee, and yet Premier Brumby has
refused to say how and why his closest advisers were
involved.
Victorians want the truth about what is going on in
this state. The Premier must listen to what the public
wants and appoint a broadbased anticorruption
commission. Victorians do not like the smell of
corruption now hanging around this government. Is it
because the Premier is worried about what such a
body would find out about his government, about his
departments and about what is happening in this
state?

Regional and rural Victoria: regional forums
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I refer to
yesterday’s press release of the Leader of The
Nationals which sought feedback on regional
development issues from country councils. Packaged
as a big announcement, this is nothing but a cynical
game of catch-up, and country councils will see
straight through it. They know from bitter experience
that whatever issues they raise and whatever actions
they call for, the member for Gippsland South will
have to scuttle back to his more senior colleagues in
Melbourne to get them approved. They also know
that during the Kennett government the member for
Gippsland South voted 1150 times to cut services,
shut schools, sack nurses and cut jobs in regional
Victoria. As if that were not enough, he is still
saying, as he said on radio recently:
Maybe we —

The Nationals —
need to be able to compromise a bit for the greater good of
being able to present a united front …

This cynical game of catch-up will be seen for what
it is.
Last year the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development undertook massive statewide
consultations with regional Victoria through a series
of regional forums with local government, industry
representatives and key stakeholders. The minister is
reported as saying in December 2007:
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Today’s forum is about looking hard at what we have
achieved under Moving Forward and mapping out a way
forward that builds on our successes and responds to the
new trends and challenges.

While The Nationals play catch-up, the Brumby
government will continue the meaningful partnership
it has with local government and regional
communities to meet the challenges of the future and
to make Victoria the best place to live, work and
raise a family.

Planning: coastal strategy
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The matter I raise
this morning is the draft Victorian coastal strategy
2007, for which submissions recently closed. The
strategy is of interest to all members with electorates
adjacent to the coast, but it is of particular interest to
members from the Mornington Peninsula, who share
a heavily populated and sensitive coastline. That
coastline will bear much of the pressures anticipated
from Melbourne’s growth over the next 22 years.
Submissions to the draft closed on 28 January after
extensive consultation. It is important to consult, but
it is equally important to give serious consideration to
the views expressed. One of the challenges of coastal
management — or the management of state national
parks, for that matter — is not to get too far ahead of
the community. It is all very well to lead opinion, but
if you are too far ahead, the public will be left behind.
The strategy will not be worth the paper it is written
on.
A recent report to the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council suggests that in this instance a gap is
developing. I do not criticise the Victorian Coastal
Council for its work so far, but I do urge it to give
significant weight to the opinions of people on the
ground. The council committee view is that the
report:
… does not adequately or appropriately acknowledge the
range and variety of coastal management responses
necessary to meet community needs and expectations.

Concern is also expressed about the ‘limited and
siloed approach’ and the proposed car parking
policies and access to the coast ‘which appear to
ignore the realities and practicalities’. We need to
plan for both the coast and for people. The shire’s
submission reflects a real view and I urge the
government and the Victorian Coastal Council to
give it appropriate weight.
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Aboriginals: federal government apology
Mr EREN (Lara) — I was very pleased yesterday
to attend the Geelong ceremony for the apology to
the stolen generations at the Wathaurong Aboriginal
Cooperative in my electorate, along with my
colleague the member for Geelong in the other place;
the federal member for Corio, Richard Marles; the
federal member for Corangamite, Darren
Cheeseman; and the City of Greater Geelong mayor,
Bruce Harwood. At the ceremony I presented a
message on behalf the Premier, and I would like to
share that message here today. It states:
The government fully supports the historic national
apology made by Prime Minister Rudd on behalf of the
federal Parliament, and we endorse the city of Geelong’s
apology being made here today.
We believe a national apology was well overdue and is an
important part of the reconciliation process,
acknowledging the terrible wrong that was perpetrated
against indigenous Australians.
It follows the Victorian Parliament’s apology in 1997,
which was bipartisan and passed unanimously, and states:
That this house apologises to Aboriginal people on
behalf of all Victorians for the past policies under
which Aboriginal children were removed from their
families and expresses deep regret at the hurt and
distress this has caused and reaffirms its support for
reconciliation between Australians.
The government is committed to providing long-term
assistance and services to effectively meet the needs of
those affected by the past policies of removal of
indigenous children from their families. To this end, the
government has committed funding to establish the
organisation Stolen Generations Victoria, dedicated to the
specific needs of the stolen generations.
Some of the services provided will include pre and
post-reunion counselling — —

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Weeds: control
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — Weed infestation
and control is a massive and costly problem, made
worse by the confusion about who is responsible for
controlling weeds on roadsides. Is it the adjoining
landowner, the state government, or the council?
I wrote to the Municipal Association of Victoria
seeking its response and received a reply from the
president, Cr Dick Gross, on 7 January. He advised
me that this issue was first brought to the attention of
the MAV in 2004 when the Department of Primary
Industries (DPI) and the Department of Sustainability
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and Environment (DSE) staff gave direct advice to
councils that the government was about to transfer
responsibility for the management of regionally
controlled weeds on roadsides from the adjoining
landowner to local government. The advice occurred
as a result of new interpretations of the Catchment
and Land Protection Act 1994.

reference was made to the Canadian technology use
agreement prepared by Monsanto which states that in
no event will Monsanto or any seller be liable for any
incidental, consequential, special or punitive
damages. Effectively the multinationals are passing
on all legal risk to the farmers and ultimately the
state.

Councils are gravely concerned with the financial
implications of this shift in responsibility. I
understand discussions between the MAV, DSE, DPI
and Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) have
occurred since 2004 and yet this issue still has not
been resolved. The MAV was advised that the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change and
the Minister for Agriculture have agreed to change
responsibility for weed and pest animal management
policy to ensure that a single point of accountability
rests with the DPI.

The Department of Treasury and Finance, in
preparing the forthcoming budget papers, will need
to factor into the risk section a line about future
individual or class actions against the state for failing
to protect farmers. Victoria to date has not
established any protection for our farmers.

After four years the confusion continues. The state
government must legislate to make it clear who is
responsible for control of roadside weeds, taking into
account that adjoining landowners do not have the
time or the money to control the problem, and
councils should not bear this responsibility without
the appropriate funding from this government.

Genetically modified crops: legal risk
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Along with
all members of Parliament, I received invitations via
email to attend a range of briefings at Parliament
House about the retention or abandoning of the
moratorium on genetically modified (GM) canola.
The briefings and information on the risks of GM
canola to individual farmers and to Victoria’s export
trade were open to all MPs. Parliamentarians have
been provided with personal evidence and
testimonies of Canadian farmers who briefed us in
this very building on the court cases instigated by
Monsanto against farmers whose non-GM canola has
been contaminated with GM canola.
If ever there is a class action against the state of
Victoria for failing to protect the traditional and
organic farmers of this state from litigation from such
multinational companies, it cannot be truthfully
asserted in future court cases that parliamentarians
were unaware of evidence that GM crops do not
remain solely on the property in which they were
planted. Parliamentarians were briefed that there was
a foreseeable risk of contamination.
Further, I note that in the New South Wales
parliamentary debate on GM canola moratorium

Public transport: Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Residents
in the Ferntree Gully electorate can rightly feel
cheated by the Brumby government for its belated
acknowledgement that it will not facilitate important
public transport upgrades in my community. I have
consistently raised the need for upgraded public
transport services. These important issues have
included the need for the Rowville rail feasibility
study, the tram to Knox city, upgrades to local bus
services and the upgrading of Ferntree Gully railway
station to premium status. However, despite earlier
commitments the Minister for Public Transport has
now confirmed in writing that the government has no
intention of helping my community. In
correspondence I have received the minister said that:
The Rowville community’s desire for a direct rail link is
well known. However, Meeting our Transport Challenges
gives priority to addressing the bottlenecks in the existing
rail system before considering any further extensions.
Similarly, improving tram journey times by way of giving
trams greater priority on the road are being considered
before any further extensions to the tram network.

It is clear the government has turned its back on the
Knox community.

Daniel Draper
Mr WAKELING — I would like to congratulate
the Rowville football and cricket clubs, plus the
wonderful work of Ray and Marion Draper, in
holding the recent fourth showdown of the Daniel
Draper memorial Twenty20 match. This annual
event honours the memory of Daniel who was taken
tragically at such a young age. The event raises
important revenue for both clubs and is a fitting
tribute to honour Daniel’s memory. All involved had
a wonderful day, and I am looking forward to next
year’s event.
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St George the Martyr parish: hall restoration
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — It
was a great pleasure to be in Queenscliff last Friday
to celebrate state government funding of $167 000
towards the conservation and restoration of the
St George the Martyr parish hall. The present hall
was built in 1873 and has been an important
community resource with significant historic and
heritage values. The restoration project will ensure
that it can once again be used effectively by local
groups and organisations. I congratulate all those
who have been involved, in particular Cr Val
Lawrence, chair of the St George’s restoration
fundraising committee, members of the committee,
and Father David Lamont, for their hard work and
commitment. This is an exciting and important
project that will bring back to life a wonderful local
facility for the community of Queenscliff and the
region.

Newcomb football netball clubs: netball
pavilion
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, it was a
pleasure and an honour on Sunday to be part of the
opening of the Newcomb football netball club’s
netball pavilion. Since 1976 the club has provided
the community, particularly our young people, with
an opportunity to come together and be involved in
sporting activities. This major redevelopment will
provide a fantastic boost for netballers and supporters
providing a new veranda, change rooms, kitchenette
and club room. It was a partnership between the state
government and the City of Greater Geelong, and I
thank Cr Rod Macdonald for his support for the
project.
I also want to congratulate Kyly Hinkley, the
president of the Newcomb netball club, and all the
committee and club members who have done a great
job in contributing to their local community and this
particular project. I also want to acknowledge Glenda
Werrett and the Kiddle family.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member for Keilor.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to congratulate — —
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Speaker, the
call should be given to each side in turn.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
I am sorry, I will just clarify who should have the
call. I call the member for Kilsyth. My apologies to
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the member for Kilsyth; the time for member’s
statements has expired.

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT
SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion
of Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs).
Nationals amendments circulated by
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I am pleased to
speak on this important bill, the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2007, on behalf
of the coalition between the two independent parties,
the Liberal Party and The Nationals. I also thank my
colleagues for the honour of being appointed shadow
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs, which is an important
portfolio in the state of Victoria; shadow minister for
youth affairs, because our youth are our future; and
shadow minister for sport and recreation, because
sport is a passion for many of us.
This bill was introduced late last year, and I thank the
member for Bulleen, the former Liberal shadow
minister for sport and recreation and the member for
Morwell, both of whom did a lot of preparation work
on this legislation. As we know, the bill covers a
range of revisions that are designed to promote
safety, to control the industry and, very importantly,
to reduce the risk of malpractice. The main
provisions of the bill transfer powers from the
minister to the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board, provide for the minister to give
directions to the board and also enable the board to
prevent contestants who lack the necessary
professional skills, such as mobility, defensive skills
and tactical awareness, from fighting. Also, in a new
initiative, timekeepers, who were not previously
recognised under the act, are to be incorporated into
the legislation so that concerns about malpractice can
be minimised.
As we know, there are different approaches to this in
different states. It is interesting that we have different
regulations across Australia, even though many of
these boxers travel interstate — for example, we saw
Mundine fighting in Sydney last night. It is a bit like
Australian Rules football, where the players move
around Australia fairly regularly. We also have to
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realise that there is a questioning of the benefits of
allowing combat sports, and a number of articles
have appeared on the issue, particularly in the Sunday
Herald Sun. The Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs said in a media release of
21 December that he would not permit cage fighting
in Victoria. However, there is not one mention of
cage fighting in this bill. As members know, the
general public support any legislation designed to
promote safety and reduce the risk to competitors.
Under this bill the board will be able to license
promoters, trainers, referees, judges and
matchmakers. It will also register contestants and
issue permits for boxing, kickboxing and other
combat sports.

An article in the Sunday Telegraph of 2 December
2007 says:

We are proposing what we believe are
common-sense amendments that strengthen the bill,
address the concerns of most Victorians and enforce
what the minister said he would do in not allowing
caged combat sports to be staged in Victoria. The
background to our amendments is that cage fighting
has developed in the USA and Japan, and it can be
watched on Fox TV. Events have been held in
Western Australia, Queensland and New South
Wales. Cage fighting involves no-holds-barred,
mixed martial arts fighting in a 2-metre high metal
cage in which contestants can kick, punch, choke and
knee opponents into submission. Some people — I
know it was even under discussion in our party
rooms — believe this type of sport is safer than
boxing, because combatants can at any time tap out if
they feel they have had enough. The reality though is
that most of the fighters go to the ground and their
opponent can jump on them, knee them and choke
them, and it can be very difficult for them to tap out.
Like most people in Victoria, we believe that this
sport should be banned in Victoria through
legislation.

The article goes on to describe it as:

Contestants in cage fighting events have to wear only
small mittens on their hands, with their fingers
exposed. A newspaper article in the Age of
23 December 2007 headed ‘Brawl breaks out over
cage clashes’, says:
Cage fighting is established in Sydney and an event was
held recently at the National Institute of Dramatic Arts’
(NIDA) main theatre, where Shakespearean plays are often
staged.
NIDA has since said it won’t host the sport again.

There is concern even in New South Wales that
maybe this sport has gone too far.

Theatre of blood. Welcome to the extreme brutality of
cage fights which the New South Wales government is set
to legalise.
…
Outside, a crowd of 700, mostly men, screamed
themselves hoarse as the blood flowed.
This is the new, ultraviolent sport of mixed martial arts
fighting, which the Iemma government is about to legalise.
…
And, unlike in boxing, they are punched and kicked after
falling to the floor.

Mixed martial arts fighting in which fighters have snapped
ankles, arms and legs in events overseas …

So it is a very vicious sport and one that I do not
believe we need here in Victoria.
An article in the Sunday Herald Sun f 6 December
2007 under the heading ‘Do we really want this in
Melbourne?’ says:
Caged combat sport is coming our way.
Ultraviolent Fight Club style brawls — in which
opponents elbow, knee and beat each other — are coming
to Melbourne.
The brutal new fight ‘sport’ locks combatants in a 2 metre
high metal cage for no-holds-barred, mixed martial arts
battle — even choking, stamping, punching and kicking
after an opponent is floored.
Overseas, fighters have had arms and legs smashed, ankles
snapped and some have been killed.
Instead of protective gloves, combatants wear small mitts
to allow them to grab opponents in headlocks and
submission holds in front of baying crowds.

A lot of concern has been raised in a newspaper
articles here in Victoria. A letter to the editor in the
Sunday Herald Sun has the heading ‘Ban this
senseless brutality’.
These are some of the reasons why we believe we
should ban the sport in Victoria and put it right up
front in the legislation. I know the minister has the
power under this bill and the previous act to give
direction to the board. He has banned it, and I know
he has made statements to that effect. But this
legislation before us here today has no mention of
cage fighting. We believe if we are strong enough
about this, we should put it in the legislation so that it
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cannot be changed at the whim of the minister. This
minister might be right; he has shown his colours by
banning the sport, but he might not be here in another
two or three years time. We hope that is the case. The
reality is we want to be on that side and the reality is
it could be at the whim of the next minister to allow
this sport to happen. We need to put it right up front
in the legislation. That is why we have put forward
these amendments.
The Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs
said on 21 December 2007 that he would prevent
caged combat sports. I have his media release. It is
headed ‘Merlino to prevent caged combat sports
coming to Victoria’. It says:
The Brumby government will not allow caged combat
sports to be staged in Victoria …

The minister said it is a no-holds barred contest. It is
in black and white in his own media release.
I think having made those statements the minister
must fall in behind these coalition amendments, but I
also want to talk about other parts of the bill. Overall
it provides many benefits. Clause 6 provides for the
power to license persons involved in professional
contests, such as judges, trainers and referees, to be
transferred from the minister to the board. Clause 7
provides for the power to issue permits to conduct
promotions to be transferred from the minister to the
board. The reality is a lot of that is going on at this
stage. This is putting into legislation what is really
going on behind the scenes. We have no problem
with transferring these responsibilities.
Clause 13 provides for the substitution of a new
section 10B, which transfers the power to cancel or
suspend the registration of a professional contestant
from the minister to the board. The section sets out
the circumstances in which the board must suspend
or cancel a contestant’s registration. In discussion
with the minister’s staff — and I thank them for the
briefing; I know they gave a briefing to the members
for Bulleen and Morwell, but they also did it a third
time and gave a briefing to me — I was told that they
test mobility, defensive skills and tactical awareness.
My understanding is that the board does that by
looking at these men and women in their fights and
that type of thing.
I have a letter sent to the member for Morwell by one
of his constituents which raises a concern that the
minister might like to respond to at a later stage
concerning overseas competitors. It is from Mr Ray
Harris. I will not go through the whole letter, but it
refers to the criteria for assessing suitability for
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registration of a boxer, including defensive skills,
countering skills, fitness, reaction time and the ability
to change fight strategy when necessary, and asks:
Who would make the assessment of the above skills —

of overseas competitors? I am not sure if that is
covered in the legislation, but I think it is a fair
question that we need to have answered by the
minister, whom I am pleased to see here at the table
today. We strongly support those types of provisions
under new section 10B. We think that if the fighters
do not have the necessary skills for the sport, they
should not be allowed to be involved.
My colleague the member for Bulleen also received a
letter from the chairman of the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Board. I thank him for giving me
a copy of that. The paragraph that I want to read to
the Parliament summarises the issues very clearly. It
states:
It became apparent that some sections of the act were
unworkable and did not support decisions that the board
was required to make such as skill/competence. The act
was silent on this issue, resulting in the board being taken
to VCAT by a fighter who the board considered to be a
danger to himself.

It is common sense that we go this next step.
Another issue is related to the delicensing of
timekeepers, a very important role, as the timekeeper
is required to interact with the ringside doctor and
referee. Again we think that is common sense. The
letter goes on to say:
These amendments also give the board the ability to make
decisions without continued and unnecessary referral to the
minister but maintaining the checks and balances that he
requires.

We would have to support the minister on that
because I know he lives a long way out of Melbourne
and travels in regularly, even though he has support
in that regard and has a young family. He would not
want letters and emails coming in in the middle of
the night that needed to be answered quickly. It is
common sense that these matters be transferred over
to the board’s responsibility.
I also appreciate the minister’s staff providing me
with a list of the members of the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Board. It is made up of six
members at this stage, but the board can have up to
seven members, one of whom must be a policeman.
It is interesting to note the number of licence-holders
and registered professional contestants. As at
26 February this year there are 493 licensed
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professional contestants, and 54 of them are women.
There are also 32 promoters, 185 licensed trainers,
17 matchmakers, 21 referees and 53 judges. These
registrations and licences are valid for three years.
We all worry about the obesity issue and about
violence on our streets. I will come back to this a
little later, but in Coleraine, which is a great little
town in my electorate, a fellow has established a
gym. He has got a lot of the young kids involved in
sport. This gives them an activity and keeps them off
the streets. It highlights the importance of physical
activity in addressing the obesity issues that confront
us. That physical activity might involve playing sport
such as football, tennis, hockey or anything else.
I looked through some Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) figures on participation in sport and
physical activity. An estimated 2 million Australians
aged 15 and over reported that they participated in
fitness activities in the 12 months prior to the
interview conducted by the ABS. The majority of
people, 64 per cent, who were involved in fitness
activities participated in a non-organised capacity
only. This means that about 36 per cent are involved
in organised sport — and it could be boxing.
I went on to look further into the details, and I noted
that there are about 47 000 people involved with
boxing. About 35 000 of them are male and a little
over 12 000 are female. When we look at the
break-up of ages we see that most are in the age
group of 25 to 34 — that figure is nearly 17 000 —
and a bit over 12 000 are in the 35 to 44 age group.
Those ABS statistics show that boxing is a very
popular sport.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I do not think the member
for Geelong has a nose like mine; he might have had
it hit playing football like I did. Often people think I
boxed, but I have never boxed.
Mr Trezise — You did on the field.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Not deliberately.
There are many differences in boxing. As we know
there are amateur boxers and there are professional
boxers. The main differences between amateur and
professional boxers lie in the rules and in the
objectives of the two sports. They vary in safety
standards and various other things. The distinction is
so significant that athletes, referees and judges of
professional boxing are not permitted to participate in
amateur or Olympic boxing events. The more
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stringent rules in the amateur sport allow people to
learn and develop boxing skills with a minimal risk
of injury.
In amateur boxing there are 3 rounds of 3 minutes or
5 rounds of 2 minutes each. There are shorter rounds
for novices and boxers under 17. In professional
boxing there are 4 rounds of 3 minutes or up to
12 rounds of 3 minutes each. I can remember
watching many fights on television which featured
Cassius Clay and others. The gloves are also
different. For amateur competitors they weigh
10 ounces and are especially designed to cushion an
impact. There is a white area denoting the striking
surface. For professional competitors they are 6 or
8-ounce gloves.
There is no novice class in professional boxing, but
in the amateur class boxers who have competed in
10 events or less are considered to be in the novice
class and can compete only against other novices.
There are many protections and a way forward for
boxers as they come up through the ranks.
My colleague the member for Morwell, who was
looking after this portfolio area before I took over the
role, received an email from Mr David Pike, the
vice-president of Boxing Victoria, in which he says:
Boxing Victoria runs and regulates amateur boxing in
Victoria.
…
Having read through the amendments they seem to be
aimed at ensuring both greater safety and better
governance in professional boxing, both of which we
support.
…
The positives will be better governance and greater safety.

There are people who are vitally interested in this
sport and they have made their views known,
whether that be to the member for Bulleen or to the
member for Morwell.
As I said earlier, I want to highlight some of the good
things that sport has done for country communities,
particularly in providing physical activity, whether
that be football, netball, hockey or cricket. One great
example can be found in the town of Coleraine and
the excellent work that has been done by Mr Ray
‘Mocka’ McIntosh. I have a copy of an article from
the Hamilton Spectator dated 11 May 2006 which
says:
Coleraine boxing trainer Ray ‘Mocka’ McIntosh has been
awarded amateur boxing’s highest honour for a trainer.
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McIntosh, who runs Mocka’s Coleraine Boxing Club, has
won the 2005 Amateur Boxing Victoria Frank Kenny
Memorial Award for most competitive boxing trainer.

The article goes on to say:
McIntosh described 2005 as an ‘amazing year’.
He witnessed his team move from a ‘piece of carpet at the
football club’ into a fully functional training ring.
…

The article went on to report him as saying:
‘The whole town has rallied around us from the start, it’s
been a real buzz’.

Mr McIntosh said at that time that he had 10 fighters.
Five were registered but there were another five
training under him who he did not feel were fit to be
registered at that stage.
I was talking to Ray last night, and he told me that in
the last three years he has trained winners and
runners-up in three divisions. He has trained a junior
welterweight winner; in 2006 he trained the winner
of the senior lightweight and heavyweight divisions,
and he trained the runner-up in 2007. Also in 2007 he
had winners in the junior and senior flyweight
divisions.
We can see there is a lot of good work being done for
people who do not fit into other sports. It is important
for people to get some aerobic activity, and it is
important for those who want to take on this sport to
get some professional training.
We have also seen some people call for boxing to be
taught in schools. On the weekend I was talking to
Geoff Handbury, who is a dear friend of mine. He is
82 years of age and still very fit. He told me that
when he was in school in Melbourne he learnt boxing
and that he boxed when he went into the navy. He
said it improved his footwork and his skills, which
helped in a lot of other activities, and he feels it has
carried him on in life.
An article in the Herald Sun quotes a great friend of
all of us, leading welfare worker Les Twentyman. He
called for boxing to be included in Australian school
education programs in a bid to combat violence and
poor health. The article states:
Les Twentyman, a former teacher and social worker with
Open Family, said putting boxing in school curriculums
would go a long way to tackling problems such as street
violence, bullying in schools and obesity.

Members can see there is a lot of support for the
sport.
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The other day in the coalition meeting room we had a
discussion on cage fighting. There was a lot of
support for boxing, but there were obviously some
concerns. Cage fighting takes place in a cage. There
was some concern that we are seeing a lot of that sort
of thing in railway carriages!
Mr Trezise — Or in coalition meetings!
Mr DELAHUNTY — No way — it was a very
amicable meeting. One member wondered if we
could extend the terms of reference to include a
provision that cage boxing or cage fighting would not
be allowed in railway carriages. This might assist the
government to control that. Anyway, Les
Twentyman is a supporter of boxing.
I go on. In the 1970s, which was known as the
golden age of boxing, I was a great supporter of
boxing. I watched on television and even attended
some of the great fights held in that golden age. One
of Australia’s greatest boxers was Lionel Rose.
When he was growing up he studied his dad, who
was also a boxer. He ended up winning his first
Australian amateur flyweight title when he was just
15. One of his greatest thrills was winning a world
title. He has won more money than any other
Australian fighter. In 1968 Lionel Rose was the first
Aboriginal to be named Australian of the Year.
The other boxer I want to talk about is Johnny
Famechon — we all know him as ‘Fammo’. He was
trained by the legendary Ambrose Palmer. Back at
that time I was fortunate enough to get some tickets
to go to a fight in Sydney. I watched Fammo fight the
world flyweight and the bantamweight champion,
Fighting Harada. I was very close to the ring. I had
never been that close to a fight, although I had been
to a couple of fights at Festival Hall when I was
playing football with Essendon. We used to go there
and learn a few things — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DELAHUNTY — That might be where I got
it from. It was a fantastic fight. It was a significant
major event for Australia. It was great to be part of it.
Thank God I was not in the ring! It was a very
controversial fight and was decided on points.
Johnny Famechon had to go to Japan to fight, and he
won a second time. As we know, he was a fantastic
fighter. It was unfortunate that in 1991 he had a
tragic road accident, which stopped him in a way that
67 bouts could not. They were great fighters in the
1970s, which was the golden era of boxing.
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We know that not everyone supports combat sports,
including boxing. We received correspondence from
the Australian Medical Association (AMA). Its
position is that boxing should be prohibited,
particularly for children. I will cover a couple of
points it conveyed to us about this legislation. I quote
from its issues paper, which states:
AMA acknowledges that the proposed amendments may
improve the health and safety features of the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Act …

It goes on to say:
The bill amends section 10B of the principal act giving the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board the power
to cancel or suspend the registration of professional
contestants who cannot demonstrate a level of skill that is
required to minimise harm. AMA Victoria welcomes the
amendment to —

this section of the act. It also says it:
… welcomes the introduction of division 4A —
timekeepers in the act.

Even though the AMA says the bill has some
limitations, it believes it makes progress in providing
some safety for combatants. We know that many
people do not support the sport, and we want to be
fair and reasonable in relation to that.
In summary the bill overhauls the roles and
responsibilities not only of the minister but also of
the board. The board will have a lot of
responsibilities transferred directly to it. The bill
provides for new and revised provisions to assist the
board in carrying out its roles and responsibilities.
The bill also makes improvements to safety
measures, such as those I referred to earlier. There
will be more fitness and medical tests. I do not have
the detail in front of me, but my understanding is that
this will mean fighters will have to have medical tests
24 hours before and after they fight. We support that.
It is important that those tests take place, particularly
with the blood-borne infectious diseases we have
today. We know that even in boxing there are
sometimes accidents or the boxers are cut and blood
is spilt.
The bill also reduces the risk of malpractice by
providing for the control of timekeepers. As we
know, normally there are 3-minute rounds in boxing.
In my days with the Essendon Football Club, and
even much later in my football career, I used to use
speed balls in my training. Jim Bradley was a top
fitness trainer. He trained a lot of athletes at the
Essendon Football Club to improve our pace. People
like Andy Wilson and Kenny Fletcher did not have
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any worries about pace. We could really burn off
those Geelong players! The reality is that a lot of that
can come with the support of trainers like Jim
Bradley. He came over from Scotland and brought
the speed ball to the Essendon Football Club. We
would do six 3-minute rounds, with about a minute
break in between. In the last three rounds our arms
felt very heavy.
Regarding timekeepers, it is very important that
rounds last the correct time, because if a round goes
10 seconds more than 3 minutes, it can have a
damaging effect on the fighters. If anyone wants to
get fit — and I can assure members I need to do
more work in that regard — —
Mr Merlino — The Premier’s active families
challenge.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I might take that up.
Speed ball is a great way of getting fit. It is good not
only for your arms but also for your torso and your
legs. It helped people like me play a lot of sport, and
even though I was never a boxer, it really did help
my ability to run and play other sports.
We believe the inclusion of our amendments, which
will ban the events known as cage fighting, is a
common-sense approach. I am pleased the minister
has been in the chamber for the debate, and as I said
to him earlier, we would welcome the opportunity to
go into committee to discuss these amendments. We
think a majority of people across Victoria would
support the banning of cage fighting, and I have
highlighted a lot of newspaper articles in that regard.
This is really Hollywood theatre coming into the
boxing ring. It is, as we know, very popular on
Foxtel. Let it stay on Foxtel. We do not need this
sport in Victoria.
The minister has had many people speak to him —
many have spoken to me and I have no doubt many
more will — who have said this activity is safer than
boxing and kickboxing. The reality is we do not
believe that is the case. We believe it should be put
right up-front in the legislation. The minister made a
statement back on 21 December last year that he
would ban cage fighting. Let us see if the Brumby
government will support that by putting it into the
legislation so that it is not at the whim of a minister at
any stage in the future to change their mind, whether
under pressure from the industry or others involved,
such as the promoters and television companies that
might want this sport to be televised out of Victoria.
If they want to do it in New South Wales, Western
Australia or Queensland, let them do that, but we do
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not need this sport in Victoria. That is why we
believe that the government, and particularly the
minister, should support these amendments. That
would be a common-sense decision following on
from the minister’s strong statement that he would
ban this sport.
We look forward to the support of many people who
will debate this bill and, importantly, we look
forward to the support of the house for these
common-sense amendments to ban cage fighting
from professional boxing and combat sports in
Victoria.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am pleased
to speak in support of the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill. The original act
provides a framework under which professional
boxing and combat sports contests can operate, but
unlike many other professional sports in Australia,
professional boxing and other types of combat sports
are not guided by a governing body; hence the need
for government to have a very clear and strict role to
ensure that these types of combat sports are
controlled for safety purposes.
This bill will enhance the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985 in several ways. It will
enhance the safety controls to ensure that those
without the necessary skills for competing are
prevented from competing. It will also clarify the
authority for regular fitness and blood tests to be
taken during contestants’ registration periods. It will
reduce the potential for malpractice in these sports,
especially in relation to timekeeping. It will also
clarify the roles of the board and the minister and
modernise regulation-making powers so that new
regulations can be made from 1 July this year.
The 1985 act will become more responsive to
modern eventualities. In 2005, for example, a case
before VCAT (Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal) caused doubts to be raised as to the
authority of the board to refuse, suspend or cancel a
contestant’s registration due to a lack of ability or
skill. That VCAT case cast doubt in particular over
whether the board could step in to prevent a
contestant competing, or suspending or cancelling
their registration where the matters in question
related to ability or skill.
The then presiding member of VCAT said of the
concept of fitness existing in the principal act that it
could be considered to hold a medical meaning only.
Further, counsel for the board raised concerns as to
whether the act provided authority to the board to
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refuse registration on the grounds of skill or ability.
This bill will address those concerns as they were
plainly before us through the VCAT case. The bill
will enable certain conditions to be met via
regulations which will deal with the notion of
adequate skills. Any applicants for registration who
do not receive the board’s endorsement will be able
to appeal to VCAT. Clearly we have a very able bill
which allows for unsuccessful applicants for
registration to be able to maintain the right of appeal.
Further, the board can assess the level of skill of
existing registered contestants, and contestants in that
case will be afforded written notice by the board of
any decision to suspend or cancel their registration.
Again, a right of appeal will be extended to these
contestants.
The bill introduces a more sensitive response to the
possible charge that somehow a contestant in the
pre-contest phase could be subject to compulsory
medical examinations which could perhaps be seen
to limit their human rights. The bill therefore
removes the obligation to submit himself or herself to
a medical practitioner for examination, which of
course implies involuntary compulsion. In modern
terms, being a government that has very keenly
pursued the notion of human rights, especially as
they relate to new bills before this house through
compatibility statements and the Human Rights Act,
we are very keen to ensure that the principal act
begins to reflect modern expectations of what
practices may impinge on human rights. So the
phraseology ‘submit himself or herself to a medical
practitioner’, which carries an implication of
involuntary compulsion, will be replaced with a
direction to ‘present himself or herself’. It is a subtle
change but nevertheless one that reflects modern
expectations in terms of involuntary compulsion of
activities by legislation.
The bill also introduces a more balanced response to
a refusal or failure by a contestant to undertake a
pre-contest examination. Failure or refusal to
undertake a pre-contest medical examination will
now be met with either suspension or cancellation of
registration rather than what have been
disproportionately harsh penalties which have
included either large fines or imprisonment. That is
obviously a very heavy-handed response to failure or
refusal to be subjected to a pre-contest examination,
and certainly the removal of those penalties in
exchange for either suspension or cancellation of
registration by the board is a more balanced and
reasonable response to those types of circumstances
that can arise.
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The previous speaker made a contribution by way of
amendments with respect to cage fighting. Much was
made by him of the problems associated with cage
fighting and the abhorrence of cage fighting, none of
which I would quibble with. This government is very
strongly of the view that it is an activity that we do
not endorse or wish to lend any assistance to its
becoming a feature of Victorian sporting life. That is
why the Premier has made absolutely clear publicly,
and the board has been advised, the position of this
government — not an individual minister but the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs and
the whole of the government — that we have already
announced that cage fighting in Victoria is not
allowed and will not be allowed. That is quite clear.
No statement can make it more clear than what has
already been stated by the Premier and followed
through by the minister.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Where it is not allowed, it
is illegal, as the member behind me quite helpfully
suggests. We have made it very clear that we are not
going to bend or be swayed by any arguments to the
contrary or by the behaviour of any other
jurisdictions.
Under section 5 of the act the minister has the power
to determine which sports and activities can occur,
and by virtue of that it is very clear that that power
will not be exercised to allow for or to make cage
fighting legal in this state. We cannot make it any
plainer than that.
I would suggest that the previous speaker is wanting
to gild the lily or perhaps justify his newly acquired
position as the advocate or the shadow in the sporting
area. It is unnecessary. It is probably heavy-handed
in a regime and in circumstances today where we are
talking about a more balanced approach to protect the
safety of competitors within these combat sports, and
when we are also talking about balanced responses
to, for example, refusals or failures to comply with or
undertake medical examinations.
I would suggest that the amendment presented is not
helpful and does not add at all to the debate about
cage fighting. It is not a debate. We have made it
very clear as a government that cage fighting will not
be tolerated in this state. It will not receive any legal
recognition or status whatsoever. That is the end of
the story as far as we are concerned. There is no
debate. It is a debate that has been invented in the
mind of the previous speaker to fill up 30 minutes of
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speaking time, I would suggest, but that is another
matter.
I am very happy to commend this bill to the house
and I am sure it will receive a very speedy passage.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
speak briefly on this bill. I would like to thank firstly
the public servants for the brief they provided, and
also the adviser to the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs, who was very helpful in this
situation and got back to me on time about all the
questions that I raised with him, so I would like to
thank him for doing that.
It is disappointing that the impression I am getting
from the other side is that the government is not
going to support the opposition’s amendments on this
legislation. It is a shame because these amendments
are about the credibility of this minister. These
amendments are about putting an end to the ad hoc
responses by this government to media requests. This
government did not think about cage fighting until it
got a phone call from the Sunday Herald Sun asking
the question, ‘What about cage fighting?’, and
reacted, as it normally does, simply to get a story in
the newspaper, by saying, ‘The minister is not going
to allow this to occur’. Could someone on the other
side please tell me where in this bill it tells us that
this type of fighting will not occur? It is nowhere in
the bill.
The minister can instruct the board, yes. What
happens if the minister wakes up tomorrow and says,
‘Look, I enjoy these types of sports. I am going to
allow it’, or there could be a change of minister, and
the new minister might say, ‘I support cage fighting
and I want cage fighting in Victoria’, or there could
be a change of government. Why not allow the
Parliament to debate this? Why not allow the
Parliament to vote on this legislation to ban cage
fighting? I will say it again: there is nothing in the
bill which disallows cage fighting as put forward by
the minister and this government.
These amendments are all about the credibility of this
minister, who in the media — and I will go through it
later — has said that he is opposed to cage fighting,
does not like to watch cage fighting and is against
cage fighting.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr KOTSIRAS — The minister tells me that he
will advise the board, or he has advised the board. I
would be happy if the minister would like to table the
letter that he sent to the board. Is the minister
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prepared to table the letter? No. I am happy for the
minister to do that. The board could ban cage
fighting, but this legislation does not ban cage
fighting. It is a shame that the government wishes to
play politics and is refusing to support our
amendment.
As a young boy I did go and watch a number of
wrestling matches. I remember Spiros Arion, the
golden Greek; I remember Mario Milano; I
remember King Curtis and Killer Kowalski, and in
the late 1990s I also went to see Stan ‘The Man’
Longinidis break the leg of Dennis Alexio. The fight
only lasted for 6 seconds. I was in the front row. I
was a bit disappointed, but it was a great match.
Recently the Ultimate Fighting Championships
started in the United States. Initially they started in
Brazil, but they went to the US. It is something that
my son enjoys watching. I find absolutely no joy
whatsoever from watching cage fighting and I would
not attend any match which is inside a cage. It is
boring. The contestants spend most of the time on the
floor and it is very dangerous.
This is the case not just in Victoria, in Australia: it is
across every nation. People are opposed to cage
fighting because of the safety aspects. Such a fight
took place in Scotland, and an article appeared in the
publication Scotland on Sunday under the heading
‘“Barbaric” sport rattles … cage’. The article states:
Scotland’s first major cage fighting bout could be
cancelled amid growing concern over the safety of the
sport.
…
Organisers insist the sport is no more dangerous than
horseracing or rugby. But a recent ultimate fighting
championship event in Manchester saw —

a contestant —
… knocked unconscious by a flying kick to the head.
…
Cage fighting is one American import that we can really
do without. This sounds less like a sport and more like a
return to the barbaric days of old when gladiators did battle
in front of crowds baying for blood.

It is not a sport. While I am disappointed that the
minister is not supporting the amendment, I believe
he supports the view that it is not a sport; it is
something that he would not attend or watch because
it is not a sport, as I said. But I need to go back to
what the minister said as reported in the Sunday
Herald Sun on 16 December 2007:
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A spokesman for sport minister James Merlino said
X-Agon would be monitored to ensure it met the
provisions of the state’s Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Act.
‘There are a number of requirements that have to be met
under the act before events are approved and contestants
are registered to compete, many of which relate to safety’,
the spokesman said.
‘Applications to stage an event must satisfy the … board,
while the minister can also determine what types of
combat sports can be held under the act’.

That was the first response on 16 December. Then in
the Sunday Herald Sun on Sunday, 23 December, the
minister spoke out. The article states:
Mr Merlino said that under the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2007 caged combat sports
would definitely be banned.
‘I have never approved and will not be approving any
combat sport competitions staged in cages’, he said.
‘Contests in cages do not fit with our long-term aims for
the industry’.

Again, I feel that he is sincere, and I am not saying
that he is only saying this, but I have to argue again:
what happens if the minister changes, if tomorrow
there is a different minister, and the new minister
supports cage fighting? What is the problem with this
government supporting the amendments that have
been put forward by the member for Lowan? They
are simple amendments that ban cage fighting. Is it
arrogance? Is it the fact that the opposition has come
forward with these amendments? Why is the
government not supporting the amendments?
I would like to hear the minister when he is summing
up to please explain why, despite the fact that he said
that he dislikes cage fighting, he is not prepared to
support the amendments put forward by the member
for Lowan. Perhaps the minister wishes to go out and
redraft them and bring them in under his own name.
That is fine. We here care about the wellbeing of
fighters, not about playing politics. It is very difficult
for this government to understand that. It is more
than just media spin. We heard recently about this
government being more interested in media spin than
caring about Victorians. I really cannot understand
why this government is opposed to it.
We support the rest of the bill. It is a good step
forward. I spoke to Bernie Balmer, the chairman of
the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board.
Bernie is capable and he knows the area quite well.
He also agrees that we have to look after the interests
of the contestants.
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We support the rest of the bill. It is a good next step.
A lot of the work that has been done has been going
on for many years. The board has been very good in
that situation, and I support the board. There are six
members, and all of them have expertise in a
particular field which helps the board in making
recommendations.
The bill will ensure that timekeepers are registered,
because things can happen in a fight. Someone could
be on the ropes and the bell might go 3 seconds later
or 3 seconds earlier, and it could change the outcome
of a match. It is good that the timekeepers have to be
registered. People will know who they are and they
can feel confident in the quality of those timekeepers.
The bill will provide the board with the power to
make some decisions involving day-to-day
procedures without involving the minister. It would
be unworkable to expect the minister to get involved
at that level. That is a good step. The bill will provide
the minister with the power to give directions to the
board. Where we disagree with the government —
we differ, as the minister claims — is the part that
will disallow or ban cage fighting.
Overall the bill is good; it assists contestants. We
would like to take it a step further to make sure that
the welfare of contestants is paramount — that is, we
need to look after their interests first and not play
politics with their health and wellbeing.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am also pleased to
be speaking in support of the bill. I do so not only
because it again highlights the commitment of the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs and
the Brumby government to sport in Victoria, but
because, like the member for Lowan, I grew up on a
diet of TV Ringside on a Monday night. I was never
allowed to stay up late except on a Monday night, so
I guess that shows what my dad’s priority was.
Some of my fondest memories are of, as I said,
TV Ringside and the likes of Ron Casey and Merv
Williams, and watching great fighters, including —
and they have been mentioned before — Lionel
Rose, Johnny Famechon and Hector Thompson, and
the list goes on.
Whilst it is nice to reminisce about the old days of TV
Ringside, that program highlighted to me the need for
tighter controls in boxing and other combat sports.
Whilst those great boxers could defend themselves
and were well trained, there were many three
rounders on a Monday night that were mismatches
with, essentially, street brawlers fighting professional
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fighters. In the 21st century we need to make sure,
with this legislation, that those types of fights do not
happen, because many were hurt. The promoters and
the people involved were lucky that the participants
in those fights were not injured or did not die.
As the member for Geelong, when I looked at this
legislation an incident came to my mind from the
1970s, when at a gala day in Geelong a young man
from East Geelong fought in a Jimmy Sharman-style
tent. He had had a few drinks, and he copped a
hiding from the professional boxer who was fighting
in the tent. Later that young man — I think he was a
19-year-old — collapsed in Moorabool Street, which
is the main street of Geelong, and died that night.
Although that incident occurred some 30 years ago, it
really highlights to me the need for the legislation
before us today.
The member for Bulleen raised the issue of banning
cage fighting, which is the subject of an amendment,
which has been circulated, and which will be moved
by the member for Lowan. The opposition’s
proposed amendment is a furphy. I have seen cage
fighting on Fox TV; as far as I am concerned it is a
violent sport and I would not bother myself with it.
Cage fighting has, for all intents and purposes, been
banned in the state of Victoria. The minister and the
Premier have directed the board to rule that cage
fighting be illegal in this state; therefore, cage
fighting is illegal. It will not occur in Victoria, full
stop. As I said, this amendment is just a furphy for
the opposition to use as a filibuster for the next
couple of hours.
The member for Lowan also addressed the
assessment of the skills of overseas contestants when
they are applying to fight in Victoria. Under the
legislation the promoter is required to demonstrate
that all contestants, including those from overseas,
are adequately matched. It is a prerequisite before
any fighter can be issued with a permit. The board, in
this instance, checks the records of overseas
contestants and seeks information from other
controlling bodies before granting any approval for
an overseas fighter to contest a fight. The member for
Lowan raised this issue, and rightly so, but this
legislation does cover it.
I am mindful of the time and I know other people
want to speak. This is good legislation, and I
congratulate the minister on it. I wish the bill a
speedy passage through the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I rise to speak on the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
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Bill. The purpose of the bill is to amend the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 to
enhance the safety, reduce the risk of malpractice and
regulate the professional boxing and combat sports
industry. The bill also seeks to clarify the roles and
responsibilities of the minister and the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Board.
I would like to start by saying that in my electorate of
Evelyn we are privileged to have one of Victoria’s
strongest boxing clubs, which is the Lilydale Youth
Club, led by head coach, Nick Lundh, a former
Victorian professional middleweight titleholder. I
was fortunate enough to visit the Lilydale Youth
Club with my colleague and shadow minister, the
member for Bulleen, where we were warmly met by
Joel Mahon, long-time secretary of the club — and a
very hardworking and enthusiastic secretary he is!
Joel proudly told me that the club was started in 1987
and that 500 young people attend the club. In 2007 at
the national titles they won four kung-fu and two
boxing titles; at the Victorian championships they
won four judo, two boxing and five kung-fu titles.
The club has one member who holds a 5th dan in
judo. It also has basketball. Secretary Joe, a very fit
and active 70-year-old, is a professional boxing judge
and amateur boxing referee. Mr Lundh, the head
coach, has helped train local talent Shane
MacDonald, who has gone on to win the Australian
super heavyweight crown at the Australian amateur
boxing titles. Shane trains for 12 hours a week.
Whilst I understand the legislation applies only to
professional boxing, I would like to take this
opportunity to express my support for amateur
boxing. Like many, I recognise the risks associated
with the sport; however, I also believe there are
numerous benefits associated with amateur boxing.
Boxing training teaches students discipline and
mechanisms for controlling aggression to prevent its
inappropriate expression in both the public and
private domain. Other benefits include improving the
fitness and reflexes of our young people. Les
Twentyman and Kevin Donnelly — a most unlikely
coupling in many areas — are united in their belief
that boxing promotes discipline and a healthy respect
for and understanding of the damage that can be done
by being violent and by being uncontrolled and
undisciplined. A recent article states:
Mr Twentyman said that reports of recent assaults in
Victoria involving gangs of youths attacking individuals
showed that many youngsters lacked respect and were
incapable of sorting out problems sensibly and
responsibly.
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‘Apart from the basic point of being able to look after
yourself, there’s also the issue of boosting your
self-confidence; it honours the rules of engagement and
also creates a sense of dignity’, Mr Twentyman said.

In an article of 30 January, Mr Donnelly is quoted as
saying:
Of course, the politically correct fun police will argue that
boxing supporters are unreconstructed male rednecks and
that teaching boys to box is dangerous and sexist — better
if the boys learn about self-awareness, gender respect and
land rights for gay whales.
Wrong, as argued by Tony Blair’s unofficial biographer
and English teacher, Anthony Seldon. Students, especially
boys, need to be physically challenged and put at risk.
At a school conference in England last year, Seldon argued
about the dangers of wrapping children in cotton wool.
He said: ‘We don’t give our young people nearly enough
physical fear and the triumph of overcoming that physical
fear, whether on a football field or whether on a long
all-night trek.

As the mother of three sons and the sister of four
brothers, I am very well aware of the need for young
males especially to test their strength with each other.
They just love wrestling — arm wrestling and full
body wrestling. In anything that involves physical
contact, they want to test their strength. I think
boxing in the youth clubs and in other areas is an
excellent opportunity for them to see how strong they
actually are, and it teaches them how to control their
aggression.
Joel Mahon told me that he has been approached by
teachers who have had boys who have caused
problems and who have been very difficult in the
playground and around the school. They have
commented on how different the boys become once
they have been involved with the club. In fact one
boy who was a serious problem in school with his
aggression and dominance of the schoolyard had
turned around and was actually using the skills he
had learned at the youth club to calm things down
and tell the boys who were playing up that what they
were doing was wrong. He is now an asset to that
school — and that is purely because of his
involvement with the youth club.
A lot has been said about the damage that can be
done by boxing. A 2000–03 study by the Australian
Institute of Health and Welfare revealed that just
1 per cent of sports and leisure-related
hospitalisations were the result of combat sports. If
you compare that to the results of the institute’s
2004–05 study, you find that 31 per cent of all sport
and leisure-related hospitalisations were the result of
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football. A USA study found that 50 per cent of head
injuries sustained in sports or recreational activities
occur during bicycling, skateboarding or skating
incidents. The report states that sports and
recreational incidents contribute to approximately
21 per cent of all traumatic brain injuries among
Americans, but it makes no mention of boxing as a
major contributor to the incidence of brain injury.
I was talking about the benefits that boxing can bring
to young people. Yarra Valley boxer Ed Abel is a
20-year-old specialist pipe technician who took up
boxing two years ago. He has won silver medals in
the welterweight division, and Mr Abel was quoted
in Sunday Life as saying:
I was a bit of a hothead before, but boxing has calmed me
down. Mostly, I think it stops fights. In the ring I’d hit
someone, but I’d go out of my way to avoid a
confrontation at the pub.

I congratulate the boxers who have had success at
Lilydale Youth Club. I also congratulate Nick Lundh
for their successes, which have all stemmed from his
training of them. If Mr MacDonald and Mr Abel
eventually decide to take the next step in their careers
and become professional boxers, I hope this bill will
ensure that their health and wellbeing is the foremost
concern of the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board.
I support the amendments proposed by the shadow
minister to ban cage boxing. The previous speaker
said the amendments were silly and that the sport
was already banned. If that is the case, I challenge the
government — I challenge the minister — to discuss
the amendments in the consideration-in-detail stage
so we can have a vote on them. I ask the minister to
let us have a debate on this issue in the
consideration-in-detail stage. Cage boxing is
appalling. Cage boxing is nothing at all like what I
have been talking about — amateur boxing in a
youth club, involving the training provided and the
skills used there. Cage boxing should be banned
forever, and I urge the minister to accept our
amendments.
The bill gives the board the power to suspend or
cancel the registration of a contestant if he or she
lacks the required skills. The criteria for determining
this will include testing defensive skills, including
evasive skills and speed of reaction, mobility and
ring generalship, strategic and tactical awareness, and
endurance and stamina. I have a question on this
issue. I want to know whether there will be a
quantitative measure of standards that contestants
must meet for all categories, or whether satisfaction
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of the criteria will be determined purely on a
subjective interpretation of contestants’ results by the
board. I ask this because I would like to know if the
legislation will be uniform across interstate
competitions. Undoubtedly it would be of advantage
for any such assessment to be as objective as possible
to ensure the integrity of the report, and I believe
there should be set minimum requirements in terms
of reaction speed, endurance and stamina for each
weight division. Failure to set minimums could
potentially leave the board vulnerable to abuse by
any rogue elements, who would theoretically have
the power to issue a licence without a fighter being
fully fit to compete.
The Australian states vary in their approaches to the
regulation of boxing and combat sports. If someone
has been refused a licence here and moves interstate
to fight, are we going to be able to police that in any
way? Are there reciprocal arrangements with the
other states, and how clear are they? Are we going to
have people who have been refused a licence in other
states coming here? The minister may have covered
that; I may have missed it.
Under this bill there are provisions for the regular
testing of infectious blood-borne diseases as a
condition of registration. We have always got privacy
protections with that, and we have to continue with
the privacy protections in boxing. I also want to
know whether that duty of care also extends to
boxers in neighbouring states. If a blood test picks up
an infectious disease that would prohibit a boxer
from boxing here, will that information be relayed
around the rest of Australia to prohibit them moving
interstate and taking up their boxing career there?
They are just some of the questions that come out of
this. Again, I may have missed that information, but
those are my two concerns.
Looking at the statistics on injuries, and having had
sons who played Aussie Rules, I have got to say I am
beginning to think that perhaps they should have
taken up boxing. Given the hospital bills for the
injuries my sons suffered and the number of times I
have gone racing down to Maroondah Hospital with
them, I might have been several thousand dollars
better off. I support the amendments proposed by the
shadow minister. I would ask that the bill be
considered in detail so that we can debate the clauses
in it.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to make a brief
contribution in support of the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Amendment Bill. In doing so I
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want to place on the record that I have had the great
pleasure of knowing professional boxer Sam Soliman
for quite some time. People might recognise that Sam
fought Anthony Mundine last year and unfortunately
lost; however, I think he will get another crack this
year. I have also had the good fortune of seeing Sam
train down at St Kilda with many other professional
boxers, and their level of professionalism,
commitment and dedication to their sport is quite
staggering.
Sam has also been a terrific advocate for men’s
health, and has specifically been working with my
previous employer, the Transport Workers Union,
going around and speaking to workers about men’s
physical and mental health issues. Every time Sam
Soliman wanders into a workplace I am staggered at
just how popular he is, and of course by connection,
how popular the professional sport of boxing is.
This bill seeks to make a number of amendments
with the intent of improving safety and professional
conduct within a range of professional combat sports
which include sports such as boxing, kickboxing and
various martial arts. I have referred to Sam Soliman,
who was in fact a kickboxer before becoming a
professional boxer. Because there is no
non-government organisation controlling all aspects
of professional boxing and other combat sports, it is
the responsibility of the individual governments of
each state to control the industry through legislation.
In Victoria this task falls to the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Board.
In my view this board is probably one of the most
proactive of all boards in any state that license
professional fighting. For instance, it requires
medical checks before and after bouts as well as MRI
(magnetic resonance imaging) scans for all
professional fighters, both when they register initially
and at the time when their licence is renewed every
three years. The board also mandates that a physician
be present ringside throughout the course of a fight,
giving them the power to stop the fight should it be
deemed necessary. This bill will give the board even
further powers and responsibility in terms of
operational matters such as the registration and
licensing of contestants, as well as making rules for
the proper conduct of professional contests.
Professional boxing, along with other combat sports,
has long — and rightly so — been considered to pose
some element of risk for contestants. It is for this
reason that they remain, as sports, somewhat
contentious within some segments of the community
including, as the member for Lowan has pointed out,
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the medical associations. Others will go as far as
saying that these sports are barbaric and
dehumanising.
I make reference to the tragic death of a contestant in
a South Australian motor sport competition last
weekend and I point out that all sports, in some
capacity, carry an element of danger. Our role as
legislators is to ensure that the risk is minimised
wherever possible. I certainly do not oppose these
professional sports: they are legitimate sports, freely
entered into by the contestants, who are aware of the
dangers. They provide an attractive spectacle, and I
have already mentioned my observations of the sport
through firsthand experiences.
The member for Lowan also makes a good point
when he mentions Les Twentyman, who is a bit of an
icon in the west, and about how these sports take
young people off the streets. Many of these young
people are from socially or economically
disadvantaged backgrounds. These sports can teach
people discipline, and I understand that through my
own family’s history because my great-grandfather
had a boxing gymnasium in Footscray many years
ago. The stories that have been passed down through
the generations in my family talk very highly of
many of the young people who had the experience of
training and competing in that gymnasium.
In the brief time I have left I point out that the
amendment put up by the opposition is not necessary
in my view because, as the minister has pointed out,
he already has the power under section 5 of the act to
determine which sports and activities will be combat
sports for the purposes of the act. Cage sports would
then be deemed illegal. Of course I do not support the
notion of cage sports — I think they are absolutely
barbaric and illegal — and there is no need for the
amendment. Certainly I support this bill in its entirety
and wish it a speedy passage through this house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the debate on the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill. The purpose of this bill is to amend the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 by
means of a range of provisions designed to promote
safety, reduce the risk of malpractice, and control the
professional boxing and combat sports industry. In
addition this bill seeks to clarify the role and
responsibilities of the minister and the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Board under the act.
Firstly, I thank the minister and his staff, and Peter
Hertan and David Hobbs for providing me with a
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briefing. I support and endorse the shadow minister
for sport and recreation, the member for Lowan, on
his amendment to the bill. As we have seen at
various times over the last couple of months, boxing
and combat sports have been very much to the
forefront in the media throughout Victoria, and the
amendment proposed by the honourable member for
Lowan deals with the issue of cage fighting.
I refer to newspaper articles that have already been
brought before the house today. One is an article in
the Sunday Herald Sun of 16 December 2007 headed
‘Do we really want this in Melbourne?’ which states:
Caged combat coming our way.

The article features photographs that depict graphic
scenes from cage fighting which have really upset
many people in the community. Of course it has
upset the minister, and I shall quote some of the
media releases that have been attributed to him on the
subject.
In the Sunday Herald Sun of 23 December 2007
there was a comment from a member of the
community under the heading ‘Ban this senseless
brutality’, which states:
No, we don’t want caged combat —

sport in Melbourne. It continues:
It is professional wrestling …

But it also has a much more dangerous and brutal
element. That conveys the sentiment of the broader
community in that regard.
The members for Lowan and Bulleen pointed out
some comments attributed to the minister last year
and I quote from a couple of those articles:
Sports and recreation minister James Merlino said
yesterday he would not follow the lead of other states and
allow cage fighting.

Further on, another quote attributed to the minister is:
I have never approved, and will not be approving, any
combat sport competitions staged in cages.
…
I believe the spectacle of two competitors in cage
combat-style competition does not meet the community’s
standards of what is acceptable for professional combat
sports in Victoria.

I think most of the members of this chamber — and
it is the general consensus in the community —
would agree with those comments. In further
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comments in the media the minister is reported as
having announced that any attempt to stage ‘no-holds
barred contests’ in large cages would be blocked.
Mr Merlino was reported as saying that under the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill 2007 caged combat sports would definitely be
banned.
That is the whole point we are raising today through
the amendments that have been proposed by the
member for Lowan. The action mentioned in the
comments made by Mr Merlino on that occasion is
not provided for in the bill. What we have attempted
to do is ensure that it is part of the legislation. Both
the member for Lowan and the member for Bulleen
have said that if there is a change of minister or a
change of portfolio there is nothing to say that the
incoming minister may not change their mind. We
need to reflect the views of the community and of the
Parliament in this regard. I think the proposed
amendments are sensible and practical, and hopefully
government members will support them.
The member for Lowan also raised a concept
proposed by Les Twentyman, who is a prominent
youth worker in Victoria. He called for boxing to be
conducted in schools. I guess that has opened up a
whole new debate. In the 1980s and 1990s we saw
boxing as a way of improving physical fitness.
Boxercise was very popular then and continues to be
popular. Boxers at the professional level are elite
athletes. I think the member for Lowan said he might
have to do a little bit of boxing in the future to
enhance his fitness. Perhaps we could have a contest
to improve our physical fitness. Overall it is a very
good sport for improving physical fitness without
having to get into a ring.
The bill also deals with the transfer of powers from
the minister to the board. They are mainly of an
operational nature and deal with such things as the
registration of contestants and the licensing of
trainers. That matter has been raised in the house
before, and it would seem to be a common-sense
approach to do that. There are also a number of
matters to do with testing boxers and so forth, which
are referred to in the second-reading speech. The
board will be allowed to cancel or suspend a
contestant’s registration if they consider that person
lacks the required skills. The board will have to
assess a range of different elements of a contestant.
They include defensive and evasive skills, their
speed, their mobility around the ring, strategic and
tactical awareness, and their endurance and stamina,
among other issues. That is a really important aspect.
I reinforce the point that those practices are occurring
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now but that it is important they be included in the
legislation.
Over time we have read in the media about potential
mismatches. In fact there was a bout last night — the
Mundine fight — which many people said would be
a mismatch. The board has a very important
responsibility in assessing the capabilities of
contestants. I refer to some past events, which other
members also referred to earlier today, such as
TV Ringside and so forth. Early last year I saw a
documentary on the ABC about the Lester
Ellis-Barry Michael bout in, I think, 1985 in
Melbourne. It was enthralling television to have a
behind-the-scenes look at the bout and the publicity
that was generated about it at the time. What was sad
to see was that some years later — in 2002 — Lester
Ellis stepped back into the ring to fight Mundine
when Lester was 37 years old and probably well past
his peak both physically and mentally. At the time it
was deemed to be a real mismatch. You would hope
that the New South Wales board which appraised
Lester at the time would have been very concerned
about mismatches and elements surrounding that.
Talking about TV Ringside, back in the 1970s there
were some famous Gippsland boxers. Lionel Rose
has been mentioned. Rocky Mattioli was a Morwell
boy and still lives there. The infamous Arie Gringuis
and a local up-and-comer, Clinton Johnston, are all
participating in the sport and generating a lot of local
media. The member for Lowan also referred to a
letter from Ray Harris, who is a local boxing trainer
in Gippsland. Ray made some comments and relayed
his concerns. One of those was about fighters making
their weight. We know about fighters fasting prior to
a fight, and he expressed concern about that and how
it is policed. I understand that medical tests are
conducted 24 hours prior to a fight, but they are
concerns which are out in the community and the
board needs to be aware of them.
Timekeepers are an important element of the sport.
Not many people in the community understand their
importance and the role they play in upholding the
integrity of boxing by ensuring that if a fight
comprises 3-minute rounds they are specifically
3-minute rounds and are not cut short. If somebody is
on the receiving end it is important that 3 minutes is
3 minutes. We need to make sure that timekeepers
are accredited and appointed by the board. That is an
important aspect, and we fully support that measure.
We are also concerned about the assessing of
interstate and international fighters when they come
into Victoria. We have concerns about how that will
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be policed. I am sure it is addressed by this
legislation. It is important that we do not have
mismatches, and that we uphold the integrity of the
sport. In closing, I think the bill addresses and
enhances the health and safety of contestants. It is
important we recognise that. Having said that, I think
the amendments proposed by the member for Lowan
further enhance that, and I ask the government to
support them.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am pleased to rise
in support of the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Amendment Bill 2007. I will initially address
the contribution of the shadow minister for sport and
recreation and tell him why the government is
rejecting his amendments. It was suggested there was
nothing in the bill that specifically prevents cage
fighting from occurring. It would be true to say there
is nothing in the bill that prevents fighters from
coming into the ring and hitting each other over the
head with a tyre lever, but it is not allowed and it
would not occur. Trying to specifically designate
every type of combat sport that may be introduced
and highlighting and formally banning a particular
type of combat sport would create a precedent and
imply that if something is not specifically banned in
the act that it is therefore allowed.
It would also be true to say that any new government
or an existing government that has a change of heart
can overturn legislation if it has the numbers in the
house. Just because something is currently legislated
for by this government does not mean that future
governments may not overturn some of it. There is
nothing that prevents that from occurring. All you
can do is say, ‘This is what is banned. This minister
has banned it. The government has made its position
very clear on this particular form of fighting’. And
why would you not? I did not know what cage
fighting was about. A newspaper article of December
2007 talks about this issue and states:
Contestants participate in no-holds-barred mixed martial
arts fighting that allows kicking, punching, choking and
kneeing of opponents in a 2-metre-high cage.

It further states:
Competitors wear small gloves that do not cover their
fingers, enabling headlocks and submission holds, and can
be punched and kicked after falling to the floor.

That just seems to fly in the face of everything that
any professional boxer would hold dear and true.
That is why the government is rejecting the
amendments.
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In regard to the bill itself, a Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal hearing suggested that the
current act does not provide clear authority to the
board to refuse, suspend or cancel registration
because a contestant lacks the necessary skills to
participate. Clearly this is a huge safety issue.
Currently if a fighter is refused registration in another
state they could be registered in Victoria and have
reciprocal registration, allowing them to fight here
and interstate.
This bill allows the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board to cancel or suspend a contestant
registration if it considers the applicant lacks the
required skills. There are a number of further safety
measures in the bill, such as making it a requirement
for serology tests for HIV, hepatitis B and hepatitis C
to be taken every six months. While this is the
current practice in the sport — and the board has
done a fantastic job in regulating the sport — it is not
currently provided for in the act. The bill provides for
regulations to be made regarding a range of regular
skill-based performance tests, and for one-off testing
where there is an indication it is needed — for
example, for a magnetic resonance imaging scan to
be conducted on a fighter before that fighter’s
registration is continued.
The bill also enables the board to exercise some
control over timekeepers. We have heard about this
previously. I think it was said by the previous
speaker that it seems fairly self-evident that if
someone knows how to read a clock they would be
able to be a timekeeper, but this bill has highlighted,
for me at least, some of the practices that could exist
among timekeepers, such as making a round slightly
longer or shorter depending on how the contestants
are going. This legislation will enable the board to
exercise some control over timekeepers by
maintaining a list of timekeepers who have the
relevant skills and knowledge and requiring that
promoters only use timekeepers who are on this list.
The board can remove timekeepers from the list if it
feels that they no longer meet the skill level required.
With those few remarks, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill 2007. I commend the minister for bringing in
this bill and for the steps he has taken in delegating
his responsibility in part to the board — in other
words, empowering the board to have a direct say in
running its own sport, whilst preserving the
ministerial power to give it direction.
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The main purpose of the legislation is to amend the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 to
provide that the powers, duties and functions of
regulating the sport be exercised by the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Board; provide for the
minister to give directions to the board; enable the
board to prevent contestants who lack the necessary
professional skills from competing in professional
contests; provide for a list of persons who may act as
timekeepers for promotions; provide the board with
the power to make regulations about the list of
timekeepers, about medical testing conducted for the
purpose of the act and about the contents of
promotions; and otherwise improve the operation of
that act and the industry itself.
The boxing industry occasionally gets some bad
media, which is usually if a serious injury occurs.
This bill gives the board power to make decisions
about day-to-day processes. It will be able to check
medical records, ensure that medical checks are
done, and will have the responsibility for licensing
trainers and training premises and licensing boxers. It
will give the board the opportunity to create a very
professional industry. It will provide the board with
the flexibility to meet and be able to make
arrangements. As I said, it delegates the powers to
the board to engage professionals without the
minister’s approval, and that is again important,
because it is the board and the people in the industry
who have the experience in that particular sport.
Again, I commend the minister for going in that
direction because it shows that he has confidence in
the board to be able to manage its own affairs, and it
will work a lot quicker when actions need to be
taken — for instance, if there is a proposed mismatch
of boxers, of two individuals, the board will be able
to act quicker to intervene with the promoters of such
schemes, who like to arrange mismatches simply to
get the publicity and attract more spectators.
This legislation is a step forward. The boxing
industry has come a long way, particularly in this
country. It is a clean, healthy sport, in the sense that
there is not any corruption in it, with big bets going
on like those we hear about in other sports and
activities. We do not hear anything about drugs being
used in the sport. It is really a fitness sport that is
enjoyed by many young people today. It has a loyal
following of not only male but also female supporters
who enjoy taking part in and watching the sport.
In my younger days I used to train and try my luck at
boxing with Jack Rennie, who had the studio at
Footscray and another studio out at Seddon. Those
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were the days of Lionel Rose and Georgie Bracken.
Georgie Bracken was basically coming out of boxing
and Lionel Rose was our big role model and hero in
those days. Suffice to say, even today boxing is still
very popular in the western suburbs.
In most of the boys police clubs that used to exist,
boxing was always on the agenda. It was available
for young people to try out as a clean, healthy sport
to keep them fit and active. And if you are training
for boxing, using the skipping rope for half an hour,
you do not have to worry about obesity, I can tell you
that! Maybe we need some more of those physical
exercises like running and walking. It does keep you
fit, even if you are only playing an amateur round of
11⁄2 or 2 minutes, with the protective gear on, which is
compulsory these days.
As I said, it is a sport that is enjoyed on our side of
town. In the western suburbs it still has a strong
following and there are several small studios that are
working and operating training sessions. Of course in
latter days we have had more promotion of
kickboxing, which I am not really fond of, but that is
popular in our area as well, and it is being promoted.
With those few comments, including some on my
own experience, I commend the bill to the house and
wish it a speedy passage.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to speak
on the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports
Amendment Bill. The main aim of this bill is to
control professional boxing and combat sports,
reduce the risk of malpractice and promote safety.
Currently boxing in Victoria is governed by the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board,
which I will refer to from now on as the board. It
allows only people who are registered or licensed
under the act to participate. The act needs to be
amended to address some issues that have come from
legal matters — there was a VCAT (Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal) hearing not so long
ago. The legislation serves to accommodate the new
levels in medical and fitness testing for contestants.
Previous legal rulings show the existing legislation is
not effective in guaranteeing that the governing body
can refuse, suspend or cancel the registration of a
contestant because they lack sufficient skills. I will
come back to the skill set in a minute. There have
been major safety issues. If there are unscrupulous
people, that can increase the risk of fighters who are
not adequately skilled. We know this is a combat
sport, whether you are talking about boxing,
kickboxing or other martial arts. The idea is that we
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allow people to compete in an arena that suits their
capabilities.
Other states have tougher registration requirements,
which leaves Victoria very open to unscrupulous — I
think that was the word I used before, and it is
probably fitting here again — fighters and promoters
coming across the borders if they cannot get, provide
or stage a fight in their own home state. The bill
provides the right to the board to cancel or suspend a
potential contestant’s registration if they lack the
required skills. Some of those skills as listed are: the
contestant’s defensive skills, including evasive skills
and speed of reaction; the contestant’s mobility; the
contestant’s strategic and tactical awareness; the
contestant’s endurance and stamina; and any other
factors relevant to the contestant’s ability to defend
himself or herself. We have add ‘herself’ because we
know that probably about one-quarter of all
registered boxers are female.
I have had the great pleasure of being an amateur
commentator on sport on community radio for the
last couple of years. It is fair to say I have a great
love of most sports. I do not really understand
boxing; I do not understand the will to go in and
deliberately damage somebody else. A few people
have said to me that that is not the point, but I think
any time you are trying to land a blow that actually
knocks somebody out, then that is the point. I have
problems with some other sports that I do not really
understand. I am trying to get a handle on them, and
as a sports commentator that is something I have to
come to grips with. I do not understand test cricket,
for example.
Boxing is very, very serious and there are some other
things that could have been put into this legislation. I
do not understand caged combat. I do not know
many people whom I have spoken to who do
understand it. Someone comes in to deliberately
harm another in a closed environment that is 2 metres
high inside a metal fence; it is no holds barred. It is
not just kicking, boxing and blows to the head but
also choking and the whole lot. Basically once you
are down you can still be preyed upon by your
opponent. The amendment being proposed by the
coalition is very sensible and should be taken up by
government members.
I want to talk a little bit about head injuries in this
sport and quote from a source called About.com. An
article from that source states:
The American Association of Neurological Surgeons says
that 90 per cent of boxers sustain a brain injury. Boxing
may account for fewer deaths than some other sports —
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such as horseracing and motor racing. We had the
tragic death of the young race car driver Ashley
Cooper earlier this week. The difference is that we
are talking about incidental damage versus deliberate
damage. The number of boxers suffering brain
damage is believed to be much higher than that
which is recorded. It is not surprising that head injury
is so common in boxing. It is estimated that when a
boxer gets a direct blow to the head it is like being hit
by a 6 kilogram padded wooden mallet travelling at
32 kilometres per hour, so it is very serious. Perhaps
one day we should have the debate as to whether
protective headgear should be compulsory in
professional bouts and not just in the amateur circles.
If you look at contestants in the South Pacific Games
and the Commonwealth Games, you know that it is
logical for people to have headgear. Denis
Wellbeloved, who coached the Australian Atlanta
Olympic boxing team, says professional boxers
should be forced to wear headgear. This was after the
Victorian bantamweight title fight in 2001. The boxer
was left in a coma and died several days later, which
was tragic. There is an anomaly in that there is no
national approach. There is the opportunity now that
the states are aligned politically for the government
to pursue this.
One of the other interesting features of this bill is that
timekeepers are to be registered. An incompetent or
corrupt timekeeper could shorten or lengthen rounds
for their own fighters — I am not suggesting they
have been paid — or for whomever they are biased
towards. They might keep them boxing even if the
time has expired. This of course would compromise
the safety and wellbeing of contestants. This is a
terrific step forward. Now there will be an official list
of timekeepers and only those on the list will be used.
They can be struck off if they become unsuitable.
This is a good step forward. The bill allows for
penalties like suspension or cancellation of
registration or licence as a consequence for breaches
such as non-compliance with conditions.
There are provisions in this bill which make changes
to the roles and responsibilities of the minister and
the board. Previously, under the old act, a lot of the
day-to-day running of the system was governed by
the minister. He then passed a lot of his powers back
to the board. This simply tidies all of that up and
makes sense. Clearly the minister should not be
involved in the day-to-day running of the system, so
this is a step forward, but I think we have left a lot of
things out. We need to leave it to those who have the
resources and the knowledge to carry out these
functions.
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The board will also be responsible for making rules
for the proper conduct of professional contests.
Again, the board members are the ones who have the
skills and knowledge to do that. They will also have
the same power as the minister to commence legal
proceedings for an offence under or against the act. I
have to say that certainly the people I have spoken to
think that this is a common-sense approach. I have
spoken to many people about this bill. A friend of
mine had a martial arts academy and was not
involved at a professional level of combat. I said,
‘Look, I don’t get boxing. Maybe we should ban it’.
He said, ‘Don’t be ridiculous. It is a great outlet. It is
a great physical fitness test. It is a very skilful test for
many people, and it is a great way for some people to
participate in sport who would not necessarily get out
and participate in some other way’.
The Australian Medical Association (AMA)
certainly has for many years called for a ban on
boxing, and I understand its reasons. But if this sport
is to continue we certainly need to ban the more
extreme forms of it, so caged combat of any sort
needs to be banned here in Victoria and, I believe,
nationally; it is something we should be lobbying on.
We certainly are taking a good step forward in many
of the places in this bill. Certainly I will not be
opposing it, but I would like to see other areas of
safety explored.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — This bill has my strong
support. Boxing is a dangerous sport which can
permanently maim or kill the participants. While it
can be said that there is the risk of physical injury in
other contact sports such as Australian Rules football
and Rugby, there is a significant difference between
those sports and boxing. In boxing the aim of each
contestant is to hurt the other, with a particular target
being the head. You do not need to be a brain
surgeon to understand that repeated and violent
blows to the head can cause brain injury, and
tragically from time to time death.
This is why medical associations around the world
have longstanding policies calling for boxing to be
banned. For instance, the Australian Medical
Association (AMA) in its position statement in 1997,
reaffirmed in 2007, said:
All forms of boxing are a public demonstration of
interpersonal violence which is unique among sporting
activities. Victory is obtained by inflicting on the opponent
such a measure of physical injury that the opponent is
unable to continue, or which at least can be seen to be
significantly greater than is received in return. This
particularly applies to professional boxing.
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The AMA makes it clear that it opposes boxing and
then goes on to say that until such time as boxing is
banned, the AMA supports a range of steps designed
to minimise harm to amateur and professional
boxers.

come along. If they cannot get a good answer from
the government, they might be able to see a few
heavy blows landed.

That is why I welcome this bill. If boxing is not to be
banned, it needs to be heavily regulated to try and
reduce the risks to the health and safety of the
combatants. I especially welcome the provisions
relating to fitness, medical and blood tests. Infectious
diseases such as hepatitis and HIV can be spread by
blood. Contestants not fit to box are at grave risk of
serious injury.

Mr THOMPSON — The member for Mitcham
has alluded to some sort of coathanger blow that one
might have seen at a Labor Party state conference at
the North Melbourne town hall or Festival Hall, but I
will not reminisce about the days of the Labor Party
negotiations, so to speak.

The minister’s statement of compatibility identifies
several provisions of the bill which engage the
Charter of Human Rights, these being discrimination
on the basis of impairment or physical features,
medical treatment without consent, and privacy.
However, as the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee found, these provisions are reasonable
under the circumstances. To put it even more simply,
there are times that the state has to intervene to
protect individuals from themselves. This is clearly
the case in barring individuals who are not fit to
compete in boxing.
The specific details of this bill, which I do not
necessarily want to go through, are fairly significant.
I believe these provisions, while not banning boxing
completely, will ensure greater health and safety for
participants. I highly commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
considering the bill today I have been reminded a
little bit of question time during the week when many
serious blows have been landed upon the
government. There has been a reluctance to adhere to
a commitment that government members would
answer all questions directly and with sufficient
information to enable the public and the house to
fully understand the issue raised, but regrettably that
has not occurred. Direct blows have clearly
connected, but there have been determinations made
on points. The government has been ducking and
weaving for a long period of time.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! On the bill!
Mr THOMPSON — Sometimes this chamber
has been referred to as the House of Stoush, though
not quite in the character of the Taiwanese
Parliament, but it might give the members of the
gallery a little bit more value for money when they

Mr Robinson interjected.

Nevertheless boxing has had a great tradition in
Australia, and anyone who has grown up in Victoria
would be aware of the great exploits of Johnny
Famechon, a world champion. His fighting record
shows he had a total of 67 fights with 56 wins, 20 by
knockout. He has struggled with some wider health
issues in recent times, but he has been a great king of
boxing in Australia. He also served as King of
Moomba back in 1970 or thereabouts. It is
regrettable that he sustained horrific injuries when he
was hit, not by the glove of an opposing boxer but by
a passing car. His neurological rehabilitation has
taken some time, and he suffers from an acquired
brain injury.
Another great Australian boxer, Lionel Rose, had
great wins against Rocky Gattellari in the late 1960s.
He then headed off to Japan, where he took on
Fighting Harada. As happened when Australia won
the America’s Cup in 1983, the day that Lionel Rose
beat Harada in Japan more or less brought the nation
to its feet. Lionel was a great Australian sportsman.
The question might be begged as to whether boxing
could or should be banned. The member for
Bayswater alluded to the neurological damage that
has been caused to many sportspeople who engage in
the art of boxing. Mohammed Ali, formerly Cassius
Clay, has had some struggles in the last decade or so
with his health. To what extent his circumstances are
attributable to his former engagement in the sport of
boxing is perhaps not fully known.
There are some sports, such as rugby, in which
players have been convicted of assault because of
punches behind the play. In one case that was ruled
to be an assault. In the case of R. v. Lloyd a blow was
deemed to be outside the ambit of the game. As one
studies the sport of boxing over succeeding decades
one sees that where a boxer suffers a serious injury or
brain damage the question remains as to whether the
law may be applied more harshly against the
promoters of the game or the organisers of the sport
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if a serious injury is sustained. A former minister for
sport in Victoria, Tom Reynolds, who was a master
cricketer and footballer — and a very keen racing
minister — unusually, drew the line at the sport of
boxing. Tom was a former shearer and may have
witnessed the odd blow thrown in the outback of
Australia, but curiously he was very strongly
opposed to the sport of boxing. If he had had his
way, he would have had the sport banned.
The bill before the house implements a number of
provisions. It transfers powers from the minister to
the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board,
particularly those of an operational nature such as the
registration of contestants and the licensing of
trainers. It would appear there are no major changes
proposed to current practices, and on one reading of
it, from a practical viewpoint it is a tidying up of
existing legislation that reflects mostly what is
already occurring in the industry. It provides for the
minister to give directions to the board and enables
the board to prevent contestants who lack the
necessary professional skills from competing in
professional contests. There is a great responsibility
given to the industry to self-regulate to a degree so
that when a fight is organised there is an appropriate
matching of skill. I trust that that will avert the
entrepreneurial and marketing endeavours of
Anthony Mundine in Sydney, who seems to have
embarked upon a wider promotional foray in recent
times that has been generated to sell tickets for the
sport rather than to do what might be in the
immediate interests of the sport.
The opposition has a number of areas of concern in
relation to the bill. They might be said to be the same
concerns raised in the Herald Sun, which has
questioned the benefits of allowing combat sport in
Victoria. In a media release late last year, the minister
noted that cage fights will not be permitted in
Victoria, but there is nothing in the bill that will
directly prevent a cage fight from taking place. While
the government has argued that there is a ministerial
direction to that effect, who is to say what the
circumstances may be should another minister take a
position and be persuaded by promoters that there is
some benefit in changing the format and context of
fights. The opposition would prefer to see the
legislation amended in the terms of amendments
prepared by the member for Bulleen, which state in
part:
… the board may not issue a permit to conduct a
promotion that involves a cage-fighting contest.
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They also state:
… cage-fighting contest means a professional combat
sport contest conducted in a cage.

The public generally supports legislation that is
designed to promote safety and reduce risk to
competitors. The opposition is of the view that with
those amendments to the bill the interests of the
community might be protected in the longer term. It
is all very well for a young person to engage in the
art of boxing at an early age, but it is another thing to
see an outcome where a person acquires a brain
injury through prolonged engagement in the sport or
through misadventure or the mismatching of
contestants.
I look forward to question time in the chamber today.
I trust that the Labor Party will fulfil its commitment
to answer all questions directly with sufficient
information to enable all members to be fully
informed on the matters raised, rather than ducking
and weaving like an Olympic aspirant rank amateur.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I am very pleased
to join members of both sides of the house in
supporting the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Amendment Bill. The bill amends the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 to
reduce malpractice and improve the safety and
integrity of combat sports in Victoria. It provides a
framework within which professional boxing and
combat sport contests are required to be operated.
However, the Brumby government has completely
ruled out cage fighting, which is brutal and
uncivilised. It involves kicking, punching, choking
and the kneeing of opponents. This is the type of
fighting you can see in the streets of a country where
law and order does not prevail.
The Australian Medical Association has a
longstanding policy of opposing all forms of boxing.
This is not a practical approach. Boxing is an
Olympic sport, and we should not ban Olympic
sports.
Research indicates that before World War I,
boxing-related deaths were most common in
anglophonic countries — for example, the United
Kingdom, Australia, Canada, New Zealand and the
USA. However, since World War II boxing deaths
have become increasingly common in
non-anglophonic countries, such as Indonesia, Japan,
Mexico, the Philippines, and South Africa. In other
words, after World War II boxing became a global
sport.

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL
532

ASSEMBLY

Victoria is a multicultural society. A number of
culturally and linguistically diverse communities
have long traditional associations with boxing and
combat sports. If they are banned, there is a potential
for the activities to go underground, posing much
more danger to contestants. This is exactly what
happened to cockfighting and dog fighting — the
promoters carried out underground operations.
Policing a ban could be a significant drain on law
enforcement resources.
The case for banning boxing is directly linked to the
notion that the aim of the sport is to cause harm to the
opponent. If harm were minimised and injuries
became less frequent, the case for banning boxing
would be weak. That is why the Brumby government
is tightening the regulatory framework to license
promoters, trainers, matchmakers and contestants.
It is important that professional boxers and combat
sports contestants only compete when they have the
required skills. At present there is not a
non-government organisation that controls all aspects
of professional boxing and combat sports. Therefore
it lies in the hands of the government to control the
industry through legislation. In Victoria it is
controlled by the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board. The bill allows the board to cancel or
suspend a contestant’s registration if they consider
that the person lacks the required skills. The board
will have to consider a comprehensive range of
factors relevant to the contestant’s ability to defend
himself or herself before taking such action.
There is a higher probability of incurring serious
permanent injury or death from boxing and combat
sports than from other sports. Statistics compiled by
the USA-based Journal of Combative Sport show
that between 2000 and 2005, 53 people died around
the world as a direct result of boxing — an average
of 10.6 deaths per year. That is why the Brumby
government has decided to tighten procedures and
introduce a new framework within which
professional boxing and combat sports will operate.
The bill transfers the rule-making powers to the
board. This makes sense since the rules are very
technical and operational in nature and need to keep
pace with the changes in the industry. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise with great
pleasure to speak on the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2007. The purpose
of this bill is to amend the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985 by means of a range of
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provisions designed to promote safety, reduce the
risk of malpractice, and control the professional
boxing and combat sports industry. In addition this
bill seeks to clarify the roles and responsibilities of
the minister and the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board under the act.
Boxing is certainly a vexed issue in our community. I
can speak with some experience, having been a boxer
at one stage — I trained under Jack Rennie in the
company of some very good boxers such as Graeme
Brooke and Paul Ferrari — and having had quite a
lot to do with Barry Michael and a number of other
good boxers at the time. Given my age, I have had
the opportunity to watch the likes of Johnny
Famechon and Lionel Rose, and of course, more
broadly, the great Muhammad Ali. It is very clear
that at its finest boxing is an art — an art of hitting
and not being hit. With the right sort of mechanisms
in place boxing can be elevated to what would more
fittingly be referred to as a sport.
There is a lot to be said for the things that are taught
through boxing, particularly to young males. It is
certainly a discipline builder. The fitness that is
required just to hold your hands up for 3 minutes
during a round has to be experienced to be
understood. It builds respect and teaches people to
comply with the rules, even when they are under
pressure. It challenges the mind and body. These are
things that do not occur as much these days as they
did in the past, and we see the results of that in our
community.
As one speaker said earlier, boxing teaches people to
deal with physical fear. That is important, because in
the real world our kids grow up and have to live in a
world where there is such a thing as physical fear,
and they will need to deal with that at different times
during their lives. Boxing also allows the learning of
aggression control, and that is something that is not
necessarily taught very well throughout our
community.
The things that the bill is trying to achieve are to be
commended. The testing of reaction speed, fitness
and skill level is necessary and to be applauded.
However, the bill could have gone a little further. In
my opinion we could do with a bit more protection
for boxers’ heads. It is worth looking to amateur
fights, particularly in the Olympic contests, for an
example of that. I encourage the government to look
at that.
The only criticism I have of the bill as it stands is
with respect to cage fighting. I think that regardless
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of the views of either side of the chamber there is an
opportunity missed to make it very clear that cage
fighting is unacceptable in our community. It is a
grotesque thing that these people do, and it brings out
the worst in our community. It is voyeurism of the
worst kind to watch two people get into a situation
where there is very little control and try to hurt each
other. I commend the bill to the house and encourage
the government to look again at the protections that
are available to boxers.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LUPTON
(Prahran).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CONSUMER CREDIT (VICTORIA) AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 February; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am very
happy to rise to make a contribution to the debate on
the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill. A bit of background to this bill is
that it originated from the state government’s social
action plan A Fairer Victoria — a nearly
$800 million investment in 14 strategy areas aimed at
reducing disadvantage and creating opportunities.
The Brumby government has a whole-of-government
approach going beyond the traditional welfare areas,
including improving access to affordable credit so
that low-income families are not forced into a debt
spiral by taking out excessively costly credit.
The consumer credit review was initiated to ensure
that all Victorians, regardless of their circumstances,
are able to access fair credit on fair terms. In 2005 the
member for Monbulk, who is now the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs, on behalf of the
then Minister for Consumer Affairs, led the
consumer credit review which investigated the credit
industry in Victoria, its effects on low-income
earners and how the industry as a whole could be
better regulated and fairer for all. Public forums were
held throughout Victoria and provided the public,
consumer groups and industries with opportunities to
get involved and contribute based on their personal
knowledge and experiences.
The report was handed down in March 2006. In
September 2006, the Bracks government released the
government’s response to the consumer credit
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review, pledging better protection for consumers,
improvements to the registration system for credit
providers and more flexible powers to prosecute
dodgy credit providers. An affordable credit summit
held in August last year at Consumer Affairs Victoria
brought together representatives from the banking
and financial sector, community groups and
government to discuss how best to promote
affordable credit and encourage non-banking
institutions to offer more affordable credit to
vulnerable consumers.
This bill is a continuation of the Victorian
government’s commitment to making this state a
fairer place for all. Whilst we readily think of the
importance of fairness on issues such as equal
opportunity, discrimination and human rights, we are
slower to focus on the need to protect people from
predatory and unfair credit loans, yet it is no less
important. Consumer credit has never been so readily
available, and whilst credit is important to our
economy, has an effective use in consumers’ lives
and is one of the main means of purchasing many
consumer goods and services, it is vital that we not
only encourage responsible use of credit by
consumers but also legislate to stop shonky credit
and unscrupulous individuals from hurting the
community.
The reality is that credit is debt, and as such we as a
government must continue to ensure that all
consumers, particularly vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers, many of whom live in the
electorate of Forest Hill, have access to information
and support that will assist them in this matter. With
levels of credit debt at record highs and inflation a
real threat to working families’ lifestyles, it is
important that we act now. Currently the average
credit card balance is more than $3000. There are
now more than twice as many credit cards in
circulation as there were in 1995 — more than
13 million — and this comes at a time when as many
as 400 000 Australians are under mortgage stress.
The enhanced registration scheme that this bill
introduces will give the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria the power to conduct targeted compliance
monitoring and run compliance advice programs for
credit lenders. Consumers will also be able to make
more informed judgements about which credit
provider suits them best. All credit providers in
Victoria will have to subscribe to an external dispute
resolution scheme approved by the Australian
Securities and Investment Commission, giving
consumers more protection and an independent way
of dealing with fringe credit providers — that is,
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those providers that are outside the mainstream
market.
Rent-to-buy arrangements will be brought under the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997, which means
consumers who have entered into one of these
arrangements will have the same rights as other
residential tenants in Victoria in addition to having
access to dispute resolution via the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal. The bill will also repeal
the outdated and unnecessary exemption to
pawnbrokers from being required to be registered as
credit providers under the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) Act 1995.
The bill will make the credit industry more efficient,
fairer and accountable. It will empower and protect
consumers, and I believe will go some way to
stopping financial hardship that is affecting more and
more Victorians who have spiralling debt. It will
improve access to services, reduce barriers to
opportunity, strengthen assistance for disadvantaged
groups and places, and ensure that people get the
help they need at critical times in their lives. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The Consumer
Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2007 will amend the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act
1995 and four other acts. It makes minor changes to
the Business Licensing Authority Act 1998 and the
Subdivision of Land Act 1988 and repeals the Credit
Reporting Act 1978. The various acts being amended
by this bill regulate the provision of credit in
Victoria. They provide oversight of credit providers,
protect consumers and promote fair trading and
essentially a culture of fairness in doing business.
They provide statutory warranties, set out the
functions and powers of the office of consumer
affairs, prescribe the rights and duties of landlords
and their tenants and all the associated procedures
that go with that — the way we deal in real property.
In other words, they deal with the fundamentals of
everyday life.
Every Victorian, large or small, young or old, is a
consumer, mostly in their own right but some
through agents or proxies, particularly the infirm or
the very young. In some way we are all consumers,
as are most businesses, including small businesses.
This is not the first time that the 56th Parliament has
dealt with consumer legislation, and I am sure it will
not be the last. That is not surprising, because
markets and all their constituent parts have the
characteristics of living, breathing entities. The
attitudes and expectations of consumers, government

Thursday, 28 February 2008

and business are all on a path of constant evolution.
Also, the acquisition of household goods and the
provision of a home, whether rented, being
purchased or owned, are central concerns in people’s
lives.
The challenge that is always before us as legislators,
particularly in this sort of area, is to ensure there is a
balance between on the one hand putting in place
controls that might, through red tape, tie up business
and consumers and be regulation that becomes an
end in itself and completely irrelevant to the original
purpose, and on the other hand preventing the
excesses of Adam Smith’s ‘invisible hand’ and
ensuring that the interests of the individual are
protected. That is clearly the path that we are
embarking on in this debate.
The last couple of decades have seen enormous
changes in social attitudes, most particularly in
attitudes to credit. It is hard to believe that it is
something like 35 years since Bankcard was
introduced in Victoria. Looking back it seems that
the arrangements in those days were almost quaint,
because we have since seen the introduction of
American Express cards, Diners Club cards and
department store cards. Then, if you wanted to go
outside that line, which a very limited portion of the
community elected to do, you put goods on lay-by,
bought them on hire purchase or perhaps went to
somewhere like Waltons, which I understand also
provided consumer credit. Consumer credit had not
been generally available to the wider community, but
with Bankcard, it became much more widely
available over a period of probably three or four
years.
Thirty-five years later there has been a huge
expansion not only in credit cards but in the whole
field. Again, it is a balancing act. You need to have
access to credit. You need to allow people to have
access to credit, but not too much of it, and you need
to have a framework in place to ensure that the
unscrupulous cannot take advantage of the
consumers.
It is important that individuals be able to make their
own decisions on the timing of their purchases —
whether to save up for a new lounge suite and wait
one, two or three years before purchasing it or
purchase one now and pay it off over one, two or
three years. It is an individual decision, and I think
people generally have used that opportunity very
wisely.
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In that vein, the minister in the second-reading
speech talked about credit card debt of $31.5 billion
in 1995 and a figure of $40 billion in 2007, which by
my arithmetic is a rise of some 27 per cent. I thought
that was interesting because it did not seem to me to
be excessive over a 12-year period, so I had a look at
some other related figures. If you look at the
Australian Bureau of Statistics consumer price index
weighted average of the eight capital cities, you see
that the figure for the March quarter 1995 was 114.7
and the figure for the December quarter last year was
160.1 — a rise of 39.6 per cent. The rise in credit
card debt compares quite favourably with that, and I
think we should also bear in mind that the
government’s own spending since 1999 has risen by
over 50 per cent, so it is drawing a long bow to say
that a rise of 27 per cent in credit card debt is out of
line.
Moving along, given that we are a bit short of time,
despite those comments and perhaps the enthusiastic
rhetoric, the proposals in this bill are quite
reasonable, because if the industry report that was
also referred to in the second-reading speech is
correct and 40 000 households are victim to
predatory lending practices, that is a totally
unacceptable figure. I recognise that it is a national
figure, but even so it is a totally unacceptable figure
and clearly something needs to be done about it.
I think we all understand in this place that people
from low-income households and even high-income
households are often fully committed and can
succumb to the need for expensive short-term credit.
It is our duty to ensure that the credit providers who
provide that service do so on reasonable terms and
that people do not get caught in a debt spiral.
The principal changes proposed by this bill — to
allow the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
bring proceedings under the consumer credit code to
the courts, to amend the Residential Tenancies Act
and add protection for rent-to-buy contracts, to
improve the Sale of Land Act, to require credit
providers to belong to an external dispute resolution
scheme and other changes — will all do something to
provide additional protection for consumers and at
the same time probably will not add excessively to
the costs incurred by credit providers. On that basis I
think the bill is certainly worthy of favourable
consideration by the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — This is an important
consumer protection bill which provides increased
support and protection for low-income Victorians
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who are vulnerable when borrowing or obtaining
credit.
This bill is timely legislation given a number of
factors such as the USA subprime crisis and the
Howard, the Costello legacy of rising inflation and
rising interest rates, and the cost of housing for both
tenants and first home owners. I particularly
welcome this bill because of measures it provides to
protect those low-income earners resorting to
housing loans outside of the mainstream.
The subprime crisis in the US is important to
understand, not only because of its potential
knock-on effect to Australia but also because it also
shows how vulnerable low-income borrowers are in
the housing market. In the subprime market, after an
initial low interest rate period, interest rates have
doubled, particularly as the crisis has worsened. At
the same time, in 2007 there was a drop of between
8 per cent and 10 per cent in house prices in the US,
and in some areas there was a glut of unsold
properties. This has meant financial ruin for those
subprime borrowers who can no longer service their
loan, and with the surplus of houses for sale on the
market they have no equity in their property.
In Australia, some of those who have been unable to
borrow through mainstream financial institutions
such as banks to buy homes have resorted to other
mechanisms such as vendor terms and rent-to-buy
schemes. The vulnerability of these borrowers is
spelt out in the 2006 report of the consumer credit
review chaired by the member for Monbulk, who is
now the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs and the Minister Assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs. I congratulate him on his
fantastic work which led to this bill.
On page 157 of the report, for example, it vendor
finance is described as follows:
There are two critical features of a vendor finance property
purchase. The first is that the purchaser cannot or does not
obtain finance from a third-party credit provider (such as a
bank, credit union or mortgage originator). Instead, the
vendor supplies the credit, either by agreeing to accept
instalment payments until the price has been met or by
obtaining third-party mortgage finance and then
‘wrapping’ (onselling) that finance to the purchaser. The
second critical feature of vendor finance is that there is no
transfer of title until all the instalments are paid in full.

The report then describes the risks as being that the
borrower pays significantly above the market value,
does not gain title to the property until the last
payment and may lose all equity in the property if
they default on the loan.
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In this bill the provisions in the Sale of Land Act
1962, which provide protections for consumers who
enter into vendor terms contracts to buy their home,
will be simplified and clarified. The member for
Monbulk’s report had this to say about rent-to-buy
contracts:
Rent-to-buy contracts are another method by which
low-income consumers looking to achieve home
ownership are induced into contractual arrangements of
questionable fairness. There is no single model for
rent-to-buy, but the consumer usually enters into what
looks like an extended residential lease, with an associated
option to purchase. The option is commonly available at
the end of the extended lease, which often exceeds five
years.

The report listed a number of risks, including that:
1.

Rental payments are not necessarily netted off against
the price of the home.

2.

The owner may not have to reimburse improvements
to the premises, which may be forfeited if the
consumer defaults and the contract terminates.

3.

The owner may not be legally obliged to sell the
property even if the consumer exercises the option to
purchase.

4.

The owner may be able to unilaterally set the price of
the home.

5.

Victorian residential tenancy laws do not apply if the
rent-to-buy contract runs for more than five years.

I am proud to say that under the Brumby Labor
government this bill will ensure that consumers who
enter into rent-to-buy arrangements will be given
greater protection by bringing rent-to-buy contracts
under the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. By
bringing these contracts under the legislation
consumers who enter these arrangements will have
the same protections given to other residential tenants
in Victoria, such as protection against
unconscionable rent increases, rights in relation to
repairs and controls on owners entering onto the
property, as well as access to dispute resolution at the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
This bill provides important protection for vulnerable
Victorians. It is the sort of legislation that I am proud
of as a Labor member of Parliament. It is not
legislation that one would expect to be introduced by
the coalition on the other side of the house. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Consumer Credit (Victoria) and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2007. The Nationals in
coalition are supporting this bill.
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The bill looks at a number of consumer credit issues.
It amends the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act 1995
by setting out some new definitions, including
definitions for an approved external dispute
resolution scheme, for a disqualifying offence, a
domestic partner and relevant business. Basically, it
is about bringing some modern terminology to the
act.
The bill inserts new sections in the Credit
(Administration) Act 1984 in relation to prosecution
measures concerning consumer credit matters. The
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria can decide
whether or not to proceed with a prosecution or the
defence of a person or people. This, too, is an
updating.
The bill amends section 6 of the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 concerning tenants who have
been renting a property for more than five years and
who are given an opportunity to purchase the
property. This is something that I strongly support.
Homeownership is still a desirable ideal for country
Victorians, and it is one way to secure your future.
We need to have high levels of homeownership,
particularly in an ageing society.
The bill inserts new sections in the Fair Trading Act
1999 in relation to dispute resolutions and credit
between customers and credit providers. Again, this
is a modernisation of the act.
The bill amends the Sale of Land Act, the Business
Licensing Authority Act and the Subdivision Act. It
also amends the Transfer of Land Act, which keeps
us up to date with the new changes that are occurring.
These are mostly technical and modernising
amendments.
There are a number of concerns that everybody
shares in this community when it comes to credit,
and they are the billowing and burgeoning — often
burdensome — credit cards and consumer credit.
Like many I share their concerns, particularly when
you see long periods of interest-free payments
available to people who are being seduced into
having something now and perhaps paying for it long
after it has worn out. This is of concern for both
country and city people alike. Although the interest
payments are a long way off, the companies rely on
people not paying and then having to pay a high
interest for their products. It is a concern. People are
individuals, and they have a right to make their own
financial decisions. However, it concerns me that the
wisdom of this is something that we cannot impart.
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We see many people caught in this credit trap in
great stress and difficulty.
The bill does what the bill needs to do — that is, it
keeps the credit process modern and up to date. I am
sure we will be back to amend it, and Victorians will
continue to, hopefully, manage their credit as well
and as wisely as they can.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I, too, am very
pleased to speak on the Consumer Credit (Victoria)
and Other Acts Amendment Bill. Credit, as it has
become available in our community, is something
that needs to be monitored carefully. We are aware
that with the advent of credit cards some years ago,
credit card debt has increased considerably across
this country and is now at a level of $40 billion.
I find credit cards to be great things. I enjoy using my
credit card, but I am in a position where, through my
bank account, I am able to ensure that my credit card
is automatically paid off before I incur any interest
on it. I am in that fortunate position where I rarely
have to pay any interest on credit that I borrow using
my credit card. But, of course, we know that many
other people are not in that position and therefore fall
into credit card debt.
I am aware that in recent years in my electorate and
around the city of Ballarat there has been a rapid
increase in the number of new fringe lenders —
payday lenders, as they are also known. They have
started to leave flyers in people’s letterboxes
advertising that they provide loans for all sorts of
reasons. It is easier for people to see the benefits of
gaining money to buy things that they would not
otherwise have, and there is, of course, significant
potential for them to get into debt that they cannot
deal with.
This government has initiated processes to put
several safeguards into place to protect people from
the lending industry and to try to protect them from
getting into debt that they cannot otherwise meet.
The review carried out by the member for Monbulk,
which we have heard about before, was important in
teasing out a number of these issues. This legislation
follows on from that.
The legislation recognises that a number of issues
associated with lending cannot be addressed at only
the Victorian state level; they must be addressed at a
national level, through ministerial councils and
federal legislation in terms of codes of conduct for
lenders. The legislation is important in that it
provides increased benefits and support in regard to
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the industry, both for people buying land and for
people taking out vendor finance. It also provides
protections to ensure that all people who provide
credit should be registered. It also puts all lenders in a
position where they need to satisfy certain conditions
before they are registered.
This is important legislation. There are a number of
people who will be wanting to speak on this
legislation. It is going part of the way to ensuring
greater protection for people who borrow, that they
are better informed and that we try to weed rogues
out of this industry. I am very much prepared to
support this legislation and any further legislation
that might come later on in the piece.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — There is a
popular colloquialism about giving credit to whom
credit is due. However, there have historically been a
range of rorts inflicted on Victorian consumers
through unscrupulous dealers or operators. We have
seen in the housing market that the availability of
low-interest-rate loans has ballooned. There have
been a range of examples where there have been
onerous imposts on Victorian consumers. One is in
the area of low-interest-financed loans which have
subsequently ballooned. The other area the bill
addresses is the area of terms contracts, where there
is extensive regulation. One particular provision
limits the opportunity for a legal practitioner within
50 kilometres of the GPO to act on behalf of both the
vendor and the purchaser in a transaction. While the
distance of 50 kilometres may be somewhat
arbitrary, the intent behind that provision is certainly
understood.
The principal provisions of the bill require that credit
providers belong to an external dispute resolution
scheme that allows the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria to bring proceedings under the consumer
credit code in a court rather than in the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal. The bill amends
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to add residential
protections to certain protracted leases — so-called
rent-to-buy contracts — on a prospective basis,
updates the Sale of Land Act 1962 regarding terms
and contracts and makes other minor amendments.
The burden of debt is not something that is just
sustained, incurred or suffered by consumers. It
might be said that the Victorian taxpayer has also
suffered from the debt burden from time to time,
whether it be the $30 billion Cain-Kirner debt that
was a legacy inherited in the Kennett years, the
trebling of stamp duty, the doubling of land tax or the
remarkable increases in police fines that are hitting
Victorian working families very hard. While on the
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one hand we are dealing with some important
reforms, on the other hand we need to ensure that
there is not an infliction of massive debt on Victorian
taxpayers — and not only Victorian working families
but also their children in the next generation.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to support this
bill. There is a saying that if it seems too good to be
true, then it is too good to be true. Many of the
statements made by credit card providers offering
free time for credit and some of the statements made
by retailers are too good to be true. In electorates all
over Victoria, I suppose — and this relates
particularly to my area, where there are a lot of first
home buyers — there are people who go out and buy
a house full of furniture on terms of four years
interest free, fully intending to make the repayment at
the end of three and a half or four years or whatever
the time is. At the end of four years they find that
with other household expenses they do not have the
money. They then have to go back and pay as though
they had taken up that interest from day one, so they
have got four years of interest to pay on their
furniture, which will by then be quite old.
I would just like to focus on that. I know there are
many on this side of the house who want to speak on
the bill, but I would like to praise the Brumby
government for bringing this bill into the house and
for doing its best to protect consumers. With those
few words, I will close my contribution and wish the
bill a speedy passage.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to make
a very quick contribution to the debate on the
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill of 2007. Downstairs from my office
in my electorate of Mordialloc is a gentleman who
actually helps people who have run into trouble with
the credit that has been advanced to them. He often
pops into my office to tell me about certain instances
where people who have run into trouble with their
credit providers and with keeping up with their
repayments have rolled their loans into one so that
they can manage to keep their head above water.
Generally speaking the people that this happens to
are people who can least afford to get into this sort of
terrible trouble, as the member for Yuroke has
already pointed out in her contribution.
I support this bill because it puts in place further
protections for consumers of credit and tightens up
the regulations in that regard. Once again, it is
another very good piece of legislation from the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, and I congratulate
him. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to very briefly
express support for the Consumer Credit (Victoria)
and Other Acts Amendment Bill. I do so because it
continues the proud work done by this government
under the banner of the A Fairer Victoria strategy of
making sure that the most vulnerable Victorians are
protected. I will restrict my comments to perhaps
acknowledging the good work that the minister has
done in ensuring that the benefits of alternative
dispute resolutions will give Victorians even greater
access to a safety net rather than their having to deal
with the lengthy and costly mechanisms of court
action in the areas on the fringes of the booming
credit market, such as no-doc or low-doc loans and
rent-to-buy strategies, which have created new areas
in which the competitive market sometimes seeks to
exploit those who are vulnerable because they are not
attuned to the difficulties in this area.
I think that the work the minister has done in
listening to the concerns of those in the area who deal
with consumer protection and consumer law reform
is to be commended. In my own electorate I am well
aware of the valuable work done by consumer
advocates whom the minister kindly funds — I look
forward to his continuing to fund them — in the
Inner South Community Health Service and the
St Kilda Community Centre. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to address the
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill and to congratulate the minister for
bringing in this bill. There is only one section of the
bill that I want to address, and that is the removal of
the exemption that the pawnbrokers have had so far.
That is an excellent step forward, because the
pawnbrokers and their industry have absolutely
changed. They are no longer pawnbrokers; they are
really finance companies nowadays. In my electorate
in particular a huge amount of money is going
through them, and their loans are being backed
behind the scenes by a number of banks that provide
the funds they use to issue that credit. As one
honourable member said, it is payday credit and
similar arrangements that are negotiated through
pawnbrokers nowadays. They are not so much to do
with people handing in equipment and receiving
money based on the value of the property they pawn
as simply dealing in straight out financial
transactions at high interest rates.
With those comments I congratulate the minister on
the fact that that anomaly has been removed and the
legislation has been modernised to deal with the
pawnbroking industry having developed and crept
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into the finance business. I wish the bill a speedy
passage through the house.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I appreciate the contributions from the
members for Malvern, Prahran, Murray Valley, Yan
Yean, Ferntree Gully, Preston, Evelyn, Forest Hill,
Mornington, Clayton, Mildura, Ballart East,
Sandringham, Mordialloc, Albert Park and last, but
not least, the member for Keilor.
This has been a valuable debate and is the way the
Parliament should work. A number of members have
made reference to the Merlino report, which was the
basis of the amendments debated in this chamber.
That report represents a good solid policy process
where we have taken an investigation, which has
been chaired by a backbencher, through to the
department for departmental responses, and actually
enacted a number of those recommendations.
There is a broader macro setting to credit, though —
and that is, as members would understand, that credit
is not covered by the commonwealth. The
commonwealth has responsibility for finance and
financial services and it deals with the banks, but
credit has not been transferred over. That is an
historic anomaly. There is no reason for credit to still
be the responsibility of the states, and there are
continuing recommendations made to the states that
indicate the transfer of that power would be
desirable, the most recent of which I think was in a
Productivity Commission report.
I was at a recent meeting of state and territory
consumer affairs ministers and officials, where it was
the collective view of ministers that we should have a
transfer of the credit powers to the commonwealth at
some stage. That is not able to be achieved quickly
because the states have quite different credit settings.
The degree to which they work on uniformity is only
on those matters that they have in common, and there
are other matters extraneous to that where the states
do their own thing. A good example of that is
predatory lending where the states agreed some time
ago that they would conform to a certain policy, but
in recent years we have seen New South Wales, I
think Queensland, and now South Australia signal
that they will amend the capping arrangement, the
maximum interest rate, to be inclusive of all other
charges.
Victoria has had to consider whether or not that is a
good thing. I believe it is a valid question, and to
address that I have asked the member for Preston to
undertake a limited amount of work in that sector —
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in what we might call the predatory lending sector,
although it is more than just payday lenders — to
ascertain whether the recent developments in other
states are something that Victoria should follow and
to look at the emerging trends. I suspect that sector is
one in which there are some relatively good
practitioners and there are some shonks. The member
for Preston will come back to me in about three or
four months, I hope, with some further advice.
This is an area that continues to evolve. We will be
revisiting it in the period up until, I hope, the transfer
of powers is possible, but as I said that transfer will
take some considerable time. I thank members for
their contributions on behalf of their constituents and
their interest in this area, and I finish by
acknowledging the valuable work of Ian Clyde and
his team at Consumer Affairs Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the
gallery today the newly appointed Consul-General of
Japan, Mr Hasegawa. I also welcome former
member, Mr Noel Maughan.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I know we would all
love to have him back, but I am sure he has found a
new life.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
the Minister for Agriculture, who is also the Minister
for Small Business, is absent today. Questions to him
will be answered by the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
540

ASSEMBLY

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Thursday, 28 February 2008

unlike those opposite, who had made no changes to
the database since 1996 — —

VicRoads: licensing database
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer to the
Ombudsman’s report of December 2007, which
reveals that the government’s expenditure review
committee rejected the proposed overhaul of the
VicRoads licensing database in early 2007, and I ask:
given that the government was aware of security
breaches to the database at that time, how does the
minister justify the decision not to protect the private
details of several million Victorian licence-holders?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Polwarth for his question.
VicRoads conducts a very substantial job for the
Victorian community. It manages over 17 million
business transactions involving all members of the
community. Importantly, as a government we
recognise it means we need to put in place additional
services, and the government has been going about
that process. We have put in place additional call
centres, we have put in place improved online
services, we have put in place additional call centre
staff — I beg your pardon — we have put in place
improved systems for validating the identification of
documents — —
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly debating the question, and I ask
you to bring him back to answering the question
about the security of the database and the
Ombudsman’s report.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
debate the question!
Mr PALLAS — This government remains
committed to putting in place systems of integrity
and appropriate management. We have already
indicated that in terms of both the 2005
Ombudsman’s report and subsequent advice to
government in the most recent Ombudsman’s report,
we have accepted that and we are going about the
process of implementing those recommendations.
Simply to say that this government has got advice
seems to avoid the obvious — that we are going
about implementing an effective system for the entire
community.
As a government we remain committed to putting in
place a quality system of database security. Work has
been going on, particularly with the Queensland
government, which is leading the push in this area of
developing appropriate database security. It would be
entirely ridiculous and a waste of money for a
government to seek to reinvent the wheel. Database
security is a national issue. It is also an integrity
issue, and we intend working in the best interests of
all road users to ensure appropriate database security
for the entire community.

Murray–Darling Basin: federal plan

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order. The minister is being relevant to the
question.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to securing Victoria’s water future, and
I ask him to update the house on the state
government’s position on the Murray-Darling Basin
water plan.

Mr PALLAS — It is clear the Ombudsman’s
report sought for the government to put in place
arrangements that would ensure greater data security
and integrity, but the Ombudsman’s report did not of
itself require that there be a substantial change in
terms of the database. Since 2005 the government
has put in place improved database security, whether
that process be improving the security associated
with overseas licensing and identification of the
individual seeking that licensing or improving the
security associated with access to the database.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member
for Yan Yean for her question. Obviously this is an
important issue in terms of both Victoria and the
national interest. On 7 February the Minister for
Water and I met with the federal Minister for Climate
Change and Water, Senator Wong, to discuss the
future of the Murray–Darling Basin and the
commonwealth’s proposed water plan. We had
frank, constructive discussions, and we agreed there
would be further meetings over the weeks and
months ahead.

Additional to that the government has also approved
$3 million for the purposes of ongoing work
associated with the development of the database, but

This Monday, 25 February, Senator Wong and the
Minister for Water again met, and I understand those
discussions were also positive, allowing the
commonwealth to better understand Victoria’s
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position in relation to the Murray–Darling Basin —
—
Interjections from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the attendants to
remove that person from the gallery.
Persons escorted from gallery.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to
continue with his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — The government’s position in
relation to this matter has always been very clear and
consistent — that is, we do support a national
approach to the management of the Murray–Darling
Basin through an agreement between the
commonwealth and the states, but at the same time
we are not prepared to sacrifice good water policy
and we are not prepared to sell out the interests of
Victorian irrigators.
This week the commonwealth announced that it
would buy back $50 million worth of water from the
Murray–Darling Basin for environmental flows. I
want to make the point that water buyback was an
integral part of the initial Howard government plan,
and that was a plan of course that was supported by
the Victorian coalition. This buyback was part of the
same policy that those opposite vigorously
supported, which they argued I must sign up to, and
presumably the same policy now that both coalition
shadow water ministers support.
I will quote from another group reported in the Age
yesterday. I was surprised to see these quotes saying
that the buyback policy:
… was to the detriment of agriculture … and could prompt
water prices to rise.

The person who said that was the country shadow
water minister, the member for Swan Hill.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will not
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — We always supported a
national approach and we had the state coalition
parties supporting the Howard approach, which
involved a buyback of water entitlements, but this
week we read in the press that that position has
changed. However, I did hear a comment yesterday
that caught my attention about what state
governments should be doing when it comes to water
reform in the basin. This was reported in the Age
yesterday and was on ABC radio. It was that the
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states have to get pipes in the ground, they have to
cover up channels and they have to fix up any leaks. I
thought that was a visionary statement and a great
endorsement. Who said it? That was Greg Hunt, the
federal shadow minister for climate change,
environment and water.
Our position as a government has been very clear —
that is, at a time when water resources are becoming
scarcer and scarcer what we all need to do is invest in
water saving infrastructure and water saving
technology to create new water resources; and that is
exactly what the food bowl project does. I am
delighted, despite the prevarications of those
opposite — supporting buybacks one day and
opposing them the next — that the federal shadow
minister for the environment is so strongly
supporting our vision and our project.

VicRoads: licensing database
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I
refer to the three secret leaked documents revealed in
question time yesterday, being a
cabinet-in-confidence report, a cabinet-in-confidence
letter from the Premier to the minister and a
confidential ministerial briefing, and I ask: is it not
the case that had it not been for the Ombudsman’s
2007 investigation into VicRoads, the fraudulent
operations of the VicRoads licensing system would
have continued unabated despite the fact that the
government had known for some 18 months from its
own secret inquiry that the practices of VicRoads
were being abused?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of
The Nationals to rephrase the question so that it is not
framed as a hypothetical question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! All government
members will come to order.
Mr RYAN — My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Ports. I refer to the three secret leaked
documents revealed in question time yesterday, being
a cabinet-in-confidence report, the
cabinet-in-confidence letter from the Premier to the
minister, and a confidential ministerial briefing, and I
ask: is it not the case that it was only through the
Ombudsman’s investigation into VicRoads that the
fraudulent operations of the VicRoads licensing
system were halted, and that the government did
nothing to intervene despite the fact that it knew from

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
542

ASSEMBLY

its own secret inquiry of some 18 months beforehand
that the practices of VicRoads were being abused?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question.
Without making direct reference to matters that are
the subject of cabinet in confidence, I can make it
very clear that the issue of the integrity of the
database security is a matter that is of considerable
significance and is important to this government.
Indeed if we go through the chronology of events, it
is quite apparent that the Premier at the time was one
of the instigators in seeking to ensure that the
Ombudsman made the inquiries and broadened them
to actually look at the issue of database security. The
Premier at the time sought to do that.
What is more, the government received the
Ombudsman’s report of 2004 and indicated in the
report of 2005 that those practices and
recommendations were largely accepted, and they
have been substantively implemented. The only issue
of substance that the opposition has raised in respect
of database security is essentially around the issue of
the new licensing and registration database. The
government is taking action in respect of that matter
as well.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. The document
produced yesterday was the final report undertaken
by the State Services Authority as a result of
section 50, the systems review that was ordered by
the Premier and was ultimately provided to the
government. They had that report for 18 months and
did nothing about it before the Ombudsman’s report
was — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of
The Nationals. I do not uphold the point of order.
The minister is clearly being relevant to the question.
The minister has concluded his answer.

Health: funding
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to
the Minister for Health. I refer the minister to the
government’s action to ensure families have the best
health system, and I ask: will the minister outline to
the house recent examples of investment in health
services across metropolitan and regional Victoria?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for Albert Park for his question and his
ongoing commitment to the very best health service
in his local community. As I have noted on many
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occasions, this government takes funding health
services, appropriately and properly, very seriously.
As a government we have increased funding right
across the health system by 96 per cent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Bass
and Hastings are in control of their own destinies for
this question time. They will cooperate with the
smooth running of question time or they will be
suspended from the house.
Mr ANDREWS — A 96 per cent funding
increase in terms of recurrent budgets across our
health services right across Victoria is an important
step in meeting the health challenges of the future.
What we have always said, and I have always said, is
that there is more to be done. That is why consistent
investment is essential to meeting those health
challenges in the years to come. I was asked about
recent examples of the government’s investment
program, and it is appropriate that I be asked that
because in recent weeks we have laid the foundation
stone at the new $250 million Royal Women’s
Hospital. We have seen very substantial progress in
relation to the Royal Children’s Hospital.
Documentation released today and tabled by me in
this place shows it as a clear best-value project — a
new Royal Children’s Hospital that will treat
35 000 more patients a year. It is a modern,
best-value, best-practice facility for Victoria’s
children.
There are other investments which may be smaller in
money amount but which are very substantial as we
go forward. The Deputy Premier and I just last week
announced $36.4 million for additional high-tech,
high-cost medical equipment right across
metropolitan and rural and regional health services.
The best staff given the best equipment to provide the
best care is what that $36.4 million is all about.
I have been asked a question in relation to not just
metropolitan Melbourne but also rural and regional
communities. I was very pleased recently to visit a
number of rural communities to announce medical
equipment funding, including additional funding at
the Bendigo hospital for a new computerised
tomography, or CT, scanner and additional funding
for the Latrobe Regional Hospital, where I was last
Friday, a hospital saved by this government — a
$630 000 investment there in terms of additional
medical equipment. In terms of ambulance services
there were upgrades to computer-aided dispatch
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(CAD) services, and I recently viewed the new CAD
programs running at Morwell and Geelong.
But probably the centrepiece in recent times was
turning the first sod in a proud moment for the
Nathalia community. Whime delivering our funding
allocated in this year’s budget I broke ground at the
new Nathalia health service. It is an $18 million
project. There were many local residents present. It
was a proud day for that particular township and
clear evidence of our commitment to giving
communities large and small, city and country, the
support they need, whether it be in terms of recurrent
funding, with every single health service having
received a budget increase in every single year of our
government, or sharing around, moving around, the
capital works spent. It is a record investment program
of $4.1 billion right across Victoria.
All of this comes on top of the recently announced
elective surgery blitz — a $60 million commitment
and the biggest one-off injection of funds for
additional elective surgery activity that the state has
ever seen. In the calendar year 2008, 9400 additional
elective surgery procedures will be performed
targeting those patients who have waited longest —
patients who have waited longer than the clinically
appropriate time. We have achieved a lot: 132 000
episodes of elective surgery a year are being
performed, 15 000 more than in our first year in
government. But we can do more with that additional
money, and we will. A contribution from the
commonwealth government and a contribution from
our government will continue to bring down the time
to treatment, and this is particularly targeted at those
who wait longer than the clinically appropriate time.
It is timely to mention elective surgery waiting lists,
because there have been many claims this week
about elective surgery. It is important to refer to one
comment I heard today in relation to the allegation
that elective surgery waiting lists in this state are
dodgy. The quote I was drawn to was:
They are only dodgy when they are added up like a
primary school kid would add them up’.

Who might have said that? It was the chair of
Melbourne Health defending the good name of the
doctors and nurses that work at that fine health
service. Who might that be? It was Robert Doyle, a
fine judge of these matters, a good chair of
Melbourne Health and someone who has put the lie
to the nonsense of the rabble opposite.
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VicRoads: licensing database
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) —
My question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I
refer to the Ombudsman’s report of December 2007
into the fraudulent use of the VicRoads driver
licensing database and specifically to the following
comment in that report by the Ombudsman:
On 2 March 2007, I wrote to the Minister for Roads and
Ports, the Honourable Tim Pallas MP … to advise that I
was commencing an investigation …

Upon receiving the Ombudsman’s letter, did the
minister provide to the Ombudsman the extensive
April 2006 report by the State Services Authority
canvassing the matters in issue; and if not, why not.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! It would grieve me to
have to ask the member for Hastings to leave the
chamber. If I hear his dulcet tones one more time, I
will enforce the standing order.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question.
Of course the Ombudsman can access those
documents he sees as appropriate. Let us be entirely
clear how secret the so-called secret State Services
Authority document the opposition is so obsessed
with actually was. In terms of the actions and the
report, that document was publicly identified in the
SSA annual report in which the review of VicRoads
was made public. What a secret document that was!
It was out there for the world to see in the SSA
annual report. I actually have a heck of a lot more
professional confidence in the capacity of the
Ombudsman — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It was a simple
question. Did he provide the document or not?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is
relevant to the question. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr PALLAS — We of course accept that
statutory office-holders and those who are charged
with the responsibility of investigating government
are adequately empowered to do their jobs, unlike
those opposite, who effectively trashed the powers of
the Auditor-General when they were last in
government — and of course the former president of
the Liberal Party was complicit in that process.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is
debating the question.
Mr PALLAS — In conclusion, this government
has confidence in the Ombudsman. The two reports
that the Ombudsman provided to this government
have been substantially implemented. As a
government we continue to work towards providing
the community with the database security it is
appropriately entitled to, and we expect that the
Ombudsman will get access to whatever documents
he sees as necessary to conduct his important duties.

Aboriginals: federal government apology
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question
is to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. I refer to the
Prime Minister’s apology to the stolen generations on
Wednesday, 13 February. Can the minister advise the
house of Victoria’s participation in the apology and
other initiatives affecting Victoria’s indigenous
people?
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) —
I thank the member for Derrimut for his continued
interest in issues relating to the Aboriginal people in
Victoria. As members of the house will be aware,
Wednesday, 13 February, was an historic day for
Australia. It was the day when our new Prime
Minister made his historic and moving apology to the
stolen generations. The Victorian government helped
to ensure that all Victorians had the opportunity to
either attend or to watch the apology. At Federation
Square the then Acting Premier, Rob Hulls, chaired a
wonderful event attended by in excess of
10 000 people, who witnessed the apology.
Similarly, at the historic home of the Aboriginal
people of Victoria, the Aborigines Advancement
League, we had a standing room only situation,
where in excess of 1200 Aboriginal people attended
to watch the event as well. Many Victorian
government departments, schools and workplaces
also participated in the event. Local governments
around Victoria, in their own separate way, paid their
respects to the stolen generations.
Yesterday my colleague the member for Lara
attended an event at Geelong auspiced by the City of
Greater Geelong. I understand the member for
Shepparton, the shadow Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, will be attending an event shortly which will
be auspiced by the Shepparton City Council. It is an
opportunity right for local governments across the
state in particular to play their part in respecting the
apology and the stolen generations.
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It is appropriate that we acknowledge that in 1997 the
former government and the Victorian Parliament
made a unanimous bipartisan apology to the stolen
generations of Aboriginal people. We hope very
much to continue that spirit of bipartisanship across
this Parliament and with the new shadow Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs, the member for Shepparton.
I had the honour of travelling to Canberra to
represent this Parliament along with a large group of
Victorians from Stolen Generations Victoria. This
was of course a very emotional time for those people.
The night before the apology I met with the Victorian
delegation and delegations from around Australia
who had come together at a function prior to the next
day’s event. It was a time of expectation, a time of
hope, a time when people felt that some of that
burden would be lifted from them, when the
Parliament had the opportunity in a bipartisan way to
say, ‘We are sorry. We are sorry for the historical
wrongs that have been done to the indigenous people
of this country’.
I must say that that night before the event was a very
moving time. I met many people. I will not forget an
85-year-old man who had travelled all the way from
Perth. He stood there and said with tears in his eyes
that he had thought he would never see the day when
people would acknowledge the hurt that had been
done to him and to so many other people who were
there that day.
That is a bridge we have now crossed. As a
government we will continue on the path of practical
reconciliation with our indigenous people here in
Victoria. As you know, Speaker, in 2006 we made
the biggest single investment ever to assist and
support Aboriginal people in the state of Victoria.
We changed the state constitution, making sure the
first Australians had their place in it. Of course we
recently tabled our yearly report on our
whole-of-government outcomes for indigenous
Victorians, which was a frank assessment of the
progress and of the future challenges for indigenous
Victorians.
We want to work in partnership. We want to work in
partnership with our federal government, which has
established some very ambitious goals going
forward: to halve the gap in education and
employment outcomes for indigenous Australians
within 10 years; to halve the gap in infant mortality
rates between indigenous and non-indigenous
children within 10 years; and to close the life
expectancy gap, which is currently 17 years, between
indigenous and non-indigenous people within one
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generation. You can only do those things if you do
them in partnership — a partnership between the
Victorian government, the federal government and
the indigenous community in Victoria.
We welcome the federal government’s focus on
indigenous affairs nationally, but particularly here in
Victoria, and most particularly in relation to my other
portfolio responsibility of housing. Already in
Victoria we have afforded 1300 Aboriginal
households currently in public housing the
opportunity to transfer to an Aboriginal landlord
through Aboriginal Housing Victoria, one of our new
not-for-profit housing organisations. I am delighted
to announce that the Premier has today approved a
further $7.5 million to deliver 30 additional homes
for Aboriginal households across Victoria. This will
double the acquisitions budget for the Aboriginal
housing program, which will be run by the
Aboriginal Housing Association, to 60 houses. These
new homes will of course be under the direct
management of Aboriginal Housing Victoria.
Whether it be in the areas of education, early
childhood development, health, justice or housing,
we are seeking tangible outcomes in partnership with
the Aboriginal people. That is what we are about in
Victoria: strong, practical efforts to empower and
assist Aboriginal Victorians to overcome historic
injustices and disadvantages. Finally, I say that the
apology was an excellent start to that.

Environment: container deposit scheme
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My question
without notice is to the Premier. Given that the
majority of Australian states have now expressed
their willingness to support the introduction of a
national system of beverage container deposits, and
that state and overseas experience shows clearly that
container deposit systems do not need to harm
kerbside recycling, I ask: will the Victorian
government support the introduction of a national
container deposit legislation scheme when the
nation’s environment ministers meet to discuss this
issue in April?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member
for Gippsland East for his question and make the
observation that we all aspire to having a better and
cleaner environment. I know the member for
Gippsland East feels particularly strongly about the
issue of container deposit legislation.
Victoria has in place an excellent kerbside recycling
system. It is for that reason that we have not
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implemented container deposit legislation. In fact
95 per cent of Victorians have access to kerbside
recycling, which on my understanding is probably
the highest proportion of any state in Australia. The
consequence is that we have made remarkable
progress in recycling. If you look at the total amount
of household waste that is recycled, you will see in
the last financial year the figure was 60 per cent of all
waste. To put that in context, that is four times higher
than it as just over a decade ago, in 1995. All of us in
major cities, provincial cities and Melbourne have
the bins out the front, and the rubbish is sorted. There
has been an extraordinary growth in that level of
recycling.
Victoria, along with 500 other state and local
governments and private businesses across Australia,
is also a signatory to what is called the national
packaging covenant (NPC). That NPC is all about
further reducing waste, further recycling and further
reducing the amount of waste that goes to landfill. I
think the national packaging covenant, in conjunction
with kerbside recycling, has been spectacularly
successful in improving our environment and in
keeping our streets cleaner. This year the national
packaging covenant comes up for renewal and
reconsideration. It will be the subject of discussion
by environment ministers both in April and later this
year. I understand there is a meeting in November.
The advice I have is that if the review which is being
undertaken of the national packaging covenant finds
that the covenant is unlikely to deliver its objectives
going forward, then environment ministers from
around Australia will consider a range of alternative
economic options in November, which would
include container deposit legislation.
We have a system in place. That system generally
works well. I am aware that the member has written
to me, and I have seen the advertisements in the
newspapers, with many organisations supporting
container deposit legislation. The issue is really
whether those two can coexist and whether that
would improve the aggregate level of recycling. I do
not think we know the answer to that question yet. It
is a matter that environment ministers will discuss at
their meeting in April and again in November.
Certainly we as a government have an open mind on
the issue, but we would need to be convinced by the
evidence that container deposit legislation could
further assist by providing encouragement and
greater levels of recycling in our state.
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Regional and rural Victoria: football and
netball clubs
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is
to the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs. I refer the minister to the government’s
investment in regional communities, and I ask: can
the minister update the house on how the country
football and netball program continues to revitalise
country sporting clubs, and is the minister aware of
whether country sport enjoys bipartisan support?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for
Ballarat East for his question. Both he and his
community are very familiar with the country footy
and netball program and the thousands of dollars that
it has delivered for his electorate and his community.
The Brumby government knows that in this time of
drought more than ever before sport is playing a
crucial role in keeping communities together. Under
the country footy and netball program $6.7 million
has already been invested into 195 projects. That is
195 of our country clubs with new change rooms,
new clubrooms, new courts and new lights. The
flow-on benefits are enormous.
Next Friday night I will be joined by the recently
retired Bulldogs champion Chris Grant in Shepparton
to officially turn on Deakin Oval’s new set of
Australian Football League-standard lighting, which
was funded through a Brumby government grant of
$200 000. This will be a great occasion for the
north-east, not only for local clubs and leagues that
will use that facility but because next Friday night for
the very first time we will be able to see an
Australian Football League match played live in
Shepparton. Thousands of people from the
community will be at this historic occasion, and the
economic and social benefits will be great. This
would not be happening — elite football would not
be travelling to Shepparton — if it were not for the
Brumby government’s country footy and netball
program.
Go anywhere in country Victoria, Speaker, and
people will tell you what a tremendous program this
is, and The Nationals will also tell you. They claim
our facilities:
provide invaluable support to the vital volunteer networks
which work so hard to keep our clubs going.

I would agree very much with those sentiments of
The Nationals. This support is welcome, but the
question is how long it will last. Not everyone is so
supportive of the country footy and netball program,
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and not everyone is so supportive of country sport in
general. In alternative policies put to the people of
Victoria there was no mention of continuing the
country footy and netball program, just as there was
no mention of other popular regionally dedicated
programs such as the country action grants scheme or
the VicTalent scheme. Who would ignore country
Victoria like this? The Liberal Party would ignore
country Victoria. It has shown in its policies — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
come back to answering the question without
debating it.
Mr MERLINO — I will talk about the regional
sports assemblies, which play a vital role in country
Victoria. Those regional sports assemblies are
described as being ‘a remarkable force in generating
participation in a wide range of sports’. The Brumby
government would endorse the comment that the
assemblies are indeed a remarkable force in
generating participation in a wide range of sports.
Who said that, Speaker? The Nationals said that in
relation to regional sports assemblies. At the same
time — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
answer without debating.
Mr MERLINO — I will not mention the
assemblies that would be axed and reinvested in the
suburbs of Melbourne. Only the Brumby government
is steadfast in its support of country sport. We can
have a look at just a few projects in the last
12 months: the Brumby government has funded a
synthetic bowling green in Nhill, in the member for
Lowan’s electorate; a multimillion-dollar pool
upgrade in Wodonga, in the electorate of Benambra;
and a pavilion upgrade in Fish Creek for the Fish
Creek footy and netball club, in the electorate of
Gippsland South. The Brumby government is getting
on with the job of supporting country sport.
We previously had bipartisan support, but what of
the future? This quote will give us an indication:
Maybe we need to be able to compromise a bit for the
greater good of being able to present a united front …

Who would say that? The Leader of The Nationals
on the ABC Ballarat Morning Show on 19 February.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the minister
that he has been speaking for more than 5 minutes,
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and I ask him to complete his answer without
entering into debate on the question.
Mr MERLINO — In conclusion, it is clear — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Easy, tiger! It is clear that
only the Brumby government can be trusted to
continue to deliver for grassroots sport, ensuring we
remain the best place to live, work, raise a family and
play sport. We will not be cutting country sport, and
we will not be compromising.

Emergency services: south-western Victoria
helicopter
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the fact that
when 18-year-old Alycia Fowler was seriously
injured in a car accident near Warrnambool it took
over 8 hours, four different ambulances and six
stretcher transfers before she arrived at the Alfred
hospital and that when Alycia died three weeks later
her doctors said, ‘If only she had got here sooner’,
and I ask: will the Premier explain why his
government is refusing to fund a locally based
lifesaving emergency helicopter for south-western
Victoria which would have only taken 70 minutes to
get Alycia to the Alfred and would assist in
180 similar life-and-death cases each year in
south-western Victoria?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Earlier today the
Minister for Health met with representatives of
south-western Victoria, the WestVic group. He met
with Keith Meerbach, Dominique Fowler and Sara
Napier. I was able to join that meeting for the last 5
or 10 minutes briefly to discuss some of those issues,
but I understand the meeting between the minister
and the group was constructive and that many of the
issues raised in the member’s question were
discussed at the meeting.
I have before indicated to the Parliament and publicly
that I have an open mind on this issue. It is an
operational issue, and the government has been
advised by Air Ambulance Victoria that the
helicopter is not warranted at this stage.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I am just telling you what the
advice is.
Dr Napthine interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast.
Mr BRUMBY — The member for South-West
Coast will also recall that I had a previous meeting
last year at Coleraine, again with Mr Meerbach and
with Ms Fowler. The government will continue to
monitor the situation and we will continue — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of
the Opposition.
Mr BRUMBY — We will continue to seek
advice from the Metropolitan Ambulance Service
(MAS), which is responsible for air ambulance
services. Since we have been in government we have
expanded our air ambulance services. We have done
that on the basis of advice from the MAS. We have a
track record of being prepared to act when the call
for services is made by the MAS. I might say in
relation to the discussions that I had last year and
issues raised by Mr Meerbach — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte.
Mr BRUMBY — There were matters which I
promised to raise as a result of that meeting, which I
did. As a result of that, at the end of November last
year a new adult retrieval service was put in place.
Those adult retrievals are now handled by the air
ambulance service. The consequence of that is that
the service provided to people right across the state
will be significantly faster than it has been in the past.
I mentioned that today at the meeting, and that
initiative has been well received.
As I have said, I continue to have an open mind on
this issue. The issue needs to be decided based on
evidence. That evidence is provided and analysed for
us by Air Ambulance Victoria, and its view at this
point in time is that the helicopter is not warranted.

Neighbourhood Justice Centre: achievements
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My question is to
the Attorney-General. Can the Attorney-General
inform the house how Australia’s first
Neighbourhood Justice Centre is improving access to
justice and of community reaction to the centre?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I am very
happy to report to this house that the Neighbourhood
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Justice Centre in Collingwood will celebrate its first
anniversary on 8 March of this year, which is a very
exciting anniversary to celebrate. As members would
know, the Neighbourhood Justice Centre was indeed
the first of its kind in Australia and was based on the
very successful Red Hook Community Justice Center
in the USA and also the North Liverpool Community
Justice Centre in the UK.
The Neighbourhood Justice Centre operates as a
modern court with a single magistrate. As anyone
who has taken the opportunity to look at the centre
will know, it has a whole range of on-site services in
the facility, such as legal aid, victim services and
referral and support services in the areas of housing,
drugs and alcohol, and mental health. These services
mean that not only can many community justice
issues be identified and acted upon before they reach
the stage of going to court, but once they are in court
the underlying causes of crime and also the needs of
victims and defendants can be addressed in a much
more holistic way. Ultimately as a government we
believe this will reduce recidivism rates and
offending more generally.
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Mr HULLS — As you know, Speaker, I am
dealing with the second part of the question, which
concerned community reaction to the proposal to
establish the Neighbourhood Justice Centre. I am just
complimenting the Leader of The Nationals on his
support. Most members of the public, particularly
locals, were fully behind the centre. I know the
honourable member for Richmond conducted a
whole range of community meetings in relation to
the centre, and there was a lot of support. It is true
that there were sceptics in the community who did
not at the time support the concept of therapeutic
jurisprudence, therapeutic justice and the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre and who no doubt still
do not support it. In fact one community member had
the audacity to condemn the proposal as an apartheid
justice system. I remind members that apartheid is a
social policy involving racial segregation, so it seems
to me that such terminology in relation to the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre is outrageous and
offensive, and indeed shows a failure to understand
the community concept of a Neighbourhood Justice
Centre.
An honourable member interjected.

Importantly we believe access to justice is improved
by the Neighbourhood Justice Centre. Local
solutions are being sought for local problems. While
the Neighbourhood Justice Centre is a three-year
pilot, I expect it would be hard to fathom anyone
having a problem with the trialling of this very
progressive and cost-effective means of
administering justice, which has proven to be a great
success not just here but right around the world.
Going to the second part of the member’s question, I
am pleased to say there was overwhelming
community support for the project when a bill was
introduced in this place to establish the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre. In fact at the time the
Leader of The Nationals said the centre was a very
interesting concept and was worthy of support. I
know the member for Shepparton indicated likewise.
The Leader of The Nationals indicated that although
he was a bit sceptical to start with, he was supportive
of the project.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will anticipate the
point of order and apologise for not bringing the
Deputy Premier back and ask him to cease debating
the question. The Deputy Premier to continue, but
without debate.

Mr HULLS — I was asked — and I do not take
up interjections — who it was that described the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre as an apartheid justice
system. It was the member for South-West Coast.
But he was not alone, Speaker; the Leader of the
Opposition also opposed the centre.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier,
without debate.
Mr HULLS — Since the Neighbourhood Justice
Centre opened in March 2007, it has dealt with more
than 1200 matters in the Children’s Court, the
Magistrates Court, the Victims of Crime Tribunal
and also the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. The centre is changing the way government
agencies deal with disputes. For example, it is
developing mediation programs for housing workers
in the city of Yarra and dealing with very complex
tenancy and neighbourhoods issues.
Preventive work is also the focus of the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre. It is involved in the
Sudanese youth justice project to empower the
Sudanese community to respond to their young
people being identified by police as at risk of
offending. These are fantastic programs and they are
making a real difference to people in the city of
Yarra. They have the full support of the community
in the municipality.
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I conclude on this note: we on this side of the house
are absolutely united in our support for the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre. We are different from
those opposite, who are divided on this and many
other issues, whether it be the water plan, channel
deepening or improving access to justice.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF
GOVERNMENT INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from 27 February.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
was speaking last night before the adjournment about
the priorities that are outlined in the Premier’s very
ambitious forward agenda. I spoke about how these
priorities will continue to deliver for all Victorians,
especially vulnerable Victorians, right across the
board. I spoke about the way the government has
delivered in my own electorate of Bellarine and said
that the agenda we have outlined in the statement of
government intentions will help continue to deliver
for the communities like Bellarine. I also spoke a bit
about the importance of this agenda and how it will
continue to contribute to building stronger families
and communities in Victoria, a really key priority
that the Premier outlined when he delivered to the
Parliament the government’s statement of intentions.
Some of the strategies outlined in the statement will
continue to deliver in the areas of education and early
childhood development and in creating a much fairer
Victoria. We will be doing this through things such
as new laws to tackle public drunkenness and
violence. As I said last night, we have made
substantial inroads into this area, but we have
highlighted the need to continue the work. We are
also amending legislation to reflect our strong
commitment to give every child a great start in life.
The government is committed to increasing the
opportunities for those who are disadvantaged, and it
will do whatever it takes to tackle these serious social
issues and to find solutions.
I am proud to support the government’s statement of
intentions.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
annual statement of government intentions. The main
focus of section 1 at page 5 of the document is an
integrated approach to education, and I will touch on
it briefly. The intent of the government to look at
education as a main priority is a noble thought — and
I agree with it — but there is more to be done. Given
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the fact of the teachers strike, which is going ahead
as we speak and much is being made about it in the
media at this time, we can only hope for a positive
outcome, because our students will not have schools
to go to if it continues.
Another thing on education I would like to mention
quickly is the issue of retention rates in rural schools.
The Nationals have instigated an inquiry into the
rates of Victorian students participating in higher
education in different geographical areas. It is great
to see that the Education and Training Committee
has taken up the terms of reference on this issue.
Section 2 at page 8 is about preventive health care. I
could spend considerable time debating health care,
but I want to raise a couple of particular issues which
are relevant to my electorate. Firstly, I refer to dental
care and the waiting lists. If you sit back and reflect
on the figures, you will see they are quite abhorrent.
The figures given to me in July 2006 showed that the
general-care waiting times for dental were an
incredible 65 months — and that is not an error. At
that time the average waiting time statewide was
26 months, which was bad enough. A waiting time of
65 months is abhorrent. During that same period the
waiting time for denture care was close to 40 months.
It is terrible news for those in Gippsland, particularly
in my electorate of Morwell. Of course, as a
consequence of that, I have had many people come
through my door concerned about the waiting lists.
I must confess that since that time the waiting lists
have reduced somewhat. The Latrobe Community
Health Service has been able to employ full-time
dentists and its chairs have been filled, so we have
made some inroads into those waiting lists. However,
the problem is the recruitment into and retention of
dentists in regional areas. Unfortunately, over a
period of time the facilities in Moe and Churchill
have had difficulty in retaining dentists. At this time
the Latrobe Community Health Service is advertising
for a senior full-time dentist for its practice. It also
has a dentist on extended sick leave, and that is a
contributing factor to some of those results.
On page 11, section 3 of the booklet refers to
supporting A Fairer Victoria, and it makes reference
to ‘giving people with a disability more personalised
and accessible support’. This issue was raised in the
house yesterday. In terms of my electorate, the
Gippsland Carers Association has been a long and
strong advocate for getting a fairer share for carers
and those with a disability. It was good to see that the
terms of reference for the Family and Community
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Development Committee that were debated in this
house yesterday will assist in that regard.
I also want to make just quick mention of the Latrobe
Regional Hospital and the statistics that relate to the
Morwell electorate. It has been well acknowledged in
this house that admissions to regional hospitals are
ever increasing. If you compare the figures for the
first half of 2007 with the figures for the first half of
2006, you see there was actually an increase in
presentations of 10 per cent — in excess of
1200 people. In that time the number of presentations
at the emergency department had increased by
4.9 per cent — 620 people. Most concerning to me is
that the number of non-admitted patients with a
length of stay less than 4 hours has actually gone
from 85 per cent down to 79 per cent in 12 months,
and the figure continues to decline.
The number of triage category 3 patients seen within
30 minutes had declined from 88 per cent in June
2006 back to 82 per cent 12 months later. Again, that
is a decline which is a great concern for the local
community. The number of those admitted to a bed
within 8 hours had reduced from 80 per cent in 2006
to 73 per cent in 2007. There is obviously something
inherently wrong with our system, given that we are
not able to keep those figures at least static or
improve them. I know that the health minister is
aware of the continuing problems that we have with
our health system in Gippsland, but it needs action,
and we hope that the government will support that.
The third major issue in our local community does
not appear to be addressed in the reference, and that
is public housing. In particular, just within the last
12 months in Morwell we have seen that the number
of those seeking early housing and those who are at
most risk of homelessness has risen by 96 per cent.
That is a horrendous figure, and it is just getting
worse as the figures come out each quarter. The
wait-turn waiting list has increased by 48 per cent, or
152, in just 12 months. I have written to the Minister
for Housing on many occasions asking how the
government intends to address these issues, but
unfortunately I have not had a satisfactory response
at this point in time. Those three major issues —
health, dental health and public housing — are issues
the government needs to address in our area.
I want to quickly make mention of section 4.3 on
page 19, which deals with road safety legislation. I
give credit to the government for taking up some of
The Nationals policies on that and also I commend
particular elements of the Arrive Alive campaign.
Another tick of approval goes to the government for
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taking up the issue of body piercing and tattooing,
which I know is a matter the member for Shepparton
raised. One other matter I commend the government
on is the regional hearings. I am sure you will
confirm, Acting Speaker, that that is a positive
initiative that is well embraced by the local
communities.
The Attorney-General in his contribution made
reference to the consultation process adopted by the
government to give the community and the general
public an opportunity to contribute to policies and to
take some interest within the policies as they are
developed. This does occur in some situations, and I
give the example of the Traralgon bypass inquiry,
where the public and interested parties had the
opportunity to contribute and to provide evidence as
to what the proposed route might be. That is all very
well and good, but the problem is that none of the
local expertise and evidence was taken into
consideration. It was totally ignored when that
decision was made. That continues to be a process
that is handled absolutely appallingly, and the local
community is still suffering the consequences of that.
The government should continue giving people the
opportunity to contribute to policies and to the
development of those policies, but in the end the
government must make sure that it listens to local
expertise in particular in that regard.
Section 6 on page 22 talks about making the
community safer. We have all spoken about police
statistics and crime statistics over a period of time,
but while I have the opportunity I will just say
quickly that the assault rate in our community has
actually risen. The overall crime rate might have
reduced, but the assaults — which have been very
much at the forefront of debate in this house and in
the media — have risen overall in our community. I
think it has been demonstrated over a period of time
in my local community that when there is a police
presence, the incidence of assaults and crime has
been reduced. I ask the government to have a look at
the 350 additional police that it promised through the
budget and to let us know where they are going to be.
Put them at the forefront and put them on the beat to
improve community safety, which is the expectation
of our local community.
Section 11 on page 39 talks about water supply. I
will talk very quickly on the Gippsland Water
Factory, which is a major project within my
electorate. The state government contributed $50
million to this $174 million project, the problem
being that the ratepayers have to pick up the rest of
that money, which is $124 million. I cannot believe
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that a government that receives so much funding
from the water authorities can see fit to contribute
only $50 million to that particular project. Therefore,
the ratepayers are picking up the remainder of that,
and I would like to see an easing of the burden there.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to have this opportunity to speak on the
statement of government intentions. It is a first for
Victoria and a first for Australia — which is of
significance in itself — but most importantly it
provides a statement of what our Premier stands for
and what the Labor government he leads stands for.
The Brumby Labor government believes in quality
health care and in the importance of providing the
best education for our kids. The Brumby Labor
government believes we need infrastructure
developments to keep our economy strong so that
Victoria continues to enjoy record jobs growth. The
Brumby Labor government believes in governing for
the whole of the state to ensure service provision is
not dependent on a person’s postcode. And the
Brumby Labor government believes that delivering
on services to all Victorians is a fundamental test of
every state government — a test that we must
continue to set ourselves and to pass well in order to
win the support of all Victorians.
In contrast, our Liberal-National coalition opponents
stand for something fundamentally different from
what Labor stands for, and we have seen this in their
record in government. I am reminded of a theme
referred to by the member for Doncaster in her
contribution to this debate when she said that words
mean little and it is action that counts. How very true.
If only she would actually apply this to herself and to
her colleagues. Let me do it for them. Their actions
when in government revealed that they believe in
slashing teacher numbers and selling state schools,
and — in the case of the Leader of the Opposition —
profiting from the sale of our state schools. To this
day they still see nothing wrong with that — and here
is the proof. I have an advertisement that was taken
out by Baillieu Knight Frank. It says in the title that
48 schools and education centre sites are for sale.
There he is, the then leader of the Liberal Party — he
was president at the time — and now Leader of the
Opposition, selling our schools.
Members opposite also believe in cutting the health
budget to the point of crisis, closing hospitals and
slashing the number of health professionals caring for
Victorians. They believe in slashing police numbers
and closing police stations across the state. They also
believe in removing other vital services like country
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rail lines. But in their response to the statement of
government intentions they have tried desperately to
deny this record. They have never once referred to
their actions while in government. It is true to say
that they basically drip falsehood after falsehood in
respect to what they truly stand for, and there are a
couple of stand-out statements they made that I
would like to highlight that illustrate this point.
The member for Scoresby said, ‘We on this side of
the house are strong supporters of the
Auditor-General’. That seems a little odd to me,
because was it not the Auditor-General they sacked
when they were in government?
When he was speaking on the state government the
member for Gippsland South stated that it has to
govern to unite communities and not divide them.
Again, I find that rather odd, given that the member
and his party voted 1150 times with the Liberals to
close state schools, country police stations, country
hospitals and rail lines. How is that about uniting
communities?
Yesterday, what did the Leader of The Nationals do
about this particular damning record that was
presented before him? Did the member deny the
closures? No, he did not. Did the member apologise
to country Victorians? No, he did not. The member
merely sought to clarify the number of times he had
actually voted with the Liberals. He said that it was
actually only 750 times that he had voted with the
Liberal Party when they were in government
together. He voted each time to betray country
Victorians, and that was true. I am glad he put the
record straight; 750 times by his own count, and he is
still not prepared to apologise to country Victorians.
All in all we have had a pretty appalling response
from members opposite with respect to the statement
of government intentions. Recently, when I was
speaking to a Liberal Party member about this lame
effort from members opposite he made two
comments that stood out in my mind. The first was
the constant reference, even now, to the Leader of the
Opposition as ‘Cottee’s: rich and thick’. We know
this has been the member for Hawthorn’s nickname
for a number of years in Liberal Party ranks, but I see
that it is enjoying a bit of resurgence of late.
The second comment that stood out was that the
Leader of the Opposition is in trouble because he is
more comfortable on the polo field than talking to
parents in a playground or patients in a public
hospital. Having thought about that, and thinking
about polo in general, brought to mind a great
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Australian poem by a great Australian poet who
penned the poem The Geebung Polo Club. When I
read this poem it seemed as if Banjo Paterson was
peering into the future, making comments on recent
events and talking specifically about the Leader of
the Opposition when he wrote:
It was somewhere down the country, in a city’s smoke and
steam,
That a polo club existed, called the Cuff and Collar Team.

Or more rightly, Baillieu’s Cuff and Collar Team:
As a social institution ‘twas a marvellous success,
For the members were distinguished by exclusiveness and
dress.
They had natty little ponies that were nice, and smooth,
and sleek,
For their cultivated owners only rode ‘em once a week.

Now we get to recent events:
So they started up the country in pursuit of sport and fame,
For they meant to show the Geebungs how they ought to
play the game;
And they took their valets with them — just to give their
boots a rub
Ere they started operations on the Geebung Polo Club.

Those familiar with the rest of the poem will recall
that the two teams go head to head, they take polo
incredibly seriously, and they fight it out to the death.
But of course when Baillieu’s Cuff and Collar Team
headed out to the country, it did not find a robust
opponent to do battle with; it found instead the
Leader of The Nationals waving a white flag. There
he was, so very willing to jump back in the saddle
and surrender once again to the big city slicker in a
nice white car. The chance to be a member of
Baillieu’s Cuff and Collar Team was just too
irresistible. There was no need to worry about the
Leader of The Nationals asking for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition’s position. All he will ask
for every now and again is for his boots to be given a
bit of a rub by the valet.
There is another little sad story that is worthy of
being told. Both The Nationals and the Liberals truly
know what they think of each other. When they are
so busy patting each other on the back in coalition, it
is merely to find the soft spots to stick the knife in.
But they will do anything for that chance of power,
anything at all.
We know the Liberals regard The Nationals as
irrelevant, describing them as from the backwater,
country bumpkins, easily silenced, easily seduced by
the prospect of power, and ready to lay down the
lives of others in order to progress their own. But
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members should not take my word for what the
Liberals think. I have comments from their own
mouths which were made at the last state election,
which was just a few months ago. A Liberal Party
advertisement in the Country News of Monday,
20 November 2006, states:
Fact: …
The truth is it’s been over 54 years since the National Party
(Country Party) had any relevance in Victorian politics …

That was for the last state election.
The Liberals have watched with glee the steady
decline of The Nationals over the years, and now
they have committed an act to accelerate that process,
and the leaders of The Nationals, to their shame,
know it. It reminds me of the sequence in the
American film Independence Day when the
President is talking to a captured alien and asks,
‘What do you want me to do?’, and of course the
alien, and in this case it would be a Liberal, comes
back and says, ‘We just want you to die’. That is
basically what the Liberal Party’s view is with
respect to The Nationals: ‘We just want you to die’.
What better way is there to do that than signing up
with a political party who regards country Victorians
with disdain and has a record in government
supporting this fact; a party which challenged the
very basis of the existence of The Nationals, which is
standing up for country Victorians — and it will do it
all with a glass of champagne in one hand and a
bloody great dagger in the other.
In conclusion, I congratulate the Premier for making
his statement of government intentions, for standing
up for all Victorians, for standing up for what matters
and for continuing to make Victoria the best place to
live, work and raise a family.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to respond to
the statement of government intentions and say from
the outset how disappointed I am with Prince John’s
abysmal statement. What a day it was for the
Premier. It was so he could swan around in his
attempt to take the parliamentary spotlight, with the
alliance of protesters converging on the opening of
the state Parliament, united in their anger towards
one man: the Premier.
That once again showed the extent of the anger
across the community about the Brumby
government’s arrogance and refusal to consult. The
common message was being espoused that the
Premier had stopped listening to his own community.
The media reports stated that this was a dangerous
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thing for a politician who had inherited power and
christened himself a decisive leader. But John Boy
was not about to let the protesters spoil the
government’s first sitting day of the year. To avoid
them he made a last minute dash to visit a
kindergarten in Carlton. It gave him the excuse to be
unavailable to address the protesters on the steps of
Parliament House. The Premier must have retreated
to his office to reflect and say, ‘Wouldn’t it be nice if
I could simply press ‘Ctrl+Alt+Delete’ and start
again?’.
The Premier never listens; he has never listened, and
he is not listening now. Ask his own backbenchers,
who said in relation to the genetically modified food
decision that they were disgusted in the decision. One
Labor backbencher said she was devastated Labor
backbenchers were given no say in the decision, and
was angry that the Victorian Farmers Federation had
been told before MPs. Is this an open and transparent
Premier — more democratic, more accessible — or
does he display an aggressive, confrontational,
crash-through style of leadership?
I will now turn to the content of the statement, or
more accurately to the lack of content. Members
should listen to this. On the opening pages of the
statement is the Premier’s message commencing 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 invites all Victorians to join
‘the increased consultation opportunities the
government is offering’. What an absolute joke! It is
laughable. The Premier’s commitment to this
statement is laughable. His actions and his words are
incongruous.
Then we have the message from the Deputy Premier.
In ‘Prince John’s’ February 2008 Annual Statement
of Government Intentions — Delivering for Victoria
the Deputy Premier states:
Some of the bills outlined in this statement will not be
brought before Parliament until 2009.

Wearing his hat as the Minister for Racing, the
Deputy Premier wants an each-way bet. He is saying,
‘Look, this is what we would like to get through this
year. This is what I think we can do, but I am not
really sure. It is the accidental Premier’s first run; he
has been out in the paddock over Christmas. It is a
new track in the sense that we have never done things
this way before and we are certainly not good at
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getting things done on time and on budget. I will slip
in an each-way bet and say, ‘Hey, what the heck!. If
we do not get it all done this year, we will just bring
it in 2009’. The Deputy Premier might say, ‘How
good am I? I will already have the 2009 statement of
government intentions half-written before the end of
the year’.
It will be like the Lilydale super-clinic. The
government has announced the Lilydale super-clinic
in the past four budgets. The very capable member
for Evelyn and I are looking forward to it being
trotted out again in this budget. Lilydale will then
have five super-clinics, but no-one will be able to
find the other four.
On page 30 of the annual statement I note the
government’s intention relating to tattooing and body
piercing. On 17 April 2007 I raised the matter of
body piercing in the adjournment debate. I wrote to
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, to the Attorney-General, to the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs and
to the Minister for Health. At the time I called for
legislation requiring mandatory parental consent for
minors wishing to have body piercing. I said that
legislation would flush out the operators who do not
apply restrictions and would ensure children are
protected from the risk of serious infection, scarring
and other health implications.
At that time I said that parental consent ensures
parents are involved in this decision-making process;
that it can prevent spur-of-the-moment decisions, and
can reduce peer pressure. Finally I said at the time
that it allows for inspection of premises, allows for
discussion on the placement of piercing and offers a
period of time for people to think about it. The
government should acknowledge this gap in
legislation, review the law and make it illegal for
children under 18 to receive body piercing without
formal parental consent or parental presence. At the
time I asked the government to support a
common-sense approach to protecting the health and
wellbeing of our young people. That was back on
17 April 2007.
As we have heard in the debate on the annual
statement of government intentions, the member for
Shepparton also raised this issue with the
Attorney-General and with the Minister for Health
some three years ago. The Nationals introduced a
private member’s bill in the house in July last year to
make it illegal for people to tattoo young people
under the age of 18 without parental consent, and the
government continues to delay it. While it is delaying
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the matter children are still having their bodies
pierced and are at risk of infection, injury and
scarring. The government has to stop talking about it
and bring in the legislation. I will give it a tip: it will
probably have a speedy passage through the
Parliament.
I now turn to local government. Where is the support
for local government? Back on 6 February the
Auditor-General’s report into local government
entitled Results of the 2006–07 Audits on local
government finances and performances was released.
It shows the extent that local government is having to
go to in order to fill the financial gap left by the
Brumby government. The only option is for councils
to put up rates continually. They are being forced to
do this by a state Labor government that is
continually cutting into the real grants it gives to
local government in Victoria, and while it shifts more
and more of the costs of running communities to
local government — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr HODGETT — I am pleased the minister is
here to listen to this part of my contribution. Local
governments are too cash-strapped to maintain local
assets such as roads and bridges. This is simply a
Labor-made time bomb waiting to go off as these
assets rapidly deteriorate. Ratepayers can expect
more of the same as the Brumby government
increasingly shirks its responsibility to properly
finance local government on a sustainable basis. It is
about time the Brumby government stopped
dismissing the cost-shifting reality and gave local
governments a proper share of resources to ease the
pressure they face. Where is the mention of local
governments’ ability to fight against executive
intervention on their planning decisions? And what
about the cost shifting to local government of the cost
of maintenance of local roads and bridges, and the
important issues of governance, democracy and
accountability? The government should stop the cost
shifting and pay local governments for the services
they provide.
The government should leave local government
planning powers alone. I believe the strength of
planning lies in local communities having input to
planning what happens in their local area. We
support the community’s role in the planning
process, and we support local communities having a
say in what is put in their local municipalities. In
relation to gaming machines local communities
should have a say about where pokies go in the
community.
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In the time I have left I will quickly mention public
housing. The Minister for Housing’s claim that
Victorian public waiting lists remained stable in the
December quarter is incorrect. Public housing
waiting list figures released back in February reveal
there are 34 872 families waiting for public housing
in Victoria, an additional 231 families since
September last year. Of even greater concern are the
7291 families on the early housing waiting list,
which increased by 135 families in the quarter. These
families are at risk of recurring homelessness, or
coping with a disability or special housing need. I ask
the minister to do something about that even though
it is not in the government’s statement of intention.
In conclusion, Victorians deserve better than a
government which is splitting communities with its
divisive policies and arrogant refusal to listen to
people with genuine concerns. I am proud to be
working closely, as two independent parties in
coalition, to hold this government to account on its
broken promises and flawed policies. The
government should not mistake activity for
achievement. It should not be soft on crime; it should
be tough on crime. It should not neglect victims; it
should support victims. It should stop appointing its
Labor mates to the bench and start appointing judges
on merit, and it should cease the secrets and cover-up
of corruption and abuse of office, and introduce an
independent broadbased anticorruption commission.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local
Government) — I rise to support the excellent
initiative by the Premier in his statement of intentions
for the forthcoming parliamentary year. This is the
first time this particular initiative has been
undertaken, and it has been very warmly welcomed
by the community.
Opposition members can seek to take a few cheap
shots if they want, and I will take up some of the
points made by the member for Kilsyth as I proceed
through my contribution today. From the point of
view of the government I think this is an excellent
landscape within which the Parliament can both
respond to the government’s legislative intent and
indeed be very clear about the program going
forward for the 2008 parliamentary year. I regard this
as a really excellent initiative and one that ought be
supported across both sides of the house.
From the point of view of my portfolio it is clear the
area of most significance to me is the section entitled
‘Making government more accountable’, which
pertains particularly to local government. As
members are aware, in November this year for the
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first time in the state’s history all 79 Victorian
councils will go to the polls on the same date and will
be elected for four-year terms. This will be an
historic event. As we know, local government is the
level of government closest to the people; and the
most direct and intimate government relationship is
the relationship between constituents and their local
authorities. I have spoken in the house before about
the intimacy of that relationship, particularly in times
of crisis. As we have seen over the last 12 months
with the bushfires, floods and of course the drought,
people reach out to their councils for leadership and a
continued level of support — and local government
has stood tall on all of those occasions.
There is also an opportunity to address some
longstanding issues in the governance arrangements
of local government, and in the year ahead the
government will therefore be introducing a local
government councillor conduct bill. The bill will do a
number of things. It will give candidates at future
council elections a clearer picture of their rights and
responsibilities if they are elected, it will update a
number of key governance processes that will
operate within all councils and it will clarify
arrangements regarding allowances paid to
councillors. As members of the house will be aware,
the matter of allowances has been canvassed by an
independent panel, which has gone around and talked
to local governments — —
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Mr WYNNE — The member for Kilsyth ought
to restrain himself a bit. If he had listened, he would
know that I indicated that the panel sought some
extra time to review its situation. The panel has now
reported to me, and the government is considering its
report. In keeping with our commitment to working
with local government, detailed proposals will be
developed after consultation and review.
To encourage that further consultation, in November
I released a discussion paper entitled Better Local
Governance. That discussion paper invited feedback
on ways in which we could address issues such as
councillor conduct, and of course conflicts of
interest. Submissions in response to the paper are due
at the end of this month — in the next couple of
days.
In relation to the question of councillor conduct, it is
my personal observation from my own experience in
local government that the overwhelming majority of
councillors are hard-working individuals who are
dedicated to their local communities. But the
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government also recognises that there are concerns
about the conduct of a small number of councillors
and that existing arrangements have not always
proved to be entirely adequate. For that reason,
during the 2006 election we committed to
establishing a body that would address issues of
councillor conduct and councillor disputes. Councils
themselves are often concerned about the actions of
some members which ultimately bring discredit not
only to the councils themselves but to the broader
local government community.
While all councils have codes of conduct, many have
commented that they cannot effectively enforce those
codes. The discussion paper therefore proposes a
new two-level arrangement. This would mean that
local councillor conduct panels would support
councillor codes of conduct and that the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) would be
empowered to deal with cases of serious misconduct
by councillors. Councillor conduct panels would be
able to insist on mediation or training for councillors.
They would also have the power to demand a public
apology or that a councillor should take a period of
up to two months leave of absence. VCAT would
also be able, in extreme circumstances, to suspend a
councillor for up to six months or disqualify a
councillor for up to four years. Preliminary feedback
from the community and from the local government
sector on these new arrangements appears very
favourable. Naturally the final details of the
legislation will be developed following a review of
submissions, which close in the next couple of days.
Last year’s discussion paper also sought comments
about better ways of dealing with the issue of conflict
of interest. It is essential that communities have
confidence that their elected councillors are acting in
the public interest, uninfluenced by their own
personal interest. It is worth noting that local
government councillors are in a unique position as
elected members. They regularly make significant
decisions that directly affect the rights and legitimate
expectations of the broader community. As a result
there is significant scope for conflicts between
personal and public interest to impact on decision
making. As the house will know, in 2004 some
changes were made to the Local Government Act
that extended the scope of the term ‘conflict of
interest’ beyond just financial interests. However, the
core provisions of the current Local Government Act
are still based on the previous 1958 Local
Government Act. There is good reason of course to
update many of these provisions so they better reflect
modern community expectations of local government
and of public office more generally.
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The Victorian Ombudsman has also advised me that
he is separately undertaking an own-motion
investigation into conflict of interest in local
government and that he will be tabling his report in
Parliament in, I think, March, according to the
current schedule. I certainly will be giving careful
consideration to how the public interest can best be
served by legislative reform in this area and look
forward to the Ombudsman’s report on these matters.
Our final legislative response will therefore be
developed after the close of submissions on the
Better Local Governance discussion paper and will
be fully cognisant of the findings of the Ombudsman
as well.
I have canvassed the question of local government
allowances. As I indicated in my introduction, the
panel has now reported to me, and the government is
considering that panel’s report. I would hope to be in
a position in the next few weeks to advise further as
to the government’s deliberations in relation to
allowances for councillors, but I indicate to the house
that we are interested in the question of not only
allowances but also what I would call the ‘toolbox’
of supports that should be made available to
councillors to allow them to get on with their work in
a proper and professional manner. All of these
outstanding issues of course are being brought
together in an attempt to resolve many of them prior
to the 2008 elections.
In relation to the member for Kilsyth’s intervention
on the topic of the Auditor-General’s report around
the funding of local government — indeed I
welcome the shadow minister to this debate today —
he more than others would know that in many
circumstances the financial assistance from the state
and state government grants to local government
amount to up to half of the total revenue of some
small regional councils. These are serious issues for
regional councils. The Auditor-General indicated in
his report that he felt three councils were under some
financial stress. There were a further 19 councils that
needed to be closely monitored. In that context both
Local Government Victoria and the Municipal
Association of Victoria through earlier work
indicated that this was the same set of councils.
We need to do further work with the new
commonwealth government and indicate to it that
financial assistance grants are absolutely
fundamental, particularly to regional councils to
ensure their long-term viability. They are losing
population; they have limited capacity to raise
revenue; and of course in the context of this
prolonged drought these are very difficult challenges
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for those smaller councils. I am off to talk to the
federal Minister for Local Government, Territories
and Roads in a few weeks time. I can assure the
house that I will be continuing to prosecute the case
in relation to financial assistance grants to ensure that
Victoria continues to get its fair share and not what it
got from the previous government.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr THOMPSON
(Sandringham).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT
SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs).
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs) — I am pleased to sum up the
debate on the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Amendment Bill. Firstly, I would like to thank
all of the speakers who have made a contribution to
this debate — the members for Lowan, Mill Park,
Bulleen, Geelong, Evelyn, Williamstown, Morwell,
Macedon, Keilor, Bayswater, Clayton, Sandringham,
Cranbourne and Hastings. I would also thank
members of this house for their support for the bill
itself.
The bill will strengthen the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act in relation to control of the
industry, safety, and reducing the risk of malpractice.
It will clarify the roles and responsibilities of the
minister and the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board under the act. It will do this in a
number of ways, enabling the board to suspend or
cancel a contestant’s registration if the board
considers they do not have the required skills.
The bill requires the board to keep a list of persons
who may act as timekeepers. It will transfer powers,
and that was supported by a number of speakers. It
will enable the minister to give directions to the
board and require the board to comply. It will allow
the board to suspend or cancel a registration, licence
or permit if the conditions are not complied with.
I want to quickly just answer a few of the queries
raised during the debate. The member for Lowan
asked how the skills of contestants from overseas
will be assessed. Contestants must be evenly
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matched for a permit to be issued to conduct a
promotion. Matchmaking is required to be done by a
licensed matchmaker. The board checks each
fighter’s record and seeks other information from the
licensing body if needed. Overseas contestants are
required to register in Victoria prior to competing.
The bill gives the board the power to suspend or
cancel the registration of an overseas contestant if
they demonstrate poor skills in the ring.
The member for Morwell raised a similar issue about
the skills of interstate contestants. In this case the
board goes through a similar process of checking
records and drawing on industry knowledge.
Interstate contestants do not normally need to register
in Victoria but require a clearance from their home
authority. However, if the board had concerns
regarding an interstate contestant, it could deny the
person recognition of his or her registration interstate
under the existing section 10(3) of the act. This
would in effect require the person to seek registration
in Victoria where they would have to satisfy the new
prerequisites regarding skills. Previously, if there
were concerns about an interstate contestant, all the
board could do was require the contestant to register,
and that was just about passing a medical
examination. Now they have to go through a skills
test.
There was also a query about blood testing of
interstate contestants. All interstate contestants are
required to have a clearance from the state where
they are registered, including confirmation that their
blood tests are up to date, before they can compete in
Victoria.
The member for Evelyn asked if skill requirements
are quantitative or subjective. The board’s
assessment of the skills of contestants using the
criteria listed in new section 10B(5) will involve an
element of judgement, which the board is well
qualified to make. I note that many of the members
who contributed to this debate acknowledged the
skills and ability of the board to make those
assessments. The board will document its assessment
against the criteria. If a contestant is found not to
have adequate skills the board must cancel or
suspend his or her registration. The board will give
the contestant written notice, and the contestant will
have a right of appeal to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal.
The member for Bayswater advocated consideration
of requirements for headgear in professional boxing
in the future. A requirement to wear headgear in
professional boxing and combat sports would put
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Victoria out of step with rest of the world. Contests
would not be recognised by the bodies that control
international boxing and issue rankings.
I get to the main part of the debate from the
opposition’s point of view, and that is the proposed
amendment regarding the banning of cage fighting. It
was acknowledged by the members for Lowan and
Bulleen that I agree with their sentiments; I think we
have exactly the same point of view in relation to
cage fighting. But it is my view, given the provisions
of the act and this bill, the amendment is not
necessary because the minister already has the power
under section 5 of the act to determine which sports
and activities will be combat sports for the purposes
of the act. Any activities outside the control of the act
are illegal.
I have already announced, as has the Premier, that
there will be no cage fighting under the act in
Victoria. The board has been advised of this decision.
There is agreement from members and the
government that cage fighting is not an appropriate
event for this state. Both the existing act and the bill
that is being proposed before this Parliament provide
the necessary authority to ensure that that happens.
Indeed that is what we have done.
The bill gives the minister the power to direct the
board and requires the board to comply. For those
reasons the government will not be supporting the
amendment proposed by the member for Lowan. We
have already stated absolutely and categorically that
cage fighting has no place in Victoria. It will not
happen, and the legislation provides the necessary
authority to ensure that it does not happen.
With those comments I again thank all members for
their contributions and commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clauses 1 to 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I move:
1.

Clause 4, after line 20, insert—
‘“cage fighting means no-holds-barred mixed martial
arts fighting that—
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(a) allows each contestant to kick, punch, choke
and knee the other contestant; and
(b) is conducted in a cage or other similar enclosed
structure;’.

Mr DELAHUNTY — The minister has given his
reasons for believing that the proposed amendments
do not need to be supported, but I can remember
years ago a former Prime Minister saying that tax
breaks will be l-a-w, law. Given that the minister
says that that is his sentiment and the Premier’s
sentiment and the sentiment of all members of this
house, why do we not put it into black-letter law?
That is why we are pushing for it.
The minister made a decision last year and said in a
press release on 21 December that he would ban cage
boxing, but as we know, ministers change;
governments change. We know that lobbying from
promoters and from television companies and the
like will be enormous. They know they can, and they
will try to turn this minister around — and
particularly to turn this government around — by
saying, ‘This is a very popular sport overseas at the
moment. It is popular on Foxtel. We would like to be
able to promote it in Victoria’.
The state government has not been so good in
relation to major events. People could come and say,
‘We will put on a major event like this in Victoria. It
is happening in New South Wales, in Western
Australia and in Queensland’. There is no doubt that
enormous pressure will be put on this minister and
this government to allow cage boxing to happen in
Victoria. We are saying that if you put it into the
legislation the minister can easily say to these
promoters and television companies, ‘I do not mind. I
will change my mind, but I will have to change the
mind of the whole Parliament — the 88 members in
this house and the 40 in the other house — to be able
to change the law that bans cage boxing’.
Cage boxing is no-holds-barred mixed martial arts
fighting that allows each contestant to kick, punch,
choke, knee — or anything like that — another
contestant. It is held in a cage, and it is just barbaric
in a lot of ways. This legislation needs to be
strengthened. We agree with the sentiments of the
bill. We think it is common-sense stuff that gives the
board more powers, et cetera, but we think it would
also be common-sense legislation to include a
provision that cage boxing will not be allowed here
in Victoria. I call on the other members of this
Parliament to support my amendment.
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Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Firstly, I ask the
minister whether he has received advice on whether a
promoter can take legal action against the board for
restricting trade if the banning of cage fighting is not
spelt out in legislation. Has there been any legal
advice to the minister on whether someone could
take legal action against this government?
Secondly, the minister said that he has written to the
board. I ask whether it is possible for the minister to
make that letter available to the Parliament so we can
actually see what was said in the letter from the
minister.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs) — I reiterate the comments I
made earlier. In the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Act the minister — that is myself — has the
ability to define what a combat sport is. If an event is
not defined as a combat sport event under the act
then it is an illegal event. In addition, the bill that is
before the house today provides the ability for the
minister to direct the board, so we are increasing the
powers related to what can and cannot occur within
this state. I reiterate that anything that is not defined
as a combat sport event under the act is therefore
illegal. The government has already made a decision,
and the board has been advised of that decision, that
cage fighting will not be allowed in this state. The
board will act accordingly if and when any
application to conduct a cage sporting event is made.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — This is certainly a redundant
provision, and the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs has set out the approach that the
government is taking, and that is that there cannot
and will not be cage fighting during the term of a
Labor government. Of course he cannot guarantee
what might happen under a Liberal government, and
that is why people should vote Labor.
When you have a look at the definition provided by
the opposition you find that it is extremely limited. If
you operate outside that definition you can have cage
fighting, and that is why the minister has said there
will be no tolerance of any cage fighting in very
broad terms, not necessarily confined to the
definition the opposition has proposed in the
amendment it has moved. Effectively we are in
agreement, and the best way is to proceed, as the
minister has pointed out.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs has addressed
my question, but I am surprised to see the Minister
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for Police and Emergency Services getting up to
speak on this subject. The reality is that this is what
cage fighting is defined as in the sport at the moment.
If, as the minister said, it is changed a little bit and
kicking is banned, or something like that, the
minister can still deal with that. The directions to the
board can still be enforced. But at the moment there
is this enormous event called cage fighting, which is
ballooning in Japan and in the USA; it is also
happening in Western Australia and other places.
I ask whether the minister has been contacted by any
promoters or fighters or television companies that
want to put these events on in Victoria. If he has —
and I believe that it is the case — he should say now,
‘I have a law in Parliament that bans cage fighting. It
is not only my law, it is not only the government’s
law; it is legislation that is supported by the whole of
the Parliament’. That is why we want him to put it
into black-letter law so that everyone knows they
cannot twist the arm of the minister and get him to
change his mind. I ask the minister to give us that
direction.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Unfortunately the
minister has not responded to the questions I raised.
Firstly, I asked if the minister is aware of any other
country where cage fighting has been banned and
whether the promoters have sought legal action on
the grounds of restricted trade. That is the first thing.
Secondly, I again ask whether he will make available
to the Parliament the letter that he sent to the board
advising it to ban cage fighting.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs) — I reiterate what the existing act
provides — that is, the ability to define what combat
sport is and is not. In terms of direction of the board,
that will occur after the bill has passed through the
Parliament. Once the act is proclaimed it will give
the minister of the day additional powers to direct the
board and have it comply. In terms of the member for
Lowan’s amendment, it uses a narrow definition. For
example, a cage fight that involves only a single
martial art — —
An honourable member — Like in Japan
Mr MERLINO — Similar to what occurs in
Japan. It could arguably occur despite this
amendment putting a reference to cage fighting in the
act. As a government we have made it crystal clear
that any sort of cage fighting is out of step with
community sentiment. We do not want to see it in
Victoria. Cage fighting is increasingly popular. It is a
pay TV — —
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An honourable member — Bonanza.
Mr MERLINO — A bonanza — that is right.
There are other jurisdictions that allow it — for
example, the United States of America. It is a popular
thing, but we are saying — —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has arrived. I am required to put the
following questions. The question is:
That the amendment be agreed to.

House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 30
Asher, Ms
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
Napthine, Dr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
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, 46
Allan, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Langdon, Mr

Amendment defeated.
Clause agreed to.

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr
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Clauses 5 to 27 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Thursday, 28 February 2008

ovation by the several hundred strong crowd of
police and community members for his courageous
stand on the lack of police officers throughout his
district.
In the February 2008 Police Association Journal
Inspector Charteris is quoted as having said:
At the end of the day you need a certain number of people
on the roster to do the job. At Hastings we need one and
five on a shift and I can’t recall the last time we did …

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT
SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL
Clerk’s amendment
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Under
standing order 81, the Speaker has received a report
from the Clerk that he has made a correction in the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill 2007. The report is as follows:
Under standing order 81, I have made a correction in the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment Bill
2007, listed as follows:
In Clause 13(2)(a), page 8, line 2, I have inserted the word
‘suspend’ so that the clause now reads —
‘(a) must cancel or suspend the contestant’s registration if
subsection (1)(a) or (1)(b) applies; and’.

Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).

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

Police: inquiry
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The action I seek is the
establishment of a judicial inquiry into a very serious
situation that is occurring throughout Victoria Police
and which has recently reached a crescendo on the
Mornington Peninsula. The situation is that members
of Victoria Police are being bullied into not speaking
out about critically low police numbers throughout
the state. A community meeting was held in
Moorooduc on the Mornington Peninsula on
12 February to discuss the statewide police resource
crisis. At this meeting the district inspector,
Inspector Gordon Charteris, was given a standing

On the day of the meeting many serving officers
expressed their deep concern regarding what may
happen to Inspector Charteris and his career for
speaking out. In the words of Leading Senior
Constable Adam Carrigg:
The culture of Victoria Police under the Brumby
government is to bully officers into not telling the
community what is really going on with their police
service. I spoke up some time ago and received such
threats and bullying for it that I have recently had to resign
for the good of my health.

On Tuesday of this week, just two weeks after the
meeting, this highly regarded police officer with a
distinguished career in both the ethical standards
department and the general force was hauled into his
superior’s office. I am informed that at this meeting
he was told he was to be moved to another police
location, placed on a disciplinary program and
threatened with charges for speaking out.
Police officers sign up to protect our community.
They are required to deal with violence and threats
from a wide variety of criminals and thugs. They
should never be subjected to bullying from their own
service or government. In a democracy the people
within the various public service sectors are a critical
check and balance on the accountability of that
service and ultimately of the government of the day.
It is when such checks and balances are bullied out of
existence that our system breaks down, services are
allowed to degrade to dangerous levels and
corruption begins to emerge.
In order to create the perception that all is well, the
Brumby government has developed the habit of
gagging a wide range of its public servants. The
gagging of health workers, nurses and doctors are
further examples of this conduct There is no doubt
that the inability of these front-line people to speak
out has also contributed to the disastrous state of our
hospitals and the general erosion of public service in
Victoria. The minister must act immediately to set up
a judicial inquiry that will discover why this
courageous and hardworking police officer with
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more than 30 years distinguished service, Gordon
Charteris, is being rewarded for speaking out on this
critical issue by being gagged, punished and
banished.

Lagoon Reserve, Port Melbourne: lighting
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I seek to bring a
matter to the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. I seek the specific
action of ensuring that his department supports the
very sensible proposal from the Port Melbourne
community for funding through his community
facilities funding program for the provision of
lighting at Lagoon Reserve in Port Melbourne, which
is one of two public reserves located in Port
Melbourne and available for hire by community
groups. It consists of an oval, a pavilion and cricket
nets, and it is utilised by seven clubs: South
Melbourne Districts Sports Club, Emerald Hill
cricket club, Power House cricket club, Albert Park
Spiders soccer club, South Port United Soccer Club,
Middle Park Soccer Club and Albert Park amateurs.
It caters for cricket, soccer and Australian Rules
football.
The project is supported by the community due to the
overwhelming need for lighting at the reserve.
Currently the reserve can be used only during
daylight and as a result is not being used to
maximum capacity. The construction of lighting at
the reserve would increase the use of the site, provide
flexibility for the sporting clubs and relieve pressure
on nearby Murphy Reserve. The project will achieve
a significant increase in participation rates by all the
clubs. A single floodlight located on the pavilion is
currently the only form of light cast on the oval after
dark. The light is designed for pavilion use only, but
the ever-resourceful clubs have been using the light
in their warm-up area for training. This has resulted
in severe wear on a very small section of the ground.
Construction of full oval floodlighting would help
spread wear and tear evenly across the entire oval.
The installation of oval floodlights has the potential
to provide an extra 30 hours use per week, as well as
increased used by passive recreation users. Currently
the clubs are limited in what activities they can
deliver to the community. Lack of available usage
hours mean the clubs can engage in only limited
training, and it restricts the number of members and
teams that can be fielded. Without the use of the
ground it is almost impossible for the clubs to
increase participation levels in a community that is
growing by leaps and bounds.
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The clubs at Lagoon Reserve cater for a variety of
groups, including juniors and people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds. They house on
an occasional basis the Port Melbourne Colts
disability cricket team and the Port Melbourne Colts
football club disability team. Whilst the oval is used
until 7.00 p.m. during daylight saving, clubs have
expressed interest in training until 9.00 p.m. Port
Melbourne is experiencing population increases in all
areas of its demographic categories. The construction
of oval lighting at Lagoon Reserve would play a
central role in catering for an expanding population
and allowing the clubs to meet expanding demands.
On behalf of the people of Port Melbourne I ask the
minister to support this important project.

Racing: country meetings
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
attention of the Minister for Racing. I request that he
immediately instruct Racing Victoria to abandon its
plans to rob country racing clubs of meetings and
immediately implement a policy which supports
country communities that are distant from
Melbourne. The background to this request is Racing
Victoria’s decision to take over 20 meetings from
Victorian country racing clubs and relocate them to
Melbourne and nearby horseracing tracks. This
devastating action was taken without consultation
with the affected clubs and without recognition of the
broader community impacts of this unilateral
decision.
Racing clubs in north-eastern Victoria affected by
this poorly considered action include Towong,
Wodonga, Benalla, Mansfield and Tatura. The
Mansfield local community is outraged at the
decision to downgrade their non-TAB Boxing Day
race meeting to amateur status and move it to
27 December. Local Mansfield horse trainer Gerald
Egan has condemned the decision, stating that it is a
city-centric move to lure country jockeys to
Melbourne. Mr Egan also said that offcourse punters
would not be able to bet on the meeting at Mansfield,
thereby lowering its status and reducing the income
to the Mansfield race club and the broader
community. Benalla Racing Club has lost one race
meeting but fears it will lose several more.
Ms Tracey Beaton, of Benalla Racing Club, has
highlighted the impact of losing race meetings on the
fundraising efforts of community groups such as
service clubs, kindergartens and parents groups.
The bottom line is that country racing clubs have
been stripped of meetings even though they have met
Racing Victoria’s increasingly stringent standards.
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The feeling in the country is that the elite
Melbourne-based trainers and jockeys and
Melbourne punters are being looked after at the
expense of grassroots trainers and jockeys and
associated businesses in country Victoria. I call on
the Minister for Racing to have a quiet word in the
ear of his Labor mate Michael Duffy and persuade
him in his capacity as chairman of Racing Victoria to
reverse the decision to cut race meetings from
country Victoria.
I also invite the minister to live up to his
government’s claim that it governs for all Victorians
and to join me in sponsoring a race at the Benalla
Racing Club’s St Patrick’s Day meeting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member can only ask for one action.
Dr SYKES — That is all right. He does not have
to do that then.

Sydney Road, Coburg: upgrade
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports. The action I seek is that he visit my electorate
to inspect road improvements outside Mercy College
on Sydney Road, Coburg. Road safety improvements
have been announced around the state this week, and
I am very pleased to be able to inform my local
school that the $160 000 project allocated by
VicRoads for works on Sydney Road will enhance
the safety of students at Mercy College and will also
assist other vehicular road users between Fame and
Renown streets in Coburg North.
The road safety program, which is funded out of the
Transport Accident Commission and since 2004 has
allocated over $360 million to improve safety, is one
of the sensational initiatives of this government. I
think we are collectively proud of the fact that there
are more people alive as a result of improvements
initiated by so much of that funding. The program
under which this Sydney Road allocation was made
is one that specifically targets dangerous intersections
as well as stretches of roads that are labelled ‘run off
road crashes’. There is a bit of a bend outside Mercy
College, and when the road is wet and there is oil on
the road, cars just slide. Of course it is dangerous not
only for drivers but for pedestrians, and it has been
an impost on the school as the fence has been
knocked over a number of times. This project will
install anti-skid surfacing on the intersection, so that
there will be far fewer crashes. Unfortunately there
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have been 22 crashes at this location over the past
five years.
It is a great honour as a member of Parliament to
advocate strongly for your electorate, and I want to
compliment the VicRoads staff who over the last
12 months in particular have made a number of visits
to the site to identify how the road could be
improved. I pay tribute to Kathy Maiolo from Mercy
College and to the principal, Liz Monahan, who have
worked with me to highlight the serious dangers for
the students, the cost to the school of property
damage, and of course the danger to motorists. When
the minister visits this site, I hope he takes the
opportunity to talk about the road safety message to
the secondary school students there, who hopefully
will never be involved in any fatalities.

Women: violence
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Women’s
Affairs. The action I seek is for the minister to
commit to a greatly increased focus on primary
prevention to stop violence against women,
specifically including more education and the
breaking down of the current service silos.
At the outset I want to put on the record what an
honour it is to have recently become the shadow
Minister for Women’s Affairs, especially in the year
of the centenary of women’s suffrage in Victoria.
Victoria was a slow starter when it came to women’s
rights. The Victorian Constitution excluded women
from voting, and it was not until 1908, after every
other state gave the vote to women and 19 failed
private members bills, that women finally got the
vote. But since then there have been many great
advances and glass ceilings shattered.
The Liberal Party has been at the forefront in this.
The Menzies government brought in policies on child
endowment and a national health scheme. In the
Holt-Gorton-McMahon era the party introduced both
policies protecting deserted wives and equal pay
legislation. The Fraser government signed the
Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination
against Women and the Howard government
invested heavily in a women’s safety agenda. Here in
Victoria the last coalition government introduced
industrial relations reforms requiring contracts to
allow for up to 52 weeks maternity leave and
invested heavily in child care.
This year is the centenary of women’s suffrage in our
state. It is a time to celebrate these advances but also
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to dwell upon what more needs to be done. An area
of great concern is violence against women, much of
which is done at the hands of their partners. Intimate
partner violence is the leading contributor to death,
disability and illness in Victorian women aged
between 15 and 44. Forty-two per cent of women
who have had a relationship have experienced
intimate partner violence. Most concerning is that the
violence against women is largely sexual. There were
6082 sexual assaults in Victoria last year and 1631
rapes. These are certainly conservative figures as at
least 80 per cent of violence against women goes
unreported. As we know, 83 per cent of these victims
of sexual assault are women and 72 per cent actually
know their attacker. This violence has a ripple effect,
and it impacts particularly on children. Research
shows that a quarter of young people in this state
have witnessed abuse against their mother or
stepmother, normalising this horrendous behaviour
and perpetuating a vicious cycle.
International Women’s Day, which is coming up on
8 March, and the centenary of women’s
enfranchisement provide a rare opportunity to focus
on these issues, and I call on the government to act.
Violence against women, and intimate partner
violence in particular, is an obvious example. The
minister must commit to greater education and to
simplifying and enhancing Labor’s incredibly
complex service system, which is characterised by
inaccessible silos. If we can do that, there will be a
double reason for Victorian women to celebrate in
2008.

Williamstown Cricket Ground:
redevelopment
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The action I seek from
the minister is that he accept an invitation to visit the
Williamstown cricket and footy ground and meet
with some of the local community leaders to discuss
the redevelopment plans for the ground. As the
minister may recall, when I delivered my inaugural
speech to Parliament in 2007, I clearly stated my
view in relation to this project as follows:
The Williamstown Football Club is an institution in our
area. The old stand and historic clubrooms need urgent
restoration …

The ground is home to AFL Victoria side the
Williamstown Seagulls, a club that has been in
existence for more than 100 years and can boast
more than a dozen premierships. The club continues
to grow in prosperity and recently realigned with that
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other great club in the west, the Western Bulldogs.
The ground is very much a focal point for our proud
sporting community. It provides both a local and
regional hub for participation in sport and recreation
across the entire western region of Melbourne. In fact
it is estimated that up to 23 000 people used the
ground last year.
I have met with Trevor Monti, the president of the
Williamstown Football Club, and with Bill Jaboor,
the chief executive of the Hobsons Bay City Council,
and they are very serious about developing a
wonderful community facility at this site. The
Hobsons Bay City Council, AFL Victoria and the
Williamstown Football Club are prepared to
contribute to the redevelopment of the ground, but it
would be very difficult for the project to get off the
ground without a contribution from the state
government. In my view the redevelopment plans are
extremely comprehensive and will provide a
sustainable mix of facilities, including a reception
and conference centre, together with an allocation of
commercial office space. This carefully prepared
proposal will ensure that the funds derived from the
ground’s operations can be used to both maintain the
facilities and generate revenue back into the local
area through a community support fund.
Of course, the greatest beneficiaries of this project
will be the thousands of local people who participate
in and support grassroots footy and cricket each
week — the mums and dads, the boys and girls, and
of course the participants. Through a redeveloped
ground in Williamstown we can assure that the best
possible facilities are available for generations to
come. The redevelopment of the Williamstown
cricket and footy ground is a community priority in
my electorate. It is for that reason that I issue the
minister with an invitation to visit the existing
facilities, tour the site and meet some of the local
community leaders who have created the vision for
this important project.

Monash Freeway: noise barriers
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. The
action I seek from the minister is to urgently instruct
VicRoads to provide additional noise attenuation
measures for my constituents who are currently
affected and will continue to be affected by the
upgrading of the Monash CityLink freeway and
tollway. If the house believes these words are
familiar, it is because I raised essentially the same
matter back in May 2007. Unfortunately the minister
never replied to the matter I raised during that
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adjournment debate. I am assuming that it was
through an oversight on the part of the minister rather
than because of any discourtesy to me or my
constituents. In any event, this matter is becoming
increasingly urgent as the upgrade of the Monash is
proceeding apace.
VicRoads anticipates that the upgrade of the Monash
is going to lead to a 55 per cent increase in traffic
capacity. This is surely going to increase the level of
noise that affects both sides of that tollway. Already
the barriers on the northern side of the Monash, the
Scotch College side, are being upgraded. It would
seem to me to be only a matter of fairness and
common sense that if the facilities on the north side
of the tollway are being upgraded, then the noise
attenuation measures on the south side of the tollway
that affect my constituents should also be upgraded.
Scotch College is an excellent school, and I do not
begrudge its improved noise attenuation measures,
but I would argue, as the member for Malvern, that
my constituents are just as entitled to the same
consideration. Unfortunately they are not getting that
consideration, and there appears to be no good reason
for that.
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public transport is a concern to many of my
constituents. But while I seek to further improve
public transport access in my electorate, it is worth
noting that much has already been done.
When I first entered Parliament, Vermont South and
the Scoresby corridor were not serviced well by the
public transport system. The light rail extension of
the No. 75 tram along the Burwood Highway to
Vermont South is one that has given, particularly
young people in the region, better access to Deakin
University and, thanks to a bus connection at the end
of the tramline, to the Knox City Shopping Centre.
According to Bruce Atkinson, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, the extension
of the tramline was disgracefully opposed by some
opposition MPs in the area, something that clearly
shows the difference between the Labor
government’s can-do attitude and the opposition’s
lack of sense when it comes to public transport and
lack of ability to listen to the community.

This is a matter which is of great concern, because
the current noise levels on the Monash are already
affecting my constituents considerably. I have
previously related to the house how one of my
constituents had to spend over $50 000 on measures
including double glazing, laminated windows,
acoustic insulation and higher fencing, but his
children still have difficulty sleeping at night due to
the noise levels.

Forest Hill is now well served by many bus routes
that operate along main roads and through suburban
streets and which pass nursing homes and schools
and link up with the shopping precincts and with
services such as the rail network. However, there is a
need for an increase in the hours of operation in some
of the bus services, particularly in the evenings and
on Sundays. This would allow people in Forest Hill,
particularly seniors and young people who cannot
drive, to get around the community to the shops, train
stations or to just visit a friend. Senior citizens
especially need and require access to medical, social
and retail services in the area.

There is also the question of a double standard that
arises whereby Transurban must take action in
relation to noise where the noise level exceeds
63 decibels, but VicRoads apparently only needs to
take action when the level is at 68 decibels. If it is
good enough for Transurban, it is good enough for
VicRoads. I urge the minister to take urgent action to
try to ensure that the residents of Malvern are able to
coexist with the tollway in relative harmony.

Public transport is one of the biggest challenges for
the state government, and it is an issue that I hear a
great deal about from the community. I have
regularly had constituents discuss with me their use
of and reliance on our various forms of public
transport. The Brumby government is committed to
improving standards of reliability and usage in public
transport, and I ask that the bus service times be
extended in the electorate of Forest Hill.

Buses: Forest Hill electorate

Government: printing contracts

Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
look at any possible expansion of bus services that
run through my electorate of Forest Hill.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I seek to raise a
matter for the Premier. The action I am seeking is for
the Premier to consider putting locals first and alter
the criteria in determining the successful supplier
under the government’s print management services
contract. I believe the government should consider
giving preference to supporting local service

My electorate has an older-than-average population
and it is not serviced by a train station, so access to
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providers, assuming they are suitably qualified,
accredited and cost competitive.

job. Is this to the detriment of Victorian businesses,
particularly country businesses?

In regional Victoria we all understand that buying
locally creates local jobs, but printing firms in my
electorate are disadvantaged by the government’s
current approach. As I understand the situation, a
three-year agreement for the provision of print
management services to Victorian government
departments and Victoria Police was contracted to
Stream Solutions commencing in June 2007. As the
central contact point, Stream Solutions seeks
quotations from accredited printers and ultimately
determines the successful supplier of print goods or
services.

The Nationals have been long-time advocates for
putting locals first through various initiatives
including the recent launch of our Putting Locals
First campaign. Unfortunately this government does
not adhere to the same principle. I ask the Premier to
review the current criteria in place under the print
management services contract to ensure local
printers, where accredited and cost-competitive, are
given preference to supply print items and services to
Victorian government departments and Victorian
police.

Alphington Bowls Club: funding
Whilst I understand the intent of appointing one print
manager for Victorian government departments, it
should not be to the detriment of local economies. I
make the point that in no way am I critical of Stream
Solutions. However, I do have grave concerns about
the implications on the many local and regional
businesses who appear to be suffering due to the
method and criteria that have been applied by the
government in this instance. My understanding of the
situation is that we are now seeing Victorian
government departments utilising print services and
supplies from outside their local regions, including
interstate suppliers.
I believe that many local printers are experiencing
difficulties in attempting to become accredited
agents, and a lack of guidance and assistance appears
to be one of the major impediments in this regard.
We have examples where local printers simply are
not being afforded the opportunity to even quote on
work within their region. It is a disgraceful situation
to hear that some Gippsland printers are suffering
significantly from business lost since June 2007, and
of course lost business equates to loss of jobs. These
are businesses that previously had enjoyed amicable
working relationships with government departments
in the Gippsland region. Some have invested
considerable time and money into resources and
equipment, ensuring quality, timely and
cost-effective services to various departments in
Gippsland.
Good fiscal management is an important aspect of
good governance, and of course expenditure
associated with print services by the Victorian
government and its departments should be
monitored. However, I have concerns with the
government’s apparent policy position that the
printer who comes in with the lowest price gets the

Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs, and it concerns the Alphington Bowls
Club, which is located in the beautiful surrounds of
Alphington Park, and the club’s need for improved
greens and facilities. I ask the minister to take action
to ensure that the club can maintain its status as a
pre-eminent community facility in Alphington. The
club has developed a proposal for the installation of a
synthetic green, sports lighting, shade structures and
improved disability access. If these changes are
made, it will have the added bonus of saving over
1 megalitre of water annually, and there will be other
savings, too, in maintenance and running costs.
The club has a well-deserved reputation as being at
the hub of the Alphington community. Its regular
Barefoot Bowls, which are held over the summer on
a Friday night, have become a feature of the
Alphington community.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Ms RICHARDSON — In response to the
minister, I must say I have spent many a barefoot
moment at the Alphington club, although really to be
able to hold my head up high perhaps in the future a
bit more practice might be warranted for me.
Nonetheless, I invite the minister to come out to the
club. I am sure the members would welcome his
twinkle toes on the greens.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member can ask for one only action.
Ms RICHARDSON — The Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs might also like to bring
his family out. The club would of course give him
and his family a warm reception. The club enjoys
links with many other local organisations in the area.

ADJOURNMENT
566

ASSEMBLY

It shares its facilities with the Fairfield Alphington
Angling Club, the Alphington Community Centre,
the local Alphington Primary School — which is an
excellent school, I must say — the Northcote United
Cricket Club, the Alphington Junior Football Club,
the South Alphington and Fairfield Civic Association
and the Darebin Parklands Association as well. The
club also opens its doors for community events,
birthdays, weddings and other social functions, but
obviously to do all this and more the club needs an
upgrade of its facilities.
I take this opportunity to congratulate members of
the board of management who have so skilfully
managed the demands that have been placed on this
club for so many years. The proposed development is
very forward thinking, and I was very pleased to give
it my support when the application went forward.
I therefore call on the minister to take action to
ensure that the Alphington Bowls Club is supported
so that it can continue to provide such excellent
facilities for the community of Alphington and
surrounds.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — The
member for Hastings raised a matter for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services seeking a judicial
inquiry. I will ensure that that matter is brought to the
attention of the minister.
The member for Albert Park raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs in relation to the lighting of the
Lagoon Reserve, Port Melbourne, and I will ensure
the minister is aware of that.
The member for Benalla raised a matter for the
Minister for Racing in relation to race meetings in
north-eastern Victoria and what he alleges to be the
downgrading of those race meetings. I will bring that
matter to the minister’s attention.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to Mercy
College in Sydney Road, Coburg, about
much-needed road improvements in that area and the
need for the minister to visit the area. I will make
sure the minister is aware of that.
The member for Doncaster raised a matter for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs in relation to violence
against women and the need for what she suggests is
a more coordinated approach to these matters, and I
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will make sure the minister is aware of that
representation.
The member for Williamstown raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in
relation to the much-needed upgrade of the
Williamstown cricket and football ground, and he
has invited the minister to both review those plans
and visit the site. I will make sure the minister is
aware of that.
The member for Malvern raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to noise
attenuation matters that pertain to the upgrade of the
Monash Freeway and CityLink, and I will make sure
the minister is aware of that request as well.
The member for Forest Hill raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the
expansion of bus services through her electorate. She
advocated for further bus improvements, and I will
make sure that the relevant minister is aware of that.
The member for Morwell raised a matter for the
Premier in relation to local procurement policies for
printing goods and services, and I will make sure the
Premier is aware of that matter.
Finally, the member for Northcote — that
well-known barefoot bowler — has raised a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs in relation to the Alphington
Bowls Club and its much-needed upgrade of greens
and disability access. The Richmond Union Bowling
Club will be taking them on any time they want. And
that is it!
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, during question time today the Premier, in
response to a question on water, used a quote from
Greg Hunt from the federal Parliament to support by
implication the government’s policy on the north–
south pipeline. That is clearly not true, and I would
like the Premier to make an explanation.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order. The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 4.38 p.m. until Tuesday,
11 March.
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Tuesday, 26 February 2008
Treasurer: second-hand motor vehicles — duty
17.

Mr WELLS to ask the Treasurer — how much duty was paid in respect of the transfer of second-hand
motor vehicles in each of 2004–05 and 2005–06.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
At the date the question was asked duty on motor vehicle transfers is collected by Vic Roads. This question is best
directed to the Minister for Roads and Ports.

Health: hospitals — operating theatre closures
140.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the closure of
Victorian hospital operating theatres due to risk of infection —
(1)

In 2006–07 —
(a) how many hospital operating theatres closed down and for what period of time was each
closed;
(b) what was the cost to Victorian tax payers for each closure.

(2)

In the case of the Sandringham Memorial Hospital, where the operating theatres were closed in
February and March 2007 due to the risk of infection, what was the cost of replacement surgical
equipment and supplies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
(a)

(2)

Whenever hospitals are conducting works (such as: building, renovations, installing or removing
equipment, maintenance) a risk assessment for patient safety is conducted. When these works are to be
conducted in patient areas, such as the operating suite, then part or all of the area is quarantined or
closed.
The measures implemented are to reduce the risk of infection or complications to patients, visitors and
staff as a result of the works.
(b) Building and maintenance works are planned and are generally conducted when hospital activity is low
(Christmas, Easter, school holidays). Hospitals flex their surgical lists and staffing levels to allow these
essential works to be conducted.
Any costs associated with replacing or re-processing consumables and surgical stocks are covered by
insurance.
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Aboriginal affairs: Shannons Way Pty Ltd
249aa.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Aboriginal 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.

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.

Local government: Shannons Way Pty Ltd
249o.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Local Government — 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:
(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.
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Aboriginal affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250af.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Aboriginal 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 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 a contract for public tender as the total cost was below the public tender
threshold under the VGPB policy guidelines.

Community services: Growth Solutions Group
250m.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Community Services — 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 departmental divisions responsible to the Minister for Community Services
with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000:
(1)

The department did not enter into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group in my area of portfolio
responsibilities.

Local government: Growth Solutions Group
250r.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Local Government — with reference to
contracts entered into by the Minister’s department with Growth Solutions Group since 1 January
2000 —
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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:
(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 a contract for public tender as the total cost was below the public tender
threshold under the VGPB policy guidelines.

Mental health: Growth Solutions Group
250s.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Mental 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 departmental divisions responsible to the Minister for Mental Health with
Growth Solutions Group since 1 January 2000:
(1)

The department did not enter into any contracts with Growth Solutions Group in my area of portfolio
responsibilities.

Environment and climate change: alpine accommodation
254.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Community Development (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — with reference to the Minister’s use of alpine accommodation at Falls Creeks, Lake
Mountain, Mt Baw Baw, Mt Buller, Mt Stirling and Mt Hotham —
(1)

What was the total number of occasions and the total number of days the Minister stayed free of
charge in accommodation, providing the name of the accommodation for each instance, in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
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(e) 2007.
Did the Minister receive any meals, alcohol, ski passes, ski lift passes or ski hire free of charge; if
so, what was received in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
(e) 2007.
How many times did the Minister stay free of charge with his staff in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
(e) 2007.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have not stayed at any of the above accommodation facilities in my capacity as Minister for Environment and
Climate Change.

Environment and climate change: state and national park accommodation
255.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Community Development (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — with reference to the Minister’s use of accommodation in State and National
Parks —
(1)

(2)

(3)

What is the total number of occasions and days the Minister has stayed free of charge in any State
or National Park region in Victoria, in each case providing the name of the accommodation and
the Park, in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
(e) 2007.
Did the Minister receive any meals or alcohol free of charge; if so, what was received in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
(e) 2007.
How many times did the Minister stay free of charge in accommodation in State and National
Park regions with his staff in —
(a) 2003;
(b) 2004;
(c) 2005;
(d) 2006;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that the answer to the question is as follows (1)

None

(2)

No

(3)

None

Children: Children’s Services Regulations
262.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Children with reference to the review of the
Children’s Services Regulations 1998 —
(1)
(2)

Will the review be completed by the date the current regulations are due to expire on
30 May 2008; if not, what are the reasons for the delay.
In the event of the review not being completed by 30 May 2008 will the expiration date of the
current regulations be extended.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As part of the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development’s review of the current children’s
services regulations, preparation of amendments to the enabling legislation and development of options for the new
regulations is progressing.
The Department received representations from the children’s services sector for a substantial period of consultation
following the release of draft regulations and the Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS).
It is important for individuals and organisations to have ample time to review materials, attend forums and respond
to the RIS and draft regulations.
I have therefore decided that the period of the current regulations should be extended to May 2009 to allow for a
more substantial consultation with the sector and I have advised peak bodies accordingly.
The outcome of the recent Federal election has brought new opportunities for greater coordination between the
State and Commonwealth Governments in children’s services. The proposed extension of the current regulations
also recognises the need to work closely with the new Commonwealth Government to ensure the minimum
standards outlined in Victoria’s regulations complement the proposed quality improvement measures of the Child
Care Quality Assurance system.

Public transport: Connex — public information display systems
272.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference Connex Public Information
Display (PID) systems —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Since what date have the three PIDs on platform three at Richmond Station been defective.
When will the three defective PIDs on platform three at Richmond Station be replaced with the
new design which shows the next two trains due to arrive on the platform.
What is the cost of a new design PID.
As at 18 July 2007 how many old-style PIDs were installed at —
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(a) Flinders Street Station platforms 1 to 13;
(b) Southern Cross Station platforms 9 to 14;
(c) North Melbourne Station platforms 1 to 6;
(d) Flagstaff Station platforms 1 to 4;
(e) Melbourne Central Station platforms 1 to 4;
(f) Parliament Station platforms 1 to 4;
(g) Richmond Station platforms 1 to 10.
As at 18 July 2007 how many new design PIDs were installed at —
(a) Flinders Street Station platforms 1 to 13;
(b) Southern Cross Station platforms 9 to 14;
(c) North Melbourne Station platforms 1 to 6;
(d) Flagstaff Station platforms 1 to 4;
(e) Melbourne Central Station platforms 1 to 4;
(f) Parliament Station platforms 1 to 4;
(g) Richmond Station platforms 1 to 10.
In what month and year will each platform that currently has older-style PIDs receive the new
design.
What amount was spent in 2006–07 for replacement of the older-style PIDs with the new design
of PIDs.
What amount has been allocated in 2007–08 for replacement of the older-style PIDs with the new
design.
Will the program of installation of new design PIDs be complete by 30 June 2008; if not, how
many older-style PIDs will still require replacement at that date.
What is the font size used on the older-style PIDs for listing the —
(a) train terminating station;
(b) individual station stopping conditions.
What is the font size used on the new design PIDs for listing the —
(a) train terminating station;
(b) individual station stopping conditions.
What testing was done on the visibility of the new design PIDs for outdoor installations at —
(a) Flinders Street Station;
(b) Richmond Station;
(c) North Melbourne Station.
How does the visibility of new design PIDs compare with the older-style PIDs in strong summer
sun at —
(a) Flinders Street Station;
(b) Richmond Station;
(c) North Melbourne Station.
How does the visibility of new screens compare with the older-style in weaker winter sun at —
(a) Flinders Street Station;
(b) Richmond Station;
(c) North Melbourne Station.

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

Connex has advised that this information is not readily available and would require an unnecessary diversion
of resources to answer.

(2)

All PID TV screen platform monitors at Richmond are currently working as intended. Richmond Station is
currently being scoped for a potential PID upgrade program.

(3)

There are several types of PIDs currently used. The new back to back PID monitors at Flinders Street
Railway Station cost approximately $30,000.

(4)

Connex has advised that the requested information is not readily available and manual interrogation of the
data to respond to the question would require an unnecessary diversion of resources.

(5)

Connex has advised that the requested information is not readily available and manual interrogation of the
data to respond to the question would require an unnecessary diversion of resources.

(6)

The PID upgrade program at Flinders Street Railway Station was completed in September 2007. It is
currently intended that all metropolitan PIDs at Southern Cross Station will also be in operation by the end of
December 2007. The PIDs on the regional platforms have been operating for sometime. All platform PIDs at
North Melbourne Railway Station will be upgraded as part of the North Melbourne Station Redevelopment
which is scheduled to be completed in 2010. No further information is available at this time.

(7)

$2.86 million was spent in the 2006/07 financial year on the PID upgrade at Flinders Street Station.

(8)

$1.1 million has been allocated in 2007/08 for replacement of older style PIDs.

(9)

Refer to response (6).

(10) As there are a number of different PID monitors used throughout the network, the question has been
interpreted as referring to the traditional platform monitors at Flinders Street Railway Station.
(a)
(b)

30mm font size for train terminating station
15mm font size for individual station stopping conditions

(11) The font size of the new design PIDs at Flinders Street Railway Station is:
(a)
(b)

40mm for train terminating station
20mm for individual station stopping conditions

(12) The new PID screens at Flinders Street Station have been thoroughly tested for a range of outdoor conditions
and are compliant with Disability Discrimination Act requirements. New PIDs have not yet been chosen for
North Melbourne or Richmond stations.
(13) I am advised that visibility and clarity of the new screens at Flinders Street Station will be greatly improved in
all light conditions.
(14) Refer to response (13).

Health: individual patient care plans
357.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Health with reference to individual care plans —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What are the guidelines for requiring hospitals to prepare individual care plans for senior
Victorians aged 65 and over.
What percentage of senior patients obtain an individual care plan upon being discharged from
hospital.
What follow up procedures are put in place upon the patient being discharged from hospital.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are a number of programs in place that facilitate and support the development of care plans for older
people who require them:
–
–
–
–

The Victorian Service Coordination Practice Manual outlines practice standards for care planning
Aged Care Assessment Services
The Hospital Admission Risk Program - Chronic Disease Management (HARP-CDM)
The Australian Council for Health Care Standards.

(2)

It is not practicable to determine the percentage of senior patients who obtain a care plan as not all people
over 65 years have complex care needs.

(3)

Follow up procedures, which are put in place following discharge from hospital, are identified through the
discharge planning process. Patients who are identified as requiring further support and services upon
discharge, will be assessed by a multidisciplinary team. A discharge plan may include Post Acute Care
services, Sub-acute Ambulatory Care Services, Transition Care, or Home and Community Care Services.

Roads and ports: Nepean Highway–Bay Road–Karen Street, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
375.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the red
light cameras monitoring right hand turns at the intersection of Nepean Highway, Bay Road and Karen
Street —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Were any or all of the red light cameras at the intersection serviced immediately following the
publication of complaints.
Were any irregularities identified with the intersection’s cameras.
Were any changes made to the sequencing of any of the cameras when serviced.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Department of Justice is responsible for the operation of red light cameras. As such, this question would be
more appropriately answered by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Community services: aged-care service delivery
426a.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services — in relation to aged care direct
service delivery — for each of 2002–03, 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06, 2006–07 and 2007–08 what is
the detailed financial breakdown of —
(1)
(2)

(3)

The total budget for aged care and Senior Victorians.
Geriatric care in total and for —
(a) inpatient geriatric evaluation and management;
(b) inpatient geriatric respite;
(c) continence clinic;
(d) cognitive, dementia and memory clinics.
Rehabilitation in total and for —
(a) inpatient rehabilitation;
(b) community rehabilitation centres.
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Palliative care in total and for —
(a) inpatient hospice care;
(b) community palliative care.
Assessment services and home community care assessments.
Independent living in total and for —
(a) VICPAC personal alarms;
(b) delivered meals through home and community care;
(c) personal care;
(d) property maintenance;
(e) flexible service response.
Social support in total and for —
(a) day centres;
(b) social support services that come under the home and community care program.
Respite in total and for respite delivered under the —
(a) home and community care program;
(b) carers program.
Complex community care in total and for —
(a) linkages packages;
(b) the acquired brain injury program.
Nursing and allied health in total and for —
(a) home and community care;
(b) non-home and community care;
(c) low cost eye scheme.
Prevention and promotion in total and for —
(a) fall prevention;
(b) elder abuse prevention;
(c) seniors card;
(d) seniors week;
(e) community grants;
(f) other promotional or preventative initiatives.
Training, research and development programs, individually itemised.
An itemised list of programs or initiatives, other than those in (1)–(12), funded by the Department
of Planning and Community Development and the Department of Human Services for aged care
services and senior Victorians.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Total budgets for Aged Care and Senior Victorians, as shown in BP3 are:
Aged Care (Aged and Home Care Output and Small Rural Services Outputs)

$1021.6m

Seniors and Veterans Output
(Note: includes veterans which is not part of Senior Victorians portfolio)

$11.2m

Further budget details about Aged Care and Senior Victorians is available in the 2007-08 Service Delivery
BP3.
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(2) – (13)
The information requested is not in recognised program budget areas for direct service delivery only.

Senior Victorians: aged-care service delivery
426b.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians — in relation to aged care direct service
delivery — for each of 2002–03, 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06, 2006–07 and 2007–08 what is the
detailed financial breakdown of —
(1)
(2)

The total budget for aged care and Senior Victorians.
Geriatric care in total and for —
(a) inpatient geriatric evaluation and management;
(b) inpatient geriatric respite;
(c) continence clinic;
(d) cognitive, dementia and memory clinics.
(3) Rehabilitation in total and for —
(a) inpatient rehabilitation;
(b) community rehabilitation centres.
(4) Palliative care in total and for —
(a) inpatient hospice care;
(b) community palliative care.
(5) Assessment services and home community care assessments.
(6) Independent living in total and for —
(a) VICPAC personal alarms;
(b) delivered meals through home and community care;
(c) personal care;
(d) property maintenance;
(e) flexible service response.
(7) Social support in total and for —
(a) day centres;
(b) social support services that come under the home and community care program.
(8) Respite in total and for respite delivered under the —
(a) home and community care program;
(b) carers program.
(9) Complex community care in total and for —
(a) linkages packages;
(b) the acquired brain injury program.
(10) Nursing and allied health in total and for —
(a) home and community care;
(b) non-home and community care;
(c) low cost eye scheme.
(11) Prevention and promotion in total and for —
(a) fall prevention;
(b) elder abuse prevention;
(c) seniors card;
(d) seniors week;
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(e) community grants;
(f) other promotional or preventative initiatives.
(12) Training, research and development programs, individually itemised.
(13) An itemised list of programs or initiatives, other than those in (1)–(12), funded by the Department
of Planning and Community Development and the Department of Human Services for aged care
services and senior Victorians.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Total budgets for Aged Care and Senior Victorians, as shown in BP3 are:
Aged Care (Aged and Home Care Output and Small Rural Services Outputs)

$1021.6m

Seniors and Veterans Output
(Note: includes veterans which is not part of Senior Victorians portfolio)

$11.2m

Further budget details about Aged Care and Senior Victorians is available in the 2007-08 Service Delivery
BP3.
(2) – (13)
The information requested is not in recognised program budget areas for direct service delivery only.

Treasurer: Land Tax Hardship Relief Board — entertainment expenses
456.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer with reference to the Land Tax Hardship Relief Board’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:
No entertainment expenses were incurred by the Land Tax Hardship Relief Board in 2006-2007.

Treasurer: second-hand motor vehicles — duty
462.

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 the transfer of second-hand motor vehicles in
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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At the date the question was asked duty on motor vehicle transfers is collected by Vic Roads. This question is best
directed to the Minister for Roads and Ports.

Treasurer: property transfers — duty
464.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — in 2006–07 —
(1)
(2)

(3)

On how many property transfers was duty paid.
How many property transfers had values for duty of —
(a) up to $20,000;
(b) $20,001–$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.
What was the aggregate amount of duty paid in respect of transfers with property values of —
(a) up to $20,000;
(b) $20,001–$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 167,105 property transfers in 2006-07.

(2)

SRO data is not published in the requested ranges.

(3)

SRO data is not published in the requested ranges.

Skills and workforce participation: workforce participation partnership program
471.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation with reference to the
Workforce Participation Partnership Program —
(1)
(2)
(a)
(b)
(3)
(a)

Against what criteria are program grants assessed.
Has the program been considered a success; —
if so, will it continue in 2007–08;
if not, what has the Government identified from the program’s failure.
Will the program continue in 2007–08 as an ongoing program; —
if so, will previously participating organisation have their funding continued.
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if not, what further criteria need to be met before the Government can determine the success of the
program.
How much money will be allocated to the program in 2007–08.
Will previously participating organisations have their funding renewed and when will they be
advised.
Will previously participating organisations be advised if their funding is not renewed.
Will previously participating organisations be able to re-apply for funding under the new program
if their funding is not renewed.
When will previously participating organisations be invited to re-apply for funding.
How many organisations were funded by the program.
How many people were registered with organisations funded by the program.
How many people who registered with organisations funded by the program gained employment.
How many people who gained employment through organisations funded by the program
maintained employment for more than four months.
How many organisations focused on providing employment services to newly arrived migrants
were funded by the program.
How many newly arrived migrants were registered with organisations that were focused on
providing employment services to newly arrived migrants.
How many newly arrived migrants who registered with organisations that were focused on
providing employment services to newly arrived migrants gained employment.
How many newly arrived migrants registered through organisations that were focused on
providing employment services to newly arrived migrants maintained employment for more than
four months.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Against what criteria are program grants assessed?
The guidelines for assessment are published on the website: www.employment.vic.gov.au.

(2)

Has the program been considered a success?
The program has been very successful with 112 approved projects involving over 1,500 individual private
employers. Over 3,000 sustainable employment outcomes have been achieved to date.
(a)

(3)

if so, will it continue in 2007–08?
yes
(b) if not, what has the Government identified from the program’s failure.
Not applicable
Will the program continue in 2007–08 as an ongoing program?
The program will continue in 2007-08.
(a)

if so, will previously participating organisations have their funding continued.
WPP supports development of local partnerships which link employers and disadvantaged jobseekers.
Funded organisations are contracted to achieve a specified number of employment outcomes. Further
funding is subject to available funding and a competitive application process. Previously participating
organisations are eligible to apply.
(b) if not, what further criteria need to be met before the Government can determine the success of
the program.
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Not applicable.
How much money will be allocated to the program in 2007–08.
A further $5 million has been allocated to the program in 2007-08.

(5)

Will previously participating organisations have their funding renewed and when will they be advised.
Organisations are contracted to achieve a specified number of employment outcomes. Further funding is
subject to available funding and a competitive application process. Previously funded organisations are
eligible to apply.

(6)

Will previously participating organisations be advised if their funding is not renewed.
Organisations will be advised if their application for further funding is not successful.

(7)

Will previously participating organisations be able to re-apply for funding under the new program if
their funding is not renewed.
All previously participating organisations are able to submit a new application for funding in accordance with
the program guidelines.

(8)

When will previously participating organisations be invited to re-apply for funding.
Previously participating organisations were advised of the opportunity to submit a new funding application in
December 2007.

(9)

How many organisations were funded by the program.
As at 1 January 2008, 85 organisations were funded for 112 projects.

(10) How many people were registered with organisations funded by the program.
As at 1 January 08, over 9,800 participants were registered.
(11) How many people who registered with organisations funded by the program gained employment.
As at 1 January 2008, over 4,000 participants have been placed into employment.
(12) How many people who gained employment through organisations funded by the program maintained
employment for more than four months.
As at 1 January 2008, over 3,000 participants have maintained employment for 16 or more weeks.
(13) How many organisations focused on providing employment services to newly arrived migrants were
funded by the program.
The Workforce Participation Program guidelines combine recently arrived migrants and refugees with other
Culturally and Linguistically Diverse (CALD) groups. The number of organisations funded by the program
providing employment services to these groups is 57.
(14) How many newly arrived migrants were registered with organisations that were focused on providing
employment services to newly arrived migrants.
As at 1 January 2008, over 2000 recently arrived migrant participants have been registered with an
organisation targeting CALD groups.
(15) How many newly arrived migrants who registered with organisations that were focused on providing
employment services to newly arrived migrants gained employment.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
582

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 26 February 2008

As at 1 January 2008, over 1,000 recently arrived migrant participants registered with an organisation
targeting CALD groups were placed into employment.
(16) How many newly arrived migrants registered through organisations that were focused on providing
employment services to newly arrived migrants maintained employment for more than four months.
As at 1 January 2008, over 800 recently arrived migrant participants were employed for 16 weeks or more
through an organisation targeting CALD groups.

Community services: mental illness services — youth facilities
477.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to services for
inmates with a mental illness at Melbourne Youth Remand Centre, Parkville Youth Remand Centre and
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

What is the current inmate population at each centre.
What procedures are in place to screen new inmates to see if they suffer from a mental illness.
How many inmates at each of these facilities suffer from a mental illness.
What specific services are available for inmates with a mental illness at each centre.
What state funding was allocated to each specific service for inmates with a mental illness at each
centre in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07;
(h) 2007–08 to date.
What procedures are in place to link prisoners with a mental illness to relevant treatment upon
their release.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

As at 1 November 2007, the client populations at each of the centres were as follows:
– Melbourne Youth Justice Centre:
– Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre:
– Parkville Youth Residential Centre:

62
85
16

(2)

A comprehensive health assessment is completed for each young person by a qualified health practitioner.

(3)

Latest research indicates approximately one in five Victorians are likely to have a mental illness.

(4)

The focus of custodial health services is the improvement of the health of the youth justice client group
through the provision of a comprehensive range of services. A full range of mental health services is provided
at all centres, including assessment, medical treatment and medication by psychiatrist or general practitioner,
and counselling for psychological needs. The development of behaviour plans, in consultation with health
staff, ensure a consistent approach and response to behaviour associated with mental illness.
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(5)

The overall budget for youth justice health services is established in such a way as to ensure the most
integrated approach to health services and to allow for flexibility of service provision.

(6)

Extensive transition and exit planning occurs for each young person in custody; this allows for case
management of the client during their stay in custody and plans for their release into the community. With the
input of youth justice staff, a comprehensive health discharge plan is developed, ensuring linkage and referral
to community services appropriate for their health needs, including ongoing mental health treatment.

Community services: drug and alcohol services — youth facilities
478.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to services for
inmates with a drug or alcohol problem at Melbourne Youth Remand Centre, Parkville Youth Remand
Centre and Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)
(8)

What procedures are in place to screen new inmates to see if they suffer from a drug or alcohol
problem.
How often does each centre drug test inmates and on what grounds, such as on admission,
randomly or post-incident.
What type of sample is taken when inmates are tested for drug or alcohol use at each centre, such
as urine, saliva or blood.
What drugs or other substances are inmates at each centre tested for.
How many drug tests of inmates were taken in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
How many drug tests of inmates returned a positive result in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
What specific services are available for inmates with a drug and alcohol problem.
What state funding was allocated to each specific service for inmates with drug or alcohol
problems at each centre in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07;
(h) 2007–08.
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What procedures are in place to link inmates with a drug or alcohol problem to relevant treatment
upon their release.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A comprehensive health assessment is completed for each young person by a qualified health practitioner.

(2)

Assessment of the various drug and alcohol health issues faced by clients are conducted upon admission and
as required.

(3)

The type of samples required for drug tests are dependent on individual circumstances, the purpose of the test
and the substance being tested for.

(4)

Assessment of the various drug and alcohol health issues faced by clients are conducted upon admission and
as required.

(5)

Detailed information about drug test histories is not available.

(6)

Detailed information about drug test histories is not available.

(7)

A range of alcohol and other drug services are routinely provided at each of the three youth justice centres,
including:
– Health promotion and education programs;
– Alcohol and other drug counselling and treatment services; and
– Referrals to community based alcohol and other drug treatment agencies to ensure ongoing treatment.

(8)

The focus of custodial health services is the improvement of the health of the youth justice client group
through the provision of a comprehensive range of services. The budget allows for a range of drug and
alcohol services, mental health, and primary health services.

(9)

Extensive transition and exit planning occurs for each young person in custody. A comprehensive health
discharge plan is developed, ensuring linkage and referral to community services appropriate for their health
needs, including ongoing alcohol and other drug treatment.

Health: hospital beds
483.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health — how many of the total 145,214 patients admitted to a
hospital bed from an emergency department between July 2006 to December 2006 were admitted
within eight hours.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total number of patients admitted to a hospital bed from an emergency department from July to
December 2006 was 145,224. The number admitted within 8 hours was 105,317.

Health: private hospital funding
484.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health — between 1999 and 2007 to date what has been the
level of Government funding provided to each private hospital and private hospital group and for what
purpose on both a yearly and quarterly basis.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In terms of the financial data requested, this information is not routinely collated in the format requested and
to provide these details would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department's resources.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission
490.

Mr KOTSIRAS to ask the Minister for Multicultural Affairs — what are the details of the decrease in
funding to the Victorian Multicultural Commission as part of Labor’s Financial Statement savings
for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2007–08.
2008–09.
2009–10.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As committed in the Government’s 2006 election policy statement Promoting Diversity: Strengthening
Multiculturalism in Victoria and in Labor’s Financial Statement, savings from the multicultural affairs portfolio
were made from the 2007-08 financial year. This saving is being returned to the community in the form of
additional grants, as was announced in the policy statement and subsequently in the 2007-08 State Budget.
Taking into account the other commitments pledged for the multicultural affairs portfolio, including in the 2007-08
State Budget, the overarching budget for the Victorian Multicultural Commission has actually increased from
$9,324,000 in 2006-07 to:
– $10,508,000 in 2007-08;
– $13,686,000 in 2008-09; and
– $12,426,000 in 2009-10.

Roads and ports: Wellington Road, Rowville — maintenance
530.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the uneven surface
of the southern section of Wellington Road, Rowville —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Has VicRoads scheduled repairs to the section of road in the vicinity of Nos 1059–63; if so,
when will they be carried out.
How many road repairs are considered to be of greater priority than repairs to the section of road
in the vicinity of Nos 1059–63.
Given that the road was constructed within the last 12 months, why are large repairs necessary.
Was the initial construction work carried out incorrectly.
Was the initial design work carried out incorrectly.
Was a repair/maintenance clause compelling the construction company to repair faults arising
from road use negotiated as part of the original duplication contract.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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The Contractor will repair the damaged surfacing in late January 2008, as the 24 month Contract Defects Liability
Period requires the construction company to undertake the necessary road repairs.
The pavement was constructed correctly and was designed in accordance with relevant procedures, standards and
guidelines.

Public transport: Metlink advertising campaign
545.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the
Metlink Better Way advertising campaign —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the total cost of the campaign.
On what date was the contract for the campaign signed.
Who produced the campaign and for what amount.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The total cost to date for the “A Better Way” campaign is $763,000. This figure includes both the cost to produce
the television, radio, print, outdoor and online advertisements, as well as the media buy.
Metlink retains the services of advertising company Marmalade Melbourne Pty Ltd (Marmalade) in relation to all
its advertising. Marmalade produced the “A Better Way” campaign. There was no separate contract signed for the
“A Better Way” campaign.

Community development: save energy campaign
546.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Community Development (for the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change) — with reference to the Save Energy television advertising
campaign —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the total cost of the campaign.
On what date was the contract for the campaign signed.
Who produced the campaign and for what amount.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total cost of the Victorian Government’s Energy Savings (black balloons) campaign is $3,738,423.00

(2)

The contract for the Victorian Government’s Energy Savings (black balloons) campaign was signed on 9
October 2006.

(3)

George Patterson Y&R (GPY&R) produced the Energy Savings (black balloons) campaign and have
received payment of $560,667.67.

Public transport: rail — syringes
565.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — between 1 January 2007 and 31 October
2007 —
(1)

Did Connex or V/Line cleaners or other staff sustain any needlestick injuries from handling
syringes; if so —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

(2)

(3)

(4)

on how many occasions were injuries sustained;
at what depot did the cleaners or other staff sustain injury;
on what date was each injury sustained;
was any sick or other leave taken as a result of each injury; if so, how much;
what was the cause of each injury;
have any changes been made to handling of syringes by cleaners or other staff as a result;
have any claims been submitted to WorkCover;
have any claims been accepted by WorkCover; if so, how many and what arrangements
have been made for the employee or employees concerned.
Have any complaints been made by Connex or V/Line passengers or staff regarding discarded
syringes on trains; if so —
(a) how many complaints were made to each operator;
(b) on what lines were the trains that were the subject of the complaints.
How many syringes were estimated to have been emptied from Connex —
(a) on-train disposal bins;
(b) platform or platform toilet disposal bins.
How many syringes were estimated to have been emptied from V/Line —
(a) on-train disposal bins;
(b) platform or platform toilet disposal bins.

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

Neither, Connex or V/Line staff/cleaners sustained any needle stick injuries between 1 January 2007 and 31
October 2007.

(2)

Complaints from Connex or V/Line passengers or staff regarding discarded syringes on trains between 1
January 2007 and 31 October 2007 were:

how many complaints were made to
each operator
on what lines were the trains that were
the subject of the complaints
(3)

Connex
Two complaints

V/Line
One complaint

Frankston Line and
Sandringham Line

Eastern Line
(Traralgon corridor)

Syringes estimated to have been emptied from Connex:
(a)

(4)

on-train disposal bins
No records are kept on the number of syringes removed from trains.
(b) platform or platform toilet disposal bins.
No records are kept on the number of syringes removed from platform or platform toilet disposal bins.
Syringes estimated to have been emptied from V/Line:
(a)
(b)

on-train disposal bins and
platform or platform toilet disposal bins.
No records are kept on the number of syringes removed from trains, platforms or platform toilet
disposal bins.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
588

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 26 February 2008

Roads and ports: Victoria–King streets, East Doncaster — traffic lights
603.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports — what is the final total cost of the
installation of traffic lights at the corner of Victoria Street and King Street, East Doncaster.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
In June 2006, the then Minister for Transport announced that $600,000 would be invested to install traffic signals at
this intersection. The final cost of the project was within this budget allocation.

Health: Frankston Hospital — maternity services
614.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health —
(1)
(2)

Will the Frankston Hillview maternity ward and the Frankston maternity ward be merged.
Does the Government have plans to reduce the number of midwives employed at the Frankston
Hillview maternity ward, and Frankston maternity ward; if so, what are the details for each
facility.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Peninsula Health has committed to maintain the Hillview model of maternity care and to extend this model to
women who utilise Peninsula Health maternity services.

(2)

There are no plans to reduce the number of midwives employed at Peninsula Health.

Attorney-General: magistrates — appointment
619.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Attorney-General — what are the names of each panel
member who has presided over the recommendation of magistrates for the appointment rounds in each
year between 2000 and 2007 inclusive.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
For the period 1 January 2000 to 20 November 2007 membership of the selection panels for Magistrates has varied.
Included below is a list of those persons who have at one time or another been on the selection panel during this
period. The list includes position titles at the time of each person's membership of the selection panel:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Michael Adams QC, Chief Magistrate;
Jennifer Coate, Deputy Chief Magistrate;
Professor Peter Sallman, Crown Counsel;
Fiona Hanlon, Deputy Secretary Legal, Department of Justice;
Brian Barrow, Acting Chief Magistrate;
Ian Gray, Chief Magistrate;
Elizabeth Eldridge, Deputy Secretary Legal, Department of Justice;
Karen Cleave, Director, Office of Departmental Services, Department of Education & Training;
Colleen Pearce, Director, Victims Support Agency;
John Griffin, Executive Director, Courts;
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– Gabrielle Levine, Director, Court Services;
– Roslyn Kelleher, Executive Director, Strategic Projects & Planning; and
– Lyn Slade, Chief Executive Officer, Judicial College of Victoria.
For the selection of the Magistrate for the Neighbourhood Justice Centre, the selection committee also comprised
two members of the Neighbourhood Justice Centre Community Liaison Committee.

Attorney-General: training
620.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Attorney-General with reference to media presentation
training, communications training or public presentation training provided to the Attorney-General
between 1 July 2007 and 20 November 2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What training has the Attorney-General 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 advised that:
No expenses were incurred for training for the Attorney-General between 1 July 2007 and 20 November 2007.

Public transport: railway land — rubbish
627.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to complaints made about
accumulated rubbish between railway stations on VicTrack land leased to Connex Melbourne between
1 January 2007 and 20 October 2007 —
(1)

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many complaints were received by —
(a) Metlink Melbourne;
(b) Connex Melbourne;
(c) the Department of Infrastructure’s 1800 help line;
(d) the Public Transport Ombudsman;
(e) the Department of Infrastructure via letters or emails;
(f) the Minister for Public Transport;
At what location was each complaint in regard to.
How many complaints were assessed as possible safety risks, such as a supermarket trolley that
had been pushed onto a railway line.
What action did Connex Melbourne or its subcontractors take as a result of any complaints.
Is removal of rubbish that does not pose a safety risk between stations or in the station pits limited
to when Mainco Melbourne undertakes reballasting, resleepering or station pit cleaning of
metropolitan rail tracks.

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

Metlink is unable to provide the specific data requested as it only reports on an industry wide basis.
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Connex Melbourne received 229 complaints.
Department of Infrastructure’s 1800 help line received no complaints.
The Public Transport Ombudsman received one complaint.
Letters and emails received by the Department of Infrastructure (DOI) are not recorded to a level that
would readily identify complaints made about accumulated rubbish between railway stations.
Letters and emails received by the Minister for Public Transport are not recorded to a level that would
readily identify complaints made about accumulated rubbish between railway stations.

(2)

The complaint received by the Public Transport Ombudsman related to the Broadmeadows Line. Complaints
received by Connex related to various locations throughout the system.

(3)

Four complaints received were assessed as possible safety risks.

(4)

Rubbish was removed within 24 hours by Mainco track staff

(5)

No. Connex are required to the remove all potentially hazardous rubbish within 2 days of notification and
dumped rubbish which adversely impacts the visual amenity of nearby residents within 14 days.

Community services: psychogeriatric services
628.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to psychogeriatric
services —
(1)

(2)
(3)

What amount of funding have these services received in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2004–05;
(c) 2005–06;
(d) 2006–07;
(e) 2007–08.
What programs and services are the 2007–08 psychogeriatric funds allocated to.
How will the Minister address the growing demand for psychogeriatric services.

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/.
Names and locations of services can be found on the mental health web site:
http://www.health.vic.gov.au/mentalhealth/services/index.htm.
The Victorian Government has commenced the development of a Planning Framework for Specialist Aged
Persons Mental Health to consider service needs for the next ten years.

Public transport: Skybus
631.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the Skybus service —
(1)
(2)

What percentage of revenue does the Government take from passenger fares collected on the
Skybus route, providing increments if it is a sliding scale.
How many tickets issued by Skybus —
(a) in 2006–07 were —
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(i) adult single;
(ii) adult return;
(iii) family 1 single;
(iv) family 1 return;
(v) family 2 single;
(vi) family 2 return;
(vii) weekly tickets.
(b) between 1 July 2007 and 30 September 2007 were —
(i) adult single;
(ii) adult return;
(iii) family 1 single;
(iv) family 1 return;
(v) family 2 single;
(vi) family 2 return;
(vii) weekly tickets.
(3) How many single journey trips were made on Skybus —
(a) in 2006–07;
(b) between 1 July 2007 and 30 September 2007.
(4) What months are typically the six busiest for Skybus, from highest to lowest.
(5) What month has had the highest patronage and how many single trips were taken during it.
(6) Will Skybus offer a five or 7.5 minute frequency seven days a week or on Mondays, Thursdays,
Fridays and Saturdays once Tiger Airways commences operations; if not, when will service
frequency enhancements occur.
(7) What percentage of current Skybus users have to stand.
(8) What is the —
(a) seated capacity of the Skybus coaches;
(b) seated plus standee capacity of the Skybus coaches.
(9) Have there been any claims for injuries sustained on Skybus services since 1 January 2006 lodged
against —
(a) the Department of Infrastructure; if so —
(i) how many;
(ii) on what dates did each alleged incident occur;
(iii) were any as a result of people standing up whilst travelling;
(b) Skybus; if so —
(i) how many;
(ii) on what dates did each alleged incident occur;
(iii) were any as a result of people standing up whilst travelling;
(c) other parties; if so —
(i) how many;
(ii) on what dates did each alleged incident occur;
(iii) were any as a result of people standing up whilst travelling.
(10) What is the projected percentage growth rate, if any, for the Melbourne Airport–Southern Cross
route in —
(a) 2007–08;
(b) 2008–09.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

Under the provisions of the Public Transport Competition Act Service Contract (the Contract) the revenue to
the Government depends upon the total Skybus revenue throughout any given financial year.

(2-3) The Contract does not require Skybus to report on ticket sales or single journey trips. The Department of
Infrastructure (DOI) does not have the data to respond to these questions.
(4)

Patronage fluctuates depending on a range of factors.

(5)

The Contract does not require Skybus to report on the number of single trips.

(6)

The Contract requires Skybus to meet minimum service level standards. DOI does not require Skybus to
increase the level of service beyond these requirements; this decision lies with Skybus.
Skybus is contractually obligated to ensure that sufficient capacity is available for each service to enable all
passengers to be properly transported.

(7)

This information is not available.

(8a,b)
–
–
–
–
–

The Skybus fleet comprises:
2 x 52 seat vehicles - seated plus standee capacity 103
8 x 45 seat vehicles - seated plus standee capacity 91
2 x 41 seat vehicles - seated plus standee capacity 67
10 x 17 seat vehicles - no standee's
1 x 22 seat vehicle - no standee's

(9a) No claims have been lodged against DOI for injuries sustained on Skybus services since 1 January 2006.
(b,c) This information is not available.
(10) DOI does not have information on the projected growth rate for the Melbourne Airport – Southern Cross
route.

Education: schools — illicit substance abuse
640.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to measures to tackle illicit
substance abuse in schools —
(1)
(2)

(3)

Are Government school teachers subject to a drug policy.
What measures are taken if a government school teacher is —
(a) caught in possession of an illicit substance;
(b) suspected to be under the influence of an illicit substance;
(c) proven to be under the influence of an illicit substance;
(d) suspected to be under the influence of alcohol;
(e) proven to be under the influence of alcohol.
Is drug testing ever used by the Department of Education in relation to drug and alcohol use by
government school teachers.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has as its paramount obligation its duty of care to
students.
Teachers in government schools are required to abide by the Code of Conduct for Victorian Public Sector
employees, the Standards for Professional Practice and Ministerial Order 165 (Conduct and Duties) which includes
clauses relating to unacceptable alcohol and drug use.
Breaches of these requirements are dealt with in accordance with the Department’s Procedures for Managing
Complaints, Unsatisfactory Performance or Serious Misconduct which provide that the principles of natural justice
must be observed. Depending on the nature and severity of the breach a range of actions is available to deal with
the matter including a reprimand, a fine or termination of employment. The Procedures require that suspected
criminal conduct be reported to the police.
The Department also has an obligation to ensure the safety and well-being of its employees and provides assistance
through its Employee Assistance Program.
The Employee Assistance Program provides a short term solution focused counselling service consisting of up to
four sessions for any work related or personal issue which may be used as part of an intervention and support for an
employee when alcohol or illicit drug use has been identified.

Public transport: rail — graffiti
681.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to exterior graffiti attacks to
Connex suburban carriages 707M, 773M, 1069T, 1649T and 1666T —
(1)
(2)

(3)

Have the carriages recently been subject to exterior graffiti attacks; if so are remnants of the
graffiti still visible.
How much did the most recent graffiti attack on each carriage cost to clean in —
(a) labour;
(b) materials.
On what date was graffiti last removed from the exterior of the carriages.

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

Yes, all have had recent external graffiti attacks. Remnants of some graffiti are still visible, but no removable
graffiti remains.

(2)
(a & b)
Graffiti tagging and outlining removal is part of normal cleaning duties, and costing is built into the
general carriage cleaning rate. As the size and type of graffiti is not known, specific costs for each of
the nominated carriages is not available.
(3)

Records show external graffiti was last removed for carriages 707M on 2/12/07, 773M on 30/11/07, 1069T
on 3/12/07, 1649T on 5/12/07 and 1666T on 5/12/07.

Roads and ports: Victoria–King streets, East Doncaster — traffic lights
715.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports — what was the final cost of works
carried out for the installation of traffic lights on the corner of Victoria Street and King Street, East
Doncaster.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The final cost of the installation of traffic signals at the intersection of Victoria Street and King Street, Doncaster
East was within the allocated budget of $600,000.

Public transport: bus route 301
718.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 301 The
Pines Shopping Centre–City (via Thompsons Road and Eastern Freeway) — in 2006–07 —
(1)

(2)

What were the patronage figures on —
(a) weekdays;
(b) weekends.
How many times was the service cancelled.

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

The patronage figures in 2006/07 for weekdays and weekends on bus Route 301 were as follows:

2006/07

(a) weekdays
320,048

(b) weekends
11,788

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2)

Information on the number of bus services cancelled is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted
bus operators provide the Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and on an
aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 304
719.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 304
City–Warrandyte (via the Eastern Freeway and Blackburn Road) — in 2006–07 —
(1)

(2)

What were the patronage figures on —
(a) weekdays;
(b) weekends.
How many times was the service cancelled.

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

The patronage figures in 2006/07 for weekdays and weekends on bus Route 304 were as follows:

2006/07

(a) weekdays
406,928

(b) weekends
25,349

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
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Information on the number of bus services cancelled is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted
bus operators provide the Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations on an aggregate
basis.

Public transport: bus route 307
720.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to bus route 307 CityMitcham (via the Eastern Freeway and Doncaster Road) — in 2006–07 —
(1)

(2)

What were the patronage figures on —
(a) weekdays;
(b) weekends.
How many times was the service cancelled.

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

The patronage figures in 2006/07 for weekdays and weekends on bus Route 307 were as follows:

2006/07

(a) weekdays
521,162

(b) weekends
44,853

Note: These figures are based on ticket validations.
(2)

Information on the number of bus services cancelled is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted
bus operators provide the Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations on an aggregate
basis.

Public transport: V/Line — Seymour line
750.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to V/Line trains on the Seymour
line delayed between Broadmeadows and Craigieburn between 1 November 2007 and 4 December
2007 —
(1)

(2)

How many trains were delayed travelling —
(a) to —
(i) Seymour local;
(ii) Albury;
(iii) Shepparton;
(b) from —
(i) Seymour local;
(ii) Albury;
(iii) Shepparton.
What was the median number of minutes delay for trains travelling —
(a) to —
(i) Seymour local;
(ii) Albury;
(iii) Shepparton;
(b) from —
(i) Seymour local;
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(ii) Albury;
(iii) Shepparton.
How many delays were attributed to Connex trains blocking the down platform at Craigieburn.
What was the median number of minutes delay for train delays attributed to Connex trains
blocking the down platform at Craigieburn.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-2) A comprehensive report on the performance, punctuality and reliability of Victoria’s public transport services
is released quarterly. Copies of Track Record can be found at www.doi.vic.gov.au/trackrecord.
A supplementary bulletin providing line-by-line punctuality and reliability information is released monthly.
(3)

Unknown – V/Line does not record this level of detail.

(4)

Unknown – V/Line does not record this level of detail.

Health: Metropolitan Ambulance Service
756.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to Key Performance Indicators (KPIs)
for the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service —
(1)
(2)

What are the specific details on the KPIs that have been agreed to with the CEO to justify the
CEO’s 19.2 per cent pay increase.
Have the CEO’s 2006–07 KPIs been met or exceeded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under the Ambulance Services Act 1986 the functions of the Board of Directors of the ambulance services include:
– appointment of the Chief Executive Officer
– determining the CEO's remuneration and terms and conditions; and
– monitoring the performance of the CEO each financial year
The Government Sector Executive Remuneration Panel sets the parameters within which the Board exercises these
functions.

Public transport: V/Line — Seymour line
758.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — on 3 December 2007 —
(1)

(2)

Did locomotive N473 for the 4.32 pm service from Southern Cross Station to Seymour dock late
at Southern Cross; if so —
(a) why;
(b) what time did it dock;
(c) did it fail at the platform when it was docked; if so, was the failure due to problems with
head end power (HEP); if not, what was the reason for the failure;
(d) was the train then cancelled.
Was the 5.10 pm service from Southern Cross Station to Seymour two Sprinter railcars coupled
together; if not, what formed the train.
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How many passengers did the 5.10 pm service from Southern Cross Station to Seymour leave
with from —
(a) Southern Cross Station;
(b) North Melbourne Station;
(c) Broadmeadows Station.
How many passengers on the 5.10 pm service from Southern Cross Station to Seymour were
estimated to be standing upon departure from —
(a) Southern Cross Station;
(b) North Melbourne Station;
(c) Broadmeadows Station.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-4) During December 2007, the Seymour line experienced a high level of reliability. 99.1 per cent of services
were operated. Of 738 services, 7 were cancelled. 86.5 per cent of services met punctuality standards. 633
services ran on time. There were 3 days of heat restrictions during the month.
During 2006-07 there were 1.15 million passenger trips on the Seymour line, a 9 per cent increase on the
previous year.
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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, 27 February 2008
Health: hospitals — infection
139.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the serious
complications and danger to life caused by infections present in Victorian hospitals —
(1)

In each of December 2006, January 2007, February 2007 and March 2007.
(a) How many cases of infection to patients have occurred at Melbourne hospitals;
(b) How many hospital operating rooms have been forced to close and for what time frames.

(2)

What procedures and protocols are followed as a result of the need to address the discovery of a
perceived or actual infection risk.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
(a)

The number of infections that have occurred at Melbourne private and public hospitals has been collated
using the Victorian Admitted Episodes Database (VAED).
The number of infections recorded for the requested months:
December 2006
January 2007
February 2007
March 2007

(b)
(2)

Infection Separations
458
420
402
496

Patient Separations
129,297
120,409
130,391
143,413

Percentage
0.35
0.35
0.31
0.34

The VAED counts the total number of infections not the total number of patients. The data from the
VAED does not distinguish infections that were acquired outside the hospital as apposed to being
acquired as a result of their hospital admission.
Aggregated infection rates for surveillance activities are publicly reported in the VICNISS annual
reports, which can be found at http://www.vicniss.org.au/.
One health service closed theatres to elective surgery as a precautionary measure in February 2007 for
seven days, due to high relative humidity levels, not as a result of hospital acquired infections.

Infection Control staff routinely assess hospitals for potential infection risks. When there is a perceived or
actual risk of infection, control measures are put in place to minimise the risk. This may include:
–
–
–
–

Modifying procedures, protocols and work practices
Engineering controls
Monitoring compliance with infection control procedures
Providing health care workers with information about personal health conditions that may place them or
patients at risk
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– Providing information/education and training to patients and health care workers
– Using appropriate personal protective equipment.
Hospital processes ensure the event or risk is communicated between infection control teams, risk managers,
hospital executive and other relevant stakeholders.

Health: hospitals — infection
141.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Health in reference to the serious infection to
a patient operated on at Sandringham Hospital on 3 March 2007 — how many cases of infection to
patients occurred at Sandringham Hospital during March 2007.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of infections that have occurred at Sandringham Hospital have been collated using the Victorian
Admitted Episodes Database (VAED). The VAED has identified that for March 2007, six patients were identified
as having infections at Sandringham Hospital. However the data from the VAED does not distinguish infections
that were acquired outside the hospital as apposed to being acquired as a result of their hospital admission.

Mental health: service access
581.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to each of the 13 Child and
Adolescent Mental Health Service Areas, 21 Adult Specialist Mental Health Service Areas and 17 Aged
Persons’ Mental Health Services Areas —
(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

How many consumers are currently registered as waiting for a service.
How many consumers were registered as waiting for a service at the beginning of —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07;
(h) 2007–08.
How many consumers attempted to gain a service but were unable to do so in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07;
(h) 2007–08.
How many consumers gained access to a service in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
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2002–03;
2003–04;
2004–05;
2005–06;
2006–07;
2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1-3) While the Department funds the provision of mental health services, operational matters are the responsibility
of the health service providers. All services provide a 24 hour triage function in order to ensure appropriate
access to services. The Department does not maintain waiting lists for mental health services.
(4)

Client and service contact information is reported in the Budget Papers and in the National Mental Health
Report. These can be found at the following addresses:
http://www.budget.vic.gov.au/
and http://www.health.gov.au/internet/wcms/publishing.nsf/content/mental-pubs-n-report05

Public transport: rail — coach replacement
675.

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

(2)
(3)

What range of rates has V/Line paid per kilometre between 1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007
for hire of —
(a) toilet equipped coaches to replace trains;
(b) non-toilet equipped coaches to replace trains.
What is a typical per kilometre rate that V/Line has paid between 1 July 2007 and 21 November
2007 for the hire of coaches to replace trains.
What is V/Line’s —
(a) budget in 2007–08 for coach hire for —
(i) scheduled track work;
(ii) unscheduled events such as locomotive failures;
(b) forecast expenditure in 2007–08 for coach hire for —
(i) scheduled track work;
(ii) unscheduled events such as locomotive failures.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1&2)
This information is commercial in confidence and disclosure of the rates paid by the operator may impede
V/Line’s ability to negotiate future arrangements.
(3)

V/Line’s:
(a)

budget in 2007–08 for coach hire for:
(i) scheduled track work
All costs associated with scheduled track work are project related. There is no budget line item
specific to coach hire for scheduled track works.
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(ii)

unscheduled events such as locomotive failures;
The current forecast / budget for road coach hire during 2007/08 financial year for unscheduled
events is $2.45m.
(b) forecast expenditure in 2007–08 for coach hire for:
(i) scheduled track work
All costs associated with scheduled track work are project related. There is no budget line item
specific to coach hire for scheduled track works.
(ii) unscheduled events such as locomotive failures;
The current forecast / budget for road coach hire during 2007/08 financial year for unscheduled
events is $2.45m.

Public transport: rail — graffiti
685.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — how many Connex services were cancelled
due to graffiti between 1 July 2007 and 22 November 2007.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
151 Connex services were cancelled between 1 July 2007 and 22 November 2007 due to graffiti.
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