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

CONDOLENCES
Keith Robert McCance
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to advise the
house of the death of Keith Robert McCance, member
of the Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of
Bennettswood from 1979 to 1982. I ask members to
rise in their places as a mark of respect to the memory
of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.
The SPEAKER — Order! I shall convey the
message of sympathy from the house to the relatives of
the late Keith Robert McCance.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling questions
I advise the house that we are operating on one clock,
and it is the one that I cannot see.

Planning: land supply
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
refer to the government’s panic land supply
announcement for Melbourne, and I ask: will the
Premier inform the house how many of the promoted
90 000 lots of land are not already owned or optioned
by developers?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The announcement that
I made last week with the Minister for Planning was
about ensuring that Melbourne can be a very successful
and prosperous city, but that Melbourne can also
maintain the quality of life and the livability for which
it is renowned.
Housing affordability is an issue right across Australia.
I am proud of the fact that in Victoria housing is more
affordable than in any other state on the eastern
seaboard, and the initiatives that I announced last week
are intended to keep it that way. The announcement last
week was essentially saying that, as of right, the 90 000
unzoned blocks of land within the urban growth
boundary will now be zoned as land suitable for
residential development as part of precinct structure
plans.

603

I am not sure of the point of the Leader of the
Opposition’s question, because under existing planning
arrangements, over a period of time those unzoned
blocks would become zoned blocks, but not enough of
them would come onto the market quickly enough to
alleviate the supply shortages or the price pressures that
we have been feeling. I expect that the majority of those
blocks are owned by developers — that is what they do;
that is what is called developing. So those blocks will
come onto the market with less regulatory cost than has
been the case in the past.
This is a good news story. The only person who has
been out there attacking our plans for a more
prosperous and livable city is the Leader of the
Opposition.

Planning: land supply
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier outline to
the house any recent initiatives the government is
taking to make Victoria the best place to live, work and
raise a family for a million more Victorians?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — That is a very good
follow-up question. The fact of the matter is that when
we released Melbourne 2030 some years ago, all of the
population projections suggested that Melbourne would
have a million extra people by 2030. The fact of the
matter is that Melbourne has been growing much more
strongly than anybody had anticipated.
The Leader of the Opposition is a bit excited about this,
because I am sure he can recall the bad old days in the
mid-90s when we were losing 40 000 people a year.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Those were the good old days,
back in the 1990s, when schools were closing, hospitals
were closing and 40 000 people a year were leaving our
state.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should not
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I have a quote from the Sunday
Age of 9 March. It says:
In the 1990s, social commentator Hugh Mackay had
Melbourne pegged as a spent force — socially, politically,
financially — declaring it would soon slump to third largest
city, pipped by Brisbane.

Fast forward 10 years and we have got Bernard Salt
suggesting that within 20 years Melbourne will be a
larger city than Sydney. The announcements last week
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were about how we continue with strong population
growth in this state, how we continue to drive
productivity improvements, how we continue to grow
sustainably and how we continue to put a focus on
Melbourne’s livability.
The changes last week were to accelerate the release of
zoned land onto the market. At the moment a developer
goes through up to four or five separate planning
approval processes. That takes up to five years, and the
additional cost of that adds between $5000 and $10 000
per block of land. The reforms last week were about
cutting out those processes and bringing zoned land
onto the market much more quickly than would
otherwise be the case. The best estimates that we have
got and the development industry has got are that this
will take $5000 to $10 000 off the price of a block of
land coming onto the market. I would have thought that
was a good news story for the state.
What will occur in the future is that there will be the
urban growth zones. The Growth Areas Authority,
working in partnership with the councils in those areas,
will prepare precinct structure plans. Those plans will
show where the housing is going, where the industrial
development is going, where the commercial zones are
going, where the schools are going, where the public
transport is going, where the preschools are going — in
other words, how the whole community is built and
constructed together. This is about building the best
possible suburbs anywhere in Australia. It is not about
the bad old days, when they were leaving in droves; it is
about catering for 1 million extra people by 2020.
Can I just say too on the issue that the combination of
increased birth rates plus the levelling of net interstate
migration so that we are not losing 40 000 people a
year, plus increased national migration, plus our
increased share of that — as one example, with skilled
migration we used to be at 17.5 per cent and now we
are at 27 per cent — all of this means that our
population is growing more rapidly than ever before.
Melbourne is adding more people than any other capital
city in Australia. With an ageing population this is a
good thing because it will increase the labour force
participation rate over time.

Tuesday, 11 March 2008

1 million extra people by 2030. We are now growing
far more rapidly than people had envisaged. We are
now the most successful of the eastern seaboard states.
This means we need to accelerate and refine the plans
we have got for Melbourne and Victoria’s growth so
that we can maintain not just our prosperity but also our
livability and sustainability.

Planning: land supply
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the government’s
panic land supply announcement for Melbourne, and I
ask: given that the Premier has promised residential
land prices will fall by up to $10 000 per lot in certain
parts of Melbourne, what commitments will the
Premier make to similarly lowering the cost of
residential lots in Geelong, Bendigo, Ballarat,
Maryborough, Ararat, Gisborne, the Latrobe Valley and
those many other communities of Victoria beyond
Melbourne and the urban growth corridors?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Again, this is a
question from the Leader of The Nationals who
opposes our plans to bring more land onto the market
and to improve housing affordability, livability and
sustainability across Melbourne and Victoria more
generally. It is a remarkable thing that the Leader of
The Nationals, who is almost single-handedly
supporting — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. I ask you to have him
answer the question that I asked him.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY — This is a plan for growth, which
is also about livability and sustainability. The Leader of
The Nationals has raised this question, and I go back to
the 1990s when schools — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — You don’t like it!
Honourable members interjecting.

Those initiatives were released last week. As I have
said, they have been very, very well received. I have
indicated that over the next few months there will be a
number of further statements by the government on
new actions that we are taking in regional Victoria, new
actions we are taking to tackle transport congestion and
new actions we are taking on preventive health, climate
change, innovation jobs and skills, farming and social
inclusion. These plans have been in place built around

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — There was a different sort of
challenge a decade ago. The challenge was that people
were leaving the state of Victoria in droves. Hospitals
were being closed, schools were being closed, country
rail lines were being closed — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is debating
the question, and I ask him not to.
Mr BRUMBY — Fast forward to 2007–08: we are
putting in place the plans for growth in Melbourne and
in our regions, including putting in place things like the
Ballarat super-pipe, which is opposed by The Nationals.
The plans we are putting in place are the right plans for
growth.
As I indicated in a speech last week, I will be
announcing further initiatives in relation to regional
Victoria which will build on the great record we have to
date of supporting regional Victoria. As I have said, all
of the big initiatives — the relocation of government
departments, the State Revenue Office, the Rural
Finance Corporation, the Transport Accident
Commission — as well as the huge investment in the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline and the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund are Labor
initiatives — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. I asked a question about
residential allotments in rural and regional Victoria. I
ask you to have him answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order of the Leader of The
Nationals at this point in time.
Mr BRUMBY — The fast rail project which was
much criticised by The Nationals has now
extraordinary patronage and is in demand by the people
of country Victoria. We have the runs on the board. We
have put in place all of the big initiatives which have
been about building confidence, and as I said in the
speech last week, there will be further announcements
this year which will build and consolidate list of
initiatives we have put into place to date.

Schools: outer suburbs
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. I refer to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the minister
detail to the house how the Brumby government is
delivering improved education services for
communities in Melbourne’s growing suburbs?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Cranbourne for his question. With
Melbourne’s population due to grow by a million
people by 2020, the Brumby government is committed
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to addressing the needs of that increasing population,
and that means recognising the needs of our outer
metropolitan communities, particularly our growing
suburbs.
At the last election the government committed to
building 20 new schools in growth areas so that
families moving out into the new suburbs would have
local schools where they were needed most. We are in
fact delivering on this commitment, and this year we
have opened three new schools and one new campus —
Pakenham Springs Primary School, Point Cook Senior
Secondary College, Epping Views Primary School and
the new Tarneit campus at Baden Powell P–9 College.
I was fortunate to visit Pakenham Springs Primary
School on the first day back at school, view the
marvellous facilities there firsthand and see the huge
difference that this commitment is making in the lives
of our young people and in the way that we are able to
facilitate their learning. Pakenham Springs Primary
School is a great school, and it also provides an
example of what the government is trying to achieve
with our new Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development in working to give our
children the best possible education and the best
possible start in life. This school has a great partnership
with the Cardinia Shire Council, and a kindergarten,
maternal health care centre and occasional child care
are also incorporated into this school.
It is the linking of those services for children and their
families that really will give our kids the very best start
in life. It will also help us to identify any additional
support services they might need and then provide
those services throughout their time in the education
system.
I am also pleased to advise the house that this Friday I
will be turning the sod for another new school, this time
Craigieburn North P–12, which is a further
demonstration that the government is fact building new
schools, — not closing them — and planning for the
growth that we anticipate in our outer metropolitan
areas.
I have announced with the Premier 11 new schools —
further additional schools — that are to be built in the
growth areas of Melbourne through public-private
partnerships. Our school building program is
demonstrating that the community can have confidence
that the Brumby Labor government is planning for the
future and that it is delivering improved and innovative
education services for our growing suburbs. This huge
anticipated population growth requires a strong
government that is looking ahead and planning for the
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needs of our community. We certainly have a strong
record in extra infrastructure in education, and that will
of course continue in the future. We have the plans, we
have the expertise and we have the commitment to
deliver for our growing communities.
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Melbourne have been more affordable and are more
affordable than those in any capital city on the eastern
seaboard. The Leader of the Opposition mentioned
VicUrban. VicUrban has released thousands of lots.
VicUrban has been out there at Lynbrook and right
throughout the suburbs with thousands of lots.

Planning: land supply
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I draw the Premier’s
attention to VicUrban Futures 2, a report on the
Victorian government’s landholding in outer suburban
growth corridors, which states:

The Leader of the Opposition still does not understand
the change that was announced last week. Under the
existing planning requirements four or five different
planning approvals are necessary, and what is being put
in place — —
Honourable members interjecting.

VicUrban is … Victoria’s largest land developer, with a
current share of some 16 per cent of the residential market in
new areas.

I ask: is it not a fact that at places such as Aurora the
government has failed for over eight years to release its
own land, adding to the acute supply shortage for
Victorian homebuyers?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think the Leader of
the Opposition still does not understand the equation in
the outer suburbs, which is that land is released based
on population forecasts. The fact is that over recent
years Melbourne’s population has been growing at well
in excess of what was forecast for a number of reasons,
as I said before: firstly, the fertility rate is up — more
women are having children; secondly, migration is up
and we are getting a bigger share of migration than we
did five years ago; and thirdly, Victoria is no longer
losing 40 000 people a year to other states, as was the
case when the Leader of the Opposition was the state
president of the Liberal Party.
We have been successful in building to cater for
Melbourne’s growth and Victoria’s growth. Last year in
Victoria we generated more jobs than were generated in
any other state in Australia. Despite the fact that we are
not a resource state, we had more building approvals
than any other state had, we had a higher school
completion rate than any other state had, we trained
more apprentices than any other state did and we
received more skilled migrants than was previously the
case — 27.5 per cent to 17.5 per cent.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. If this is his answer to
the question, we are all at sea.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The Premier was debating the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Of course the proof of the
appropriateness of the government’s policies is land
and home packages coming onto the market in

Mr BRUMBY — What I announced last week are
new arrangements which will accelerate the rate at
which zoned land comes onto the market. This will be
good in terms of affordability, it will be good in terms
of livability and it will be good in terms of
sustainability. I repeat that the only person who is out
there opposing what are sensible plans for the growth of
our city and our state is the Leader of the Opposition.

Public transport: government initiatives
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: will the
minister outline the government’s recent public
transport initiatives that will deliver on the
government’s commitment?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Brunswick for his question and
for his ongoing interest in public transport. There have
been many recent initiatives in relation to public
transport which the Brumby government is investing in.
We have seen population growth going gangbusters and
patronage growth on public transport increasing as a
result of that and also as a result of the strong economic
growth. One of the most recent strategies, which the
Premier and I announced last week, is the trial of the
Early Bird initiative, which has been fantastic. It is just
one part of the plan that we as a government have — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier! The
member for Polwarth! If the Premier and the member
for Polwarth would like to have a discussion, I ask that
they please leave the chamber. And I ask for some
cooperation from the members for Hastings and
Kilsyth.
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Ms KOSKY — I think it is worth mentioning that
growth in patronage on public transport is up on trains,
up on trams and up on buses, which is unlike the
situation in any other jurisdiction around Australia. We
have seen significant growth, which is a result of not
only population growth but also the expansion of public
transport that the Brumby government is putting in
place around Victoria. We are really pleased that there
has been such an increase in public transport patronage.
The Early Bird initiative is just one part of a whole suite
of different responses to the increase in public transport
patronage. As I have said, it is one aspect of a broad
strategy.
What will Early Bird deliver? It is estimated that it will
shift at least 2400 commuters from the post-7.00 a.m.
peak services. This is the equivalent of providing three
additional six-carriage trains in the peak period. It is a
terrific initiative that has been taken up by many
commuters during the trial, and we expect to see that
expand. Commuters can save up to 50 per cent of their
fares using Early Bird, and for someone who uses a
zone 1–2 ticket, that is a saving of over $1200 a year —
that is, $1200 in their pocket to spend on other things
they need for their family.
Early Bird is not the only strategy that we are putting in
place. We are also putting in place a whole range of
other strategies for the important peak period — for
instance, the 401 bus from North Melbourne to the
university precinct. This means that commuters who
travel on the Sydenham, Werribee, Craigieburn and
Upfield lines and are heading to the university, the
Royal Women’s Hospital or the Royal Melbourne
Hospital will be able to hop off at North Melbourne and
use the 401 bus service, which runs every 3 minutes
during peak times. Previously some passengers have
had to backtrack to these locations and take the tram up
Swanston Street, so the service not only caters for those
commuters but also relieves some of the pressure on the
train from North Melbourne to the city. I will have
more to say on this when we get the early results on the
number of commuters who are using the bus service. It
saves commuters time and also frees up space, and I
understand it has been very successful to date.
Also part of the plan are additional buses. Since
September 2006 we have put in place 66 bus routes to
improve existing services. That means 4600 additional
services across Melbourne every week. The people who
are using those services are incredibly happy, which is
one of the reasons bus patronage is up at around 7 per
cent. Buses are a very important part of connecting our
communities. To give an example, route 836, which
connects the Chase estate in the outer south-east to rail
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services and the Casey Hospital, has had 212 new
services every week. That is just part of the plan.
We also have improved rolling stock. Speaker, as you
would know, we are leasing five new trams from
France. We have ordered 18 six-car train sets for
Melbourne and also 22 additional V/Locity carriages
for V/Line. This is fantastic news for our mass transport
system, which includes buses, trains and trams. It is all
part of the plan we have for public transport in Victoria
to make sure that Victoria remains the best place to live,
work and transport a family.

Planning: land development levy
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question without
notice is to the Premier. I refer to the government’s
panic land supply announcement for Melbourne and the
revelation last week of a windfall stamp duty gain of
over $600 million, and I ask: will the Premier now
abandon Labor’s development levy, which the Premier
personally introduced in 2006, which will gouge a
further $500 million from struggling homebuyers?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The infrastructure levy
was announced in 2006 by, if my memory is correct,
the then Premier and the then Minister for Planning. If
the honourable member cares to look at the forward
estimates, he will see that the revenue estimate he has
just suggested is not quite accurate in the short term. As
I indicated publicly last week, the infrastructure
recovery charge has not been implemented. It was
announced nearly two years ago. I have confirmed
publicly that the charge is under review and that the
intention of the government is to examine the full range
of charges which are levied on developers. The
intention of the review is to reduce both the number of
charges and the quantum of the total charge so that we
can further improve housing affordability in our state
and at the same time put in place a clear and certain
regime going forward.

Housing: affordability
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — My question is to
the Minister for Housing. I refer to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the minister
update the house on the initiatives the government is
implementing to ensure housing remains affordable for
people on low and moderate incomes?
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — From
today’s question time it would be clear to anybody in
the house which side of politics has an interest in
housing affordability.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, without
debate.
Mr WYNNE — The announcement by the Premier
last Tuesday was probably one of the most important
announcements made by this government in terms of
providing real outcomes for people in the growth
corridors through the acceleration of the development
of 90 000 blocks of land. If the Leader of the
Opposition and the opposition more generally cannot
understand that housing affordability will improve for
first home buyers in the growth corridor, then I do not
think they understand how the market works.
On Friday housing ministers will be meeting in
Melbourne to further progress what is probably one of
the most significant policy announcements by the
federal government — that is, the proposition that over
the next four years, 50 000 units of private rental
accommodation will come onto the market at 20 per
cent below market value. We expect that Victoria will
get somewhere between 12 000 and 15 000 of those
units over the next four years. Indeed the Rudd
government has already indicated that if this program
proves to be as successful as we all hope it will be, it is
prepared to commit to a further 50 000 units of private
rental accommodation. That will make a real difference
to people who at the moment of course are struggling in
the private rental market. As members know, and as I
have spoken about before, this is the tightest private
rental market that we have had in probably a
generation, with vacancy rates at just over 1 per cent.
But further to that, I was with the member for Burwood
last week when we made a very significant
announcement of a development in the
Ashwood-Chadstone area — that is, the development
of an $80 million project on six government-owned
sites to increase the supply of social housing in that
area. We have six government sites with some
run-down public housing stock on it and we propose to
redevelop that site into 200 units of both social and
private housing — an $80 million development which
is going to be an incredible and significant result for the
people living in that area, which is close to public
transport, close to education and close to training
opportunities. This is what this government is on about.
Can I remind the house — and indeed I ought to remind
the leader of The Nationals — of the commitment of
this government to rural and regional Victoria. In his
question to the Premier he asked what we are doing
about housing affordability in rural and regional areas.
Can I remind the leader of The Nationals of our
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commitments: in Ballarat, $12.5 million for 50 new
units of housing; in Bendigo, $7.5 million for 30 units
over the next 12 months; and in Corio-Norlane,
$40 million for 200 new homes and 100 upgrades. We
will be doing more in Gippsland, Shepparton and right
across Victoria, because it is only this side of the house
that is interested in housing affordability for first home
buyers, private renters and indeed for public and social
housing tenants.

Office of Police Integrity: role
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. Given the overwhelming community support
for an independent broad-based anticorruption
commission, I ask: does providing the Office of Police
Integrity with the power to carry firearms enable it to
investigate corruption by public officials including
ministers and MPs?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think the key point in
relation to the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) is this: at
the last state election in November 2006 both major
political parties supported the Office of Police Integrity.
That was their policy. It was the policy of the Labor
Party and it was the policy of the Liberal Party. The
announcement today by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services gives effect to the commitments
we made about strengthening and further improving the
resourcing of the Office of Police Integrity. I believe
those changes are sensible changes. They provide for
oversight by the special investigations monitor, they
provide for court access to documents, they make clear
that there is no immunity from prosecution, and they
provide increased powers so that the OPI can get on
with the job of tackling corruption and integrity issues
in the police force.
That legislation has been introduced and will be
debated in this house, as I indicated last time the house
sat. The bill will come up. The bill will be introduced. It
will be debated in this house and in the upper house, so
the fate of this legislation obviously rests with the
parties in this Parliament. But I make the point that at
the last election both sides of politics believed that the
best way to tackle integrity and corruption issues in
Victoria Police was by a properly resourced Office of
Police Integrity, and that is exactly what this legislation
does.

Police and emergency services: government
initiatives
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — My question is to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer
to the government’s commitment to make Victoria the
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best place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask:
can the minister advise the house how the Brumby
government is assisting Victoria’s police tackle crime,
and emergency service agencies with their vital work?

doubling of their budgets. There has been an increase in
the CFA’s budget of 130 per cent, with an extra
520 firefighting appliances, an increase in CFA
firefighters — —

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the honourable
member for Williamstown for his question and his
enormous support of emergency services agencies and
police not only in his electorate but across this entire
great state.

Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance the question related to corruption in police
and the Office of Police Integrity and had nothing to do
with the CFA.

As the population has changed, Victoria Police and
emergency services have responded. As the population
continues to change, part of that of course being from
the additional land sales which have been announced,
ultimately those changes will have to continue.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The question was clearly asking about
emergency services and police.

Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr CAMERON — The Leader of the Opposition
sounds more like a real estate agent auctioneer than the
leader of a political party.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the minister
that he ignore interjections, which of course are
disorderly, and I ask for some cooperation from the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that she cease
interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — Certainly I can say that an
increase of 1400 police during the term of the Labor
government has been greatly appreciated. When you
have a bid to reduce police numbers by 800, that is
going to be a failed auction!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — During this term the number of
police will continue to be increased so that there will be
1750 more. Certainly since 2000–01, since Christine
Nixon was appointed chief commissioner — and she
has been a great chief commissioner — she and all of
her people out on the beat have done a fantastic job to
reduce crime by 23.5 per cent. The fight against crime
will always be ongoing. That is why the government
has committed to an additional 50 forensic and
specialist investigators, and why at the last election we
committed to an additional 100 police cars.
We know that when it comes to emergency services
only one side of the house is committed to them —
whether it be the MFB (Metropolitan Fire Brigade), the
CFA (Country Fire Authority) or the SES (State
Emergency Service). We have had a combined

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAMERON — It is a case of saying, ‘Earth to
the honourable member for Kew: we have lost
contact!’. If somebody needs to be found, we always
have the SES there, and they do a fantastic job —
likewise the MFB in the metropolitan area.
If we look at the outer suburban areas, changes have
been made there and they will continue. In Melton there
has been a 22 per cent increase in police numbers, a
30 per cent reduction in the crime rate, a new station
has been built at Caroline Springs, and there are a new
heavy tanker, a new medium tanker and a new field
operations vehicle for the Melton CFA.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CAMERON — I was talking about Melton!
Also, we have new fire stations in Melton, Melton
South, Hillside and Caroline Springs. In Wyndham
there has been a 65 per cent increase in police numbers.
There is also a new fire station at Manor Lakes and a
refurbishment at the Hoppers Crossing station, as well
as a new heavy tanker and a new fire station at Point
Cook.
In Cardinia there has been a 127 per cent increase in
police numbers, a new police station at Bunyip, a
combined emergency services facility at Pakenham,
and 11 new firefighting appliances in the area. In Casey
there has been an 86 per cent increase in police
numbers, an 11 per cent reduction in the crime rate, a
new Cranbourne police station, a new Endeavour Hills
police station and nine new firefighting appliances
across the area.
I will mention just one other example, and that is
Mitchell. There has been a 45 per cent increase in
police, and there are new police stations in Broadford,
Kilmore, Seymour and Wallan, as well as eight new
firefighting appliances in the area and the promise of a
new fire station for Wallan. Across our great state we
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have the police, the MFB, the SES and the CFA all
doing a fantastic job and adapting to changes in
population. They will continue to adapt for the future to
make sure this great state of ours remains the best place
to live, work and raise a family.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
has expired. Before members leave the chamber can I
take a couple of moments to explain the problems with
the clocks, which will not be able to be fixed until
dinner time. This will help people in the debates later in
the day. The clock behind the Speaker’s chair is slower
than the one at the front of the chamber. We will use
the time on the clock at the front of the chamber as the
correct time.
Mr Hulls — What time’s dinner time?
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the Deputy
Premier for his assistance. The digital display is not
showing on the timer at the front of the chamber.
Members will have to refer to the digital display behind
the Speaker’s chair for debating times. I do not think
either of them would be on at the moment.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(SEX OFFENCES PROCEDURE) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Crimes Act 1958, the Crimes (Criminal Trials) Act 1999, the
Evidence Act 1958, the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, the
Sentencing Act 1991 and the Sex Offenders Registration Act
2004 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of the
bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — This legislation
is about providing a far more effective and efficient
timetabling process for the holding of special hearings,
which, as the member would know, are pre-recorded
hearings of evidence by children and by witnesses who
are cognitively impaired. It will improve the experience
of vulnerable witnesses in these processes. It will also
improve the experience of complainants in these
matters whilst maintaining fairness for defendants. It
will mean that the judge taking the special hearing will
also be the judge who is involved in the trial. That will
add some consistency as well, again improving the
experience, particularly for child witnesses and
witnesses who are cognitively impaired.
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Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 and for other
purposes.

Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I ask the minister for a
brief outline of the bill.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — This bill
modifies the functions of the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority to develop policies, criteria and
standards as they relate to early childhood, learning and
development, following the establishment of the new
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development. It also makes provision for the allocation
of the Victorian student number, which will be
provided to all students from year prep through to
age 24. That number will of course be registered with
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (LANDFILL LEVIES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) introduced a bill for an act to amend the
Environment Protection Act 1970 to increase
certain prescribed industrial waste landfill levies
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

POLICE INTEGRITY BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill for an act to
re-establish the Office of Police Integrity, to set out
the functions of the office and of the director, police
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integrity, to amend the Police Regulation Act 1958
and other acts and for other purposes.
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE.

Read first time.

Alert Digest No. 3

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of
motion 106 to 130 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

Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 3 of 2008 on:
Animals Legislation Amendment (Animal Care)
Bill
Courts Legislation Amendment (Associate
Judges) Bill
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill
Relationships Bill
Working with Children Amendment Bill
together with appendices.

Notices of motion given.

Tabled.

Ms GREEN having given notice of motion:

Ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Yan Yean that that notice of motion is more
appropriate as a members statement.
Further notices of motion given.

PETITION
Following petition presented to house:

Water: catchment logging

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — Report year
ended 31 October 2007
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change that he had received the
2006–07 report of the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort
Management Board
Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board —
Report year ended 31 October 2007

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We the undersigned draw to the attention of the Parliament of
Victoria that logging of high conservation forest is occurring
at the Armstrong Creek catchment.
We the people are outraged that at a time when Victoria is
experiencing its most severe drought, logging of this
catchment is reducing our water supply.

Mount Buller and Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management
Board — Report year ended 31 October 2007
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
year ended 31 October 2007
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

We are equally concerned at the fact that logging of this
catchment is destroying the habitat of Victoria’s endangered
faunal species, the Leadbeater’s possum.

Casey — C95

We therefore call on the Victorian government to
immediately cease logging of the Armstrong, Thomson,
Cement, McMahons and Starvation catchments.

Greater Bendigo — C96

By Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) (579 signatures)
Tabled.

Frankston — C47

Greater Dandenong — C89
Greater Geelong — C78, C134
Indigo — C41
Knox — C69
Manningham — C68
Mornington Peninsula — C97
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Whitehorse — C79
Yarra Ranges — C68

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Adoption Act 1984 — SR 10
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 — SR 11
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APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Courts Legislation Amendment (Associate Judges)
Bill.
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Crimes Act 1958 — SR 12

Program

Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — SR 12
Sentencing Act 1991 — SR 12

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:

Supreme Court Act 1986 — SR 12
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 11, 12
Minister’s exemption certificate in relation to Statutory
Rule 7.

The following proclamation fixing operative dates was
tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of the
House dated 19 December 2006:
Transport Legislation Amendment Act 2007 — Section 65 —
15 March 2008, ss 10, 12 and 21 — 31 March 2008 and
ss 54(3) and 57 — 1 July 2008 (Gazette G9, 28 February
2008).

PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS
Ordered that following documents tabled on
31 October 2007 be printed:
Legal Services Commissioner Report 2006–07
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
Report 2006–07.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Council’s rejection
Message from Council read rejecting bill.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 4 March to:
Children’s Services and Education Legislation
Amendment (Anaphylaxis Management) Bill
Motor Car Traders Amendment Bill.

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,
13 March 2008.
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens)
Bill
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill
Relationships Bill.

In putting forward the legislative program for this
week, I indicate that it follows the pattern of the first
two sitting weeks where we try to combine progressing
legislation with advancing individual members’
statements on the government’s statement of intentions.
It is interesting to reflect that, in the first two weeks,
individual members of this chamber of all political
parties, and the Independent, have taken advantage of
responding to this new initiative — the statement of
government intentions.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The member for South-West
Coast has indicated there is no legislation, but there is
plenty of legislation. Bills were introduced today and
bills are likely to be introduced tomorrow. We have
also given a commitment to allow a fairly lengthy
debate from individual members on this new
initiative — the statement of government intentions. A
quick tally indicates that following the Premier’s
statement some 21 individual members spoke on the
statement of government intentions in the first
parliamentary sitting week, mostly on the Thursday of
that week.
In the last parliamentary week the response to the
statement of government intentions proceeded on a
day-by-day basis along with government legislation,
and interestingly a bit of extra time was taken on
procedural matters at the initiative of the coalition.
Notwithstanding that, interestingly in the second
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parliamentary sitting week 21 members made speeches
in response to the statement of government intentions.
As I foreshadowed when speaking on this part of the
program at the beginning of the first two sitting weeks,
we had expected that the bulk of the contributions
would have been completed by now. As members can
see, that is not the case and there is still quite a number
of members, as I understand it, from both sides of the
chamber who want to take advantage of it. It indicates
the success of this new parliamentary initiative in
providing opportunities for individual members to
make a parliamentary commitment at the beginning of
the calendar year on essentially issues that are
important to them, to their political party or to their
electorates. It demonstrates once again that this
government is prepared to initiate new forms of
parliamentary procedures within this chamber and
continues a long tradition by this government of
making changes to parliamentary procedures that
enhance the opportunities for members to make
individual contributions.
It has been a hallmark of this government that at the
same time as it is prepared to progress legislation — the
primary function of this chamber — it is also
institutionalising opportunities whereby individual
members can hold the government to account.
Members can ensure that the government is much more
transparent, and this is another example of that. It is the
reason so many members have chosen to speak to date,
and I expect, if the lists on the government and
opposition sides are an indication, we will also see that
that will be continued not only through this week but
possibly into the fourth parliamentary sitting week.
That has implications for the government, but it will
progress the legislation in accordance with the
expressed desires of members to speak on this
initiative.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition will not
oppose the government business program. Clearly the
three bills before the house would be anticipated to
have been completed by the close of business on
Thursday. The statement of government intentions will
always be used as a filler, as it has been used for the last
two sitting weeks, just to pad out the time. Certainly
opposition members taking the opportunity to speak on
that matter should not be misconstrued as the
opposition regarding it with overwhelming enthusiasm.
The fact is that these matters are introduced by the
government. It calls them on, and the opposition tries to
match those speakers up to the point where we all get a
bit sick of hearing the same old rhetoric coming out.
The reality is that the opposition finds no difficulty in
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enabling its members to speak on any bill or other
issues that come before the house, given the fact that
this sitting week we have only those three bills,
although I anticipate that one or two of them could be
substantial bills.
The Relationships Bill, which is not scheduled to be
dealt with until tomorrow, could take as long as two
days to complete if every member wanted to contribute
to the debate, but only time will tell in relation to that
matter.
I want to put on the record one matter that I have raised
with the Leader of the House. When we were notified
by the government last Thursday of its proposed
business program certainly I was forewarned that a
motion would be moved relating to amendments to
sessional orders that would facilitate the Treasurer in
another place delivering the budget in this chamber.
Regrettably, however, I was not notified that a second
motion relating to the Senate Elections Amendment
Bill would be moved. I note that that bill has been the
subject of some controversy over a number of months,
and certainly we will have to go back to the party room
to decide our position in relation to that matter. It is
regrettable that I was not given notice of that, because
that could have been resolved in the party room in the
normal way
As I said, I have resolved that lack of communication
with the Leader of the House, who indicated it was just
an oversight. I certainly accept that it was nothing more
than an oversight, but it is regrettable; it means the
opposition will spend more time determining its
position on that matter. As I said, the opposition does
not oppose the government business program.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to make a few
comments on the government business program,
particularly in my role as whip for The Nationals, one
of the two independent parties that have come together
to form the coalition.
While I have this opportunity to make comment, I
heard what the member for Kew had to say about the
program. He does get the government business program
in advance, and fortunately he flicked it to me by email.
I am sure it was an oversight on the part of the Leader
of the House and the government that the government
business program for this week was not forwarded to
The Nationals.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Plenty of oversights! Out of
common decency that should be the process, because I
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and all my Nationals colleagues usually come down on
the Sunday or Monday before Parliament sits. We need
to be able to bring down various papers and information
we need to work through debate on bills listed on the
government’s proposed business program — even
though for the last three weeks sometimes we have had
only two or three bills listed on the program for debate.
It is interesting to look at the bills listed in the motion.
The Leader of the House said we will probably get
through two bills today and then we will go on to the
Relationships Bill, debate on which will probably take
up most of Wednesday. That then leaves most of
Thursday for debate on the annual statement of
government intentions.
In reality we have been debating that statement for most
of the last two sitting weeks, and usually it has been
used to fill in time on Thursdays. I have never seen a
politician from either side of the house refuse the
opportunity to speak, particularly on matters that are
important to them. So the statement of government
intentions gives them the ideal opportunity to speak —
whether they want to talk about Essendon, the best
football team going around, or about the rescue
helicopter in the south-west. The Leader of the House
said there have been 42 speakers on the statement. I
would bet that if every member were given the
opportunity, they would use it, because there are many
issues they want to raise.
In the last sitting week we had a lengthy debate on the
reference that was sent to the Family and Community
Development Committee about accommodation for
people with disabilities. That lengthy debate was
unexpected, but more importantly it was an excellent
debate because it was unprepared; a lot of members
came in here and spoke from the heart. Also
importantly there was excellent input, particularly from
this side of the house. If the government had really been
listening then, it would move to address some of the
issues raised during that debate. When you look at the
government business programs over the last two sitting
weeks, with two or three bills for debate during each
week, the statement of government intentions has been
used as a filler. However, it gives the opportunity for
any member to speak on it.
Still sitting on the long list of seven bills for debate on
the notice paper but not on this week’s government
business program is the Water Amendment (Critical
Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill. There are many
opportunities for us to talk about that, and the
government should have been listening, as it says it
was. It said it would not take water from the north to the
south, but it did. It said it would not build a desalination
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plant, but it is going to do it — although I am not sure
that it will. I do not think it is fair dinkum about the
desalination plant. I read in the newspapers on the
weekend reports about bottled water.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Lowan that this is a fairly narrow debate on the
motion dealing with the government business program.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Thank you, Speaker, but this
is on the government business list, and we would love
to see it brought on because there is much to be talked
about in relation to water infrastructure, particularly
across rural and regional Victoria.
Again I put to the Leader of the House — who I am
pleased to see is still sitting in the chamber — that The
Nationals would love to get a copy of the government
business program to help us prepare for the program of
debate in Parliament each sitting week.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I rise to make a
contribution to this debate. The Leader of the House
has summed up well what we are doing this week. He
said the government intended to introduce four bills and
possibly a few more. I listened to the manager of
opposition business and The Nationals Whip, but there
was a bit of a contradiction there. I want to make sure
the opposition gets its act together.
The manager of opposition business did say to the
house just a moment ago that he thought the
Relationships Bill could be and probably would be
debated on Wednesday and Thursday. However,
according to The Nationals it would not be debated on
Thursday. Perhaps when they are in their joint party
room they could get their act together a little bit more
so they are more in unison when they are in here.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I also will make a
brief contribution to debate on the government business
program. As was said, we will not be opposing the
program. I have no difficulty with it, although I note
that only three bills are listed. While the Relationships
Bill 2007 may take some time to get through, there is
really nothing very involved in the Legislation Reform
(Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007 and we should also get the
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens)
Bill passed without much trouble.
I note that the Leader of the House said that the pattern
this week follows that of the first few sitting weeks of
the year in that only a couple of bills have been
introduced so there is legislation to debate and the
house will then deal with the annual statement of
government intentions. It is clear that that statement is
being used only as a filler, and I was surprised that the
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Leader said debate on that statement may well carry
over into the next sitting week.
It was a disgrace that in the first sitting week
government members stood up here and patted
themselves on the back about the annual statement of
government intentions while, in the same sitting week,
we were only allowed 2 hours to debate the Crimes
Amendment (Child Homicide) Bill. There were a
number of speakers, certainly a number of opposition
members, who were queuing up to speak on that bill. I
do not think the government has got that right. Clearly
the annual statement of government intentions is now
being used as a filler because of a lack of legislation
listed by the government on its business program.
I take note of what the Leader of the House said about
the Senate Elections Amendment Bill and the
government’s intentions on that legislation, but I
support what was said a moment ago regarding the
Water Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure
Projects) Bill 2006. The house was called back before
Christmas 2006 in a rush to get that bill passed. Clearly
the government’s definition of ‘critical’ is different to
that of the community at large, because that bill
languishes at the foot of the notice paper. Having said
that, I reiterate that we do not oppose the government
business program motion.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Abalone: virus
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I wish to
highlight two examples of the Brumby Labor
government arrogantly not listening to the needs of
commercial fishing in south-west Victoria.
The government has completely failed to take action to
control the spread of the ganglioneuritis virus which is
devastating the wild catch abalone industry. The virus
has now spread from the original outbreak at Port Fairy
to London Bridge, near Peterborough, in the east and
has spread past Cape Bridgewater in the west. As well
as decimating the multimillion-dollar abalone industry,
there are now widespread reports that crayfish catches
have also been significantly reduced as the crays are
feeding on dead and dying abalone rather than being
attracted into cray pots.
The abalone industry recently called on the government
to ban diving in areas where the virus is active and to
stop humans spreading the disease, but the government
said no. For two years this virus has been spreading out
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of control, yet the government and the Minister for
Agriculture have done nothing about it.

Port of Portland: finger berths
Dr NAPTHINE — At the same time cray fishers in
Portland who need to relocate to allow for the port
expansion have been putting the case for new facilities
in the north-west corner but the government is ignoring
their needs and proceeding with the dangerous, ugly
and hugely unpopular proposal to force these fishermen
on to finger berths off the redeveloped trawler wall.
This proposal was rejected five years ago by the
fishermen, the local council, the tourism association,
the local community and all stakeholders. It is the
wrong thing to do. The Brumby government is again
giving the finger to the fishermen.

Neighbour Day
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I rise to draw attention to an
upcoming day of significance which few of us may
know about — that is, Neighbour Day. Neighbour Day
takes place on the last Sunday of March, and the aim of
the day is to encourage all of us to develop a greater
sense of community caring and to look after the
vulnerable and isolated members of our community,
especially those who live alone.
It is really very simple — you do not need to buy a
badge or make a donation. All you have to do is to
make the effort to introduce yourself to your neighbour
and perhaps even exchange contact details. By doing
this you are helping to break down the barriers of
loneliness and social isolation experienced by many
people, particularly the elderly in our community.
Neighbour Day was initiated in 2003 following the
discovery of the tragic death of Elsie Brown, an elderly
woman who died alone in her home but whose body
was not discovered for two years.
It is very reassuring for people who live alone to know
that they can call on a neighbour in an emergency or
personal crisis or to just have someone who will check
in on them from time to time. It may not seem such a
big issue for younger people, but I can assure you,
Speaker, that it is a very significant and important issue
for older people living alone. I urge all members of
Parliament to encourage their constituents to participate
in Neighbour Day on 30 March by introducing
themselves to their neighbours. Stronger communities
come from communities based on community
connectedness.
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Mick and Robyn Rogers
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — On Sunday, 2 March, over
1500 people gathered in Benalla to raise over
$62 000 for research into motor neurone disease. Most
walked the beautiful 4.8 kilometre track around Lake
Benalla, quite a few ran in a relay around the lake and
really keen people rode up to 96 kilometres. Many
people then stayed on and listened to local bands and
enjoyed a cool drink or a coffee.
This event was organised for Mick Rogers, who has
been diagnosed recently with motor neurone disease.
Mick and his wife, Robyn, assisted by people such as
Sarah de Crespigny, Pip O’Donoghue and many others,
ensured that the day was extremely well organised.
Mick and Robyn are real givers to the community. Be it
football, netball, cricket or little athletics, Mick and/or
Robyn contribute and show the way. It was really no
surprise that so many people wanted to give a little bit
back to Mick and Robyn. It was fantastic to see
hundreds of locals, together with Mick and Robyn’s
sporting and business contacts, gather with friends from
throughout Victoria and interstate.
Events such as this highlight what is good about
country communities: we still pull together when things
get tough. It is pleasing to see people who have given
so much to the local community being recognised by
such a tremendous turnout. Well done, Benalla; well
done, Mick and Robyn; and good luck.

Timothy and Sarah Chaplin
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I rise to wish the best of luck to
Upwey residents Timothy and Sarah Chaplin, who will
compete in next month’s Special Olympics junior
nationals competition in Canberra. Fourteen-year-old
Timothy has been selected to participate in basketball
and athletics while eight-year-old Sarah has been
selected for aquatics and basketball. Neither of the
siblings has let personal challenges get in the way of
pursuing their dreams, and their selection for the
nationals is a tremendous reflection on their passion for
sport and their determination to participate in any
activities they can.
I wish both Timothy and Sarah and their loving and
dedicated parents, Julie and Peter, every success in the
competition. I look forward to hearing their results.
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Regional and rural Victoria: country football
and netball program
Mr MERLINO — Congratulations to the
Shepparton community for the wonderful job they did
hosting their first Australian Football League night
match last Friday at Deakin Reserve. I joined 9500 fans
to see Collingwood defeat an unlucky Hawthorn. Many
families reported it was the first time their children had
seen a live AFL match.
The game provided a huge community boost with
hotels and restaurants booming in trade. I was honoured
to officially be on the ground to turn on the new
AFL-standard lighting which was made possible thanks
to a $250 000 grant from the Brumby government’s
CFNP (country football and netball program).
This Saturday I will launch the program’s half-time
report, which documents the first $5 million of projects
funded under the CFNP. This is a great story. Over
150 projects were funded in the first half of the
program, and the outcome reports show that 97 per cent
of projects strengthened the viability of the club; 95 per
cent increased the utilisation of the facility; and 95 per
cent provided a safer environment for people to
participate. These results are a fantastic demonstration
of the Brumby government’s commitments to country
Victoria.

Government: performance
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Brumby Labor government for its
continued failure over the past eight years to deliver the
critically important services and infrastructure that
Victorians are missing out on, despite taking Victoria’s
taxpayers to the cleaners and swimming in a sea of
record state tax revenue from stamp duty, payroll tax,
land tax and GST revenue.
Three separate pieces of financial and economic data
released on consecutive days only last week confirmed
the fact that while the Brumby government is the
recipient of record flows of state taxes and GST
revenues, Victorians continue to suffer from chronic
hospital waiting lists, severe road congestion, a
collapsing public transport system, a massive school
maintenance backlog and a seriously inadequate water
supply.
The release last Tuesday of the Commonwealth Grants
Commission’s Report on State Revenue Sharing
Relativities 2008 Update revealed that Victoria will
receive an additional $317 million in GST revenue,
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which is expected to increase to $1.055 billion over
2007–08 and 2008–09.
The very next day, the December national accounts
figures from the Australian Bureau of Statistics not only
confirmed that Victoria continues to lag behind the
national economy, further entrenching our status as an
economically mediocre second-tier state, but also
revealed that the Brumby government’s spin and
rhetoric on claimed record public infrastructure
spending is misleading and simply not supported by the
facts.

Sika Kejiy and Halima Mohamed
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Last week I had the
pleasure of attending the International Women’s Day
luncheon that was held by the Minister for Women’s
Affairs at the Victorian Arts Centre. Also present was
our own Deputy Prime Minister, Julia Gillard. It was a
fantastic event, and it also honoured the inductees to the
Victorian women’s honour roll. I would like to single
out two women who have made a major contribution
not only to women but to the community more broadly
in the inner west. The first is Sika Kejiy, who has given
30 years of service to the people of Footscray. People
may not be aware that Sika was actually the first
woman elected to Footscray City Council back in 1972.
She has continued her service since then. She was an
original starter of the Footscray migrant resource centre
and the Russian Ethnic Representative Council of
Victoria. She herself is originally from Russia. She is a
life governor of the Western General Hospital and has
sat on the ethics committee at Victoria University as
well as having made many other contributions to the
community.
The second woman is Halima Mohamed, who came
from Somalia just four years ago and who already had a
background in public service, having served as a
member of the Somali Parliament for 21 years. In the
short time she has been here, she has gone on to help
other Somalians, women in particular.

Princes Highway: upgrade
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Time is up for the
Victorian Minister for Roads and Ports and the federal
member for Corangamite, Darren Cheeseman, who
stated in an article in the Colac Herald on 7 December
that he would meet with VicRoads and Mr Pallas to
develop a time line for a certain project in the next three
months. The three months were up on Friday, with still
no announcement from Mr Pallas or Mr Cheeseman.
The project in question is the duplication of the Princes
Highway from Geelong to Winchelsea.
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Has the minister for roads actually met with
Mr Cheeseman yet, or were the three months just a
throwaway line? Has the minister for roads given a
commitment by the state to fund its half share of the
project, and when will the announcement take place for
the commencement of works?
As each and every day goes by, this promised highway
upgrade has the stench of a political con, with state
Labor working hand in hand with federal Labor to con
the people of south-west Victoria — promise the road,
get over the election and then walk away.
Mr Cheeseman stated in an article:
We’ve got our money on the table, and I’ll be meeting with
state government representatives to discuss what that means
for them.

What does this vital project mean for state Labor? What
was the response of the state government? Is
Mr Cheeseman putting his state Labor mates before the
people of south-west Victoria? If not, then he should
get stuck into the Premier and the lazy roads minister.
We hear on a daily basis about the Rudd government’s
razor gang slashing pre-election promises and
commitments. Has the Princes Highway west fallen
victim to the razor gang, or has the state Labor
government simply said no to funding its half share of
the project? The people of south-west Victoria need an
answer, and they need it now.

Bentleigh Secondary College: careers expo
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — Recently I had the
pleasure of attending a half-day transport, logistics and
maritime expo, Careers that Move, hosted by Bentleigh
Secondary College. The expo was attended by several
hundred students from across the region, including
Bentleigh Secondary College, Brighton Grammar,
St Bede’s College, Our Lady of the Sacred Heart
College and Holmesglen TAFE. The expo was a great
opportunity to give these students a bird’s-eye view of
the fast-growing and dynamic transport, logistics and
maritime industries. These students learnt that the
industry is no longer dominated by stereotypes such as
truck drivers and wharfies but in fact now offers over
260 types of jobs.
In Victoria alone there are 238 000 people employed in
the transport, logistics and maritime industries. These
include jobs in areas such as clerical, customer service,
computing, engineering, robotics, warehousing, sales
and marketing, account management and contracts,
logistics and supply chain management. Importantly,
careers are now available in transport and logistics that
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provide good opportunities for advancement within and
across these industries.
The students heard informative presentations from
people such as Neil Chambers, deputy chief executive
officer of the Victorian Transport Association, Mark
Helding from Agilistics, Teresa Hatch from the
Australian Shipowners Association and Simon
Upchurch from the Port of Melbourne Authority, as
well as speakers from TAFE, Toll, IPEC and Linfox.
Bentleigh Secondary College should be congratulated
on organising the expo, which certainly opened the eyes
of many students to career opportunities in the
transport, logistics and maritime industries. Particular
thanks should go to Janet Incledon, the careers
coordinator at Bentleigh Secondary College, who was
the driving force behind the expo.

Latrobe Valley: community events
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The Latrobe Valley
continues to establish itself as a key events destination,
and there is something for everyone in this calendar
month. March kicked off with the ever-popular
Boolarra Folk Festival, and I commend Ray Stewart
and his organising committee on the exceptional
success of this community-based event.
Over the long weekend, Latrobe Regional Airport
hosted the 47th Australian National Style and Accuracy
Parachute Championships. In particular I commend
Janine Hayes from Aerial Skydives for her dedication
in ensuring the championships were a success.
At Kernot Hall in Morwell on Sunday, 9 March, a
fantastic day was had by all and sundry at the
Gippsland Immigration Wall of Recognition
Multicultural Festival. Some 550 new names were
added to the wall of recognition and unveiled by
well-known locals in Mr Don DiFabrizio and
Mrs Maggie Auciello. Accolades should also be
afforded to Dr Graham Dettrick and his committee
through the Gippsland Ethnic Communities Council.
This week sees the International Celebration of Roses
event in Morwell, the Churchill Festival, a visit from
the Crusty Demons, the annual Lifeline sleep-out and
the 10th anniversary of the Morwell Community
Playground. Later in March Twin City Archery
Gippsland will host the 61st National Archery
Championships, while International Women’s Day and
Harmony Day celebrations will be held over Easter, as
will the 2008 Australian water ski nationals on Lake
Narracan.
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As you can see, the Morwell electorate has much to
offer, and I sincerely congratulate all those persons who
have been involved in attracting and organising these
major events, which not only provide significant
economic benefits to the local community but enhance
the social network and goodwill within communities.

Greenvale Basketball Club: achievements
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to congratulate the
Greenvale Basketball Club in my electorate, which has
recently celebrated a terrific result in the
Broadmeadows Basketball Association’s junior
domestic competition. The Greenvale Grizzlies had
32 teams in the competition, from under-10 to under-18
boys and girls. Of these 32 teams, 19 secured a place in
the finals and 13 won their premiership game.
The premiership teams were the under-10 A girls,
B girls and AR boys, the under-12 A girls and C boys,
the under-14 B girls, AR boys, C boys and CR boys,
the under-16 AR girls, B girls and A boys, and the
under-18 A girls. It was a fantastic result, beating the
club’s previous record of 12 premierships in 2003. I
would like to congratulate all the players, and
particularly the coaches and team managers, who also
dedicate a great deal of time to making such a result
possible.
I would like to congratulate the hardworking and
dedicated committee members — Liz Butler, Paul
Byron, Sam Fileccia, Connie Interlandi, Vince Cassar,
Lance Corby, Lina Fileccia and Fran Baker. Without
the commitment of these committee members the club
would not be able to operate, and their dedication and
hard work is to be commended. I wish the Greenvale
Basketball Club, known as the Grizzlies, all the best for
the upcoming season. They were excellent results, and I
know they will be repeated. It is a great club.

Economy: interest rates
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It goes without saying that
the banks have proved that the saying that all banks are
bastards is the truth. At a time when people in our
community are struggling with mortgage payments, the
banks have put up their rates above the Reserve Bank’s
recent interest rate rise of 0.25 per cent. These are the
same banks that say they care about their customers that
have now increased their rates — the Commonwealth
Bank by an extra 0.35 per cent, ANZ by 0.4 per cent,
the National Australia Bank by 0.39 per cent, St George
Bank by an extra 0.4 per cent, and Westpac by an extra
0.3 per cent — bringing the standard variable mortgage
rates of most banks to nearly 10 per cent.
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What on earth are they thinking? Do they want
people — working families — to go broke, lose their
houses and lose their chance to live their dream of
owning their own homes? These are the same banks
that lent money to people who are right on the edge of
being able to repay loans, yet the banks let them borrow
up to the limit, knowing interest rates would increase.
People and families who lose their homes should
always remember what the greedy banks have done to
them. There is no such thing as customer loyalty. Banks
do not care about people; they care about profits. Banks
are only shops that sell money to vulnerable people
who are desperate to get into their own homes. It will
be interesting to see if there is a flow-on of the interest
rate increases to investors — who knows how long it
will take to happen, if it happens at all — or if they go
into extra profits and into the hands and bulging pay
packets of banking senior managers.

Frankston Reservoir: open day
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — After much hard
work, planning for a Frankston Reservoir park is
moving to the next stage. Over 1000 local Frankston
residents visited the Frankston Reservoir last Saturday
when it was open to the public to the first time. The
open day was a terrific success, and residents were able
to inspect the site up close. A survey was conducted
and many residents took the opportunity to provide
their views, comments and ideas.
There is more work to be done before the park can be
opened for business, including completing additional
hydrology work and formulating a management plan.
That is why the input of the local community into this
project continues to be so important. The government’s
$1.6 million investment in this Frankston asset is aimed
at providing the public with access, and will protect
landscape and environmental values for generations to
come.

St Kilda Football Club: family day
Dr HARKNESS — It was a busy weekend in
Frankston, with over 5000 residents and Saints fans
visiting Frankston Park on Sunday for the St Kilda
Football Club family day. Triumphant Saints players
flew into Frankston fresh from their superb National
Australia Bank Cup victory and were presented with
their guernseys for the season by local kids.
This morning the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs joined me in Frankston for the
announcement of a $3.45 million contribution from the
Brumby government for the club’s proposed new base
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in Frankston, which will see the local community reap
enormous benefits. The funding will help to transform
the oval into a state-of-the-art sporting facility for the
Saints, the Peninsula Dolphins, local athletes and
Frankston residents.
As well as a facility for elite athletes, this new
development will feature an indoor hall suitable for use
by local basketball, netball, handball and indoor soccer
teams. Local health providers, such as Peninsula
Health, will also have access to the rehabilitation pool
as part of a patient treatment program. Other groups to
benefit from the new facility will include the Frankston
and District Basketball Association, the Frankston and
District Netball Association, Football Federation
Victoria, Monash University Peninsula campus and
local schools.

Rail: Belgrave and Lilydale lines
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I seem to keep
banging my head against a brick wall on some issues,
one being public transport in the outer east, specifically
the lousy service being foisted on commuters on the
Belgrave and Lilydale lines. Every year transport ticket
prices go up and we get worse service than the year
before. Last night it was reported on a 6.30 p.m. current
affairs program that less people are travelling on our
trains now than were doing so several decades ago.
Every time we hear that our population has grown and
that that is the cause of overcrowding, it is just another
part of the great big inefficiency cover-up. An
independent public transport lecturer from Melbourne
University, Professor Paul Mees, claims that we have
far too many bureaucrats giving us far too few results.
Making Melbourne’s public transport infinitely more
efficient basically comes down to correct
timetabling — something that is sadly lacking but not
expensive to do. After 81 cancellations on the Lilydale
line alone in January, perhaps the Minister for Public
Transport can inform the house exactly how her 1700
staff are being utilised.

Clean Up Australia Day
Mrs VICTORIA — Last Sunday I again had the
pleasure of organising a Clean Up Australia Day site at
Bayswater Park and surrounds. My sincerest thanks go
to Thorsten, Travis, Kalvin and Martin Nellen; Evelyn
Hodgkin; Possum, Tinkerbell and their girl guides;
Dianne Andrews and her grandchildren Brendan and
Kayla; Jean Krumtunger; Zdenek Masina; and the most
enthusiastic helper of all, my daughter Charlotte.
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Ballarto Road: illuminated speed signs
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — The safety of local
students will be improved as a result of the Brumby
government’s $13.6 million investment in school speed
signs. Electronic speed signs will be installed at the
following schools in the electorate of Cranbourne: Skye
Primary School, Ballarto Road, Skye; Flinders
Christian Community College, Ballarto Road, Carrum
Downs; and a Yooralla special school in Cranbourne.
Ballarto Road is one of the major roads linking Seaford,
Carrum Downs and Cranbourne and is funded by the
Victorian government.
I dearly welcome this great news. The initiative will
improve road safety around schools, particularly during
busy student drop-off and pick-up times. Electronic
speed signs around these three schools will switch on
during school hours to show drivers when school speed
limits are in force. As well as improving safety for local
students, the signage will be more visible to motorists,
including mums and dads. Since the introduction of
school speed limits in 2003 there has been a 23 per cent
reduction in crashes involving casualties and a 24 per
cent reduction in crashes involving pedestrians or
cyclists outside schools. Victoria has recorded its
lowest road tolls on record over the last four years, and
the Brumby government is committed to continuing to
enhance road safety.
Electronic signage has already been installed at over
100 schools with regular speed limits of 80 kilometres
an hour, and given the success of the technology we are
now expanding the program. Children are one of the
most — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to raise
in the house my concerns regarding the
channel-deepening process, including the lack of
real-time monitoring and in particular the disturbance
of a range of chemicals that represent the urban and
industrial run-off into the Yarra River mouth precinct.
According to the environment effects statement (EES)
in the URS Australia report, which is a sub-component
of the EES, the contaminants in sediments from the
river and northern channels include arsenic, barium,
beryllium, cobalt, lead, nickel, silver, tin, mercury and
cadmium.
There are a large number of fishermen in the
Sandringham electorate and a number of important
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fishing clubs. It is important that anglers who extract
fish from the Yarra mouth area and other regions
following the disturbance of the sediment are not taking
home fish that have ingested high concentrates of
contaminants. Members of a group of doctors, one of
whom resides in my electorate, have raised concerns
about these matters and drawn attention to the position
taken by the Food Standards Australia and New
Zealand, which advises pregnant women and women
planning pregnancy to take great care — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
the honourable member’s time has expired.

Australia Day: Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I wish to pay
tribute to those from my community who were
honoured in the 2008 Australia Day awards. This year I
was privileged to attend two citizenship ceremonies and
four Australia Day award ceremonies, including
ceremonies in the Shire of Nillumbik and the City of
Whittlesea, the Whittlesea Australia Day Celebrations
Committee ceremony and Jenny Macklin’s Jagajaga
Australia Day awards. Sue Dyet, Harry Gilham,
Lindsay Mann and Suzi Duncan were all named
citizens of the year at their respective ceremonies.
Senior citizens of the year who were honoured were
Marj Mendelson and Tom Culbertson. Young citizens
honoured were Brydie Draffin-Taylor, Scott Patterson,
Billy Ketkos and Matthew Magovski. Volunteer of the
year was John Arthur, and Michelle Molinaro received
an extra highly commended award. A general
achievement award went to Narelle Smith, and the Nick
Ascenzo award for community service went to Ed
Heskett. The access and inclusion award went to
Roberto Cardamone.
The community groups honoured included Plenty
Valley Arts, grade 2 JC at Mill Park Heights Primary
School and the Kangaroo Ground Country Fire
Authority unit. The Whittlesea RSL sub-branch was
honoured for its memorial arch rededication ceremony.
Others receiving awards were Kay Driver, Andrew
Edney, Sue Roberts, Daisy Smith, Corale Glendinning,
Robert Synnott, Jean McDougall, Jill Southon and
Doug Mudie. Volunteers are the lifeblood of our
community, and it is fitting that on Australia Day we
recognise their invaluable contribution.

Rail: Swan Hill line
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — A Mildura resident has
contacted my office with a very detailed account of a
horror train trip from Southern Cross station to Swan
Hill on 21 February. The first problem was that no
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shade was provided on the platform the country train
was to leave from. The resident was anxious because it
was too hot for her to stand in the sun and she believed
that if the train pulled in she would be unable to run to
catch it in time. The second problem was that the
platform the train was to leave from was changed with
very little warning, leaving country travellers no option
but to run with heavy luggage to another platform.
After they boarded the train another message
announced that there would be a further delay and that
travellers to Bendigo or Kerang should disembark and
catch another train. Those passengers remaining were
then asked to leave the train because it was in need of
repairs. The train to Bendigo was now approximately
1 hour late but was delayed further due to dodgy
signals.
This level of service is not good enough. People from
Mildura have to travel to Swan Hill by coach and then
to Melbourne by rail not because it is fun but because
they have few other options. The only other option is to
travel directly from Mildura to Melbourne on a V/Line
coach because Mildura does not have a passenger line. I
call on the Minister for Public Transport to do her job
and to get rail transport up to scratch for rural and
regional users.

Greyhound Safety Net
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Today I wish to raise
awareness of the important role played by an
organisation called Greyhound Safety Net in ensuring
that greyhounds that are no longer used for racing are
able to enjoy the happiness of a new home. Greyhounds
generally race only until they are around four years old.
Their life expectancy is approximately 12 to 14 years,
which means that homes need to be found for them so
that they can enjoy their 8 to 10 years of good quality
life after racing. Some dogs bred for racing are also
found to be unsuitable or unsuccessful for racing and
may need to be rehoused from as young as 1 year of
age. This is where Greyhound Safety Net comes in. The
non-profit organisation finds homes for as many of
these greyhounds as possible. Contrary to what some
people may think, greyhounds actually make ideal pets
and do not need a lot of exercise. Although they are
bred to sprint they are well known as couch potatoes,
enjoying the comforts of a warm home and preferring a
good lie down to a run. They are calm dogs. They do
not bark and behave extremely well when walking on a
lead. They settle in quickly to family life and enjoy the
companionship of people and other animals.
I can vouch for the success of Greyhound Safety Net as
I had the pleasure last year of welcoming a new
member into my own family. Becky, a two-year-old
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beautiful fawn greyhound, has not only given a new
lease of life to my elderly whippet but has also become
an integral part of the household and an excellent
companion for my children. She is caring, protective
and always ready to play with them. My only hesitation
about adopting Becky was the potential torment she
may inflict upon our cats. Thankfully she is even great
with them and can often be found curling up with them.

Sewerage: Warrandyte electorate
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I refer to the issue
of septic tank replacement in the electorate of
Warrandyte and this government’s inability to address
the related community concern. Environment
Protection Authority figures released earlier this month
revealed that the level of human faeces in the Yarra
River was well above safe levels. Most residents in
Park Orchards and Warrandyte are not connected to the
reticulated sewerage system and the consequence of
septic tanks leaking into local waterways has been an
issue I have raised several times in this house.
The government clearly has no idea how or when it
intends to tackle this issue. On 18 September last year I
submitted a question on notice asking the minister
when residents in my electorate could expect to be
connected to the sewerage system. I further asked how
many residents would be connected over the next few
years. Six months on I still have yet to receive a reply
from the minister, leaving me and my community to
conclude that he either does not know or does not care.
Further, in June last year I asked the minister to assist
the Manningham City Council in its work of inspecting
septic tanks in the area. Again the government has
shown its ineptitude by declining to respond during the
subsequent nine-month period.
There are many hundreds of septic tanks to replace in
my area, yet the government managed to connect little
more than 10 residences in the Warrandyte electorate to
the sewerage system between 2003 and 2005, as was
highlighted by an Auditor-General report tabled in June
2006. The report says:
… the government’s policy commitment to reducing backlog
is not supported by a statewide backlog plan.

The government should be a lot further advanced with
the sewerage backlog program than it is. I urge the
government to give some much-needed attention to this
issue before the damage to our iconic Yarra River gets
too much worse.
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Police: central business district
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — I wish to
congratulate Victoria Police on the success of its
operation in the central business district (CBD) over the
weekend. It certainly goes to show what is possible
when you put extra police out on the street — in excess
of 1400 so far — as opposed to when you cut them, as
was the case through the 1990s.
The issues confronting the CBD in relation to alcohol
and behaviour are quite complex. Mixing alcohol and
testosterone makes a dangerous cocktail, and when they
are put together with 24-hour licensing and the fact that
a lot of our night-time activities are now focused on the
CBD whereas they were previously operated out of
suburban beer barns, it creates the impression that there
is a lot more unacceptable activity in Melbourne than
there was. Previously a lot of it was out in the suburbs
where it was not as readily seen. Nonetheless the issues
that surround this are complex, and they require the
police, the council, the licensing authorities, the taxi
directorate and a whole variety of other agencies to get
together.
I certainly think we need to look at changing the culture
around alcohol rather than changing our licensing laws.
That means changing the fact that young males see
using alcohol as a rite of passage. We need to
encourage a more European approach and attitude to
liquor usage. These are the answers for the long term
rather than changing our licensing laws.

Sean Carroll and Natalie Lupton
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to take this
short opportunity to wish all the best to Sean Carroll
and Natalie Lupton for their upcoming marriage in
April.
Mr Kotsiras — You chose her over me for that!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member for Bulleen should not make
reflections on the Chair.

LEGISLATION REFORM (REPEALS No. 2)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to contribute to the debate on the
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Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill of 2007. This
is the second bill introduced by this government in the
current Parliament to reduce the number of acts on the
government’s statute book. This bill seeks to remove
seven principal acts and an additional 48 amending
pieces of legislation, and it builds on the no. 1 bill that
came before this house last year, which removed
15 principal acts from the statute book.
The principal acts that will be removed by this bill
include the Mildura Vineyards Protection Act of 1931,
the River Murray Waters Act of 1949, the Shepparton
Abattoirs Act of 1966 and 1967, the State Coal Mine
Act of 1966, the Como Project Act of 1994, and the
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act of 1958. This bill was
approved by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. We are pleased to see on this side of the
house that, unlike the no. 1 bill, which I will refer to a
little later, the government took the appropriate
approach and referred this bill to SARC, which has
approved it, and appropriately it is now ready for
presentation to the house.
The government claimed in the second-reading speech
that its intention was to reduce the total number of
principal acts in operation by 20 per cent. In the
second-reading speech the minister said that:
It is important for Parliament to review the legislation in the
Victorian statute book on a regular basis and to repeal acts
that no longer serve any useful purpose. This has usually been
done through the statute law reform bills that the Parliament
has passed in previous years.
The government has decided to give this process an increased
priority, in an effort to reduce the total number of acts by at
least 20 per cent, based on the number of acts in operation in
1999. Accordingly, the government has instituted a review of
all acts across every portfolio.

On face value one would think it is a just and noble
cause to ensure that legislation is relevant and up to
date and that unnecessary principal acts on the statute
book are removed if they are not relevant. As has been
indicated, that is a process that is not opposed by the
Liberal Party and The Nationals. However, I managed
to obtain the actual figures from the parliamentary
library. On 1 January 2000 there were 544 principal
acts on the statute book. On 1 January 2007 that figure
had in fact increased to 579 acts, which is 35 more than
as at 1 January 2000.
The government has been touting an intention to ensure
that we have relevant, up-to-date legislation, but in fact
under the watch of this government the number of acts
on the government’s statute book at the start of this
current Parliament on 1 January 2007 was 35 more than
the number at the end of the Kennett government. As
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was outlined in the Premier’s statement to the house,
the legislation introduced last year to repeal acts has
reduced that figure to 527 principal acts on the statute
book as at 1 January 2008. But based on the figures I
have received through the parliamentary library, to
achieve that 20 per cent figure the government would
need to reduce the number of principal pieces of
legislation on the statute book to a figure of about 435.
The bill currently before the house will reduce the
number of acts on the statute book by seven, which will
bring us down to a figure of 520. That will in fact mean
that we will have 85 additional pieces of principal
legislation that will need to be removed from the statute
book for the government to achieve its target.
One needs to remember that whilst the government has
mouthed platitudes about the fact that it is seeking to
ensure legislation is current and that it is wanting to
reduce the onerous number of bills put in place by the
Kennett government, one need only be reminded that
just 12 months ago we had more acts on the
government statute book than we did at the end of the
Kennett era. As I indicated before, this bill was
presented to SARC. As those who participated in the
debate on the no. 1 bill last year may recall, the
government forgot to refer that bill to SARC and was
then forced to withdraw the no. 1 bill from the notice
paper in a humiliating backflip and refer the matter to
SARC for its approval so it could return it to the
government’s notice paper. I congratulate opposition
members who raised that issue with the Leader of the
House. The Leader of the House took it upon himself to
ensure that he followed the lead of the opposition and
referred the bill to SARC before it faced passage.
I will look at the seven acts that are going to be
removed in more detail. The Mildura Vineyards
Protection Act of 1931 repealed the Vineyards
Protection Act of 1918 and 1922 and applied part II of
the Vegetation and Vine Diseases Act of 1928 to vines
and vineyards in Mildura. The 1928 act has been
repealed, and vine diseases are now controlled under
the Plant Health and Plant Production Act of 1995. I
understand the member for Mildura may be speaking
further on that relevant piece of legislation.
The River Murray Waters Act of 1949 was enacted to
give effect to an agreement between the
commonwealth, Victoria, New South Wales and South
Australia on 26 November 1948. That agreement was
replaced by the new agreement of 1982, which has
since been replaced by the 1992 agreement, which
forms the basis of the Murray-Darling Basin Act of
1993. Is it not interesting that we are looking at the
removal of legislation that refers to agreements between
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the commonwealth, Victoria, New South Wales and
South Australia in regard to water? It has been
interesting to sit and watch this government’s approach
to ensuring that the issue of water is handled
appropriately, particularly in cooperation with the
federal government and neighbouring states. I have
been interested to see that since the introduction of the
new federal government this government’s opinions
appear to have changed suddenly in regard to the
signing of a national water plan.
The Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1966 and Shepparton
Abattoirs Act 1967 authorised the Shire of Shepparton
to borrow and repay debt incurred in the construction
and enlargement of the municipal abattoirs. The
municipal council has advised that the debt has been
discharged and that the guarantee is no longer required.
I understand that the abattoirs were demolished during
the 1990s. I understand also that the member for
Shepparton will be making a contribution to debate on
those two pieces of legislation.
The State Coal Mine Act 1966 provided for the refunds
of pension contributions to mineworkers and the
continuation in certain circumstances of coalminers’
pension rights under the Coal Mines Act 1958, which
became the Coal Mines (Pensions) Act 1958 on the
closure of the power station and the scaling down of the
State Coal Mine at Wonthaggi. I am sure the
hardworking member for Bass, who is based in
Wonthaggi, will be contributing to debate on that issue.
Also repealed will be the Como Project Act. This act
repealed the South Yarra Project Act 1984, ended the
agreement ratified under that act and amended the
South Yarra Project (Subdivision and Management)
Act 1985. The amending and repeal provisions have
come into operation and are now spent.
The Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act of 1998 provides for the
repeal of the Dried Fruits Act 1958 and the abolition of
the Victorian Dried Fruits Board, with the transfer of
the board’s assets to a trust, and with transitional
provisions in relation to that transfer. All transactions
under that act have been completed; therefore it is to be
removed as well.
They are the seven principal acts whose repeal is
sought, but in to addition to those there are 48
amending acts the government is seeking to repeal. I
wish to go through some of these acts and look at some
of the relevant significance in terms of issues that have
arisen. I will look firstly at a range of acts that have
dealt with land management. These include the
National Parks (Alpine National Park) Act 1989, the
National Parks (Amendment) Act 1986, the National
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Parks (Amendment) Act 1997, the National Parks
(Further Amendment) Act 1990, the National Parks
(Wilderness) Act 1992 and the Alpine Resorts
(Amendment) Act 1992.
In looking at the way in which this government is
managing the state’s national parks and state parks, one
can see a reflection of the government’s management in
the spate of bushfires that have occurred over the last
few years in Victoria and more particularly in national
parks. I understand that this issue is being actively
scrutinised by an all-party committee.
Over 1 million hectares were burnt in 2006–07. The
problem we face is that currently the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and Parks Victoria are
employing additional staff over the autumn-summer
period, but during winter and spring there are few staff
available to do controlled burns. In those periods, when
conditions are more suitable or when it would be more
appropriate to do controlled burns, in some cases the
summer crews have been retrenched and in other cases
staff are taking a well-earned rest.
From time to time in my area, which is surrounded by
the Dandenong Ranges National Park, Lysterfield State
Park and Churchill National Park, residents see smoke
and therefore assume that adequate back-burning is
occurring. However, when you delve into it further it
would appear that not enough back-burning is
occurring. The evidence that has come out as part of the
parliamentary committee inquiry is that because of the
logging, lack of burning and the removal of grazing,
our forests have changed in many respects from being
open forests to forests made up of tightly grown
saplings that have understorey plant bases. During fires
in such forests flames can shoot up the trunks of trees
and reach the crowns, creating a fire which, once it
crowns, rolls over the tops of trees and roars up
hillsides. Under the right conditions this creates the
possibility of huge fires burning in an uncontrolled
manner, and that is exactly what has happened in many
of Victoria’s national parks.
Only 12 months ago many members of the opposition
inspected parts of northern Victoria, and we could see
firsthand the devastation which had occurred because of
these hot-burning fires, as opposed to what happens
with the traditional cold burn that occurs as part of a
back-burning operation. When those fires occurred no
aircraft or foam could put them out. The only way of
stopping the phenomenon is by learning from history
and ensuring that cool mosaic burning and permanent
firebreaks, particularly around water catchments, are
put in place to ensure that we have the best possible
means to protect our national parks.
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The creation of firebreaks between public and private
land will create firefighting buffers where back-burning
can occur and fires can be fought to protect private
property. This, as the Acting Speaker may be aware, is
currently not occurring. In the alpine areas many
mountain ash forests were lost because the dormant
seedbeds, which are often at the base of trees, were
destroyed because the fires were so hot. This has
potentially eradicated a number of mountain ash species
in the alpine areas.
With regard to our water catchments, I am advised that
hot-burning fires change the nature of affected forests.
The regeneration is often much more dense and affects
water catchments. Particularly around riparian zones
the water level drops by as much as one-third in the first
three years and after seven years by potentially 50 per
cent. Growth peters out as trees grow too close together
and consequently die.
It can be seen that this government does not have a
clear plan for the management of our forests. To placate
Victorians the government indicates it has a clear plan
and understands what it is seeking to do with regard to
the management of our forests. However, one needs to
look, as the current parliamentary inquiry has looked —
and I have also spoken to people who were affected —
at the devastation caused by recent bushfires to see the
lack of management this government has put into
national parks.
That allows me to move on to the next group of bills to
be repealed. They include a number of bills to do with
water, including the Water (Further Amendment) Act
1994, the Water (Rural Water Corporation) Act 1992,
and the Water Industry (Amendment) Act 1995. I am
sure that the member for Swan Hill, who is in the
house, will also be seeking to make a contribution on
this important issue, as will the member for Brighton.
This government has talked big on water but has done
very little on this important issue. Let us not forget that
water was the no. 1 priority in 2002 of the then Bracks
government. It is now 2008 and very little has changed.
The Water Act has doubled in size under this
government, so the number of pages and the thickness
have increased. We have a much bigger doorstop, but
Victorians have less security on water tenure. This
government has reaped over $2 billion in public sector
dividend taxes from water authorities. Just imagine
what water infrastructure we would have if in fact this
government had used that money and allowed those
authorities to invest that money in critical water
infrastructure.
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For every issue we raise members opposite always have
an excuse. But the reality is that this community is still
on stage 3a water restrictions. The government said it
was going to make water a priority in 2002, but six
years down the track we are still waiting for the
long-promised outcomes to ensure that the water supply
for Melbourne and Victoria is improved.
The government separated the value of water from land
for rating purposes and is now having to pay
compensation to affected local governments. The
government was advised of this issue and knew that it
was going to face this problem but it chose not to listen.
It is now paying for that lack of understanding and an
unwillingness to take on board the views of others. The
government has unbundled ownership of water from
land and it has taken the Department of Sustainability
and Environment two years to set up the register.
However, when it was implemented on 1 July 2007 the
system was overwhelmed, and farmers were
unnecessarily delayed in trading water in a timely
manner.
I am reminded, as was mentioned just before in the
house, that this Parliament was recalled in
December 2006 because we had to pass the critical
water infrastructure bill. It was the most critical —
pardon the pun — piece of legislation that this
Parliament had to deal with it. I remember it distinctly
because it was in fact the first bill I got to speak on; I
had only delivered my maiden speech prior to that. I
obviously understood that it was going to be a critical
piece of legislation that this government had to pass.
But, as we are all aware, that legislation has still not
been brought back before this house.
If one looks at the way in which this government has
managed the recycling of water, a lot has been said — a
lot of fluff, a lot of bubble and a lot of spin — but this
government pumps in excess of 300 billion litres of
wastewater out to sea every year at places like Werribee
and Gunnamatta, and the member for Nepean has been
a passionate advocate on this issue. But despite the
rhetoric and six years to deal with this critical issue,
which the former Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change, Mr Thwaites, had indicated was going
to be his no. 1 priority and something that he was going
to fix, nothing has been done. This government’s record
stands on its own, and the community rightly holds the
view that this government has no clear plan on water.
I have not even touched on the other critical issue —
that is, the north–south pipeline. That issue in itself
could lead to a 30-minute discussion. I am sure that the
member for Swan Hill will be speaking passionately on
that issue.
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In the area of police and law and order this government
is seeking to repeal a number of acts. Those include the
Corrections (Amendment) Act 1996, the Fire
Authorities (Amendment) Act 1991, the Fire
Authorities (Contributions) Act 1989, the Police
(Industrial Functions) Act 1992, the Police Regulation
(Amendment) Act 1989, the Police Regulation
(Amendment) Act 1992 and the Police Regulation
(Discipline) Act 1993. One only has to look at the
significance of law and order in this state. I have
listened with bemusement to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services standing up in this house and
pretending that everything is fine: the community
thinks there is not a problem with law and order; we
have more police on the beat; everyone is happy; it is
not an issue; and we do not know why the opposition
keeps talking about law and order.
The reason the opposition talks about law and order is
that the community talks about law and order. One only
need listen to Neil Mitchell and the number of
programs that he has run on this very important
issue — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I remind the member that whilst he is the lead speaker
for the opposition this is a fairly limited debate. He will
be given a lot more latitude than following speakers,
but he must confine his comments broadly to the bill.
Mr WAKELING — I thank the Acting Speaker,
but I will certainly stand up in this house and talk about
the importance of police and the significance of these
bills that are being repealed because — —
An honourable member interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Without interjection!
Mr WAKELING — I thank members opposite and
remind the house that law and order is an important
issue. The opposition will not be silenced on this very
important issue. Despite the rhetoric of those opposite
one only need look at the number of assaults that have
occurred in the state of Victoria. In the last 12 months
the level of assaults has increased by 13.9 per cent in
Victoria. In Melbourne assaults have increased by
21 per cent. Whilst those opposite might think it is
funny and that law and order is not an important issue,
those on this side of the house know that it is a very
important issue. I will not be silenced by those
opposite, because I understand the importance of this
issue. People in Boronia are deeply concerned about
assault — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Burwood!
Mr WAKELING — I appreciate the member for
Burwood’s willingness to assist me in regard to this, but
I am quite happy to deal with it. I know full well that
residents in my community and residents in Hastings
are concerned about assault. The member for Hastings
is in the house and, unlike the previous member, this
member for Hastings is standing up for his community
and is fighting to ensure that law and order is dealt
with.
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member should concentrate on that bill rather than
wasting time on an issue that may well be the subject of
a matter of public importance or a grievance debate.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
it has been a longstanding tradition of this place that
lead speakers are given significant latitude, and the bill
before the house discusses seven spent acts in their
entirety and 48 amending acts. I have been sitting here
listening to the member for Ferntree Gully, and he
has — —
Mr Holding interjected.

A number of education acts are to be repealed by this
bill. My contribution to the debate is limited to only
30 minutes, but as you, Acting Speaker, would
appreciate I am sure, I could speak all day while
examining the manner in which this government has
handled important areas such as law and order, and
education.
As I said, the government is seeking to repeal the
Education (Amendment) Act 1981, the Education
(Amendment) Act 1983 and the Education
(Amendment) Act 1984, the Education (Miscellaneous
Matters) Act 1986, the Education Acts (Teachers) Act
1993 — and I am sure I could come up with something
about teachers — the Teaching Service (Amendment)
Act 1987, the Teaching Service (Amendment) Act
1993 and the Teaching Service Act 1983.
This government should hang its head in shame about
the way in which it has dealt with education in this
state. It championed to the Victorian community that it
would rebuild schools through its 10-year rebuilding
program, but government schools in my electorate have
asked the government to clarify when their schools will
be rebuilt because they do not want to spend
hard-earned money on unnecessary maintenance if part
or a wing of their school is to be demolished.
However, the government refuses to clarify when the
10-year school rebuilding program will be rolled out in
my electorate. If you were to ask any other school
throughout this state, I am sure they also would not
know when they will receive an upgrade or a rebuild as
part of the 10-year rebuild program. One only needs to
look at the school maintenance backlog. I walk around
schools — —
Mr Stensholt — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I have waited quite a long time before rising,
because we are reluctant to take points of order on a
lead speaker as usually they are given a lot of latitude.
But I suggest, Acting Speaker, that as this debate is on
the Legislative Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill, the

Ms Asher — We would expect that sort of comment
from you! The member for Ferntree Gully has been
assiduous in his dissection of the bill. Given that it is a
tradition that lead speakers have a very broad range of
opportunity in the use of their 30 minutes — which is
his entitlement — I would ask that you rule that point
of order out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I drew the attention of the member for Ferntree Gully to
this matter earlier. The debate has to be relevant to the
bill. I acknowledge the comments by the Deputy
Leader of the Liberal Party about lead speakers being
given some latitude, but that does not necessarily entitle
them to undertake a broad discussion about things that
are not necessarily in the bill. I point out to members
who will follow the member in this debate that the
Chair will not be anywhere near as tolerant as it has
been so far. I uphold the point of order.
Mr WAKELING — I am pleased that members
opposite are interested in my contribution to the debate
and that, unlike some of their colleagues, they have
remained in the house to hear this important debate.
I note that four acts dealing with teaching are being
repealed by the bill, therefore I hoped I would be
allowed to at least talk about teachers. It should be
noted that I have been talking about the acts listed in the
bill for repeal and have not been straying onto issues
concerning unrelated acts.
If I may deal with teaching issues — I am now referring
to the Teaching Service (Amendment) Act 1987, the
Teaching Service (Amendment) Act 1993, the
Teaching Service Act 1983 and the Education Acts
(Teachers) Act 1993, all of which involve teaching —
from a layman’s interpretation. As has been put by
many in the community, our teachers have been
recognised as being some of the worst paid in the
country. The Program for International Student
Assessment results have shown that Victoria is the
worst-performing mainland state, albeit behind
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Tasmania. For what it is worth, if those opposite see
that as an achievement, they should hang their heads in
shame.
In the limited time I have left I will refer to the energy
industry. The bill will repeal a number of energy acts,
particularly the Electricity Industry (Amendment) Act
1996 and the State Electricity Commission
(Amendment) Act 1988. That brings me to the issue of
greenhouse gases and the future of brown coal. We on
this side of the house are awaiting the federal Labor
government’s policy and research outcomes on carbon
capture and storage. One can only assume that the
federal government will be moving towards a national
system, which begs the question: what will happen to
the Victorian renewable energy target, because it will
potentially be subsumed in a federal system?
This government needs to ensure it is responding to
electricity demand peaks; the smart meter rollout is at
least two years late; and the 2002 commitments in
regard to demand management have been abandoned.
On protections against and response plans for
unexpected supply interruptions, the buck has been
passed to National Electricity Market Management
Company, and there are growing weaknesses in
distribution infrastructure for both electricity and gas,
which is compounded by a lack of planning for
population growth. The Liberal Party will not be
opposing this legislation.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak in support of the Legislation Reform (Repeals
No. 2) Bill. I have to say that I was rather confused by
the last speaker; I am not sure whether he was speaking
on the statement of government intentions or on the
May budget. I am really not sure because I did not hear
‘repeal’ mentioned too often.
I am very happy to speak on this bill, because it is clear
that this government is committed to legislative and
regulatory reform. We have established the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission, and we want
to make sure that regulation and legislation do not
impose unreasonable burdens on the community by
reducing or retarding growth, productivity and
innovation for Victorian businesses. It is fair to say that
we have led the way nationally in regulatory reform.
Indeed the National Competition Council has
recommended that other jurisdictions follow Victoria’s
lead in creating an independent body to assess
regulation and to reduce the regulatory burden on
business.
In fact our leadership as a state was instrumental in
securing a commitment from the commonwealth, state
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and territory governments at Council of Australian
Governments to review regulation in a number of areas
and to reduce the regulatory burden and overlap
between the state and commonwealth governments.
At the 2006 state election this government committed
itself to reducing the administrative burden of
compliance with government regulation by 25 per cent
over a five-year period. The government estimates that
that initiative will deliver ongoing savings to businesses
of between $495 million over the first three years and
$825 million over five years, which will improve our
competitiveness and our attractiveness as a place for
investment and help create jobs.
At the last state election this Labor government made a
specific commitment in its policy statement Efficient
Government, under the heading ‘Reform legislation’, to
Repeal all old and redundant legislation to reduce the number
of laws by 20 per cent compared to 1999.

The member for Ferntree Gully was in here saying we
have not reduced it by enough, that we have only
reduced it by a small number.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The members for Swan Hill and Benalla should assist
the Chair.
Mr HUDSON — The fact of the matter is we have
just got started. This piece of legislation repeals
7 amending acts and 48 principal acts — —
Mr Walsh — The other way around.
Mr HUDSON — Sorry, the other way around.
Members will see that we will be repealing at least
another 100 pieces of legislation in subsequent reform
bills that we will introduce into this Parliament. This is
a work in progress. We are very committed to this. It is
something we will be doing over time, and something
that will have real and lasting impacts.
Members can see the need for this bill when they
consider the number of acts passed by this Parliament
and the way that number has increased in recent years. I
want to congratulate the new chief parliamentary
counsel, Gemma Varley, on her appointment; I think it
is terrific to have another woman in that position. She
has informed me that between 1850 and 1985 this
Parliament passed 10 262 acts, or around 66 acts a year.
Between 1986 and 2007 the Parliament enacted
2088 amending or principal acts, or about 100 pieces of
legislation a year, which is an increase of about 50 per
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cent. With that acceleration there is clearly a need to
review and repeal redundant legislation.
The acts to be repealed by this bill fall into two
categories. The first is spent principal acts, of which
there are seven. Then there are spent amending acts, of
which there are 48. The transitional or savings
provisions in these acts are no longer required because
of the passage of time and subsequent amendments
since their enactment which have reduced the need for
these provisions to be in place. The substantive
provisions are no longer required because they have
either taken effect or are spent or redundant. Part of the
government’s program is to unclutter the statute books.
It wants the community, when it is being consulted on
legislation, to be able to understand and know what
legislation is in place and not to be confused
unnecessarily by the various pieces of amending
legislation, which only confuse the public about what is
in fact on the statute books.
What is important here is that we now have a
systematic program in place. This is not an ad hoc
program but a systematic program. We are not just
looking at amending acts but also at principal acts and
we are looking at repealing the principal acts which are
no longer required. Ministers are required to go through
their portfolios and identify those amending and
principal acts which should be taken off the statute
books.
In the last year we have accelerated this process by
including in all legislation provisions for amending acts
to be self-repealing, so we will not have this problem
with these new acts in the future. In the past we had
amending acts and those acts stayed on the statute
books. We now have provisions in all legislation that
amending acts are self-repealing once they have done
their job and their provisions have been incorporated
into the principal acts. Basically these amending acts
are repealed 12 months after the last of their provisions
comes into effect. Where previously transitional and
savings provisions were left behind in amending acts,
we now have a system where transitional and savings
provisions are in the principal act, which allows the
amending act to be automatically repealed. Members
can see that this is something of a self-cleaning process.
We will have amending acts being automatically
repealed once their provisions are spent, and the
savings provisions will be automatically included in the
principal acts. I believe the government is on track to
meet its target.
In his rather confusing and interesting presentation to
the Parliament the member for Ferntree Gully talked
about a whole range of things. One of the things he
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referred to was the original Murray–Darling Basin
agreement plans. He made the astounding statement
that the government is only cooperating with the Rudd
government on the Murray–Darling Basin plan
now — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Just because the previous speaker made comments does
not mean that the current speaker can divert his
attention off the legislation.
Mr HUDSON — On that, Acting Speaker, you
gave him enormous latitude and he made a number of
astounding comments in relation to the Murray–Darling
Basin agreement act. Can I just make the point — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Is the member defying the Chair?
Mr HUDSON — Absolutely not, Acting Speaker, I
accept your guidance. Good luck to the member for
Ferntree Gully for being able to get away with such a
broad-ranging contribution.
The point is that the government has a great track
record in relation to this legislation. It has already
brought in two substantial pieces of repealing
legislation. It has already started to systematically get
rid of quite a number of pieces of redundant legislation.
That process will be accelerated because all future
legislation will be repealed automatically. All amending
acts will be repealed when they are spent and their
provisions are no longer required because they have
been incorporated into the principal act. Further repeal
bills will accelerate this process by repealing more
legislation. This government will easily meet its target
of repealing 20 per cent of legislation. The member for
Ferntree Gully attempted a little bit of sophistry by
seeking to put together some statistics. He will be
proved horribly wrong by the government’s program. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2)
Bill. To start off I would like to take up some aspects of
the member for Bentleigh’s contribution about how the
government is reducing the regulatory burden on
Victorians and how it will be doing this over a five-year
time frame. Recently I was very interested to read a
press release from the Treasurer in the other place
where he said he was reducing the red-tape burden for
people running barbecues, sausage sizzles and cake
stalls. He said this would make life easier for those
mums and dads out there who are running these things
and are being strangled by red tape. I thought this was
fantastic. It is something people in my electorate and
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right around Victoria have been asking for for years. Lo
and behold, when the question was asked of the
Treasurer, ‘When is this going to happen?’ the answer
was, ‘It is going to take some 12 to 18 months to do
this’.
Dr Sykes — The sausages will be burnt by then!
Mr WALSH — As the member for Benalla said,
the sausages will be well and truly burnt by the time we
take 12 to 18 months to get rid of one little bit of red
tape. The member for Bentleigh may believe his spin
but the reality out there is it is not happening at the rate
the member believes it is. As he says, people are sick of
the complexity of legislation, they are sick of the
burdens on their lives, but the government’s program is
not delivering at this stage. Everyone in this house
would be very mindful of the fact that this government
is almost one-third of the way through its current
parliamentary life, and most people would realise that it
probably will not get another turn, so it needs to speed
up on the things that it talks about.
However, I want to briefly touch on several of the acts
that are being repealed here, particularly those
concerning water and national parks. A lot of history is
being consigned to the dustbin here. We will probably
miss this when we have this automatic repeal in the
future — we will not go back and see what our
forefathers did with legislation. If you go through some
of the water legislation that is being repealed you think
about the history of water in this state.
For a long time we had the State Rivers and Water
Supply Commission. Then we had a number of changes
to the water authorities, particularly through the
Cain-Kirner era. We went from having the State Rivers
and Water Supply Commission to having the Rural
Water Commission and then the Rural Water
Corporation; and under the Rural Water Commission
and the Rural Water Corporation regional management
boards were put in place to provide advice on how
those regions should be run. Then we saw the break-up
of the state water body into the regional water
authorities, as we have now, and the appointment of
boards to run those authorities. It happened under the
Kirner government.
At the time it was a very good move — there is no
argument about that. At the time we all had great hope
that the boards of those regional water authorities
would deliver for their constituents and for the
industries they support. But over time we found there
was an insidious creep and now, in effect, water
bureaucrats in the Department of Sustainability and
Environment run those regional water boards — the
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boards are now directed to do things. If one talks to the
directors of those boards, they confess that they feel
almost powerless to fulfil their duties for their own
water businesses because the DSE water bureaucrats
are constantly telling them what they do and do not
need to do, and they find their lives are no longer about
serving their communities but about serving the DSE
water bureaucrats.
As the member for Ferntree Gully said, water is the
biggest issue in town. This government has talked big
about the things it will do legislatively and about the
infrastructure projects for water, but it has delivered
little. The figure often bandied around — it is fact — is
that the government has collected in excess of
$2 billion in public sector dividend taxes from the water
authorities. That money should have been left with
those water authorities so they could invest in the future
for Victorians instead of being put into consolidated
revenue at Treasury.
The member for Bentleigh talked about simplifying
legislation and making it less complex for people to
deal with, and the government may be repealing the
number of bills, but if you look through some of the
legislative changes that have taken place, I believe you
will find there has not been a reduction in either the
number of pages or the complexity of legislation. The
Water Act is a classic example of that. It has doubled in
size since this government was elected. We now have
an act that is twice the size and many times as complex
as the original act. It is very hard to read and
understand, and people feel less empowered when it
comes to water legislation in this state than they did
before the Bracks and Brumby governments were
elected.
We have seen people’s rights to water reduced. We
stood in this place a couple of years ago and witnessed
people’s rights to stock and domestic water being taken
away from them, because the right to stock and
domestic water was rolled in with all the other water
rights. People thought they had absolute entitlement to
stock and domestic water as of right, but because that is
part of their overall water right, during the drought they
have found they have only 10 or 20 per cent of their
stock and domestic water right. Over time people’s
rights have been reduced by the changes this
government has made to the Water Act. We have seen
the unbundling of the value of water from the value of
land in shire rating — something that we warned the
government about at the time. We said there were
consequences for local government in doing that,
but — lo and behold — the minister at the time would
not listen. He proceeded with that change, and we now
find that the government is having to pay compensation
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to local government for the legislative changes it
brought in without thinking them through.
We have seen unbundling of the ownership of water —
the issue the honourable member for Ferntree Gully
touched on — where water has been separated from
land from an ownership point of view. DSE had two
years after the legislation was introduced to set up the
systems whereby from 1 July 2007 people could start
trading water so that land transfers could go through
seamlessly without water being an issue. However, we
saw the system fail, and many people had their
transactions held up. I had a lot of inquiries in my
office, as I know did several other country members,
about people’s land transfers being held up because that
system did not work. They had to pay penalty interest
because their transfers were held up and they could not
get their money through on time.
We have a government that has talked big on water and
how it will have recycling in place. Again, as has been
touched on in this place many times, it is a blight on our
society that we are still pumping over 300 billion litres
of waste water out to sea each year at Gunnamatta and
Werribee. The government was also elected on a
promise to provide water to the Snowy River and to the
Living Murray. On our last best estimate it still owes
those two rivers 170 billion litres of water, which it
promised to find from savings. Those savings are now
planned to be sent to Melbourne through the
north–south pipeline, and we find that again the
government has been very casual with the truth on these
issues.
But the great issue when we talk about legislation is the
fact that the Brumby government was elected on a
promise of getting rid of the catchment management
authority levy. It was going to be taken away because it
was supposedly inequitable. However, the
environmental contributions water legislation was
introduced and there is now a secret levy on everyone’s
water bill — 5 per cent on all urban water and 2 per
cent on all rural water — raising something like
$60 million a year, year in and year out. It is a secret
water tax that the government has forbidden the water
authorities from showing on water bills.
The last thing I want to touch on is the repeal of the
various national parks acts. It is a fallacy that if you
change the name on the sign on the front of Crown
land, you improve its management. Acting Speaker,
you would be well aware that just changing the name
from ‘state park’ to ‘national park’ does not improve
the management regime; you actually have to put
resources in there. You have to put men and women
and money into those parks to ensure that they are
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managed better in the future. One of the very sad
statements that is often repeated is that the Crown, as
the manager of a vast majority of the land in Victoria, is
the neighbour from hell. I am sure that is not a slight on
the Parks Victoria staff, who try to do their best, but the
issue is that over time we have had an increase in the
area designated as national parks but we have not had a
consequential increase in the resources put in place to
manage those national parks. When we are repealing
some of those pieces of legislation we should be
reminded that it is not just about the sign on the front of
a national park but about the resources that are put into
managing it.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am pleased to speak in
support of the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill.
The government has instituted a review of all acts
across every portfolio, and every minister has been
asked to pinpoint legislation within their area that may
be redundant and suitable for this treatment. This is
intended to reduce the number of acts in operation by
20 per cent. Some legislation in this regard was
introduced in 2007, and there is more to follow. We
have also committed to writing legislation in plain
English so that it is easier to understand, and a little
later in my contribution I will give an example of
non-plain English which is very hard to understand
which is on the statute books at present.
This bill repeals a number of acts. I will go through
some of them, because it is interesting to me to see the
range of legislation which is on the books and which
governs our life in Victoria. This legislation starts with
a 1931 act, the Mildura Vineyards Protection Act. I am
not exactly sure what is contained in that act. It might
concern wine, Acting Speaker, that is true, but because
of this process it has been determined that it is no
longer useful for the government of Victoria. Then we
have the River Murray Waters Act 1949 and
Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1966, and I am not sure what
that covers either. I have visited that abattoir, and I had
no idea it was covered by a piece of Victorian
legislation. In 1967 there was another Shepparton
Abattoirs Act. There is also a range of education acts, a
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Legislation)
Act — and we are all very interested in that one, as we
are all keen readers of electoral legislation.
There are also acts for the teaching service, for the
former State Electricity Commission and for the
Victorian Arts Centre from 1988. There is the Transfer
of Land (Computer Register) Act 1989, an act which is
almost 20 years old and which must have been one of
the first acts that considered computer registrations in
Victoria. There is a 1990 road safety act, a 1991 act for
fire authorities, a 1992 act for alpine resorts, right
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through to a Como Project Act 1994. I am not sure
exactly what that act covers either. The 1994 estate
agents act, the 1995 road safety act and the 1996 Farm
Produce Wholesale (Amendment) Act are also being
repealed, right through to the Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act
1998. Once again I am not certain what was covered
under the dried fruits act, but obviously it is no longer
required to be legislated for in Victoria.
I was a little bit involved with the consultation process
that went into the rewriting of the education act. I
actually looked at the old education act, and it was a
huge volume that had been amended and amended
again and re-amended until it was swept clean with a
new broom by the then education minister, now the
Minister for Public Transport, a few years ago. It was
reconstituted as a new act in plain English so that it was
much more up to date, relevant and easy to read. It is
not bothered with so many amendments as the original
education act was which I think dated from the 1880s.
When I talk to students from my schools in Parliament I
always move down to the centre table in this chamber
and tell them that these are all of the acts of the
Victorian Parliament on that table. There is quite a
number of them. You can see why it is important to go
through those acts and update them, clean them out and
try to make the legislation more modern and efficient.
While I was researching this bill I came across
something else that interested me a great deal. I will just
talk about it for a few moments. This particular
legislation is not being repealed by this act. It has not
been earmarked for repeal because it is still in operation
in Victoria and needs to be in operation in Victoria
because it covers such things as trusts and land. But this
is the Church of Scotland Act 1840. This act is in
operation in Victoria as a piece of Victorian law that
never actually went through the Victorian Parliament
because it was passed in New South Wales before the
Victorian Parliament was actually in existence.
Ms Asher — We should repeal it then!
Ms MUNT — I advise the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that it cannot be repealed because it still
covers some very important matters. This was put in
place by the Parliament of New South Wales in 1840. I
am fascinated by this because it is still on the books; it
is still current; it is almost 170 years old. As I said it
was not even passed in Victoria but it passes as
Victorian law for this particular purpose. I will just read
what it does. It is:
An Act to amend an Act intituled “An Act to regulate the
temporal affairs of Presbyterian Churches and Chapels
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connected with the Church of Scotland in the Colony of New
South Wales.”

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! When I came into the chamber earlier I heard
some discussion going on with regard to relevance. The
member has actually raised the issue that what she is
referring to is not legislation relating to the bill before
the house. It may be that if the member wishes to see
that act repealed, she should put it to members of the
government at a later stage and bring it in later in the
year.
Ms MUNT — No, it is — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! So do you feel you might return to the bill — —
Ms MUNT — No, it is not an act that is before the
house, but it is relevant to the bill that is before the
house because we are talking about the repeal of — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! We are talking about repealing the bills from
1931 to 1999 that are all listed, and the one mentioned
by the member is not. It goes back further than that. It is
not on the list that I have before me.
Ms MUNT — Thank you, Acting Speaker. If I may
just to point out the — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! You may conclude on that issue; that is what
you are trying to say.
Ms MUNT — I will conclude on that issue. If I may
just read some parts of this act to point out how old
English differs from plain English that is being covered
by the repeal of this legislation, because I think it is
very interesting to look at how old English is still on the
books and will be repealed by this legislation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Good. Let me put it to you: ye will return to the
bill before the house.
Ms MUNT — So the Acting Speaker does not want
to hear any of the old English in the Church of Scotland
Act?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! You are right; I do not.
Ms MUNT — So the Acting Speaker is not
interested in the history of Victorian legislation?
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! It is true I am interested in the bill before the
house.
Ms MUNT — I will return to this bill. As I said, it is
the intention of the Victorian government, and it was an
election commitment I believe in 2006, to look through
all of the state’s legislation and to find measures that
can be repealed to streamline the legislation of Victoria
and to put it into plain English not like the old English
in the other piece of legislation that I have been talking
about in this place today — I have lost my place now.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms MUNT — Yes, I will go back to Scotland. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — As has already been
indicated, the Liberal Party and The Nationals do not
oppose the bill before the house, the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007. I am very pleased
that the Minister for Small Business is sitting at the
table while this particular bill is being debated because
it is always of interest to ministers for small business
who are actually in charge of the regulatory reform
program of governments, whether they be Liberal or
Labor.
As I listened to the member for Bentleigh contribute to
the debate on this bill I got the impression that he
thought the whole process of statutory law reform was
new and something invented by this government. Given
that he is a relatively new member of this place, I want
to point out to him that statutory law revision is a
practice which has gone on over decades under many
governments, both Liberal and Labor. It has been the
practice of various governments of different
persuasions to actually go through the statute books and
remove acts that are redundant, or spent in the case of
amending acts.
I also want to make reference to the second-reading
speech where the government said that it is going to
increase the priority of this particular process and wants
to reduce the number of acts by at least 20 per cent
using the base of those acts operating in 1999.
I thought the comments made by the member for
Ferntree Gully were instructive. He actually did some
homework and found out that the government has in
fact increased the number of acts in the statute books in
the time it has been in government. It is now
claiming — —
Mr Helper — They’re better quality!
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Ms ASHER — They are better quality. The
Minister for Small Business, who is at the table, is
acknowledging that the government has increased the
number of acts on the statute books — then it claims
that to reduce that number is some sort of feat.
The bill before the house removes 7 redundant principal
acts from statute law and removes 48 amending acts as
well. The government is indulging in a fair degree of
spin both in the second-reading speech and in its
presentation of this reform. I particularly refer to page 2
of the second-reading speech which says:
This fits in with the government’s policy of reducing the
regulatory burden on the Victorian community wherever
possible.

I wish to direct a couple of comments to that statement,
because that is the task of the Minister for Small
Business. It is his job to respond to business concerns
and community concerns and to reduce the regulatory
burden on Victorians.
The government has established the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission. While this
bill is looking at redundant legislation, there are other
forms of regulation which impose in many areas equal
if not more burden on the small business sector or the
community. The Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission has outlined the burden of regulation on
Victorians; I have spoken about that previously.
Numbers about that are on the public record.
A recent example of a report put out by the VCEC —
and the member for Swan Hill, the Deputy Leader of
The Nationals, referred to it — was a food industry
report. The government commissioned a report on the
food industry which is dominated by small business and
which provides significant export opportunities for
Victoria. In the handling of this particular report the
government responded to it by saying no to a whole raft
of recommendations that the VCEC had actually put
up. As the member for Swan Hill pointed out, some
recommendations were responded to by the
government in an incredibly tardy way. A range of
reforms were recommended by the VCEC — the very
body this government set up to advise it on the
reduction of regulation in particular areas, which is
referred to in the second-reading speech — and the
government response in this particular example and in
many other instances was to say no.
On the one hand we see the government’s spin of the
VCEC and the government’s role in reducing
regulation while on the other hand when we have a
considered report by experts in this instance, the
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government says it will not proceed with a number of
recommendations which I think are very important.
Some of the acts listed in the schedule of acts to be
repealed in the bill have been touched on by other
members. Why were these acts not picked up earlier?
For example why were the acts in the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 1) Bill chosen and others, listed in
this bill, deferred until later? I would have thought that
if the case for the repeal of something like the Mildura
Vineyards Protection Act 1931 was so self-evident it
could have been picked up earlier. The government
may wish to trumpet about this particular bill now
before the house, but I think the question the minister at
the table needs to answer is why this bill has taken such
a long time to be introduced.
The government asked the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee to be involved in the process of
this bill, whereas previously and in regard to the first
repeal bill the government initially did not ask SARC to
be involved. The SARC report on the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007 states on pages 3 and
4 that SARC found the repeal of the seven spent or
redundant principal acts is appropriate and that the
committee considered the repeal of the 48 amending
acts in the schedule is also appropriate. That is a proper
role for the SARC to take on. At least I am pleased that
the government referred this bill to SARC, unlike its
practice regarding the Legislation Reform (Repeal
No. 1) Bill.
A number of water acts are being singled out for
redundancy and are listed in the schedule. They include
the Water (Rural Water Corporation) Act 1992, the
Water (Further Amendment) Act 1994, and the Water
Industry (Amendment) Act 1995. By way of
observation, I will say that the government’s greatest
policy failure is over water. Former Premier Bracks
designated that water would be the no. 1 priority in
2002. Future circumstances may be that Melbourne’s
population is going to increase by 1 million people, but
there has been no increase in water supply planned for
2002–10. This would be the area of most significant
policy failure by this government in terms of the
livability of Melbourne.
I contend that the government could have built a dam, it
could have built a desalination plant, it could have
upgraded the eastern treatment plant and it could have
fixed the leaks in the Melbourne system. I would refer
honourable members to the three water acts that are
being repealed by this bill, and I would urge members
of the government to consider their policy failure in
terms of water.
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I also want to make brief reference to the self-repealing
provisions which have been touched on by other
members. In the future we will not see bills such as this
coming before the Parliament, because the
government — again, with the full support of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, which of
course is a committee on which all parties are
represented — has indicated that now there will be
self-repealing provisions in every bill, and members
will have seen this happen within bills. That is a
significant step forward, although of course for those
people with an historical interest in the Parliament,
unless the government wants to actually provide lists of
bills that have lapsed over certain periods of time, we
will not know which bills have automatically lapsed.
In conclusion, whilst we are pleased to not oppose the
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007, we
would make the general point that whilst the
government claims that it is addressing the reduction of
regulation, it needs to do more, and it needs to do more
than simply clean up the statute books, which is
something that governments of both persuasions have
done over many years and over many governments.
What the government needs to do — and specifically
the Minister for Small Business, who is entrusted with
this task — is ensure that regulations impacting
particularly on small business are removed or in fact are
not made in the first instance by this chamber or by
ministers.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I hope that you
will offer me the same indulgence that you offered the
member for Brighton, Acting Speaker, when on many
occasions she strayed off the bill, particularly in regard
to the role of the Minister for Small Business when she
talked about regulation; in fact this bill, which I hasten
to support, is actually talking about legislation. There is
actually a difference between legislation and regulation.
I notice that in the second-reading speech there is no
mention of the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission, even though the member for Brighton
seemed to spend a lot of time talking about that in
respect of regulation rather than in respect of
legislation.
I should also note, as others have noted, that this is
pretty much a straightforward bill, and it stems from the
policy of the Labor Party at the 2006 Victorian election
contained in the document headed Efficient
Government, with the subheading ‘When it matters —
Steve Bracks and Labor’. This particular policy of
course was in great contrast to the Liberal Party policy,
because the former Liberal government fostered a
culture of excessive secrecy surrounding use of public
funds, limiting the powers of the Auditor-General and
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shielding its contracting activities. In other words, this
particular policy is about trying to improve
accountability, including in regard to legislation reform.
On page 10 of that particular policy document is the
genesis of this particular bill and indeed its predecessor,
the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 1) Bill, which
came before this house and was passed at an earlier
time. This policy states, firstly, that:
Clearly expressed legislation enables Victorians to understand
their obligations and rights under the law.

In other words, it states that Labor will ensure that all
laws are written in clear English and are easy to
understand. That is part of the policy which is the
genesis of this bill. I note that this bill is actually
expressed very clearly. If you look at its four clauses,
you will see they are very clear and easy to read. I
know it is a short bill, and of course the main guts of it
are actually contained in the schedule, but we very
much support bills that are in clear and succinct English
and that are easy to understand.
The main genesis of this bill is contained in this policy
document, which states:
Labor will complete the process of modernising all of
Victoria’s legislation so that by 2010 all laws will have been
reviewed and modernised within the past 10 years.

The first part of this bill, which is the schedule, talks
about principal acts. The Labor Party policy said its
target was that by 2010 only one principal act would be
older than 10 years — namely, the Constitution Act of
1975. I understand that the Constitution Act is a pretty
crucial act, although we actually reviewed it subsequent
to 1999 and brought in extensive changes to it to
improve the accountability of Parliament to the
Victorian people. I refer to the terrific reforms of the
upper house which were brought forward by
amendments to that particular act.
Another part of the policy states:
Labor will repeal all old and redundant legislation to reduce
the number of laws by 20 per cent compared to 1999.

In other words, it is continuing that process. The
member for Brighton talked about a continuing process,
but we have actually set goals for ourselves here in
terms of reducing the number of laws by 20 per cent
compared to 1999, and this bill — the second one of its
type — continues that process.
I notice that the bill has been dealt with by the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee. I think the
member for Brighton was perhaps overblowing exactly
what that committee did by saying that it had a look at
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it and said, ‘This bill is okay to go ahead and the acts
contained in it are okay to be repealed’. In fact the only
thing it said was that the committee made no further
comment, which of course implies that it was satisfied
with the bill as put before it. That is pretty simple and
straightforward, and it is good to see that that particular
committee sees that there is no problem with this bill.
There is quite a range of things contained in this bill. I
see that the member for Mildura — the member for
New South Wales! — is here, and no doubt he will
wish to talk about some of the history behind it,
particularly the Mildura Vineyards Protection Act 1931,
which is being repealed by this bill. Obviously that act
provided for the conversion of property and assets at
one stage of the Mildura Vineyards Protection Board,
with the money going to the Mildura High School
scholarship fund, which was a very commendable
exercise. I hope that there were quite a number of
people who benefited from that scholarship fund, and I
am looking forward to the member for Mildura telling
us about some of the people who may well have
benefited from that fund.
There is a range of other repealed acts which have been
described by previous speakers, including acts relating
to the primary industries and agriculture area. I
commend the minister who has responsibility for that
for bringing those acts forward. There is a process
being undertaken by the Brumby government whereby
it is reducing the number of acts, and each minister has
been required to go through the list that they are
responsible for, to bring them forward in an ongoing
process, and to make sure that they are looked at and
that they are put on the list for repeal. I am sure there
will be a number of further bills in this regard coming
forward which will repeal either spent principal acts or
indeed other acts which have transitional or substantive
provisions.
I note that the final clause of this bill — the now
standard one — deals with the repeal of the repealing
act. In this case the act will be repealed on the first
anniversary of the day on which it receives royal assent.
This is now a standard clause, which is supported on all
sides of the house. This means that we will not have too
many of these transitional acts or principal acts, which
are no longer in vogue in a legislative sense. In future
we will not need to have bills like this come before the
house to repeal acts that happen to be spent, because
they will automatically be repealed on the anniversary
of royal assent or in terms of whatever clause is put in
the relevant bill that comes before the house.
This legislation is aimed to ensure that we have a
smaller number of acts to deal with. It is good
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housekeeping, and of course sensible housekeeping is
something which is done all the time. The Labor Party
has set itself particular goals in this regard, and the
target, as I have mentioned before, is a comprehensive
one covering all the principal acts, so that no principal
act will be older than 10 years.
This, of course, will mean that the number of principal
acts will be cut by 20 per cent by 2010. As I said, this is
good housekeeping. They are sensible measures and
improve accountability, transparency and ease of
understanding of legislation by the community. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill. The purpose
of the bill is to provide for the repeal of 55 acts. They
are divided into two categories: 7 principal acts and
48 amending acts. According to the second-reading
speech, the purpose of repealing the acts is to reduce the
quantity of acts in order to make the task of consulting
legislation less confusing and by reducing the
legislative burden.
I will focus on the three acts that principally deal with
Mildura. The spent principal acts are the Dried Fruits
(Repeal) Act 1998 and the Mildura Vineyards
Protection Act 1931, and the amending act is the
Mildura Irrigation and Water Trusts (Merbein) Act
1978. I notice that there is a pattern all the bills fall into.
It is worth noting that the pattern is that the acts deal
with land, particularly valuation, transfer, possible
acquisition, estate agents, vineyards protection, dried
fruits, farm produce, coal mines, abattoirs, Como on the
Yarra River; water, being rural water, River Murray
water and Mildura irrigation; legal issues, being legal
aid; national parks; fire authorities; safety; and
education, being teaching services.
I now wish to talk on the three acts that affect Mildura.
The Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act 1998 provided for the
repeal of the Dried Fruits Act 1958 and the abolition of
the dried fruits board in Mildura which, amongst many
things over time, set prices and made export allocations
in the great days of the dried fruit industry. However,
with the changing landscape in how commodities were
managed, they were repealed and the money was
moved into a trust.
I have been told by the Australian Dried Fruits
Association that that trust is operating extremely
satisfactorily. Its aim is to further the dried fruits
industry, in particular in the task of research and
development and marketing. It is an industry that is
under considerable change and pressure, not just with
water but with the changing commodity markets in the
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world and pressure from our trading partners. What
makes us different is that right back even when the act
was originally framed Australia was trying to keep its
competitive edge by being smart in everything it did.
This finally closes the book on what is probably
100 years of history of the industry and opens another
book as it goes forward with this trust.
The Mildura Irrigation and Water Trusts (Merbein) Act
is to do with the incorporation of the Merbein urban
water supply into that of Mildura as higher standards of
drinking water were set at the time. However, country
towns did maintain their independence and
parochialism is alive and well. The people of Merbein
whished to have one commissioner on the expanded
water trust. That has now passed into history and the
supply to Sunraysia area has been through many name
changes and now rests with Lower Murray Water,
which supplies the potable water to a large number of
our towns and cities in the lower Murray area of
Victoria.
The Mildura Vineyards Protection Act 1931 is quite a
deal more interesting because as time goes on the more
things do not change. The act addressed the need for
pest and disease control and these are now controlled
under the Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995, but
the problems have not gone away. The driving causes
of that was to stop the spread of disease. Phylloxera
was a devastating vine disease at the turn of the
20th century, but it then subsided. Unfortunately it has
reared its ugly head again and is now challenging our
ability to keep the disease at bay. Some of the work has
spread internationally as we endeavour to protect our
industry from international diseases because we must
trade both ways.
With vineyards there is considerable concern over what
is called Pierce’s disease and the vector for that is called
the glassy-winged sharp shooter. There is quite a lot of
work being done to make sure that does not arrive on
Australia’s shores. The Plant Health and Plant Products
Act that we are currently operating under is being
challenged, and that work goes on. There is a major
pest in my electorate that we are greatly concerned
about.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRISP — No, it is the Queensland fruit fly. It is
a major problem and is challenging us. While the
minister is at the table I indicate that we are concerned
greatly about this pest and a lot of good work has been
done in keeping it at bay. The large amount of
legislative history tells us that that pest and disease has
been a major issue with horticultural areas. The pest
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typically comes from the north. It is slowly moving
around the eastern part of Victoria, and we now have a
problem in Melbourne. With the problem in Melbourne
and as it is coming up to Easter I make a plea for
anyone travelling north during this time not to take fruit
with them because the risk is so great. The legislation
has shown over time that these are the sorts of risks we
face.
Sunraysia is endeavouring to have one year without a
single fly being caught, which will save us a
considerable amount of money with our export fruit not
having to be disinfected. In a business where it could
make 20 per cent difference in your margin on packed
fruit, we are becoming fairly hysterical about even a
single stray fly turning up in Mildura. In recent weeks
we have noticed that there has been a pattern of
outbreaks in Melbourne, and that means our legislation
is being tested as we are not well equipped for a threat
from the south from this pest.
That is our fruit fly problem. It is a hitchhiker; it is lazy
and travels with people. It does not necessarily travel in
fruit; it has been fond of getting in cars and settling
down with the air conditioning and taking a ride. It will
only take one single fly to cause major problems. With
the outbreaks that are occurring in Melbourne, what we
have to do in a short time is embark on a media
campaign to get that information across to the people of
Melbourne. I say to the minister that resources are
needed to help protect us until we get to 8 May. In one
of those quirks of international trade protocols, a fly on
9 May is fine, it is just a problem before 8 May. That is
the challenge we face.
As I have emphasised, the problems have not gone
away, and one hopes that with the repeal of these acts
the problems will be better managed. However, we
need to protect Victoria’s food supply into the future,
particularly from pests and disease; we must ensure that
the current and future generations of Victorians have
the food they need. The Nationals will not be opposing
this bill.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I support the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill. Although it seems to be
small, it deals with a very important task. A lot of work
has gone on behind the scenes to bring this bill to the
house with the aim of having legislation updated all the
time and to repeal legislation that is no longer in use. A
very important part of the legislature is being carried
out.
When a bill is repealed it is important for the people
who will be affected to know where the responsibility
has gone and which body or organisation has
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jurisdiction. In the past I have seen some hasty repeals
carried out. Some repeals have affected people’s
superannuation or other entitlements which they might
not need to use until a long way down the track.
Historically they have had access to it.
The process has been refined and improved, which is
tremendous. People need to know who to turn to if they
think they have some entitlements or claims under
legislation that has been repealed by this house, and the
parts of our administration and bureaucracy and the
judiciary need to be able to cope with it when it comes
to that point. We have far less of that these days
because the work has already been done before the acts
come before the house for repeal.
I recall in my early days in this house I was on a
parliamentary committee called the Public Bodies
Review Committee. There was so much archaic
legislation that we made recommendations to repeal it.
In the Mildura area there was the onion board, the
wheat board and the citrus fruit board. It just kept going
on and on. Then there was the meat industry with each
of the abattoirs; and there was private land, Crown land
and all sorts of things. Nobody could make sense of it.
There were different interpretations. Councils had
different interpretations as to who actually had title to
the land — whether it was Crown land, whether it was
state land or whether it belonged to the local council.
The department had to work for six years just to
establish which land belonged to the Crown. Farmers
thought the land was theirs, and municipalities thought
the land was theirs. We had to deal with some of those
public institutions involved in the development of
Victoria; they were building country towns. They were
allowed to build abattoirs and cooperative buildings
that benefited the whole community, the town and the
industry and indeed the whole state of Victoria. During
the war years and afterwards there was a boom, and we
had all those things taking place. These processes have
taken place by repealing bills and assigning
responsibility to other people and by introducing acts to
cover them. That is important.
I well remember the act which set up a trust for the
Mildura High School. There was lengthy debate on it.
The locals came up and said, ‘We want to keep the
money here and not put it into consolidated revenue.
Whose money is it? It is our local money’. Suffice it to
say, they won, and the people of Mildura were able to
keep the money and create a bursary for the high
school. It was a nice gesture at the time, but it did not
just happen because the people in Melbourne said it
was necessary; it happened because the people from
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that end said they wanted to keep the money because it
was theirs.
I am trying to think of the school principal who was
very active at the time and instigated it. He came back
with another suggestion about dealing with the public
goods when the act was repealed and the organisation
wound up. Those of us in the house who have been
here for a while received a lot of letters and thank you
notes from the students of the school and the education
fraternity at the time. Some good came out of that one.
But we still have the Dried Fruits Board. The money
that has been put into the trust has been used for
research, development and promotion. There is
competition, and Mildura needs to promote its dried
fruits and citrus fruits. Over the years we have often
heard the members from Mildura complain that we
import tomatoes, fresh orange juice and everything else
from other countries while their local product goes to
waste because they cannot sell it at market. When you
repeal an act you have to look at the benefit that will go
to the community later on and what legislation needs to
be taken on.
Legislation dealing with Crown land comes before this
house for amendment all the time. An organisation
might want to expand onto Crown land. An
organisation might want to build on Crown land or it
might encroach on the Crown land so that the land is
half freehold and half Crown land. It is important that
we clarify where the proceeds go. From my
observations, whenever we have passed land on to an
institution, we have found out that it sold it years later
at a huge profit. Sometimes the organisations do not
even consult the community. The benefits do not go
back to the community, yet the organisation was
granted that land to entice it to establish a service in that
region for a benefit of the community.
Our country is becoming smaller with modern
technology. With cars, the internet and everything else
we are becoming a small global village, but
consideration should still be given to ensure that the
benefit goes to the people who originally worked for it
in their own community rather than being taken out by
some of the groups that sell land and shifting the benefit
to bigger towns because people happen to prefer living
in bigger towns than in little country towns.
It is important that these reform bills and repeal bills
continue to come before the house. As we have heard
previous speakers saying, it is important that the books
are not flooded with legislation that is no longer in use,
has no purpose in a modern society and does not affect
anybody’s livelihood or individual rights. Those acts
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should be removed to make it a lot easier to interpret
acts in the future. With the computerised world of
today, it is important for it to be easy for people to
follow the meaning of legislation. I do not think many
people these days are going to search the archives and
look at the old acts and paperwork. Unless it is on the
internet or they can read it on the screen, it is history.
Some of those acts assigned to history are being
repealed. I wish the bill a speedy passage through the
house.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a pleasure to speak on
the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007. This
process of legislation reform has been an ongoing
process in this Parliament for many years. When you
look at the folders of legislation on the table of this
chamber, you can see that legislation has only been
growing and growing over the years. There never
seems to be a net reduction in the amount of laws that
this Parliament passes and repeals. As life, and
Parliament, get more complex, we have more and more
legislation. This time round the government has gone
through a correct procedure and has run this legislation
through the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. As a former member of that committee, I
believe this is an unsung but very important part of the
committee’s work. It has gone through these acts and
realised they can be repealed. Therefore the governance
of this state is not going to be left in the lurch in any
way.
A number of education acts and the national parks
legislation are the two areas I want to concentrate on.
The education acts being repealed through this bill are
the Education (Amendment) Act 1981, the Education
(Amendment) Act 1983, the Education (Amendment)
Act 1984, the Education (Miscellaneous Matters) Act
1986 and the Education Acts (Teachers) Act 1993.
Those acts have basically been replaced by the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006, which was
amended, I think, late last year. The government has
also foreshadowed other amendments to that act — for
example, a new bill coming into this place will deal
with the moving of early childhood education sections
into the department of education, so there will be a
number of factors to do with that which will require
further amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act. Basically the Education and Training
Reform Act was a large rewrite which made existing
acts redundant, and they are listed in this bill.
It is interesting to look at what these soon-to-be
redundant acts covered. They covered a broad range of
educational issues, including teaching and services
provided by teachers, conditions of schools, school
curricula and how they are organised, and
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accountability of teachers in schools — all these sorts
of very important operations in education. Even though
those acts are going to be repealed, and are part of the
new legislation, I just want to touch on some of the
issues.
Firstly, over the last 10 years we have seen a real
change in the make-up of education in this state,
observable when you look at the number of students in
our government and non-government systems. In fact
even though the population of Victoria is on the
increase, as we hear a lot, there are 330 less students in
government schools now than there were in 2004,
which is quite a big change in the face of education in
this state. If you look at the figures for non-government
schools, you will see that over the same time they have
had an increase of 12 000 students. There are a number
of factors behind that, and we could talk about those,
but on the face of it that is a major change in Victorian
education. One of the reasons we have to change
education legislation is that education changes, and the
reasons why education changes need to be addressed by
this place.
In relation to the Education Acts (Teachers) Act 1993,
we have had a lot of education news recently to do with
teachers. Our teachers are the lowest paid in this
country, and we have had strikes by Catholic teachers
as well as strikes by government teachers. We have
ongoing stoppages by government teachers happening
this week right throughout the state. Our teachers are
facing a lot of factors in schools that they have not had
to face before. The old acts are not relevant to what is
happening now in schools. You just have to talk to and
listen to teachers about what is happening out there to
hear that they are facing a set of conditions they have
never had to face before.
I came across an interesting document, the former
Victorian Teachers Union’s Teachers Journal of
10 August 1982, in which the Knox area organiser, one
John Brumby, said, ‘Good teachers are good unionists’.
I think there would be a number of teachers out there
who would beg to differ on that one! The attitude of
this government now towards teachers is quite
different.
I move to some of the national parks issues. The bill
repeals the National Parks (Alpine National Park) Act,
the National Parks (Amendment) Act 1986, the
National Parks (Amendment) Act 1997, the National
Parks (Further Amendment) Act 1990 and the National
Parks (Wilderness) Act 1992. The Mornington
Peninsula National Park is in my electorate, and the
legislation covering that has changed a lot over the
years as areas have been added to the park and relevant
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names have been changed. The park is now called the
Mornington Peninsula National Park, and under this
government the Point Nepean area and the South
Channel Fort heritage area have been excised from the
Mornington Peninsula National Park and become part
of the Point Nepean National Park. This government
has foreshadowed changes in the national parks
legislation to be brought about when it deals with Point
Nepean later this year.
I think that is a good study in how legislation changes
and in how the nature of our government, and the
nature of national parks, in this instance, change a lot
over the years. A large area of Point Nepean has been
under commonwealth control. The former federal
government had left a number of grants totalling about
$46 million to be spent on renewing the infrastructure
at Point Nepean at the old quarantine station. With the
change of government, that part of the national park is
going to be handed over to be totally managed by the
state government and Parks Victoria.
That is going to happen in October this year, and we
might have legislation to cope with that change. The
reality is that Parks Victoria has not even sat down with
the community trust that has the control of and is
spending all that money at the moment to talk about
even a transition group. In fact Parks Victoria said,
‘What do we need a transition group for? What is going
on down there?’. There is $50 million worth of
infrastructure being worked on down there. Parks
Victoria does not want it because once the community
trust money has been spent, it will be up to the state
government to supply all the money for capital
infrastructure and for the ongoing costs of that national
park, which could be up to about $5 million a year.
I wonder if the legislation that comes into this place that
will mirror the changes in the national parks acts over
the years will actually envisage or talk about where that
money to run and maintain the wonderful icon we have
down at Point Nepean will come from. What is the
future of public events down there? What will happen
to the various community groups that have established
a presence down there? What will be the income source
if Parks Victoria does not have an extra $5 million in its
budget to pay for the ongoing maintenance and use of
Point Nepean?
Where will the money come from? Will commercial
activities have to come in to fund that? All those
questions are out there, and we are waiting with great
anticipation to see how future legislation on national
parks, and Point Nepean National Park in particular, is
going to cope with those changes.
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I have just picked out two very important aspects of
governance in this state: education — the changed
conditions, poor state of education in this state and what
is happening in our schools; and also foreshadowing
some of the changes in national parks legislation, and I
have taken my electorate as a case in point there. I put
this challenge to the government: how is it going to
cope with the real changes that will take place when the
new legislation about the Point Nepean National Park
comes into effect in October this year?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! That was a wonderful contribution!
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I did not know it was
the Chair’s responsibility to score members in a debate,
but I will be interested to see how I go. It gives me
great pleasure to support the Legislation Reform
(Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007 and join the very
broad-ranging debate. I have a feeling that my score has
just got somewhat higher.
This is an important bill, because it delivers on the
policy the Labor Party and the Labor government took
to the 2006 Victorian state election, called ‘Efficient
government’. We all know the results of the 2006
election. It gave the Labor government a mandate to go
ahead with efficient government, and part of that
promise to the Victorian people was that there would be
a reduction by about 20 per cent in the number of acts
in operation as of 1999. We have seen the previous
Premier right through to the current Premier really
crack the whip over the ministers. They were told to
clean out any old bills that were no longer relevant and
were redundant. We have certainly seen the ministers
responding because this bill contains a whole raft of
bills the ministers have cleaned out. I congratulate them
on their good housekeeping.
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because fruit fly has been discovered in both Ascot
Vale and Kensington. It is not as simple as it seems.
The acts are the Mildura Vineyards Protection Act
1931; the River Murray Waters Act 1949; the
Shepparton Abattoirs Act and the State Coal Mine Act
in 1966; the Shepparton Abattoirs Act in 1967; the
Mildura Irrigation and Water Trusts (Merbein) Act
1978; and we have already talked about the raft of
education acts. Also included is the Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works (Administration) Act
1982. We all remember the Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works. I think Mr Croxford, the
chairman, had his name on more plaques than any
politician in this state could ever hoped to have on
plaques. I talked about the Education Act, The
Constitution Act Amendment (Electoral Legislation)
Act 1984, and I just want to skip from there to 1988, to
the State Electricity Commission (Amendment) Act
1988.
The house will recall that just a few moments ago I said
the terminology was dated. Members of this house will
know that we once had a state electricity commission,
but it was flogged off under a previous government — I
think it was under the Kennett government! — so you
can see why some of these acts have become
redundant. Other acts include the Police Regulation
(Amendment) Act and the Transfer of Land (Computer
Register) Act. Just to echo a previous speaker: what has
happened is technology has overtaken some of the old
acts.

I, too, am a former member of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. It was the committee I was on
when I first came into this place, so I realise the
importance of its work and the great work that it does. I
must also compliment parliamentary counsel on the
work that they have done to assist the ministers in that
cleanout of those acts.

The previous speaker raised concerns about a number
of education acts. The previous education minister and I
reviewed the Education Act, and the report of that
review was presented to the last Parliament. It was a
good and very wide-ranging review. Members will
recall that at that time we were inundated by emails
from people who were concerned about
home-schooling — and they were from
Czechoslovakia, Guatemala and all sorts of other
places. I think it was a bit of a campaign at that time. It
is hard to believe that people in Czechoslovakia,
Guatemala and other places were really sitting down
and looking at a review of the Victorian Education Act.

I want to go through some of the acts. It is interesting to
read the terminology surrounding them. Those acts date
from 1931 through to 1998. The member for Mildura
certainly raised some concerns about fruit fly, with the
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act 1998 to be repealed. I have to
say while the Minister for Agriculture is still in the
house that I am reliably informed that fruit fly is not
only a concern to country people but also in the city,

It is disappointing that that section of the act got so
much attention when there was a review and discussion
of the whole act which resulted in an extension of the
school leaving age. Many good things were done
through that act, and it was a pity that there was such
attention given to home-schoolers, if you like, who
really had absolutely nothing to fear from the act. The
act has not changed home-schooling one iota. We just
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wanted to know where the home-schoolers were, but it
caused a great kafuffle at the time.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — Members from all sides of the
house got those emails. I understand that at one point
they jammed the parliamentary system and members
could not send or receive any other emails.
That leads me to another point which has been
discussed — that is, water. Previous speakers
highlighted the water acts. We will see some great
things done with water through the desalination plant
process and the north–south pipeline. Just as a moment
ago I was critical of the home-schoolers using tactics
such as flooding the email system, I am also critical of
people who use threatening tactics on any of the water
issues.
Another thing I would like to say while I am focusing
on water is that one of the opposition policies during
the last election campaign was to dam the Maribyrnong
River at Maribyrnong. The people of that area were in
absolute hysterics about it; obviously opposition
members had never been out there or they would know
why.
Mr Andrews — A puddle.
Ms BEATTIE — The Minister for Health says ‘a
puddle’. I would be a little bit more generous and say it
would be a small billabong, but that is as generous as I
can be. That caused great hilarity among the people
who know the area. I would ditch that water policy as
soon as possible if I were the opposition, or it will keep
getting ditched.
With those few words, I conclude by saying that this is
a good bill. Both the previous and current Premiers
have cracked the whip over the ministers and said,
‘Clean out, do your housekeeping’. The ministers have
responded wonderfully and have done so with the
assistance of parliamentary counsel. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate to speak on this Legislative
Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill. As we know, the purpose
of this bill is to repeal spent and redundant acts. I noted
from the departmental briefing I had that 7 principal
acts and 48 amending acts — 55 in total — will be
made redundant following the passage of this
legislation. Like my colleagues, I am not opposed to
that. It is a procedural matter, and it is good to see that
this time the bills that are to be repealed have been
examined by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
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Committee, which I note from its report made some
comments on a few of them.
Most people believe we should not oppose this
legislation given the government’s assurances that there
will be no adverse consequences. In the eight or so
years that I have been here many acts of Parliament
have come into this place. Acts of Parliament have a
big impact on the people in the community who have to
work through them. Whether they be lawyers or people
in general, they have to work within the acts of this
Parliament in their day-to-day lives.
I want to make a couple of comments on a few of the
acts that are being repealed. The first is the Education
(Amendment) Act 1983. The bill talks about the
repealing of the transitional provisions relating to the
registration of schools under the Education Act 1958. I
have heard a lot of comment in this chamber about the
closing of schools. Since I have been here three schools
in my electorate have closed: the Brim Primary School,
the Harrow Primary School and the Pimpinio Primary
School. When the Murtoa Primary School
amalgamated with the secondary school one of those
schools lost its registration, but it was not the primary
school — the primary school registration was continued
for the new amalgamated school.
Education is important not only to the continuing
development of students but also to the state of
Victoria. One way of assisting students to get to school
is what is commonly known in my area as the VET
(vocational education and training) buses. These buses
come from a wide range of towns — and in fact in
2006, 12 schools in the Wimmera region participated in
the program. A total of 378 students from those schools
were being bussed to a number of registered training
organisations at a cost of around $100 000 a year. We
are pleased to see that with a little bit of pushing each
time the government is continuing to provide some of
the funding. Others funding this initiative are the
parents, local government and the Department of
Infrastructure, and I really welcome their support.
The students, some of whom leave at 7 o’clock in the
morning and do not return until 6 o’clock at night, are
doing automotive courses and courses in agriculture,
conservation and land management, building and
construction, child care, furnishing, retailing and many
others that are run through this excellent program. That
is facilitated by the buses that go to Horsham or to
Longerenong College, which is now part of WorkCo
and which provides excellent programs. We are pleased
to see that continuing.
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The other thing in relation to education is we know
many students have difficulty connecting with the
education system as it is. I am not sure if it applies in
your area, Acting Speaker, but in Hamilton and
Horsham we have programs which allow students to go
to different forms of education. In Hamilton it is to the
Southern Grampians Adult Education Centre, and in
Horsham it is to what is called Connect Ed. Last
Thursday night I was at a briefing by the Wimmera
Southern Mallee Local Learning and Employment
Network at which a teacher at Connect Ed, Kim
Drummond, spoke about 54 students who currently do
courses in various areas, including basic maths, reading
and English as well as other things such as cooking and
even boxing. Those students are now connecting with
the education system and hopefully will get back into
the broader range of education programs that are
provided, which is very important for their continuing
development. It was a great briefing to be part of.
We also have special development schools. I say a
really big thank you to the teachers who work in the
special development schools, particularly those in
Hamilton and Horsham in my area. The Horsham
school badly needs some infrastructure funding, which
I hope it will get in the next state budget, because the
teachers, parents and the students there have to work in
very dilapidated facilities. When it rains the water
creeps in through the walls, and the conditions are very
dangerous. As I said, this bill will make a couple of
those education acts redundant, but importantly there
are some good things going on within education.
I turn to the Victorian Arts Centre (Amendment) Act
1988. This act will be repealed following passage of the
legislation. Art is one of the things I grew up with. In
my younger days the visual arts were very popular in
my area but in the last 10 years or so we have seen an
enormous growth in not only the visual arts but also the
performing arts and events like the Awakenings
Festival. This is a 10-day festival in my area that caters
for people with a disability. It is the biggest such
festival in Australia. It really is much more than a
regional disability arts festival; it is about being
inclusive for participants and the community I
represent.
I would like to say a big ‘Congratulations’ to the
outgoing festival chief, who has retired after working
with the festival since its establishment in 1996. Her
name is Denise Leembruggen. She has retired after
making an enormous effort to grow the Awakenings
Festival. It is now supported by a new executive officer,
Jacinda O’Sullivan. I met her last week at the Art Is
opening, and she is doing great work in my electorate.

641

These are some of the good things that are happening in
the arts but there are also things happening in the
communities I represent. The Natimuk community is a
highlight in the northern area, and there is also the
Dunkeld community in the southern area. We are
seeing a lot of growth in other arts activities in these
areas, whether it be in the visual arts, the performing
arts or other arts activities. There are some good things
going on in the arts area even though we are repealing
this act.
Another act I want to talk about is the Fire Authorities
(Contributions) Act 1989. This act amended the
Country Fire Authority Act. Some of these amending
acts will be repealed after this legislation goes through.
I want to highlight that five times in the last 12 months
we have seen an increase in the contributions paid by
insurance companies. The reality is that that cost is
passed directly on to consumers. Some people do not
insure and therefore they are not contributing to the
Country Fire Authority. We could use the example of a
person paying a $100 insurance premium who would
also pay the CFA levy and stamp duty and GST; in
some cases they also pay a terrorism levy. That can add
another $90 to the $100 paid in the first instance in fire
insurance.
A lot of people are not insuring, and therefore they are
putting a greater burden on people who are insuring. I
want to highlight that we must do something about the
CFA fire insurance levy. It was reviewed back in about
1999, or it might have been 2000–01, and the
government stayed with what it had. The reality is other
states are doing it differently. The Nationals believe it
should be done on a property basis. That would be the
fairest way to do it.
Another act that is being repealed is the Road Safety
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Act. We have seen a lot
of wire rope barriers put up on the Western Highway to
catch vehicles bouncing off the road. There are also
roads under state government responsibility, such as the
Henty Highway, the Glenelg Highway and the
Wimmera Highway, which are totally the responsibility
of the state government. A lot of work needs to be done
for the safety of people travelling not only in cars and
buses but also in the many trucks that use those roads.
The government needs to do more work in that area.
There is also great concern about the vegetation which
is growing close to the roads and making them unsafe,
particularly when animals, whether they be kangaroos
or foxes or even sheep and cattle, unfortunately wander
onto roads. More work needs to be done in that area.
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Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join this debate on the Legislation Reform
(Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007. This is the second occasion
that I have had the privilege of speaking in a debate like
this — this is the second repeals bill that has come
before the house in my time as a member. We are in
autumn at the moment but this sends a great message to
our community that even though it is autumn, this
government and this Parliament are prepared to indulge
in some spring cleaning at all times of the year.
Going towards the last election, when this government
was very successful — it secured the second largest
majority for the Labor Party in the history of this
state — one of the policies we took to the people was
the ‘efficient government’ policy, which I very much
support. The policy statement included a specific
initiative to repeal all old and redundant legislation to
reduce the number of laws by 20 per cent compared to
when we came into office in 1999. I think this is a
forward-looking piece of legislation in trying to achieve
that sort of reduction. It recognises that the world has
moved on and technology means a lot of these pieces of
legislation are now out of date.
However, I think it is important to say to the
community that in an increasingly complex world we
want to do what we can to make people’s lives simpler
and easier, whether it is in business or people going
about their daily lives within the community so they do
not have to refer to too much onerous legislation and
regulation.
I found, as with the previous repeal bill that I mentioned
before, looking at the schedule to the bill and seeing
what acts are being repealed is a bit of a history lesson.
From 1931 we have the Mildura Vineyards Protection
Act. From 1949 there is the River Murray Waters Act.
Then there is the Mildura Irrigation and Water Trusts
(Merbein) Act 1978. The final act in the list is the Dried
Fruits (Repeal) Act 1998.
I heard the earlier contribution from the member for
Mildura. All these acts now being repealed remind me
of my teenage years when I spent some time in
Mildura; they brought back quite a few fond memories
of waterskiing, fishing and swimming in that beautiful
river. There is a reference to dried fruits, and in my time
up there I picked a lot of sultanas and my share of wine
grapes.
One of my early roles was as a promotions girl for the
Australian Dried Fruits Association at the Mildura
show. That was a great experience for me. I was talking
about a product that I believed in and which I loved to
eat. It probably prepared me for a life in politics and
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talking about other things that I believe in like Labor
Party policy.
Other speakers have made reference to some other acts
that are being repealed. The member for Yuroke
referred to the State Electricity Commission
(Amendment) Act 1988. That took back to some more
recent history and the time when I was a public sector
employee, and indeed a public sector union official as
the vice-president of the Community and Public Sector
Union, when the public sector was riven with division
and was gutted.
One of the real losses of the 1990s was the gutting and
flogging off of the State Electricity Commission, which
used to train more apprentices — electricians, gasfitters,
plumbers, and in the metal fabrications area — than any
other organisation in this state. That was a great loss.
Ten thousand jobs were lost virtually overnight, and the
Latrobe Valley is only now recovering from that. The
people in the valley will never forget that. I think that
might be why the coalition will find itself occupying
the opposition benches for some time into the future.
The member for Lowan, in his free-ranging
contribution, referred to fire insurance levies. He talked
about The Nationals policy and said there needs to be
some change in this area. I would remind him of
statements by a previous member for Benalla, a former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Pat
McNamara, on ABC radio only last year, where he said
that The Nationals policy is completely wrong on this
and that it would be bad for country Victoria. The levy
arrangement actually subsidises country Victoria.
Because I reside in a rural and suburban interface in the
outer suburbs I am in a Country Fire Authority area and
am more than happy to pay a bit extra in my fire service
levy for those fire services in order that struggling
farmers in country Victoria pay a bit less. The Nationals
should examine quite closely other states like Western
Australia where they have moved to a local government
rating arrangement, and this has been extremely
disadvantageous to farmers and to rural dwellers. So
The Nationals should have a rethink about that. I agree
with a former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, Pat McNamara, on this matter.
It was interesting that the member for Lowan should
raise anything in this portfolio. Members of The
Nationals should hang their heads in shame for the fact
that they have relinquished the portfolio of police and
emergency services under their new marriage in the
coalition so that there is now no spokesperson. The
member for Benalla is currently in the chamber. He had
an earnest go at the portfolio and has now been
relegated to the back bench, and nobody believes that a
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spiv in a suit from Kew, who could not even understand
the track of question time today, is going to pay any
attention to the needs of rural Victorians in relation to
emergency services. In particular I do not think he
would even know what the fire service levy was and
what its impact would be in country Victoria. I am sure
that that would be just another compromise that the
member for Gippsland South has said is the nasty
medicine that The Nationals may have to take for this
marriage of convenience.
I am proud to support the bill. It is an excellent
opportunity to reform redundant legislation. It covers
13 portfolios and many, many acts, and I think it is a
very good process to undergo. I commend the work of
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee and
also the work of parliamentary counsel and the public
servants who have played a part in doing this. It will
certainly be a continuing and ongoing process of the
government delivering on its commitment to reduce the
laws that apply in Victoria by 20 per cent from 1999,
and I look forward to seeing more pieces of legislation
along these lines before the house. I commend the bill
and wish it a speedy passage.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to make my
contribution on the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2)
Bill. I have been listening to the debate assiduously,
and it has been wide-ranging, but when so many pieces
of legislation are affected by a bill such as this, I
suppose one can expect that. It will be difficult in
10 minutes to cover all the areas in which I have some
interest from my electorate.
One in particular — the Mildura Vineyards Protection
Act 1931 — will be repealed. The reason is that vine
diseases are now controlled under the Plant Health and
Plant Products Act 1995. In my electorate of Evelyn we
are at present fortunate to have a thriving viticulture
industry. The success of our industry cannot be put
down simply to climate and good luck. Our industry is
one of the most competitive in the world because our
winegrowers have adopted sound business practices
that include what I term ‘agricultural vigilance’. One
example of this came to hand after I was contacted by
the Yarra Valley Winegrowers Association with regard
to an exploration licence that had been issued to
Beadell Resources by the registrar at North Petroleum.
It is my understanding that North Petroleum operates
under the auspices of the Department of Primary
Industries. The licence permits Beadell Resources to
conduct gold exploration activities. As I understand it, a
date for commencement has not been set as yet because
Beadell has not paid the $10 000 bond or submitted a
work plan as a mandatory component of compliance
with the terms of the licence.
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I raise this issue because, despite my attempts to get a
definite answer, it is still not clear whether the
government gave due consideration to the fact that the
planned exploration site falls within a designated
phylloxera-infested zone. For those who have never
heard of phylloxera, the term refers to a beetle that
destroys grape vines and is transmissible to other
grapevines through the transfer of soil. As such,
winegrowers in the Yarra Valley are meticulously
vigilant about making all machinery used in vineyards
undergo strict sterilisation before travelling from one
vineyard to another, and visitors are prevented from
walking or driving through relevant areas.
The Mildura Vineyards Protection Act 1931 recognised
the potential hazards associated with such vine diseases.
If mining is set to take place in the Yarra Valley
without the same robust provisions being applied to any
mining company wanting to explore for minerals, our
strong viticultural industry will be put under threat and
thousands of local jobs will be put at risk. Millions of
dollars which the Yarra Valley wine industry pumps
into the Victorian economy each year will be slashed if
phylloxera takes hold of the region.
The Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995, which
now controls vine diseases, refers to the testing and
certifying of plants including vines. By extension we
are arguing that the fact that vine diseases are even
considered to be important enough to comprise
legislation means that the same sort of robust provisions
acknowledging the effect of vine diseases need to be
applied when considering mining permits because the
potential impact of diseases can be very damaging and
can wipe out the entire industry. I understand the
requirement for any government to balance the needs
and objectives of competing industries, and I, for one,
am certainly not opposed to mining in principle or
practice, but I am opposed to mining being conducted
when government departments are not able to give a
definitive answer about whether the fact that
exploration is set to occur in a phylloxera-infested zone
was given any consideration when the licence was
granted.
Other bills that are being repealed include multiple
education acts. It is interesting that the government has
targeted a number of education amendment acts to
clean up, including the Education (Amendment) Act
1981, the Education (Amendment) Act 1983, the
Education (Amendment) Act 1984, and the Education
(Miscellaneous Matters) Act 1986. With all the
attention the government is paying to redundant
legislation that applies to our schools, it astounds me
that the education minister has failed to put schools on
the agenda in a meaningful way. We all heard recently
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that the government was going to contribute
$20 million to clear a backlog of maintenance in our
schools. On the surface it sounded pretty good, but
when you look at the backlog, according to the shadow
Minister for Education, it is $268 million, which is a far
cry from the $20 million the government has agreed to
commit.
I have had a discussion with several school principals in
the Yarra Valley, and was disturbed by some of the
stories. Maintenance is so poor that one child was hurt
by a bucket which was perched on a bookcase which
toppled over. The bucket was put there because the roof
leaked when it rained, despite the school’s attempts to
get a new roof. It was only after an accident occurred
that the school was given $30 000 to have the roof
replaced. Principals in the valley are continually trying
to fix things with a bandaid when it really needs a
major rebuild or major works. They should have
learned from the Cain and Kirner years that letting the
maintenance fall behind means it will cost far more in
the end.
The Water Industry (Amendment) Act 1995 that is
going to be repealed reminds me, of course, of the
north–south pipeline and the impact that will be felt in
the Yarra Ranges, an area I feel very deeply about. An
extension of time has been sought for submissions, but
the government gets the documents out and the people
have less than 30 days to put their submissions in. It
would be pretty good, with all the repeals and all the
work that is being done in this area, if more effort had
been put into giving people time to actually make
submissions on the report that only arrived in
Parliament on 28 February.
Mr Andrews — I look forward to reading yours!
Mrs FYFFE — Submissions on the report have to
be made by 18 March. The minister is interjecting, but
unfortunately my cold has affected my hearing and I
cannot hear what he is saying. If he would like to loudly
repeat what he has said, I might even try to answer him!
The Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1966 makes me think of
the debacle we have in regard to the number of
kangaroos that are killed in Victoria; they are just
buried. That is a waste of prime meat and food that is of
an excellent quality. We should be processing it here
and not wasting it. We are having to import kangaroo
from other states.
Ms Green interjected.
Mrs FYFFE — This is not actually a laughing
matter; we have a valuable source of protein and we are
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burying it. It is such a waste when people are desperate
for hearty protein such as that contained in kangaroo.
The bill repeals the Dried Fruits (Repeal) Act, training
reform acts, spent amending acts, education acts,
teaching services acts, more education acts, and state
electricity acts. As we read the bill and turn its pages,
we find national parks acts. This government has been
proud to extend national parks and state parks; it has
acquired more land but has locked more people out.
Last week at Licola I was appalled to discover that
15 months after the bushfires had gone through the
town, the walking tracks of the national park there have
not been reopened, yet there has been ample time to
reopen them. They have been just closed off. I wonder
if it is because the government does not want the
general public to see the devastation caused by the
bushfires. The roads have not been repaired and part of
the river is still waiting for work and funding. Schools
have not been able to hold their camps in the area. I do
not understand the expansion of national parks and state
parks when the ones that we have are not being
properly looked after.
The bill also repeals police regulation acts. The bill
goes on and on. There is so much that one could say
about this bill; I think all members should have had an
hour to speak on it, because it touches on so many parts
of our electorates and so many issues of concern to our
constituents.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in support of the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007. This bill had its
genesis in an election commitment made by the Bracks
Labor government to make government more efficient.
The government at that stage released a policy about
making government work more efficiently and
investing the gains of that efficiency into services like
health and education. The policy talked about reducing
the burden of legislation and regulation and reducing
the cost and time that it takes to deal with government.
Today many of the speakers on both sides of the house
have been speaking in support of that sort of general
principle.
The Labor government is now implementing that policy
to modernise Victoria’s legislation so that by 2010 all
the laws of the previous 10 years will have been
modernised. It aims to cut the number of principal acts
by 20 per cent by 2010. Also, Labor indicated it is keen
to ensure that all laws are written in clear English and
are easy to understand.
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This bill was referred to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, of which I am a member. The
committee has considered the bill and has produced a
report which is available to all members. In producing
that report and considering the bill, the committee
received evidence from the second deputy Chief
Parliamentary Counsel, Ms Gemma Varley, and also
considered a certificate which was issued by the then
Chief Parliamentary Counsel, Mr Eamonn Moran, QC.
His certificate indicated that this bill should contain
only the appropriate provisions for a statute law repeal
bill and that any of the transitional saving or validation
provisions in the acts to be repealed would be saved
under the relevant parts of the Interpretation of
Legislation Act.
The committee also considered the attached statement
of compatibility under the charter of human rights. As I
said, the committee then produced a report, two
recommendations of which state that this bill is
appropriate. I urge members to support it.
When I listened to the debate today I heard a number of
opposition members express their concerns regarding
ever-expanding regulation under this government.
Clearly that has not been the case. This government has
worked hard to ensure that the cost of regulation
legislation on all facets of Victorian society, particularly
the economy, is reduced. When some opposition
members said there should be further massive
reductions in legislation and regulation in Victoria, I
wondered which particular pieces of legislation or
regulation they think should be removed. Research of
their policies at the last election answers that question
very easily. In a one-page document entitled ‘Cutting
red tape on small business’ — which I am happy to
provide to the house — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr BROOKS — Yes, it is slashing its own policy
of red tape to one page. The 2006 state election policy
of the Liberal Party says:
A Liberal government will establish a Victorian Regulatory
Reform Commission (VRRC) — put simply, its job will be to
cut red tape. It will replace the current Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission, and will have the following
advantages over this body —

and one of the main advantages of this new commission
over the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission is —
It will be truly independent —

according to the Liberal Party and —
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not subject to ministerial direction in conducting its inquiries.

The document then states:
The VRRC will, as a priority, draw up legislative plans to
either scrap these regulations or reform them to ease the
burden on small business.

The first thing this Liberal policy does is direct the
VRRC to delete and scrap or reform regulations even
though it says the VRRC would be an independent
body. When you look at the top 10 of the Liberal Party
hit list, it makes you shudder. First on the list is the
Child Employment Act; the second is the Occupational
Health and Safety Act 2004; the fifth is the Outworkers
(Improved Protection) Act 2003 — the Liberal Party
has form regarding this issue — and its no. 10 is the
Road Safety (Heavy Vehicles Safety) Act 2003. There
are a number of other acts which I am happy to talk
about but those acts I mentioned give members a taste
of the opposition’s approach to many of these issues.
This sounds like a record of the former Kennett
government that the opposition does not like hearing
about and does not like being reminded of. It is worth
remembering that these are the policies that the
Victorian opposition took to the last election; one can
only assume the sorts of things it would do if it were to
get into government in the future. I think the bill before
us is a sound bill. It has been carefully considered by
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, and I
commend it to the house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill
2007 and to say on behalf of The Nationals that we do
not oppose this legislation. As other speakers have said,
the bill repeals a number of spent and redundant acts
following a review of the legislation on the Victorian
statute book. From time to time we come into this place
to deal with spent acts, because there are pieces of
legislation that for one reason or another are now not
needed.
One of the areas that I will perhaps devote some time to
relates to the Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1966 and the
Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1967, which are both being
repealed by this bill. I was actually a councillor with the
former Shire of Shepparton, and I had quite a bit to do
with the Shepparton abattoirs; I know quite a bit of the
history of that facility. The Shepparton Abattoirs Act
1966 authorised the Shire of Shepparton to borrow
money and to repay that money by 30 June 1968. The
funds that it borrowed and the reason it needed to get
the authorisation was that it was going to borrow
money in excess of the amount that was authorised
under the Local Government Act 1958, which was
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followed by the Local Government (Miscellaneous)
Act 1958.
The money that the shire borrowed from the banks was
to enable the shire to reconstruct the municipal abattoir
and also to enlarge the abattoir. There was a need for
that to occur because the area was a very strong
agricultural area and obviously there was a need for an
inland meat abattoir, or killing facility, in that area. The
Shepparton Abattoirs Act 1966 ceased to apply when
problems occurred, and the Shepparton Abattoirs Act
1967 was enacted to put in place new arrangements for
the repayment of the debt. In fact what happened was
that the money was borrowed, the tenders were put out
and the contractors started to do the work, but
unfortunately there was no money coming back into the
shire from the organisation renting that facility.
The 1967 act provided for an agreement between the
shire, its contractors and the lenders in relation to
repayment of the debt which was incurred for the
construction and enlargement of the Shepparton
abattoirs. The act also provided that the loans be repaid
by half-yearly instalments over 40 years, and that
period commenced on 1 April 1973. This debt has now
been discharged, and the guarantee by the Victorian
government is no longer required. The state
government had to be a guarantor for that money that
was loaned to the Shire of Shepparton by the lenders so
that it could raise the amount of money required — and
we are talking about millions of dollars that needed to
be repaid.
I will later talk a little about history, but the Shepparton
abattoir actually closed in the 1980s. I know it was one
of the largest employers in the Goulburn Valley, and I
will just speak briefly about a Shepparton News article
that quoted Mrs Margaret Wayman. The article states:
Mrs Wayman said the most debilitating change to north
Shepparton came when the abattoirs closed in 1981, which
resulted in many families moving away to find work and
many others resorting to welfare.
‘When the abattoirs closed it devastated the area’, she said.
‘Economically the closing of the abattoirs was a disaster. A
quarter of a million dollars has gone from wage packets in the
area and a lot of that money had previously been spent in
corner stores’.

That demonstrates the type of employer the abattoir
was and the need for it in the area.
When the abattoir closed we had what we called the
‘white elephant complex’, and that was around about
the time that I was a councillor with the shire. We tried
to find a use for that facility, and to recoup some of that
money as rent we put businesses in rooms there at a
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very cheap rent so they could get started. It did not
always work, and in fact the buildings were later
demolished.
Ian Martin, who was a former chief executive officer of
the shire, advised that the abattoir was demolished in
1994. I was in fact the shire president in 1994, and I
remember that one of the issues about the demolishing
of that building was that it was very difficult and very
costly because of the huge amount of asbestos in the
building. It cost the shire quite a bit of money, because
obviously the appropriate safeguards had to be put in
place.
The history of the abattoirs was covered very well in a
document called Shepparton Shire Reflections —
1879–1979. It is a 100-year history that is well
documented by the author, Sue Wallace, who actually
went back through the minutes of the shire to find out
the history of that business. It talks about 1914 when
the first abattoir started, which was a freezer works
established in south Shepparton. Lambs were killed at
the works and frozen for export, because we had a lot
of agriculture in the area at that time, and even during
the tough times — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mrs POWELL — The member for Lowan reminds
me that we still have some tough times, but this
reminds me of some of the tough times during the
droughts. The works used to freeze rabbits and sell
them there. The Shepparton freezing works burnt down
in 1919, and they were rebuilt in 1920, closing again
two years later. Obviously those works opened and
closed over the years under different ownership as the
need arose.
By the early 1960s it was obvious that there was a need
for improvement and extensions, and a parliamentary
Public Works Committee report tabled in this place in
June 1962 actually talked about the need for an
expansion of the abattoir as it was then. The conclusion
by the parliamentary committee was that there was a
need for an expanded abattoir facility in the Shepparton
area. The report stated that the development of stage 1
of the shire council’s proposal at an estimated cost of
£227 000 appeared justified. If we work that out in
today’s figures, it is about $908 000. Following that
parliamentary report, the decision was made to borrow
that money to extend the abattoir.
In 1962 the council decided to go ahead with the
improvements, and the then Department of Primary
Industries requested that certain conditions had to be
met to be able to register the premises for export trade.
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One of the issues that was brought up then was the
killing of stock for the Islamic market and the need for
certain conditions to be met.
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Also in 1962 Campbell’s Soups — an Australia-wide
and in fact an internationally known organisation —
started at Lemnos, and it assured the council that it
would use those killing facilities for its fresh meat.
Anderson Meat Industries, another large organisation
operating right across Australia, also entered into an
agreement with the council. In 1967 work was
continuing on the enlargement, but the money was not
coming in because there was no income received from
Anderson Meat Industries at that stage. The banks were
very concerned, which is why the second act was
brought in to renegotiate the deal between the council,
the state government and the banks. Anderson Meat
Industries then advised that it was ceasing operations
until work was completed.

Second reading

There has been a history of the abattoir being quite
extensive and having to deal with the ebb and flow of
droughts and the need for killing stock. In 1971 the
abattoir was sold to the Rural Finance and Settlement
Commission for a net loss of $1 million to the shire. All
along the abattoir has been a great facility for the shire,
but obviously it has been one of those facilities that,
while needed, from time to time has not made the
council very much money.
Because of time constraints, I will just very briefly read
an extract from Hansard that appears in Sue Wallace’s
publication. It quotes the then local government
minister as saying, when introducing the Shepparton
Abattoirs (Amendment) Bill:
I could have nothing but the highest praise for the financial
management and administration of the shire. Its commitments
have been honoured in an impeccable fashion. Works
programs in the shire have been cut to some extent to
maintain rates at a reasonable level for ratepayers, who are, in
the main, suffering from the rural crisis, but the affairs of the
shire have been conducted most responsibly.

This outcome has now been finalised. The two
Shepparton Abattoir acts are therefore no longer needed
and are being repealed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Preston).

Debate resumed from 6 February; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The opposition will not
oppose the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008, in part because it devised
the event strategy that produced this event. The purpose
of this particular bill is found in clause 1, and it is
non-specific. The main purpose is to amend the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to provide for the
management of land in the Carlton Gardens reserve for
what is described as ‘special events’. The mechanism
for this is described in clause 4. It states that if the
minister recommends, the Governor in Council may
publish in the Government Gazette that an event or a
series of events is a special event for the purposes of
this act. The minister has to meet two tests: firstly, that
the event or events are suitable to be held in the Carlton
Gardens reserve; and secondly, that the event or events
are of significance to the state of Victoria. This will be
published in the Government Gazette, and the practical
effect of this particular declaration will be that either the
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment or the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Trust will have the management powers, not
the city council. Under the bill before the house the
council’s powers may be suspended in whole or in part.
I want to briefly touch on clause 4, which addresses
some of the environmental concerns with this bill that a
number of people have had. New section 29S states:
(1) The event organiser of a special event must immediately
after each special event period, restore, or ensure the
restoration of, the special event management area to a
condition reasonably comparable to its condition before
the beginning of the special event period.
(2) If the event organiser does not comply with
subsection (1), the Secretary or the Trust may carry out
the restoration works and recover the costs of those
works from the event organiser as a debt due to the
Secretary or the — —

Debate adjourned until later this day.

Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

What we have here is a very broad bill, a very sweeping
bill. The background to this bill is particularly
important, and I want to take a couple of moments to
make some comments about it.
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The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
commenced in 1996. It will be held for the 13th year
this year. This bill will not affect this year’s show; it
will kick in from next year. The second-reading speech
refers to the fact that the show has 100 000 visitors —
so the government claims at the moment — and
provides an economic benefit to the state of Victoria of
$8 million. The event was secured by previous Premier
Kennett, and I want to run through the event strategy,
which a number of key members of the now
government derided at the time. The event strategy was
simply devised as a tourism incentive, if you like, to
compete with the attractions of Queensland and
Sydney. Queensland has the Great Barrier Reef and has
always been able to attract significant numbers of
tourists as a consequence of that natural attraction, and
Sydney has Sydney Harbour, an enormously famous
worldwide tourist attraction. Both international and
interstate tourists flock to those two venues.
In 1992 when the Kennett government came to power
tourism was at an all-time low. It was not an economic
generator for Victoria, and the government at that time,
spearheaded by Premier Kennett, decided that, in order
to showcase Melbourne as a shopping venue, a
restaurant venue and a great place to come and
experience rather than just look at things, it would
embark on an event strategy to market the city of
Melbourne. It did this through a process of branding
Melbourne internationally so as to secure events, get
people into Victoria, fill up the hotels and in that way
generate some economic benefits.
It is interesting to note that because we were elected to
government after the disastrous Cain and Kirner
governments, which brought Victoria to its knees, very
few portfolio areas escaped cuts in 1992, but one of the
areas that actually got an increase in the budget under
Premier Kennett was tourism. One of the reasons for
that is that tourism is recognised as a generator of jobs
and economic growth, and the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show was one of those hallmark
events that formed part of the event strategy.
I want to refer to an article that appeared in the Age of
19 April 1996. The first show was announced in that
article written by Manika Naidoo, whom I think is well
known to the Labor government. It states:
Victorian garden lovers are set to take on the world’s best
with the launch of the biggest horticultural show ever staged
in the Southern Hemisphere.
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‘We must always reach for the top — we won’t accept
anything less than the best’ …

That was the whole strategy of the Kennett
government: to secure the events, get in the
international visitors, get in the interstate visitors, and
as a side benefit provide interesting things to do for
Melburnians and other Victorians, but in the end
concentrate on the economic generation of this event
strategy, the economic strategy of tourism.
I also want to refer to another article that appeared in
the Age of 19 August 1995. The article written by
Shane Green analyses that event strategy. It states:
Victoria has based much of its tourism strategy on a goal set
for it by the Premier that the state should host one world-class
event a month.

It goes on to talk about the grand prix. Is that not
apposite at the moment, with the grand prix being held
this weekend and the subsidies put forward by this
Labor government being way in excess of any of the
subsidies put forward under the Kennett government?
I urge members opposite to look at the total sales
revenue figures for the grand prix. They will see that
not only does this Labor government not manage major
projects but also it cannot manage major events either.
This article went on to say in relation to the grand prix:
The race is part of a calendar that had its genesis in a
declaration by the Premier, Mr Kennett, early in his term that
Victoria should aim to host a big event every month. The
statement has become a rallying call for the state’s tourism
industry, with considerable benefits to the rest of the
economy.

At that stage ‘hallmark’ events were defined as those
generating more than $10 million in economic benefit.
The article said Mr Kennett had commenced
negotiations for this event when he made his first trip to
Britain in 1993. It went on to say:
… he fitted in a discussion about flower shows between his
talks with bankers and financial houses about the Victorian
economy.
…
He has since become involved in developing the staging of
garden shows in Melbourne. Mr Kennett has helped bring
together the organisers of Garden Week and the Australian
National Flower Show to create the first International Flower
and Garden Show, an indoor-outdoor exhibition that will be
held next April at the Exhibition Building and the Carlton
Gardens. The event ranks as a ‘hallmark’ event in the tourism
calendar.

…
The Premier, Mr Kennett, said at the launch that he would not
be satisfied until the show became an international calendar
event.

By way of an aside, according to a press release issued
by the then Premier on 9 June 1997, the show was
visited by 114 000 people in that year. In 2005 this
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government said there were 125 000 visitors, but there
are fewer visitors now, according to the second-reading
speech.
Again, I make the observation that in 1997 the show
attracted 10 000 interstate and overseas visitors, and
according to a Melbourne City Council document
called Business and Marketing Committee Report —
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
Update, 124 622 visitors attended the show in 2005,
and 15 per cent of those travelled to Melbourne from
interstate and overseas.
I make the observation that the capacity of these events
to generate economic benefit comes from interstate and
overseas visitors. It is fine to have events for people
who live here, but the reason for state government
expenditure on these events is the interstate and
overseas visitors, because they trigger the hotel stays
and the restaurant business. In fact the no. 1 beneficiary
of tourism for some substantial time has been the retail
sector. It is these visitors who generate the benefit to
Victoria, and I again urge this government to ensure
that the pitch and marketing of the show is directed to
interstate and international visitors. Visitors do not keep
coming back year after year for the same thing: they
need to come back to something that is constantly
refreshed.
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That is what councillors, according to this article, had
claimed. However, a number of council reports showed
that that is not the case. In fact the council’s own
reports show that this venue is perfectly capable of
hosting this event.
I want to refer to three of those reports. Firstly I refer to
a report dated 27 April 2007 and written by
R. W. Small, a heritage tree inspector. The document is
entitled Report on Heritage Tree Protection — Carlton
Gardens during Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show 2007 and says:
During this period I was employed by MIFGS to monitor
activities with a view to determining if any of these elements
involved in putting the exhibition together, hosting it over five
days, and dismantling it, had any detrimental effect on the
trees in Carlton Gardens, in particular.

Mr Small went on to conclude:
An inspection of the site following the show was carried out
with no discernible impact on any trees or shrubs. Grass that
had been covered showed some signs of etiolation, was
rapidly getting its chlorophyll back and recovering. Bare areas
on the site were limited to those that were bare prior to garden
installations.
It is my opinion that the conduct of the Melbourne
International and Garden Show in 2007 … had no discernible
impact on the health or vegetation (trees, shrubs or grass) in
Carlton Gardens.

The background to this whole issue is that Melbourne
City Council has failed to give the event the security it
requires. I refer to a gardening special article in the
Age of 16 February in which Denise Gadd, who has had
a lot to say about this government in terms of water
restrictions, wrote that there had been:

The second report I want to refer to is headed a City of
Melbourne document headed Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show — March 2007. Under a
subheading ‘Tree condition and soil water
monitoring — Carlton Gardens south’, it concludes:

… an impasse last year between the show’s operators and the
council, which refused to extend MIFGS’s —

Visual and photographic monitoring of trees within Carlton
Gardens South suggests that the cessation of turf irrigation
during MIFGS 2007 has not affected the health of the trees
within the gardens.

that is, the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show’s —
contract beyond this year, citing turf damage and alienation of
public land.

I am aware of the objections of residents groups to this
event. In the Age of 15 September 2005, Liz Minchin
reported at page 3:
Several councillors —

that is, Melbourne city councillors —
have expressed concern about the lawns south of the Royal
Exhibition Building, which have been repaired in areas
damaged by exhibits, vehicles, and crowds during the
five-day show in April.

The report though goes on to say:
Three significant rain events occurred during the unirrigated
period that appear to have maintained soil moisture and
prevented any increase in drought stress within the tree
population.

So another report placed before the council clearly
indicates that the use of the gardens is compatible with
having this very important show, this hallmark event
that generates significant economic benefit for
Melbourne.
The third report is also by R. W. Small. It is dated
13 April 2006 and is entitled Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show (MIFGS) Report — Part 2
Heritage Victoria Report. I want to place Mr Small’s
conclusion on the record. The report states:
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I believe that the show has had a negligible impact, if any at
all, on tree health in Carlton Gardens. The show organisers
are exercising strong control and discipline over garden
installers and public visiting the site, and the compliance with
conditions appears to be exemplary. The show organisers
appear open to viable alternatives that will ensure the
protection of the heritage features of the Carlton Gardens site
and its trees.

I also note that the council had alternative sites
investigated. In its April 2006 report Quest Consulting
provided an analysis of five sites. At page 16 of that
document the observation was made that ‘while no
venue may be perfect in every respect, three of the five
venues are suitable for the event’. These venues
included Carlton Gardens south and the Royal
Exhibition Building, the Royal Melbourne
Showgrounds and Flemington Racecourse. The report
went on to exclude Birrarung Marr and Federation
Square as unsuitable for the flower and garden show.
I also want to make reference to the fact that the
organisers of the international flower and garden show
have done, in my opinion, their bit to look after the site.
Indeed on 19 January 2007 a press release was issued
by the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show entitled ‘Garden show announces new initiatives
to further protect its home’. The organiser, Greg
Hooton, was in fact desirous of correcting what he
referred to as ‘erroneous reports that the garden show
damages the Carlton Gardens’, and I quote from the
press release:
Mr Hooton pointed to the 2004, 2005 and 2006 soil
compaction assessments, independent reports commissioned
by the City of Melbourne over the last three years.
The 2006 report stated:
The gardens exhibit a healthy growth and do not display
any visible signs of stress, such as those that would
result from high levels of compaction. It can therefore be
confidently stated that the compaction levels are within
the tolerance level of this park landscape.

The press release then went on to outline a range of
valuable initiatives that had been adopted by the flower
and garden show, such as class A recycled water being
used for all water features at the show; emergency drip
systems; class A recycled water being used to water
display gardens during the event; and so on and so
forth. I think the organisers of the event have been
responsible in their approach to the use of this site.
I want now to return to a comment that I find
extraordinary for the minister to have included in the
second-reading speech. In setting out what an important
event this is to Victoria and why the minister needed
the wide-ranging powers to have access to the gardens,
the second-reading speech made the following point:
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In the drought conditions we are currently faced with, it is
even more important that we showcase the valuable
contributions of our horticultural, floristry and landscape
industries. Losing this event would have a serious impact on
these vital industries which are already suffering from the
ongoing dry conditions.

The reason I find that comment extraordinary is that
four industries have been singled out by this
government in its Melbourne drought restrictions. One
is the turf industry and one is the horticultural industry.
We see this incredible reference to the fact that this is
going to help these industries during a time of drought,
yet these are the very industries that have been targeted
by this government to bear a greater brunt of water
restrictions than other industries.
For example, in the turf industry, 90 per cent of those
small business people have been laid off. That industry
has been crippled because this government has chosen
to use a formula of water restrictions that has meant
people cannot water lawns.
In terms of the nursery and garden industry — I am
referring to a document given to me by the Nursery and
Garden Industry Victoria — it is important to place on
record the enormous economic value of the flower and
garden industry to Victoria. It has an economic value,
according to that peak association, of $1.4 billion to the
Victorian economy. There are over 5500 businesses
throughout Victoria and over 11 000 people, at the time
this note was provided to me, employed throughout
Victoria in that industry.
However, in response to the government’s water
restrictions, which are called the drought response plan,
the industry made the following comment, and I quote:
Nursery and garden industry is the only agricultural industry
targeted by the drought response plan. Less than 2 per cent of
the state’s water is used for gardening.
And this figure relates to periods not covered by water
restrictions.

Obviously the nursery and garden industry was seeking
an equitable handling by this government in terms of
water restrictions. I find it absolutely amazing that the
government would seek to say that we have to help the
industry during drought conditions when it is the
government’s own water restrictions that have singled
out four industries. The nursery industry is one and the
turf industry is the second.
Notwithstanding that, there are a couple of
shortcomings in the bill. In particular I refer to the fact
that the bill, notwithstanding what was said in the
second-reading speech, actually does not guarantee the
show. It means that the minister has to go through a
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process of gazettal in order to declare this event a
special event.
Surprisingly, given that the seat we are talking about is
a Labor seat, under this bill the Carlton Gardens will be
open to other events. So the government is not seeking
to confine this bill to simply providing for the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show; the
government is allowing the gardens to be used for other
events of state significance, if the minister chooses. I
have to say that I think this is very, very wide
ministerial power. As I said, we are very strong
supporters of the international flower and garden
show — that would be clear to anyone at this stage of
my speech — but I think this power given to the
minister is incredibly broad. It is a government seat, and
the government can choose to manage its own seat as it
wishes, but I think for the prospect of multiple
events — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms ASHER — Indeed, it could be a Greens seat one
day. I am amazed that there is such a wide discretionary
power for one minister to declare other events special
events should the minister so choose according to the
parameters set out in the bill. However, this does not
stop the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. The
Minister for Tourism and Major Events loves to issue
press releases. Forget that this bill is an environment
bill and that the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change in the other place, Minister Jennings, is in there
somewhere, like he is in charge of it. The Minister for
Tourism and Major Events issued not one press release,
but three press releases, saying that he has saved the
show — he has saved it! On Sunday 23 September
2007 we had a press release entitled ‘State government
saves flower and garden show’, which states:
The Brumby government has stepped in to save the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show, Minister
for Tourism and Major Events Tim Holding said today.

Again, on 11 October 2007 we had another press
release from the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events entitled ‘New sponsor blossoms for flower and
garden show’. It states:
With the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show’s
future now secure, the event has a new … sponsor, Minister
for Tourism and Major Events Tim Holding announced
today.

So he has secured it, and now we have got financial
support for the show. This minister is really something.
Then, just to make his point, on 4 February 2008 the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events issued another
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press release. Lo and behold he saved the event
again — for the third time. The press release entitled
‘New law to save flower and garden show’ states:
The Brumby government will move to amend the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act in Parliament this week to ensure the
Melbourne’s International Flower and Garden Show remains
a feature of Melbourne’s major events calendar.

Do you not love it? This was the major events calendar
that, when in opposition, the now Premier criticised.
This is the major events program that, when in
opposition, the now Deputy Premier pilloried beyond
belief. It was bread and circuses. It was an inadequate
tourism policy. It was an events strategy that was
absolutely pilloried by Labor when it was in opposition,
so it is with some incredulity that we on this side of the
chamber now hear that this event has been saved —
albeit three times — by a man who was not even in
Parliament at the time, particularly as the now Premier
and Deputy Premier were absolutely scathing of the
events strategy as a tourism strategy for Victoria.
I want to conclude very briefly by saying that the
Liberal Party and The Nationals support the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show. It is a very
valuable tourism and business event for Victoria. It is
part of a tourism and events strategy that has proved to
be incredibly successful for Victoria — so successful
that the now government adopted it prior to the 1999
election. We support the business associated with the
show. We query why the minister needs such wide and
discretionary powers. Nevertheless we wish the show
every success in future years.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise to support
the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton
Gardens) Bill 2008. The government is very pleased
that this bill is supported by both the Liberal part of the
coalition as well as The Nationals part of the coalition.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — The member for Swan Hill
does not have to convince me; he just has to convince
the Liberal Party. However, I must say that in its
response the Liberal Party had its normal 50 cents each
way in relation to this bill, and I will come to some of
the comments made by its shadow minister later on.
The intent of this bill is to ensure that the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show continues in the
Carlton Gardens. It is a significant event. I am sure we
enjoyed the historical perspective given to us by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, and can I say that we
do not disagree with everything former Premier, Jeff
Kennett, did. In fact I think his abolition of the right of
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way for drivers who were turning right was an excellent
initiative, and I am more than happy to acknowledge
that on any occasion. But in relation to this event — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — No, I cannot think of
anything else; that is all for the moment. However, the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is a
very important event. As the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has said, it is being held in the World
Heritage listed Carlton Gardens, where it has been held
for the past 12 years with a huge number of people —
100 000 visitors — attending each year. It is estimated
it will make an $8 million contribution to the state
economy this year. In fact there are special tours for
people from England and Europe to come to this flower
show in particular, because it is considered the most
significant flower show in the Southern Hemisphere.
Over the 12 years that it has been operating it really has
built up an excellent reputation as a garden show with
very high-calibre events and people involved with it.
The Melbourne City Council and the state of Victoria
can be proud of the show.
The Carlton Gardens are managed by Melbourne City
Council under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978;
the council and the minister responsible for the act —
that is, the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change in the other place, Gavin Jennings — are joint
trustees; and the council has been appointed the
committee of management under this act. As the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has outlined,
Melbourne City Council chose not to give a permit for
2009; the agreement that is already there between the
organisers and the council covers this year. That
probably came as a significant surprise to many people.
Certainly the reports given by the staff at the
Melbourne City Council did not support the views of
the councillors. I understand the reason they refused to
continue the permission was due to some concerns
raised by residents who live in the area.
That brings me to a philosophical issue in relation to the
Carlton Gardens. I guess it means you have to look at
the gardens and ask whether they are a small
neighbourhood park which is central to the people who
live around it or more significant gardens of statewide
significance, the running of which the whole of the state
of Victoria can have a say in. Certainly the government
came down on that latter side. If you look at the
evidence that has been presented, it is fairly difficult to
understand the objections from the residents, apart their
experiencing a temporary annoyance in terms of noise
and traffic. In the end it goes for probably only about
three weeks: the week of setting up the show, the week
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or so that it is on and also the week of taking it apart
afterwards. In terms of inconvenience to the local
residents I do not really see it as being that significant
when compared to other events that members of the
community such as those who live near racecourses or
other major venues have to live with on a yearly basis.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to two
reports which had been prepared which showed there
was very little damage done to the park, or that if there
was it was short-term damage, during the show. One
was from R. W. Small, which related to heritage tree
protection. Another one was about tree condition and
soil watering monitoring done by the City of
Melbourne. She also referred to a 2006 soil compaction
assessment of the Carlton Gardens. There is actually a
later report to the one she referred to; there is one from
May last year. Perhaps that is more significant,
considering that by May last year we were more
intensely into the drought period. I will quickly quote
from the executive summary of that report, done by van
de Graaff and Associates. It says:
van de Graaff and Associates carried out an assessment of the
Carlton Gardens in order to assess the current level of soil
compaction and the resultant potential impact on trees and
existing vegetation within the gardens. Field work was by
taking soil examples for bulk density and total porosity
analysis and also measuring the penetrometer resistance.

Finally, it says:
Therefore, we are confident that the level of soil compaction
in the Carlton Gardens poses no threat to the existing
trees/vegetation.

So there are myriad reports that support the fact that the
gardens are not materially affected in a serious way by
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show.
Another important point concerns what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said about which events can
be held in the Carlton Gardens. Of course any events
held there have to be conducted under very stringent
controls that are provided for the protection of the
heritage value of the gardens. As members know, the
gardens were put on the World Heritage List on July
2004, and the flower and garden show therefore
requires an annual permit from Heritage Victoria, under
which stringent conditions are imposed to ensure that
the heritage values of the gardens are protected. A
report prepared by a heritage consultant last year
concluded that the 2007 show had no discernible
impact on the health of vegetation in the Carlton
Gardens.
Even with the state government taking over control of
the flower show, heritage permit approval and licensing
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will continue to be required for all future events. This
will ensure the ongoing protection of the gardens
before, during and after the event. I think that is
particularly relevant to the concerns that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition raised in regard to the
possibility of other events being held there. They would
have to be events that were suitable for the gardens, and
they would have to meet the very stringent heritage
controls. To all intents and purposes there is very little
opportunity for any other events to be held there
because very few of them would satisfy the conditions
included in this act. The international garden show itself
has become part of the Victorian major events program
for the year. Certainly any members of this house who
may have attended will know what a high quality event
it is.

show, it may take over the running of the show again. It
really is up to the council to decide whether it wishes to
remove itself from or be part of future garden shows.
The purpose of the bill is to maintain protection of the
Carlton Gardens while allowing the show to go ahead. I
think most Victorians will be very pleased with this
legislation, and I look forward to the flower shows
continuing in the future.

I was surprised by some of the comments made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. She seemed to be
criticising the government for refusing to allow people
to water their lawns. I was not aware that Liberal Party
policy was that people should be able to water their
lawns during a drought. Certainly it came as a surprise
to me, and I suspect it might have come as a surprise to
some members of the Liberal Party. In fact when she
was speaking about our drought response plan she
seemed to be suggesting that she opposed a number of
the restrictions that we have imposed on the watering of
private gardens.

I must admit that when I read the bill I was amazed that
the Melbourne City Council would ever be opposed to
the flower show continuing in the Carlton Gardens. It
just amazes me that such a fantastic event would not be
supported by the council, but it is up to the council to
justify its position. This bill permits the minister to
recommend to the Governor in Council that events
suitable to be held at the Carlton Gardens reserve are of
significance to the state and should be declared special
events, permits the suspension of the powers of the
trustees or committee of management for the Carlton
Gardens for the period of the special events, permits the
suspension of local laws to the extent that they apply to
the Carlton Gardens reserve, and when an event
organiser fails to ensure restoration of the gardens after
one of these special events, empowers the secretary of
the trust to carry out restoration works and recover the
cost of those works from the event organiser.

I am a little confused about what the opposition’s
policy would be on drought-resistance measures. I am
sure we are all surprised to learn that she thinks we
should be able to water our lawns with gay abandon, so
to speak. That is not a view that I think is shared by
members of the Victorian community, who, as we have
seen from the figures, have accepted water restrictions
perhaps in an even better spirit than the government
expected them to and have very seriously and
conscientiously cut their water usage over the last few
years. I think they should be congratulated for that great
effort.
The international flower show gives Victoria the
opportunity to show not only the wonderful range of
plants that are available in the state but it also gives
various nurseries the opportunity to show what
excellent and world-class products they have. That we
have a flower show which is considered the best in the
Southern Hemisphere and for which there are special
tours arranged from the other side of the world shows
how important to Victoria the show is. I therefore
commend the bill to the house.
Of course if the Melbourne City Council changes its
mind and decides it would like to go ahead with the

Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill. As has been said, the bill
provides for the management of the Carlton Gardens
reserve during special events and particularly to allow
the continuation of the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show at the site beyond this current year.

The flower show is a great event that showcases
amenity horticulture in Victoria. Quite a few people
talk about the horticultural industry, and in some ways
it is split between amenity horticulture and production
horticulture. I will come back to that later.
The flower show was started in 1996 by former Premier
Jeff Kennett. It was a great success due to the vision of
the then Premier, who set about getting Victoria on the
move again after the dim, dark years of the Cain and
Kirner governments. It is interesting that this bit of
legislation is being dealt with tonight. Members who
listened at question time would have heard the Premier
trying to rewrite the history of Victoria when he talked
about how in the mid-1990s, 40 000 people were
leaving Victoria every year to go interstate. In some
ways that was a leftover of the Cain-Kirner era and not
so much a product of the Kennett era. That was a very
sad time for Victoria and for those of us who remember
the collapse of the Pyramid Building Society and that
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the State Bank of Victoria actually went broke under
the guidance of the Cain and Kirner governments. The
State Bank was an icon in Victoria, and it was very sad
that the government was forced to sell it. We saw the
collapse of the Tricontinental merchant bank at the
same time. The government is trying to rewrite history
at the moment when it talks about the great job it is
doing. It was Jeff Kennett who actually got the state
going after that very sad time in Victoria’s history,
where we have a — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! I remind the member for Swan Hill to return to
the bill.
Mr WALSH — I am speaking on the bill, Acting
Speaker. I am talking about the fact that the flower
show is a fantastic event, and that it was one of the
events that Jeff Kennett used to get this state
kick-started after the legacy left to us by the Cain and
Kirner governments and the debts that had to be paid
off. The state was left with a debt of something like
$60 billion if you add in the unfunded superannuation
liability at that time. The Kennett government can be
very proud of the fact it was able to pay off that debt.
The flower show is on again this year and will be held
in the first week of April. I urge members of the house
who have never been to the flower show to make the
effort to go down there. I have been several times — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — I still survive. Flowers Victoria is
an associate of the Victorian Farmers Federation, and
has been part of the VFF since 1975. The flower
industry is a key part of the farming community in
Victoria.
One of the things I noticed when I went to the flower
show last year was the focus on water-efficient gardens.
A lot of effort is now going into showing how people
can have a garden, something they can go out into and
enjoy which is more water efficient than the gardens we
have had in the past. The days of the English-style
garden are probably gone, because we just do not have
the water resources in this state for that. It was great to
see how different models of water-efficient gardens can
work and how people can change their gardens to make
them more water efficient. That is probably of
particular relevance to people in the likes of my
electorate where for quite a bit of this summer we were
on stage 4 water restrictions. Everyone in Melbourne
might have enjoyed stage 3a restrictions but a lot of
people in northern Victoria were on stage 4 water
restrictions all summer, and it is only in recent times
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that we have moved back to stage 3 and have been able
to do some watering at night.
The Melbourne flower show has something like
500 exhibitors each year. It is a great event for those
people to showcase their wares to not only the rest of
the Victorian community but also the interstate and
international visitors who come to this state for the
flower show. In the second-reading speech the minister
talked about something like 100 000 visitors going to
the flower show, and the flower show website talks
about 125 000 visitors. Whichever figure you take, it
certainly shows it is a major attraction on the social and
events calendar in Victoria.
It is interesting to look at the flower industry in
Victoria. It is a major industry and a major employer in
this state. Something like 40 per cent of Australia’s
flower production actually comes out of Victoria, so it
is a quite significant industry from both a state and
national point of view. It is worth something like
$350 million per year to the state of Victoria, so it is
quite a major contributor to the economy of this state.
As has been raised by previous speakers, one of the
concerns with the legislation is that this bill does not
actually guarantee the continuation of the Melbourne
flower show. It gives the minister the power to gazette
the use of the gardens for the flower show. It is within
the minister’s power to determine on an ongoing basis
whether the flower show is there; it is not actually in the
legislation. There was some discussion about the fact
that the seat the flower show is held in is currently held
by a government member but at some time in the future
that seat may be held by a member of the Greens, the
Greens may be in coalition with the Labor Party to
form government and you might find — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — People on the government benches
interject, but we know what great mates they are with
the Greens. You might find that at some stage in the
future there is a Greens-Labor coalition and the Greens
might dominate and stop the Melbourne flower show. If
it is within the power of the minister to stop it and it
happens to be a Greens minister who has control of this
in some future Greens-Labor coalition, we might find
that we do not have the flower show. I put that caution
forward about the minister having the power to gazette
the use of the gardens for the flower show when there
could be a Greens-Labor coalition here in Victoria in
the not-too-distant future. We do not want to see the
flower show stopped.
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The Nationals, as part of the coalition on this side of the
house, do not oppose this legislation. We look forward
to those of us who can attending the flower show this
year. I reiterate: if anyone has not had the opportunity
to go to the flower show, please make the effort. Please
go along and make a real effort to look at the water
efficiency things, because we all know what a precious
resource water is in this state.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens)
Bill. We on this side of the house are great supporters
of the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show. We are not shrinking violets in our support of
that show. We all know that the show attracts over
100 000 visitors each year. It is my understanding that
many people come from interstate and indeed overseas.
There are garden clubs that go out to the tourism
industry and advertise the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show and many people from
overseas come to see the show. It is a great event on our
tourism calendar, and it is in a great location. Beside the
majestic Royal Exhibition Building, of which we are all
justifiably proud, there are the beautiful gardens. For a
short time they are converted for garden exhibits, trade
displays, some catering outlets and other services.
There is a great variety there. Indeed some of the
garden designers who first started their careers at the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show have
gone on to erect displays in shows in England and have
won international awards. We can be very proud not
only of the garden show itself but also the designers and
the exhibitors at the flower show.
One thing that has taken place on that site is that it has
led the way on water-saving devices. This government
is very proud of its record in water saving. Victorians
have exceeded our expectations in their ability to save
water. They have really embraced the water-saving
message. The previous speaker talked about the days
gone by when everybody had a green lawn. Personally
I have never had a really green lawn, as I much prefer
indigenous plants. But you can adapt the various plants
and that is what the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show really does: it shows people that they
can have any sort of garden they want, and it displays
them in situ.
I have a report on heritage tree protection from
Mr Small, the heritage tree inspector. He inspected the
heritage-listed trees before the show, during the set-up,
during the show period and during the show bump-out.
He has reported that during that time there were no
significant concerns. The report says the removal of
exhibits was conducted with care and there was no site
disturbance to trees. It talks about the show set-up and
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the exhibitors being aware of tree protection zones
determined by the Melbourne City Council and show
organisers within their sites where root zones or aerial
tree structures are not to be disturbed at all. The
structures there were affixed to the ground by flat plates
on pallets or by the weight of the structures themselves
sitting on a bed of sand or other material used to create
a level base. We see that although there is some
disruption for a short time, as you would expect from a
major event, there is no lasting detrimental effect on the
gardens.
The flower show has been at the Carlton Gardens for
some 12 years now, and it is my understanding that the
show contributes a not insignificant amount — around
the $8 million mark — to the Victorian state economy.
I have talked about there being no long-term detriment
to the gardens or its significant trees, and even the
reports commissioned by Melbourne City Council
indicate that the show does not cause any significant
effect or harm.
The suspension of the council’s powers in relation to
the Carlton Gardens is only temporary, for the purpose
of holding the event. The council will continue to
manage the gardens for the rest of the year, so it will
have no significant long-term detriment on the gardens.
The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
is a significant event on the tourism calendar.
With those few words I wish the bill a speedy passage.
I said that members on this side of the house were not
shrinking violets in their support for the garden show,
but if those on the other side of the house care to cut
down a few tall poppies when they say they are
supporting the flower show, then they may do so. I
hope the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show continues for many more years yet, and I am sure
it will because there is absolutely no concern of
long-term detriment to the area. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Crown Land Amendment (Carlton
Gardens) Bill. The purpose of the bill is to provide for
the management of land in the Carlton Gardens reserve
during special events and to allow for the continuation
of the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show at the Carlton Gardens site beyond 2008. It is an
important piece of legislation to a number of valuable
small businesses in my electorate of Evelyn.
Accordingly, I am very pleased to be standing here
today and speaking on it.
First of all I would like to take the opportunity to
remind members of the house that the existence of the
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Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show was
an initiative of former Premier Jeff Kennett and the
coalition government. The flower show has become
one of Melbourne’s hallmark calendar events, typically
attracting around 125 000 visitors. It is regarded as one
of the world’s best garden shows, and as such has
generated significant revenue for the Victorian
government since its inception 13 years ago. It is the
largest flower and garden show in the Southern
Hemisphere, contributing approximately $8 million to
the economy, which makes it a significant event.
I have attended every one of the garden shows. They
are a tremendous social and learning event.
Conversations arise between total strangers as they are
admiring the beautiful exhibits, or as they are listening
to descriptions of all the gadgets that can enhance the
life of an amateur gardener. It cuts across all boundaries
of race and language. You just smile and you are
talking to people about the plants you admire and love,
and people give advice to each other. It is one of the
most friendly exhibitions I have ever been to, and I
have been to hundreds of wine exhibitions — working,
I must add. The flower and garden show has a very
special appeal, and it really does appeal to people of all
ages.
Despite the fact the bill claims to have as one of its
main objectives a guarantee for the future of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show, it is
framed in such a way that the survival is hinged on the
decision making of the current or future minister. By
virtue of this fact the bill does not really guarantee the
continuance of the flower show at all, it merely gives
the government control over the future of this
much-loved public event. This control is embodied
under clause 29M of the bill, which allows some or all
of the powers held by the committee of management
and trustees to be suspended during the special event or
any other specified part of the declaration period.
Another point relates to the government’s definition of
special events. Remarkably broad in nature, the bill
allows the minister to recommend to the Governor in
Council that events suitable to be held in the Carlton
Gardens reserve — that is, of significance to the
state — be declared special events. I would like to have
seen a more concrete definition of what constitutes a
significant event. This is the only avenue we have to
ensure that this is a transparent process.
It is particularly worrying because the Exhibition
Building and surrounding gardens have been world
heritage listed. They are a beautiful part of Melbourne’s
scenery and must be treated with great care and respect;
however, this should not preclude us from enjoying
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them. It is vital to balance the value of the world
heritage listing of the gardens with the benefits gained
by small businesses, many of whom come from the
Yarra Valley. That is why I fully support the inclusion
of provisions that allow for the secretary of the trust to
carry out restoration works and recover the cost of these
works from events organisers. In the event of any
cosmetic damage being inflicted, it is only fitting that
we have in place guidelines to allow for the restoration
of the magnificent Carlton Gardens reserve. In most
instances this should only involve repairing patches of
grass which will regenerate reasonably quickly.
The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
employs many casual, part-time and full-time staff,
ranging from on-site contractors to catering and
hospitality staff, retail exhibitor staff, as well as the
event management team. All of these jobs would go if
the flower show were cancelled in the future.
The Warratina Lavender Farm, Tesselaar’s, Mount
Beenak Orchids, Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
Tourism Marketing Board, Di’s Delightful Plants and
Larkman Nurseries are just a few of the Yarra Ranges
businesses that have exhibited at the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show since its
inception. For these reasons it is important for the
legislation to guarantee the continuance of this
particular exhibition.
The horticulture industry in the Yarra Valley has taken
a battering over recent years due to the drought and to
water restrictions. It is always our rural communities
that are hit hardest by these decisions because of our
comparative isolation. A lot of businesses have folded
due to the severity of water restrictions. Some people
might be tempted to argue that this is evidence of the
lack of a need for a flower and garden show. This could
not be further from the truth. In typical Australian style
our horticulturalists have already adapted the way they
do business. They are now coming up with more
water-saving measures and are stocking more hardy,
drought-tolerant plants that can withstand our
unforgiving climate.
The Nursery and Garden Industry’s chief executive
officer, Steven Potts, and all the people involved in
guiding the industry — industry stalwarts such as Kees
Tesselaar, Wes Fleming and Clive Larkman — should
all be commended for the way they have continued to
operate their businesses during these difficult times and
their assistance in mentoring other businesses. While I
am referring to the local nurseries and plant suppliers in
my electorate, I would like to commend Plant Growers
Australia and Humphries Nurseries, which I was
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fortunate enough to visit with Steven Potts, from the
Nursery and Garden Industry.

400 industry representatives from around Australia who
present at the event.

Now more than ever the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show has an even greater reason
for existence. Not only does it get Victorians outdoors,
exposing them to a wonderful selection of plant life and
to creating business opportunities, but it is now helping
to educate gardeners about water conservation methods
and drought-oriented planting. It is reminding
homeowners that they can still have a beautiful garden
even in times of drought. We just have to keep
adapting, as we always have done and always will. Like
the Deputy Leader of The Nationals, I encourage
everyone to visit the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show, and to take all their friends along
and have a wonderful time, as I do every year.

It is a fabulous opportunity for Victoria to showcase
that heritage precinct. It is also a very important
opportunity for Victoria to showcase the horticultural
industry. The show is clearly about economic returns to
that industry. As one of the speakers here has
mentioned, some 40 per cent of Australia’s flowers are
produced in Victoria. Not too many people would know
that figure. The industry is a significant employer and a
significant economic driver for regional Victoria. There
are obvious benefits to be gained from the event, as
there are from all major events, but this exhibition is of
great benefit to regional Victoria and the horticultural
industry.

Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
speak on the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill. Like a number of other speakers
here, I have also had the pleasure of attending that
particular hallmark event in the Carlton Gardens. I have
done so on a couple of occasions with my wife, and it is
a wonderful event. It has evolved over the 12 years
since its first show in 1996, as climatic changes have
occurred and water conservation issues have come to
the fore. That was one of the reasons we went to the
show. We were building a new house down near
Torquay and were concentrating quite importantly on
water conservation issues. We went to the show to look
at some of the gardens which the member for Swan Hill
also alluded to in terms of water-efficient gardens.
We went there for that exact reason. I think you will
find in April this year that there will be tens of
thousands of people attending the event. Whilst they
may not go there for that primary purpose, there is
certainly an educative side to the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show (MIFGS).
Whether they are looking at non-native plants or, as is
increasingly popular, the native and indigenous section,
I certainly encourage members of the house and my
electorate to attend the event. It has had well over
100 000 people attend each year for most of its 12 years
of existence. It provides a significant economic benefit
to the state of Victoria, and that is why it is one of our
hallmark events.
It is one of the largest flower shows in the Southern
Hemisphere. We have a number of overseas trade
delegates — I have here a press release from the
minister alluding to the Japanese delegation that is
attending this year to show its bonsai exhibition — as
well as interstate delegates. There are some

Why are we here today? It is unfortunate that we are
here. Melbourne City Council, in its wisdom, has
decided at this stage — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Yes, I was being rather
cute with the word ‘wisdom’. Some members of that
council have decided to refuse a permit for the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show after
the 2008 show. It is very short-sighted; I think everyone
in this house would support that view.
That leads us to this bill. The city council manages the
Carlton Gardens under the provisions of the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act. It is joint trustee with
Minister Jennings from another place, and therefore is
the committee of management for that event, so the
event currently cannot be held without the council’s
permission. That was the catalyst for this bill, which
will allow the state government to suspend the
council’s authority in respect of its committee of
management responsibilities while the flower show is
being conducted.
I know the council has raised some heritage issues and
also the possibility of damage to some significant trees
in that area. Whilst residents have a right to advocate on
issues that may be of genuine concern in terms of
damage to the precinct, I think they should take a great
deal of comfort not only from the council’s own reports
but also from reports from Heritage Victoria which
discount those concerns and endorse the view that there
can be coexistence between that precinct and an
internationally significant flower show like the one we
will experience in early April this year and will
continue to enjoy in the years to come. I will quote
from a report that was prepared last year by a Heritage
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Victoria consultant who has horticultural experience. he
concluded that:
… the conduct of the MIFGS in 2007 has had no discernible
impact on the health of vegetation … in Carlton Gardens.

That was the crux of most of the concerns the council
has alluded to.
The council has its own reports; I think it is incredible
that the councillors have refused to take on board the
expert knowledge of the council officers. There are
three reports; I want to mention one in particular by
Robert Small, who is a heritage consultant. I know
Robert very well; he used to be an environmental
general manager at the City of Greater Geelong. He has
a great deal of expertise in regard to this issue. He
comes from New Zealand and has worked in — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Forgive me for that! He
worked in the New Zealand horticultural industry so he
has a vast degree of experience regarding this issue. He
stated that:
… the conduct of the MIFGS in 2007 has had no discernible
impact on the health of vegetation (trees, shrubs or grass) in
Carlton Gardens.

I will not quote from all three reports, but I think the
second report is significant. It states:
The impact of the MIFGS in 2007 on soil physical condition
has been minimal. Therefore, we are confident that the level
of soil compaction in the Carlton Gardens poses no threat to
the existing trees/ vegetation.

I want to stress that these statements are from the
council’s own reports which, I hope, have an ability to
change the current council’s view. It would be pleasing
to the state government if the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change in another place, Mr Jennings, did
not have to enforce the suspension of Melbourne City
Council’s management rights at this period of time or
during other events which we determine are of state or
national significance. I hope that continued discussions
with the council end with the council having a view
which is shared by the state government and, indeed, all
parties within this chamber. I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment
(Carlton Gardens) Bill. The Nationals, in coalition, will
not be opposing this legislation. In fact many of us
support the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show. I understand that the garden show has
been held for the last 12 years. The first show was in
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1996, which was the year that I came into this place as
a new member of Parliament. That seems like such a
long time ago.
The bill states that its main purpose is:
… to provide for the management of land in the Carlton
Gardens reserve for special events.

As other speakers have said, this event was introduced
under the Kennett-McNamara coalition government.
The show was seen as an iconic event and great for the
tourism of this state. The event was seen to be
beneficial not only to Melbourne but to all of Australia.
So of course we support it.
We are also told that the bill is to allow for the
continuance of the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show at the Carlton Gardens site beyond the
current year. But I think the bill goes further than that.
We have recently passed legislation so that the Carlton
Gardens is put onto the heritage list. It makes a lot of
sense to have that area on the heritage list so that there
are some checks and balances when anything happens
or events are proposed for the gardens or the buildings
in it.
The bill permits the minister to recommend to the
Governor in Council that events suitable to be held at
the Carlton Gardens reserve that are of significance to
the state are to be declared special events. Again, that is
not just for the continuation of the flower show. It
actually gives the minister the authority to put on
special events in the gardens. Even though those events
are listed in the Government Gazette, I would hope the
minister takes into account the special area where the
Carlton Gardens is located.
The bill also permits the suspension of local laws to the
extent that they apply to the Carlton Gardens reserve. In
some way this takes away the authority of the
Melbourne City Council, so hopefully the state
government will work with the Melbourne City
Council to make sure that not only the flower show but
any event at the Carlton Gardens and the Royal
Exhibition Building are dealt with in a appropriate
manner. Whilst it is removing the council from having
jurisdiction over the local laws, hopefully there are laws
that enable the state government to ensure that those
gardens and that building are dealt with respectfully.
In the event that organisers fail to ensure the restoration
of the gardens after each special event, the legislation
empowers the secretary of the department or the trust to
carry out restoration works and recover the cost of
those works from the event organiser. I know that has
been happening with the flower show for the last
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12 years, and obviously the event coordinators and
organisers are making sure that those restoration works,
if there is any damage, return the gardens to the
appropriate condition.
For any other event where there is not the obligation on
organisers to restore the gardens to the appropriate
condition, I think it is important for there to be some
decision about the creation of a bond for a new event to
make sure that organisers understand that this is a
special icon area that needs to be brought back to its
appropriate condition when that event leaves the
gardens and that, if there is any environmental damage,
the damage is corrected. Although the flower show has
been there for 12 years and has made sure the site has
been restored to its appropriate condition, we need to
make sure that after any other event the minister deems
to be a special event for Victoria the gardens are
restored to the appropriate condition.
Previous speakers have talked about the fact that the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is
now seen as an icon event not just on the Victorian
calendar but also on the Australian calendar. This is
especially true for nurseries and garden industries. It is
also showcasing best practice for what happens in our
horticultural industry.
I understand that the Melbourne City Council is
opposed to the flower show continuing in the Carlton
Gardens beyond this year. To make sure that the event
continues we should have some discussion with the
council to ensure that it does not feel completely at
arms-length from the event happening, because I am
sure it is very proud of the event in the gardens and at
the Royal Exhibition Building. I also understand a
number of local resident groups are opposed to this on
the grounds of environmental damage to the gardens.
We need to make sure that the state government
ensures that conditions are put in place so that all those
people who use the gardens, whether they be tourists or
locals, put it back in its appropriate condition — for
example, for rubbish bins and paths to be provided so
that people walk in the appropriate areas and there is
minimal environmental damage to the gardens.
Obviously some safeguards need to be put in to protect
the gardens, because they are iconic, heritage-listed
gardens which we are very proud of.
We are told that the purpose of the bill is to guarantee
the future of the flower show. As I said earlier, the bill
goes much further than that. It not only guarantees the
future of the flower show; it is up to the discretion of
the minister to allow any event that the minister deems
is of state significance. Even though it has to be put in
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the Government Gazette, the minister can say that any
event can be deemed as significant to the state and an
appropriate event at the Carlton Gardens. It is more
than just the future of the flower show. I think we need
to be aware that it goes much further than that, even
though the second-reading speech says that it is to
guarantee the future of the flower show.
The flower show has put Victoria on the world
horticultural map. Nurseryman Wes Fleming from
Fleming’s Nurseries, who exhibited at the Melbourne
flower show, took his designs to the Chelsea Flower
Show in England for three consecutive years and has
won a silver-gilt medal and two gold medals with other
Australian designers Jim Fogarty, Jack Merlo and Dean
Herald. There have been other garden designers who
have exhibited at the Melbourne flower show who have
taken their designs overseas. Carolyn and Joby
Blackman from Vivid Design won gold medals last
year at the Singapore Garden Festival in the fantasy
garden design category. Again, it is showcasing the best
of who Australia has in our gardening industry. The
show is not just a showcase of gardens; it actually
allows some of our horticultural people to show what
they are made of, to show what they can do and to
actually put those designs right across the world.
There is some concern by the Melbourne City Council
that there could be damage done to the gardens. We
have heard here today that there has been some dispute
about the evidence that has been put forward about that,
and in fact reports have said that there is no evidence of
damage; but we need to make sure that there are
protocols in place to ensure that the environmental
damage, if any, is minimised.
The member for Swan Hill — the Deputy Leader of
The Nationals — talked about the drought-tolerant
plants that have been shown at the Melbourne flower
show, and this is a really important issue, particularly
for country Victorians. They can see on show the
drought-tolerant plants they can put in their gardens,
because country Victorians have minimal water at the
moment, as do people in Melbourne. The water-saving
techniques that are available for sale and that are
available to be put into people’s gardens at the moment
will be on show — for example, dripper systems and
the sorts of plants that can be put under mulch and so
forth — and that is really important for people who
may not know how to minimise water usage in their
gardens. Low-maintenance gardens will be showcased,
as will methods for growing your own food and at
minimal cost because of the water shortages.
The show will be on from 2 to 6 April this year, and it
is being held in the Royal Exhibition Building and the
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Carlton Gardens. We ask people to visit the show, if
they can. There will be a search for Australia’s top
florist. Interflora Australia has invited nine of
Australia’s top floral designers to compete in the
section trials for one of the most prestigious florists’
competitions, the Asia Pacific Cup, which is held every
two years.
People from country Victoria attend the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show — busloads of
people from country Victoria travel there — to have a
look at best practice. Some people cannot look after
their own gardens because they do not have the water,
so it gives them a lot of pleasure to go and look at
beautiful gardens and see best practice on show. We
hope that this venue will be used for the next decade or
so, and we wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — It is a pleasure to
follow the member for Shepparton. She pinched half
the lines I had about all of Victoria’s wonderful garden
designers and the fact that they use this event as a way
to gain international experience and reputation. This
legislation is necessary to ensure the future of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show,
which is essentially what the bill is about.
The bill provides for the management of the land in the
Carlton Gardens reserve during special events, and of
course there is really only one special event which is
held in the Carlton Gardens — namely, the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show.
Other members have spoken quite eloquently about the
importance of the show to the state, with over
100 000 visitors to this magnificent show every year. It
is the largest garden show in the Southern Hemisphere,
and of course people come from all over. They come
not only from Melbourne and Victoria, and from
around the rest of Australia, but also from overseas.
Special tours are organised; it is a terrific event. Instead
of going to Kew, they are coming to Melbourne! It is
marvellous, and of course it contributes quite a few
million dollars — I think the estimate is $8 million —
to the state’s economy.
As has been said by other speakers, the show has been
going now for 12 years, and it has been very
successful — although not without a few hiccups, of
course. There have been discussions within the
Melbourne City Council about whether it should go
ahead, and as a result of the last discussion it said,
‘We’ll let it go for the next couple of years, but we
can’t guarantee it’, so a big question mark was put over
this show. I have to wonder sometimes whether some
of the councillors are a little bit potty and whether there
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is a Bill and Ben show or something or other in the
Melbourne City Council.
You have to wonder sometimes about local councils
and their ability to effectively represent their
constituents and local residents, and this is a really good
example of that. It is very important in this regard that
councils actually stay in the game and do not abrogate
their responsibilities. This is a case where I think the
council has pushed the envelope a little bit too far and
started to abrogate its responsibilities — in this case, the
ability to be the controlling authority in regard to the
gardens.
It is a minority of councillors not recognising what is
going on here. They claim to represent their residents,
their people, but in fact they force the state government
to become involved. They actually do not represent or
protect local residents in this case. In fact they are
abrogating their responsibility. It is a poor action by, in
this case, a minority of councillors who have failed to
take measured decisions based on the facts put before
them. I understand that the council was offered a
significant compromise which left it in charge of the
park and the show as the responsible authority, but
councillors elected to obfuscate and not give a
long-term commitment. They failed the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show, they failed their
local residents and they failed the people of Victoria.
The member for South Barwon has already mentioned
some of the material which has come before the
Melbourne City Council in this regard. There is the
council’s environment committee report of 5 June
2007, which states that the purpose of the committee
was:
To provide the environment committee with a review of the
2007 Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show … at
the end of the first year …

Attachment 2 to that is a report by Robert Small on
heritage tree protection in the Carlton Gardens during
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
2007. Among other things, Mr Small wrote:
It is my opinion that the conduct of the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show in 2007 has had no
discernible impact on the health or vegetation (trees, shrubs or
grass) in Carlton Gardens.

He talks about a whole range of activities that took
place there.
Other reports were presented at the same meeting of the
Melbourne City Council. One is entitled Soil
Compaction Assessment of the Carlton Gardens and
was commissioned for the City of Melbourne by Jacqui
O’Toole, project coordinator of Events Melbourne. The
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assessment was conducted by Robert van de Graaff and
Jonathan Holland, both PhDs in soil science. As has
already been mentioned, they carried out the
assessment in order to assess the current level of soil
compaction. They took field samples, of course — as
you would in this regard — and they state in the
executive summary:
This work found that there was minimal impact on the soil
physical condition as a result of this event. Therefore, we are
confident that the level of soil compaction in the Carlton
Gardens poses no threat to the existing trees/vegetation.

This is the material that was presented to council
regarding what happened in 2007. However, there
really was no definite long-term approach or view by
the council, hence the minister had to step in to secure
the flower and garden show, because it is such a
fantastic event. As I have already mentioned, last year
an internationally awarded Japanese designer created a
stunning feature garden. There was also a trade
component, which had a whole lot of delegates from all
around Australia — over 500, as I understand — and
participation of landscape designers from Malaysia,
Singapore, New Zealand. As has already been
mentioned by other speakers, the focus of the show was
on water usage.
Probably like most people, I am a bit of an amateur
gardener. We did pretty well this year in our vegetable
garden. I will not go into the detail of what we
produced, but we did produce quite a lot. We have been
careful in the way we have used water, including tank
water. Like other people in the street, we have been
quite smart about it and maximised our water usage.
We have learnt from a few of the lessons that have been
available at the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show to get people to save water, find
additional supplies and use recycled water. Obviously
we used the bucket out of the shower and other simple
techniques. We have done a great job here in
Melbourne in saving water. I think we are using well
over 22 or 23 per cent less water per head compared to
the 1990s, and last year’s flower and garden show
showed the way.
This particular legislation ensures that we will be able
to have the show in the future. I hope the Melbourne
City Council comes to its senses and enables
arrangements to be put in place so that the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change does not have to
exercise the powers provided in the bill. The legislation
provides that any powers will be temporary and only
for the purposes of holding the event — and as the
legislation says, it has to be a special event. The bill
defines what is meant by the words ‘a special event’. It
has to be an event that is of significance to the state. In
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this case we have a marvellous event that is of
significance to the state.
I think this is very sensible and commendable
legislation because the show is far too important for
Victoria for it not to take place. We do not want to lose
it; we want to enhance it. We understand from the
reports of last year that it is a very well-managed event
that has minimal impact on the environment. I have
quoted from the reports prepared by experts which were
put before the Melbourne City Council and which show
that to be the case. The bill provides for the same
checks and balances to be in place in the future. I am
sure if he has to, the minister will ensure those checks
and balances are put in place to make sure not only that
the show is successful for the people of Melbourne and
Victoria but that in terms of the Carlton Gardens it is
environmentally sound.
It is a pity the legislation has had to be introduced to
make sure these things go ahead. It would have been
much better if people had worked together. As I have
said, there has been a failure of decision making by the
Melbourne City Council. The councillors have
basically got ahead of themselves and have abdicated
their responsibilities as the responsible authority. I think
that is a shame, and I hope they reflect on this and
improve their performance in the future.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to make some brief comments on the
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens)
Bill 2008. My comments will probably not be as brief
as the second-reading speech, which set a new standard
in brevity for this Parliament. However, I do not intend
to take too much of the time of the house.
I had a sense of deja vu when I heard the member for
Burwood beating up on the Melbourne City Council. It
was a bit like reading Hansard a few years ago. That
aside, the purpose of the bill is to provide for the
management of the Carlton Gardens reserve during
special events. As a result it provides for the
continuation of the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show. It seeks to achieve those ends by
inserting a series of new definitions in the principal act.
New section 29J sets up the structure for the special
event management declarations, and new section 29K
provides what they can contain. New section 29M
provides for the management of the reserve during the
duration of the special event, but most importantly it
provides for the suspension of the functions, powers
and duties of the committee of management of the
Carlton Gardens, which is of course the Melbourne
City Council.
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New section 29M(3) provides that the committee of
management of the Carlton Gardens reserve must not
exercise or perform any function, power or duty that is
suspended; or perform any other function, power or
duty that is inconsistent with the special event
management. New section 29O provides that any
regulations and local laws in force are suspended. There
are also other machinery provisions, including those
covering the restoration of the area prior to it being
handed back to the committee of management.

But you could add, ‘If you don’t happen to agree with
our point of view, we don’t need to have the debate.
We’ll just legislate’. It is important, according to this
policy, to:

The indication is that these measures — some may say
they are firm and some may say they are draconian —
are being taken to allow the continuation of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show. The
show, which was an initiative of the Kennett coalition
government and which has proved to be an enormous
success, has become the flagship event for the nursery
and garden industries. It has also become a major
tourism event.

In the conclusion on page 8 it says:

However, the problem is that the council has rightly
become concerned about the impact, in particular, of
the drought. Places such as the Carlton Gardens are
irreplaceable and are suffering stress, and the council
would be negligent in its role as the committee of
management if it did not seek to protect this public
asset.
Despite the draconian nature of this bill there is not
even a guarantee that the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show will continue at this venue or
even continue at all. But aside from that technicality, to
me this open-ended legislation — open-ended in that it
effectively gives the minister the opportunity to allow
any number of events to be held in a year in the Carlton
Gardens — is most of all about the government’s
growing arrogance. It is about the government’s
inability to work with the community, with other
elected bodies like the Melbourne City Council and
with the stakeholders.
I contrast the government’s action in introducing this
legislation with the ALP local government policy at the
2006 election, which says Labor considers local
government is vital to form ‘the focus of strong
communities across Victoria’. It also states that it is
important to ensure that local government is protected
from attacks on democracy. The policy highlights the
fact that the government has returned Docklands to
Melbourne in time for the council elections in 2008, but
now it is stealing the Carlton Gardens back again.
According to this policy document:
Healthy debate is the cornerstone of democracy.

… nurture a new generation of dynamic and visionary local
government leaders.

And a further addition could be, ‘But of course don’t
make any decisions that we don’t like because we will
legislate you out of existence’.

This … policy will significantly raise the quality of council
… decision making.
It will promote increased skills and professionalism …
It will make local governments more accountable …

A further addition could be, ‘Once again, if we do not
like it, we will simply legislate you out of business’.
Mr Seitz — It’s a bit like the upper house.
Mr MORRIS — I will ignore the interjection.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — We have handled it so well we
have now got to have its members come down! I will
not be diverted to talk about the Treasurer’s job,
because in spite of saying I was not going to speak for
very long, I am getting close to 7 minutes now.
In conclusion, I think the bill exposes the government’s
real attitude to local government bodies. As long as
they go along with the government and as long as they
are pliable and agree with the position that is being put
by the government, then everyone will be mates,
everyone will get along well. But as soon as they stand
up and say, ‘We’ve got an asset to protect, we’ve got an
interest to protect we’ve got a community to protect’,
they get their heads chopped off.
I do not have any argument with the intent of this
legislation in protecting the Melbourne flower show.
The way it is being done and the fact that we need to
legislate at all instead of sitting down and negotiating
and agreeing on an outcome is the glaring flaw in the
process.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I will be very brief because I
am conscious that a number of other members still want
to speak tonight, but there are some points to be made.
The bill is titled the Crown Land (Reserves)
Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, and ‘Crown land’
means it belongs to all of us.
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Melbourne City Council is only the management
committee to look after our city on behalf of everyone,
not just one select group of people. If a certain number
of councillors do not want to make responsible
decisions for the broader good of the whole
community, then it is up to government to do that, to let
them know and to set the legislation in place so that it
can be carried out responsibly by the minister. I have
been waiting to hear the opposition say the government
is engaging in environmental vandalism through this
legislation. That was all it needed to add!
What I just heard the opposition say on this matter is
nonsense. What the government is doing has been the
normal procedure of every government of the past
when there has been an impasse with a community
organisation, trustees or a management committee
dealing with Crown land. It is incumbent on the
minister of the day to enact the necessary powers, if the
government does not have them, so that the benefit for
the greater community and society can continue.
We have heard a number of speakers talking about
what a wonderful thing the flower show is and about
the big income it brings in: some $8 million for that
short period of time. It provides funding for the city of
Melbourne. It highlights Melbourne and puts it on the
map. It gives it worldwide exposure, which we need for
tourism and everything else that we compete with the
other states for.
On top of that, over the years the gardens have been
used for many functions and other things that have
taken place — and the gardens still exist. If we are
talking about environmental damage, the modern-day
commitment contained in the legislation has ensured
that over the last 12 years the trees have not suffered.
There is management in place to take care of them over
that short period of time. Therefore I do not understand
where the last speaker was coming from or what his
point was on those issues. You do not give Crown land
away, whether it is in a local municipality or wherever
it is; if it is Crown land, it is good for the whole
community. We have had to make decisions on matters
in the past for the benefit of the greater community and
not just a small minority.
I know how local government operates — as soon as
one person screams in their ward the arms go up and
they do not want to make a hard decision. When you
are elected to public office you have to make hard
decisions at times, and you have to wear them. Some of
those Melbourne city councillors should be making
those hard decisions instead of playing politics in their
council group, which is what they are doing. That is the
unfortunate part. We see this in other areas as well. At
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the moment Melbourne city councillors are playing one
group off against another and saying they are the
goody-goodies. I dare say they will probably call me an
environmental vandal because I have said those words,
but I will stick by them.
This bill is the best resolution for the community and
the development of the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show. People will now be able to plan and
know that the situation will continue while this
government is in power. We can now proceed without
people saying, ‘It is not guaranteed; it is at the whim of
the minister’. The minister would not have brought in
this legislation if he did not intend the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show to go ahead. I
wish the bill a speedy passage through the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The Carlton
Gardens is one of the iconic precincts of Melbourne.
Key features include the landscaped gardens, which are
understood to have been designed by Mr Bateman; the
Melbourne Museum, which is a modern museum with
both a fixed range and a changing range of exhibits,
including some with indigenous qualities; and the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre, which is
the scene of a number of major international exhibitions
in Australia.
In addition there are some other features of the gardens,
including the avenues of large mature trees and the
Westgarth drinking fountain. Mr Westgarth was one of
the early contributors to the Victorian colony of the Port
Phillip district. He was held in high esteem for his
contributions as an author, statistician and keen
contributor to early commerce and also for his
methodical engagement in almost every political cause
and issue of the day. It is understood that he donated the
fountain which now stands within the gardens.
The role of the gardens in international exhibitions is a
significant one, and certainly in the 19th century
marvellous Melbourne was a strong centre of
commerce as one of the most developed cities in the
world, underpinned initially by the prosperity generated
by wool production and later on by the gold rush.
Melbourne has other fine garden displays. Recently the
Melbourne garden of a Hampton resident, Mr Mark
Dymiotis, was featured as part of Australia’s Open
Garden Scheme. He had on display a range of his own
produce, including tomatoes, olives, cucumbers, three
varieties of beans, eggplants, corn, peppers and grapes,
together with breadmaking and winemaking processing
equipment by way of illustration. Remarkably,
2500 people visited his garden in a suburban block,
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perhaps 50 or 60 feet by 140 or 150 feet, to have a look
at his production of home-grown produce.
In 2004 Mark Dymiotis was a coordinator, together
with me, of a project to find the best
Mediterranean-style garden in Melbourne. In that year
it was reflective of the interest in gardens and garden
shows that there was intense interest in Melbourne
shown by a number of applicants. There were
100 applicants in that competition. Originally there was
going to be just 1 first prize, but ultimately there were
3 first prizes and 25 second prizes, such is the avid
interest in garden shows, garden displays and
home-grown produce. Likewise the garden show,
which will be underpinned by the contribution of the
Carlton Gardens precinct, will also attract immense
interest from Victorians and international visitors as
well.
One should not underestimate the importance of
backyard cultivation and sustainable practices in both
conservation of water and productivity using organic
methods that provide a quality of food, a freshness and
health-producing qualities generated through the
backyard production of both fruit trees and vegetables.
It is a practice which was encouraged by the
government following the Second World War when
there was a proliferation of the planting of fruit trees
across the backyards of Melbourne. It is regrettable that
modern planning practices are perhaps seeing an
erosion of the traditional backyard with the range of
produce that is able to be cultivated. Mr Dymiotis also
featured good practice in water conservation through
run-off captured from the roof which would make his
own garden more productive.
The bill before the house is not opposed by the
opposition. It understands the importance of gardening
for its health-giving qualities through the produce
grown and also for its recreational and social elements.
I know that in relation to people with psychiatric
disability the opportunity to be associated with the
cultivation of plants has a range of important aspects to
it that is part of the cycle of life and is certainly
commended. The Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show should be a great success not only for
Victoria but also for Australia, and it contributes to the
welfare of many people.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It is a pleasure to rise and
make a contribution to debate on the Crown Land
(Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill. I will
keep my comments brief as I understand that there are a
number of other members who would like to comment
tonight. The purpose of the bill is to secure the future of
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show.
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It is required because of the actions of the Melbourne
City Council which has decided that it will no longer
allow the show to be held at the gardens because of its
belief about the environmental impact of the show.
I would like to thank the members for Keilor, South
Barwon, Essendon and Burwood who ably pointed out
in their contributions that the flower show has a strong
record on not damaging the gardens and that there has
been much expert advice to this effect. It is always a
pleasure to follow the member for Keilor in debate and
I note the member’s unique interest in local government
and particularly good governance in local government.
As previously outlined by other speakers, the current
drought increases the need for the flower show to take
place as it has a significant benefit to industries that are
feeling the pressure of the drought. It has been valued at
about $8 million to the Victorian economy, attracting
over 100 000 visitors. My fiancée was one of those
visitors, and she who enjoyed her visit greatly. I, I must
admit that I am an appalling gardener whose sole ability
seems to be to kill plants when I come into contact with
them. I make no pretence to having expertise in that
particular area.
This is a sensible bill which seeks to intervene in an
issue where there is a greater good beyond that of the
Melbourne City Council. The government has a
responsibility to ensure the future of the flower show
and the economic and cultural benefit that it brings to
Victoria. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to debate on the Crown
Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill
2008. Reference has been made tonight to the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show,
which of course is a huge component of this bill. The
show is a joint venture of Flowers Victoria and the
Nursery and Garden Industry Victoria. As mentioned
by previous speakers, the show was an initiative of the
Kennett government, the inaugural event having taken
place some 12 years ago. It is the largest garden show
in the Southern Hemisphere, which makes it a great
attribute for Victoria. It contributes approximately
$8 million to the Victorian economy.
I want to quickly touch on a number of clauses.
Clause 3 inserts new definitions into the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978. ‘Event organiser’ is defined as:
… a person who organises or conducts events …

‘Special event management area’ is defined as:
… the area specified in a special event management
declaration as the area to which the declaration is to apply …
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This area can include only all or part of the Carlton
Gardens reserve, which is also defined in clause 3.

that has upset many. I refer to an article in the Herald
Sun of 25 September 2007. The first paragraph says:

The bill also refers to a ‘special event management
declaration’, which is defined as:

The state government’s takeover of the Carlton Gardens to
guarantee the annual flower and garden show has angered
city councillors, who were not consulted.

… a declaration under section 29J(1) …

That is dealt with in clause 4. ‘Special event period’ is
defined in clause 3 as:
… a period specified in a special event management
declaration as a period during which the special event is to
take place …

Much has been said by opposition members in their
contributions to this debate about the security of this
event in the future. New section 29K, which is inserted
by clause 4, prescribes the content of special event
management declarations. It says they must specify
details that include the name and a description of the
event; the period for which the declaration is to apply,
which must not exceed three years — and I think that is
an important point in the debate; the date that it takes
effect; the period during which the special event will
take place; and the areas of the Carlton Gardens reserve
to which it applies.
New section 29L(1) provides that a special event
management declaration may provide that the Secretary
of the Department of Sustainability and Environment or
the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust have
the functions, powers and duties necessary to manage
the Carlton Gardens reserve during all or part of the
declaration period. These include any powers currently
used by the committee of management or trustees to
undertake such events on the land, and the declaration
cannot confer powers inconsistent with the purpose of
lands reservations under the Crown Lands (Reserves)
Act 1978.
I will not go into the detail of new section 29M, which
refers to the full powers of the minister in that regard,
but I want to make the point that the really contentious
debate about this bill relates to it being really up to the
discretion of the minister as to how long the
international flower show will be held, particularly in
the Carlton Gardens reserve.
Much has been conjectured about the Melbourne City
Council and its role in the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show, and the debates it has had
with the state government over this Victorian major
event. Of course the council feels aggrieved about the
process that has occurred in this regard. Whilst we
agree that the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show should continue in its current form —
and we support that — it is the process with the council

I emphasise those words ‘who were not consulted’.
This is a very similar scenario to that regarding the
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Amendment Bill that
was before the house last year, where again Melbourne
City Council felt very aggrieved about the fact that it
was not consulted about the process of the government
taking over land within Melbourne Park and in
particular in the Gosh’s Paddock area, as the member
for Bulleen would know very well.
Thus, twice in the space of a very short period the
Melbourne City Council had to contend with the
Brumby government coming in and using its powers to
take over land that was managed by the council.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr NORTHE — They were. On 11 October the
then Minister for Tourism and Major Events — who is
in the house this evening, which is great to see — made
mention of the fact that Mitre 10 had been secured as
the major sponsor of the show for the next three years.
Again we come to this three-year scenario. There is
nothing in this piece of legislation that dictates that the
show will continue for many years to come, but all in
this house would like to see it continue, and I again
make the point that that is within the minister’s
discretion.
The member for Brighton made reference to Greg
Hooton, the flower show event director, who pointed to
reports of soil compaction assessments made in 2004,
2005 and 2006 which went against the grain of the City
of Melbourne’s recommendations on the state of the
Carlton Gardens. The 2006 report stated:
The gardens exhibit a healthy growth and do not display any
visible signs of stress, such as those that would result from
high levels of compaction. It can therefore be confidently
stated that the compaction levels are within the tolerance level
of this park landscape.

The member for Swan Hill and the member for
Shepparton alluded to the drought in their contributions.
We would all love to have great gardens, particularly in
regional areas where water restrictions are widespread,
but it is important that the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show continues. The council and
the event organiser have taken great measures to ensure
that it will continue using up-to-date water-saving
measures.
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I want to quickly make reference to some
correspondence I received from Gilvas Garden
Sculptors, a local Gippsland business which was
concerned back in June last year when the future of the
show was in jeopardy. As members of the Landscape
Industries Association of Victoria, Gilvas made some
really relevant points at that time. It said that many
people from the Latrobe Valley and regional areas who
travel down to the show not only as tourists but as
exhibitors are learning their trade, and it is important
that they have access to advancements in the industry.
This is one way for them to do that. The event not only
sits well with interstate and international tourists but it
is important from the point of view of those in the
regional areas of Victoria as well.
The member for Evelyn made reference to the fact that
the flowers at the show have a calming effect upon the
people in attendance. Maybe that is something we
could use in Parliament. It is important to mention that
this is a major event for Victoria. I am a member of the
Rural and Regional Committee, which is undertaking
an inquiry into tourism and the impact of having major
events in regional areas of Victoria, which is really
significant. The garden show is an important event that
we should continue to support. I know it is being held
in Melbourne, but as I said, it has a regional aspect as
well. We have seen many times at the public hearings
for this inquiry the importance of major events in
Victoria, not only from an economic point of view but
also to the local community, with the social aspects that
come with it.
Over the long weekend just gone we had many major
events to which I made reference in the house this
morning in my members statement. Coming up this
week is the International Celebration of Roses in
Morwell, which is important for the garden industry
and an important social outing for many in the
community. Many people have put in a lot of time and
effort behind the scenes to ensure that the event will be
successful. In times of drought and the climate we have
at the moment a hell of a lot of work and effort have to
be put in to ensure that the roses are up to a standard
that people will want to come and see, and I commend
those people for doing that.
The amount of work that goes on behind the scenes to
organise an event such as the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show is really significant, and I
think all in this house would agree that we should
support such an event into the future. The only criticism
we have of the government process in this regard is that
it should ensure that everybody is consulted and made
well aware of what the intentions are.
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Mr LIM (Clayton) — I strongly support this bill,
which will ensure the future of an event of not only
national but in fact international importance. The event
is the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show, which is held at the Carlton Gardens. This
legislation is necessary because last year the Melbourne
City Council — and I am still trying to understand why
it has come to this — indicated that it would not allow
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
to be held at its current location in the Carlton Gardens.
This event is, as I have said, of national and
international significance, and as the minister said in his
second-reading speech, it is the largest flower and
garden show in the Southern Hemisphere, attracting
over 100 000 visitors to Victoria and contributing more
than $8 million to our economy. As someone who has
attended regularly, I am surprised that the number is
only 100 000. I would have thought it was a lot more
than that, because the crowd is there constantly and
throughout the whole time the show is open.
This is an occasion when the final decision needs to be
made by the state government rather than a local body
such as a municipal council like the City of Melbourne.
I have enormous respect for our Lord Mayor, John So,
and this subject is one I have discussed with him from
time to time. I just do not know how the situation has
come to this. No doubt there has been a small
misunderstanding.
Not only are we satisfied that the show can be held in
the Carlton Gardens without any significant
environmental impact on the gardens, but there are
overriding recreational, tourism and economic
imperatives that make it critical for the state to
intervene. While some members may be preoccupied
with Melbourne as the sporting capital of Australia,
especially at this time of the year, others know there is
more to life. The aesthetes among us appreciate
Melbourne for its cultural and recreational events. This
exhibition at the Carlton Gardens is one of those. The
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is
one such event — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It is time
under standing orders to interrupt the business of the
house. The member for Clayton will have the call when
this matter is next before the chamber.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Racing Victoria: integrity inquiry
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Racing, and the
action I seek relates to the appointment of Judge
Gordon Lewis to investigate integrity services for
Victoria’s three racing codes. In particular, the people
of Victoria and I want the minister’s assurance that this
will be an open, independent and forthright
investigation. I call on the minister to immediately
release the terms of reference for this inquiry; to
guarantee that the inquiry will provide a genuine
opportunity for all Victorians, and particularly
stakeholders in our three racing codes, to make
submissions and presentations and if necessary give
oral evidence to this inquiry; to guarantee that where
possible the inquiry will hold public hearings; and to
ensure that the inquiry will thoroughly examine the
Allanson betting scandal, the failure of Racing Victoria
Ltd (RVL) to adequately respond to the betting scandal
and the orchestrated cover-up of the scandal by Racing
Victoria and its chair, Labor mate Michael Duffy.
Tragically it is clear from reading the reports that were
released last Friday that there are still too many
unanswered questions and too much missing
information, and there is even clearer evidence of an
ongoing pattern of secrecy, cover-up and incompetence
involving Racing Victoria Ltd, its chair, Michael Duffy,
and the Minister for Racing in relation to the Allanson
betting scandal. For example, although RVL employed
Calibre International as a supposedly independent
investigator, its report has not been released. Indeed
what was released on Friday, which was purported to
be the Calibre International report, was RVL’s edited
version, its doctored version of the Calibre report.
Further, the report highlights a conspiracy concocted on
21 January between Michael Duffy, Allanson and Des
Gleeson not to tell the media about the betting scandal
and how they would respond to media inquiries to
minimise the damage if the story got out. Also, the
report would have readers believe that, after Allanson
admitted five bets under a false name at this meeting
with Michael Duffy on 21 January, no further bets were
uncovered for three weeks. But within 24 hours of the
media exposing the scandal a further 37 bets were
discovered, and Allanson resigned. It beggars belief.
They are the sort of questions that need to be answered.
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The report highlights that as early as October and
November 2007 a number of people in RVL were
aware of Allanson’s betting activities and failed to act.
The scandal was exposed only after two punters raised
issues continually with Racing Victoria and through
good work by the media. The RVL and its chair are
involved in a cover-up and the cover-up is continuing.
We need a genuine, open and accountable
inquiry — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Seymour electorate: youth sports facilities
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs. The action I request is that the minister provide
funding for projects to address the disadvantages faced
by youth in our rural communities. Many young people
in rural towns and communities lack places where they
can hang out with their mates and do constructive
things at the same time. While there are many things
one can do in rural communities, like fishing, yabbying,
horseriding and bike riding, there is a lack of facilities
for structured activities like football, netball and other
sporting clubs that young people need. Places where
they can participate in non-structured physical activity
are not always available, as can be seen in rural
communities around the Seymour electorate.
In Kinglake, which is in the Murrindindi shire, there is
an identified project of a skate park facility. This skate
park facility would be part of the Bollygum Park, which
is a theme park based on a book called Bollygum. The
project has been the dream of many in the community
for a number of years and has gained support through a
lot of hard work by community members at the local
and state level, and a little at the federal level as well. A
multi-use skate park component to this adventure park
would boost the activity of youth in the area by
allowing them to have something to participate in.
Currently they have to travel away off the mountain
from Kinglake to hang out with people of their own age
or wait for a mobile trailer that comes around every
now and again. This project would assist young people,
and it would be great for the area.
In Pyalong in the Mitchell shire there is a proposal for a
BMX facility. That would also be fantastic for young
people in that town and the rural areas that surround it.
It would be a place for them to participate in structured
physical activity. Participating in healthy activities
would be great for the health and social wellbeing of all
young people in Pyalong and the surrounding areas.
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In conclusion I call on the minister to take the
opportunity to meet a great need for youth in the rural
electorate of Seymour. Some great things have already
been done — we have had skate parks in places like
Seymour, Kilmore and Alexandra — but smaller places
like Kinglake and Pyalong also have a great need for
similar facilities. If the minister could find the funding
for worthy projects such as I have outlined, it would be
a wonderful thing for the area.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Water concerning
questions in my electorate about the north–south
pipeline. The action I request is that the minister visit
the town of Rochester in my electorate and meet
directly with irrigators, who are anxious about the
government’s plans to steal their water. Such a visit
would be beneficial to both parties: my constituents
might feel as though their voices are actually being
heard, and the minister might be enlightened as to the
strength of the feeling about the pipeline in northern
Victoria.
Clearly the government is running scared. Any
ministerial visit to the region is kept quiet. Times and
places are changed, and the ministers do everything
within their power to avoid the protest they know they
will inevitably face if they announce a visit. This
calculated avoidance equates to governmental
arrogance, and it is wearing thin. It is time the
government stood up and answered the community’s
question: where will the savings for the north–south
pipeline come from? As I have pointed out to the house
on a number of occasions, this could well prove
difficult, since the government’s figures have been
fabricated to support its case for the pipeline.
The project is an exercise in urban greed at the expense
of the country’s livelihood, and it has been planned in
absolute ignorance of the needs and inquiries of my
constituents. The minister seems to have an inflated
sense of entitlement, expecting to take the region’s
water and its livelihood while refusing to visit
Rochester or any other town in my electorate to talk
with the people themselves. Perhaps he feels
consultation is above him!
My constituents deserve much more than this
dismissive attitude. They deserve explanations, they
deserve to be heard and acknowledged and, most
importantly, they deserve guarantees. If the minister
were aware of the strength of feeling within my
electorate on this issue, he might gain some perspective
in order to make some more informed choices. Any
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further attempts to ignore the requests of the country
will solidify its stance against the north–south pipeline
and lead to inflamed reactions. The minister cannot
expect those being directly affected by the pipeline to
just go away. There are questions to be raised, facts to
be dissected, serious discussions to be had. If the
minister has a preconception that those opposed to the
pipeline are tired, half-interested farmers who will
eventually give up and go away, he is in for a rude
awakening. Resistance is strong, sentiment is united
and an invitation to the minister is openly extended.

Local government: Community Chef project
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Senior Victorians. The
action I seek from the minister is that she give
consideration to an initiative, which has the in-principle
support of 14 local councils, to build a new food
production facility that will be owned and operated by
councils and will produce up to 2 million meals
annually for their delivered meals program. Community
Chef, as the project is known, is a joint initiative of
14 Victorian local governments working together to
improve the supply, quality, variety, nutritional value
and price of meals for the home and community care
(HACC) program. This service is more commonly
known as Meals on Wheels.
This service is expected to experience increased
demand in the future, as it caters mainly for our elderly
and disabled residents who choose to live at home. At
present there is little or no coordination between the
interested municipalities in their approach to the
provision of meals to the elderly and housebound, and
this means that there is much duplication in
administration, infrastructure and effort. In response to
this the Community Chef project seeks to establish a
single, modern kitchen which takes responsibility for
the preparation of all meals, leaving only final
distribution to the municipalities.
Clearly, the establishment of a large-scale kitchen
capable of supplying such a large area will benefit all in
terms of cost, energy use and waste reduction. The
plans for the kitchen would also ensure that the facility
could be more environmentally sustainable,
maximising energy-efficient production methods whilst
minimising packaging and waste. This is important
when you are talking about producing 2 million meals a
year. The provision of meals through such a facility
represents an opportunity to invest in a long-term
solution for the delivery of quality, nutritional and
diverse meals that will be a key factor in enabling aged
and disabled residents to continue living in their homes
and communities.
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On the subject of investment, if such a project were to
get the green light, I would also be keen to look at the
possibility of basing the kitchen in the Hobsons Bay
area. Our area is well placed near many major arterial
roads, such as the West Gate Freeway and the Western
Ring Road, and has a range of sites which could be
suitable for such a kitchen. The creation of ongoing
jobs through this project would also be a boost for the
hardworking people of the west and the people of the
Hobsons Bay area. I ask the Minister for Senior
Victorians to give consideration to this initiative.

Box Hill Institute of TAFE: arson
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Skills and Workforce Participation the issue of the
arson attack that took place at the Box Hill Institute of
TAFE shortly before midnight on the evening of
Saturday, 8 March. I ask the minister to do whatever
she and her department can to assist Box Hill TAFE to
recover from the fire. It appears that someone
deliberately ignited a number of wheelie bins next to a
window on the ground floor of one of the buildings of
the TAFE Whitehorse campus.
This appalling action has caused quite extensive
damage, albeit fortunately confined largely to a
stairwell area. But the stairwell is in a central part of the
main building known as building no. 1 of the
Whitehorse campus. When one looks at the damage
one sees that the fire has spread through a window or a
broken door, up through the stairwell and over multiple
levels. According to the police report, it damaged four
levels of the stairwell and adjoining rooms. It has also
damaged cabling and windows, many of which
shattered as a result of the heat, and a lift. The police
estimate put the damage in excess of $250 000 but the
preliminary feedback I have received is that that
estimate is likely to be on the modest side.
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for the redevelopment of this campus. The question is
to what extent they spend money to repair the damage
and to what extent that money would be wasted or have
a very short lifetime if more extensive redevelopment is
likely to be undertaken.
I therefore ask the minister to do her best — and I am
sure she will — to ensure that speedy decisions are
made on any issues that are referred to her or her
department by Box Hill TAFE, because clearly it is in
everybody’s interest to ensure that limited resources are
spent in the most effective manner on behalf of the
community and that resources are not wasted if they are
going to be superseded by other projects that are to
commence shortly.

Buses: Gembrook electorate
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is to
have improvements made to existing bus services
throughout the electorate of Gembrook. During the past
five years the three very distinct regions in my
electorate have seen many upgrades to both bus and
train services. In the south-east region train services
have been improved and major upgrades have been
made to our railway station car parks. Our rapidly
growing housing developments, like Pakenham
Lakeside, have also been accommodated by ensuring
that bus services are frequent and bus stops are located
400 metres from people’s homes.

As I mentioned, the damage has occurred at a central
point of the main building of the TAFE Whitehorse
campus and is therefore causing considerable disruption
to student and staff movement. The college has been
engaged in a speedy effort to get the building functional
again. I do not need say that Box Hill Institute of TAFE
has had a remarkable record of success under
governments of both persuasions, and it has
traditionally enjoyed strong bipartisan support for its
outstanding achievements. The Whitehorse campus
hosts centres including industry, education and training;
media, design and arts; performing arts; and vocational
access and education.

I have spoken in this house many times about the
research that I have undertaken to ascertain the needs of
our youth in terms of public transport requirements
throughout the entire electorate. The major issues for
youth are more frequent bus services as well as
late-night options. That is why I participated in the
Nightrider bus review process, advocating that the three
regions in my electorate receive expanded Nightrider
services. Young people in the electorate have been
delighted with the now hourly bus services throughout
the hills and the Upper Yarra region, but tell me that in
order to access education and employment
opportunities they require more frequency. Residents
throughout the hills have never before had the
opportunity to access bus services on Sundays, and they
now relish the opportunities to access work or social
events that a Sunday service provides for. Particularly
for young and elderly residents, especially in my
electorate’s most geographically isolated areas, more
frequent services and Sunday services are very
important.

One of the dilemmas facing the college in trying to deal
with the damage is that it has plans before government

The Upper Yarra has experienced great improvements
in the frequency and number of bus services along the
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Warburton Highway. This is vital for many who do not
have access to cars and for the young people who need
to go down the line for further education or
employment. I was very proud some time ago to
announce the much-needed extension of the bus service
from Warburton to Warburton East, which eliminates
the social isolation experienced by many.
Many great improvements have been made but much
more needs to be done. I call on the minister to ensure
services are provided more frequently in all regions
throughout the electorate so that all residents can
participate in reducing harmful emissions by avoiding
motor vehicle use and that those without transport can
become more mobile.

Rail: Kilsyth electorate car parking
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to raise a matter
of importance with the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek from the minister is to provide a
funding commitment for the immediate upgrade to the
car parking facilities at the railway stations in my
electorate of Kilsyth. I call on the minister to make
some changes to the abysmal state of affairs that my
constituents face while trying to park in all-day parking
bays at any one of the three railway stations in my
electorate.
Since the abolition of zone 3 fares and with the
ever-increasing price of petrol, commuters have taken
the sensible and environmentally friendly alternative of
catching public transport to work. This positive choice
by commuters has not been supported by the minister
who should ensure additional all-day parking spaces are
available at railway stations.
Commuters are being forced to park long term in
short-term parking areas in a last-ditch effort to get to
work on time. This in turn puts an additional financial
burden on those who are receiving parking fines on a
regular basis just for trying to utilise public transport.
Croydon’s residential streets have been overrun with
additional cars as drivers try to avoid parking fines and
utilise every last known possible parking space, while
causing serious danger to local residents trying to enter
and exit their properties safely amidst the tangle of
additional cars.
Nearly 12 months ago a meeting was convened with
local community stakeholders to address the parking
issues at the Mooroolbark railway station. At the time
the Department of Infrastructure said that there was
money available from the government to undertake
improvements to car parking at Mooroolbark station.
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To date we have heard nothing from the government
and the situation there has continued to worsen.
Ringwood East railway station continues to be used as a
dumping ground for worksite rubbish that is parked for
free for an excessively extended period of time on land
that could comfortably be used to reduce the burden of
parking on other stations. Why has something not been
done about it? How long does the public have to wait
before it is supported by the government allowing it
sufficient parking to utilise the public transport system?
I urge the minister to commit to supporting those
commuters who are making a conscious decision to
support the public transport system. The government
should support them with the infrastructure required to
make the use of public transport seamless, and not
continue to allow this dire situation to go on
unaddressed.
A letter from the Mooroolbark traders group dated
7 March sums up the concerns of business. I quote:
I write on behalf of all Mooroolbark business owners. I need
to bring you up to date regarding the car parking situation. It
has now got to the point where this matter needs urgent
action.
I am constantly getting phone calls and complaints from the
businesses on a daily basis.

It goes on to say traders are:
… losing car parking to train travellers, they park in front of
the post office and along Brice Avenue all day.
Winyard Drive has train travellers parking in the street. It’s
the same all over Mooroolbark …
The no. 1 problem is the train travellers who park in and
around Mooroolbark taking up valuable car parking. This
means the business owners have nowhere to park. Then this
filters down through to the customers, who have no choice
but shop elsewhere because they have nowhere to park while
shopping.
State government wants more and more people using the
public transport system; all good and well if the infrastructure
is in place to accommodate for the parking. Mr Brumby and
the transport minister need to get out of their ivory tower and
have a good look and stop turning a blind eye to everything
that’s too hard.

Mooroolbark traders have had a gutful. They do not
want to go through a long, drawn-out consultation
process. They want action now.

Gas: Albert Park electorate supply
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Energy and Resources. I call
upon the minister to take action by working with
Victoria’s gas distribution businesses to determine

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 11 March 2008

ASSEMBLY

necessary improvements to our gas supply network in
order to minimise the risk of supply interruptions of the
kind experienced in parts of the state last winter. I know
that some parts of my electorate were affected by the
supply interruptions on 17 July of last year.
I understand that the day in question was perhaps one
of the coldest days in Victoria since 1998 and that
Victoria experienced record gas demand that day, so it
is probably no surprise that there were some minor
interruptions. I also understand that the network held up
pretty well across the state with no reported problems in
the bulk supply system. The problem, as I understand it,
related more to the retail end of the market, which of
course is where the customers are. This abnormal
occurrence has raised some legitimate concerns about a
possible repeat performance. Whilst the network has as
a general rule shown itself to be reliable and effective,
there is always room for improvement and the
government should be working with gas distributors to
determine what new investment in the distribution
system is required to ensure the future reliability of gas
supplies for all Victorian consumers.
The people of my electorate take a particular interest in
these issues, being concerned to meet the
ever-increasing demand from the population and
business for this important natural resource. Population
growth in areas such as Southbank, Port Melbourne and
St Kilda is amongst the highest in the state. Residential
demand for gas as a relatively efficient form of heating
and cooking power is particularly important. This issue
is also important given the growth industries in my
electorate, particularly around the knowledge-based
economy areas of Port Melbourne, South Melbourne,
St Kilda Road, Queens Road and St Kilda. However, it
is important beyond that in dealing with our important
manufacturing sectors. We have many high-class,
high-tech manufacturers who rely on this resource,
particularly in the Port Melbourne area. Reliable and
efficient gas provision is vital to their futures. I ask the
minister to ensure that this action is undertaken and that
there is no repeat of the supply interruptions.

Schools: Warrandyte electorate
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Education to inform the schools in my
electorate of Warrandyte of a timetable detailing when
they should expect to have their maintenance issues
dealt with. I have 16 state schools in my electorate.
According to the latest figures that this government will
release — and figures have not been released since June
2006 — the value of the combined maintenance
backlog of these schools is nearly $2.5 million. Given
that these figures have not been updated since June
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2006, who knows how much facilities have deteriorated
since then. Notwithstanding the fact that virtually every
school I have visited has said that the official
maintenance backlog figure attributed to that school is
woefully inadequate, the figure of $2.5 million is way
too high.
I have spoken in this house before about the
government’s method of arbitrarily picking the schools
that will be permitted to partake in maintenance
funding, leaving principals in a very awkward situation.
They wonder whether they should use the meagre
resources they have to address their maintenance issues
or wait for the government to favour them with the
funds that so many of them desperately need.
The issues in these schools are very wide ranging. In
one school parents had to raise money to provide the
furniture for a new portable classroom. Another school
had to paint over rotten weatherboards just to make the
school look halfway decent. Yet another school had to
accept funding from the local Lions Club in order to get
broken play equipment fixed. As I go through schools,
rusted through guttering and drainpipes are a common
sight. There are issues with toilets and plumbing. These
sorts of things need to be upgraded as soon as possible.
Air conditioning is another issue. Many classrooms get
extremely hot during summer. I am sure the minister
switches on the air conditioning in her office or car
every day during summer. She has stated that the
temperature-controlled environments she enjoys are
something schools do not really need. She should get
into one of these classrooms and see how hot they can
be.
The list of issues goes on and on. Many areas of
maintenance that are clearly state government
responsibilities were left to the generosity of the
Howard government’s Investing in Our Schools
program. Almost $2 million was allocated to schools in
my electorate under this program. It has now been cut
by the Rudd government, leaving the principals in my
electorate wondering how future projects will be paid
for.
The government talks often of its 10-year Victorian
schools plan to rebuild, renovate or extend every school
by 2017. But it is not a plan. A plan has steps and a plan
is clear about its progression — a plan has a time line. I
was pleased to see on the education department’s
website the heading ‘Timeline’, but all it says under
that heading is:
Delivery of the Victorian schools plan has already begun with
all projects to be completed by 2016–17.
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It does not detail anything before that time. All it says is
that there are some projects being undertaken in
2007–08. It is not a plan; it is just a wish. The minister
needs to show some respect to the principals, teachers,
parents and students of my electorate and inform them
immediately of their place in this so-called plan.

Frankston District Basketball Association:
funding
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I raise a matter
tonight for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs regarding the Frankston
District Basketball Association. The FDBA has twice
applied for funding from the minor facilities funding
grants program, and the action I seek is for the minister
to approve a grant to this organisation so that it can
even better serve residents of my electorate and that of
the Speaker, who is the member for Carrum.
The FDBA and its activities are well known both to me
and the Speaker, and I am often made aware of the
strong and positive impact that the FDBA has on many
Frankston people. In particular the benefits for students
are notable. It offers physical activity and social
engagement to many young residents of our electorates.
Indeed the FDBA boasts over 400 junior teams, each
with volunteer coaches and assistants. The positive
aspects of a team sport such as basketball for
participants and volunteers alike cannot be overstated.
The entrenchment of life skills such as perseverance,
teamwork and respect are coupled with a sense of
belonging for everyone at the FDBA. In essence this
organisation is much like a family for all those
involved.
The FDBA is a not-for-profit organisation that caters
for over 5000 players on an annual basis. The
association is represented throughout Victoria and
Australia by the Frankston Blues, which fields 4 senior
teams and 33 junior teams, both male and female.
Whilst its everyday domestic competition caters for
every player’s need to enjoy the game of basketball and
develop fully, it is the representative teams that supply
much of the passion required for the recruitment of
volunteers involved in our club. The number of
volunteers required to field these representative teams is
considerable. I would like to specifically mention the
general manager and head coach, Mr Bill Runchey,
whose tireless and quite extraordinary efforts have seen
this association grow and grow. I know that Bill has put
an enormous amount of himself into the FDBA and has
been pursuing additional funding for a while now.
The FDBA is planning an upgrade of current facilities
and wishes to extend the social room area to create a
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larger administration area, change the current social
room into a new foyer with a new entrance, and
upgrade the current canteen facilities. These works, if
funded, will prove extremely beneficial to both the club
with its huge membership and to the wider community.
With the growth of the club in recent years, now is the
time to expand some of the key parts of its home.
As we grapple with the challenges of childhood obesity,
diabetes, and social dislocation in some parts of the
community, basketball offers an excellent and
cost-effective team sport environment for so many
people.
I have absolutely no hesitation whatsoever in
supporting as strongly as possible the application which
has been made, and I certainly recommend to the
minister that a successful grant will assist tremendously
in the FDBA continuing its fine work for many
residents and their families in both my electorate and
that of the member for Carrum.

Responses
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The member for Albert Park raised with
me the need for the government to work with gas
distribution businesses to determine whether any
further investment is necessary to ensure future security
of our gas supplies to Victorian customers. As the
member for Albert Park knows, this is an important
issue, not only in his electorate of Albert Park but also
along and around a large area of Victoria. I suppose it
reflects the forward-looking nature of the member for
Albert Park, that he is able to raise the issue of the
winter gas supply at a time when the temperatures here
are at their highest in summer.
The member for Albert Park spoke about the supply
interruptions that some Victorians suffered last July,
and he correctly pointed out that these interruptions
were caused by a record gas demand on the coldest day
that Victoria had experienced since 1998. These were
pretty exceptional circumstances, but he was correct to
say that there was room for improvement and that is
what the Victorian government is working to achieve.
This is why I take great pleasure in announcing to the
house that in the final decision released by the Essential
Services Commission, on gas network charges for
Victorian gas companies, the ESC has approved total
capital expenditure of some $933 million by the three
gas distributors over the period 2008 to 2012. That is a
22 per cent increase in the actual capital expenditure in
the current period, which went from 2003 to 2007. Of
course this was the period of the problems which the
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member for Albert Park revealed to the house. It is the
extra spending on these supply lines that, once this area
has been upgraded, should keep gas flowing,
particularly when it gets very cold. That is what the
member for Albert Park wants in his area, and that is
what this expenditure increase of some 22 per cent will
deliver, not only in Albert Park but to other parts of the
state from 2008 to 2012.
This is really great news for Victorian gas customers
who can look forward to the benefits of this greater
investment in our gas supply network, and I am sure the
member for Albert Park and his predecessor will be
pleased to hear this. I understand that on the day of the
gas shortages in Albert Park the previous member’s
own gas supply ran a bit short, so he will be very keen
to understand that this problem has been addressed.
The member for Albert Park was talking with a much
broader concern for all of his electorate, and he will be
pleased to be able to report back to his electorate that
during the period 2008 to 2012 expenditure will take
place not only in his area but in other parts of the state
also.
The ESC has also proposed revisions to the guaranteed
service level payments scheme. The eligibility criteria
for payments has been tightened for customers who
experience repeated or lengthy interruptions to gas
supplies. That means more money for the gas
distributors to provide better service to customers, more
payments for customers and more payments to
customers if they do not get proper service.
Furthermore, under the Essential Services
Commission’s final decision, gas network charges will
be reduced — I repeat, they will be reduced — by up to
6.2 per cent for two of the three gas distributors that
were under review. This will take effect from 1 July.
Gas retailers bear these network charges, but they are
ultimately reflected in consumers’ gas bills. Network
charges account for 40 per cent of a typical household
gas bill here in Victoria. Again, this is good news; it is
great news for most Victorian gas consumers. Over the
next few years this decision by the Essential Services
Commission will help put downward pressure on gas
bills and help improve the reliability of the gas supply.
The Brumby government is committed to ensuring
Victorians enjoy a safe and secure gas and electricity
system, and the Essential Services Commission’s recent
decision is one more piece of evidence that we are
doing just that here in Victoria.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The member for Seymour raised the
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matter of funding applications from the Mitchell and
Murrindindi shires in his electorate that are currently
before the community facility funding program.
The first application is in regard to the funding of a
skate park in Kinglake, while the second application is
in regard to the development of a BMX track in
Pyalong. I understand and appreciate the value that
skate parks hold for our communities, and particularly
for young people, and in the last sitting week I
mentioned in the house two skate parks in my
community in the city of Knox and the importance and
popularity of those two facilities. I can certainly see that
firsthand.
Just last week I joined the member for Macedon and
about 100 schoolkids to announce funding for the
development of a skate park in Riddells Creek, which
had been championed by several local teenagers who
had worked for three years to develop the proposal.
Given their rural locality the nearest skate park was
more than a half-hour drive away, hence the demand
for a local facility. Having listened to the member for
Seymour I believe such a project would be of similar
importance to the community of Kinglake, and I will
certainly take into account the member’s very strong
support for both those projects.
The member for Frankston raised the matter of a
funding application by the Frankston City Council for
the redevelopment at the Frankston Basketball Centre.
The member is correct when he talks about the benefits
to young people and also the booming level of
participation in this particular region of the state. It is an
area that the Labor government has been a strong
supporter of since it came to office. Since 2000 over
$4.1 million has been delivered to the Frankston
community for sporting infrastructure on projects such
as pools and lights and on combating the drought.
This morning it gave me pleasure to be able to join the
member for Frankston to announce a further major
boost to the Frankston community, with a grant of
$3.45 million for the St Kilda Football Club’s
relocation to the area. This $3.45 million will directly
target and benefit members of the Frankston
community, and that was the key criterion in terms of
the state government’s component of these Australian
Football League redevelopments. Construction will
involve a gymnasium, rehabilitation pool, indoor sports
hall, meeting rooms and a lecture theatre.
As part of our funding agreement these facilities will be
open for use by local sporting clubs and associations,
community groups, the Victorian Institute of Sport, and
local health-care providers. For example, the new
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development will feature an indoor hall suitable for use
by local basketball, netball, handball and indoor soccer
teams, while the pool will be available to local health
providers such as Peninsula Health for its patient
treatment programs.
This means direct benefit to the Frankston District
Basketball Association, the Frankston and District
Netball Association, Football Federation Victoria,
Monash University’s Peninsula campus and local
schools. This is a fantastic result for the Frankston
community. I would like to acknowledge the hard work
that the member for Frankston put into making this a
reality. He continues to work hard and is requesting
further improvements for the Frankston community.
With regard to his requests for further assistance at the
Frankston Basketball Centre, I can assure the member I
will take his very strong support for the project into
consideration.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — The
member for Warrandyte raised an issue for the attention
of the Minister for Education relating to maintenance
timetables for schools in the electorate. I will pass that
on.
The member for Kilsyth raised an issue for the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport in relation to car
parks at stations in his electorate. Of course those car
parks are even more popular since the government
abolished zone 3 fares, which was an outstanding Labor
government initiative. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Gembrook also raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport in relation
to bus service improvements in the Gembrook
electorate. That matter will be passed on.

which has been very well supported by the Labor
government in recent years. John Maddock and his
crew down there do an outstanding job. I will certainly
pass on the member’s request that the minister look at
ways of ensuring the rebuilding of that facility and
assisting the institute with the long-term redevelopment
of that site, because it is an important provider of
educational services in eastern Melbourne and indeed
across Melbourne.
The member for Williamstown raised an issue for the
Minister for Senior Victorians in relation to a very
sound idea, from what I can gather. It concerns the
establishment of a new food production facility for
14 local councils, which would have the advantage of
cutting costs and boosting productivity and efficiency.
That is an excellent suggestion, and I will pass that
matter on.
The member for Rodney raised an issue for the
Minister for Water in relation to the north–south
pipeline. He extended an invitation to the minister.
Alas, it was not an invitation offered with a charitable
heart, I fear. We thought the member for Rodney was a
bit bigger than that, but nevertheless I will pass that on.
Finally, the member for South-West Coast raised an
issue for the attention of the Minister for Racing in
relation to the very recent appointment of Judge
Gordon Lewis to inquire into the internal integrity and
probity processes of Racing Victoria Ltd following the
unfortunate recent incidents involving the former chief
executive officer. I will pass that matter on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.42 p.m.

The member for Box Hill raised an issue for the
Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation relating
to Box Hill Institute and a very unfortunate recent arson
attack on the Whitehorse campus of the institute. Box
Hill Institute is an organisation I am very familiar with,
and the member was quite right to indicate that the
organisation has received very strong bipartisan support
over many years. Indeed I can recall in the early 1980s
it was an organisation that worked out of the old
Dunloe Avenue campus, which was an old 1950s tech
school or high school in Box Hill North.
Today you would not recognise the organisation. It has
spread to a number of campuses through Box Hill and
has developed an outstanding reputation, not just across
Victoria but nationally and internationally. It is an
outstanding organisation which has received support
from both sides of Parliament over many years and
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice: cabinet decisions
The SPEAKER — Order! At the conclusion of
question time on Wednesday, 27 February, the Leader
of The Nationals sought a ruling in relation to the
propriety of discussing cabinet decisions on the one
hand, as opposed to the discussion on documents which
have been before cabinet. The Leader of The Nationals
made reference to rulings from the chair that quotations
of decisions of cabinet are not likely to be ventilated in
public. I have considered the matter and have
concluded that under standing order 53 it is in order for
questions regarding cabinet decisions, documents and
processes to be asked. Standing order 58 allows for
ministers to have discretion to determine the content of
any answer.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill for an act to
provide for the revocation of reservations of various
parcels of land and to revoke the related Crown
grant in relation to one of those parcels of land and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

CO-OPERATIVES AND PRIVATE
SECURITY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
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allowance of cooperatives to issue cooperative capital
units. It will allow for the mutual recognition of
cooperatives across state boundaries. It will provide the
register of cooperatives with the ability to exempt
smaller co-ops from the need to have their accounts
audited annually, and it will amend the Private Security
Act to allow an extension of the date by which a review
of its operations must be finalised.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001, to consequentially
amend the Rail Corporations Act 1996 and the Water
Industry Act 1994 and for other purposes.

Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — This bill
will amend the Essential Services Commission Act to
enable us to carry out the government’s response to the
review of the essential services legislation that was
conducted and tabled in this Parliament earlier this year.
It will enable us to recast the facilitating objectives; to
give codification powers to the commission and to
enable it to impose penalties in supporting the
enactment of those codification powers and a range of
other consequential amendments.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Introduction and first reading
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Co-Operatives Act 1996 and the Private Security Act 2004
and for other purposes.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I ask for a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The bill will allow for the recognition and

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 109 to 133
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.
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that this material had been placed in their letterbox —
both women and men.

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Accommodation for People with a Disability —
Ordered to be printed
Records Management in the Victorian Public Sector —
Ordered to be printed
Border Groundwaters Agreement Review Committee —
Report 2006–07
Commissioner for Environment Sustainability Act 2003 —
Strategic Audit of Victorian Government Agencies’
Environment Management Systems
Financial Management Act 1994 — 2007–08 Mid Year
Financial Report incorporating the Quarterly Financial Report
No 2 for the period ended 31 December 2007
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Bass Coast — C46, C68, C79
Cardinia — C117
Central Goldfields — C12
Greater Geelong — C18
Hume — C92, C103, C104
Moreland — C67
Wangaratta — C32
Whitehorse — C57 Part 3, C74 Part 1
Whittlesea — C71, C75
Safe Drinking Water Act 2003 — Drinking Water Quality in
Victoria Report 2006–07.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Abortion: Tell the Truth pamphlet
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I wish to comment on the
pamphlet being distributed to households throughout
Melbourne and across Victoria. Like many thousands
of people, I received this shocking pamphlet in my
letterbox. This unaddressed mail contained a pamphlet
with graphic colour images of aborted foetuses at
various stages of development. The pamphlet suggests
that the reader contact their MPs to state their
opposition to abortion law reform. I can tell you,
Speaker, that many people did indeed contact their
MPs, but they did so because they were upset and angry

The author of this material is listed as Tell the Truth,
which is ironic, as a simple search of the domain of this
website registers Tell the Truth as Right to Life
Australia — Margaret Tighe. Tell the Truth does not
tell people the truth about who is behind this material.
The abortion law debate is complex and sensitive, and
there is a great diversity of views. That diversity of
views should be treated with respect. This material does
not provide a rational, sensitive or well-considered
contribution to the debate, and I hope the authors
reconsider the manner in which they proceed with their
contribution to this important debate on abortion law
reform.

Australian Formula One Grand Prix: economic
benefits
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
house’s attention Australian Formula One Grand Prix
losses since the event was first secured. The loss was
$1.7 million in 1996, $2.7 million in 1997, $1.7 million
in 1998 and $3.2 million in 1999. Losses have
increased significantly in recent times to $34.6 million
in 2007 and $21.3 million in 2006.
This government negotiated a new grand prix contract
in 2000. This is Labor’s contract. It is also instructive to
look at total revenue. In 1996 total revenue was
$51.1 million, but in 2007 we saw the lowest revenue
ever — $43.4 million. In terms of sales revenue, in
1996 it was $40 million, and in 2007 we saw the lowest
ever sales revenue of $32.9 million. Between 2005 and
2007, when the loss escalated from $13.6 million to
$34.6 million, total revenue fell from $52.6 million in
2005 to $47.6 million in 2006 and to $43.5 million in
2007, and sales revenue fell from $41.5 million in 2005
to $35.6 million in 2006 and to $32.99 million in 2007.
I call on the government to improve its management of
the event to ensure that tourism and business benefits
can continue for Victoria without too great a taxpayer
subsidy.

Les Crofts
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
want to take this opportunity to acknowledge the
fantastic contribution Les Crofts has made within the
Altona community. He has had a lifetime devoted to
community service and has looked after many, many
people in Altona. Les was a councillor with the former
City of Altona for 26 years and oversaw the growth of
the city and ensured its financial stability. At this time
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Altona was the envy of all surrounding councils for its
infrastructure, cultural and community programs.

GippsTAFE Energy Training Centre: industry
awards

Les was the mayor of the City of Altona a total of three
times — the first in 1968–69 as the inaugural mayor,
followed by terms in 1976–77 and, finally, in 1984–85.
Les has been an elder of his church, the Presbyterian
Church of Williamstown, for many years and continues
to play a guiding role there. He has also had the
opportunity and time during his busy schedule to enjoy
a game of bowls at the Altona Bowling Club and was
club champion in 1972 and also served a term as club
president. Les was also president of the Altona Youth
Club, a position he held for several years. His work has
been acknowledged through both the voluntary service
award and the Order of Australia medal. Les was the
charter president of the Altona City Rotary Club. Les is
not well at the moment after having suffered a stroke on
6 January, which has left him paralysed on his left side.
We wish him all the best in his recovery.

Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — On Thursday,
28 February, I was pleased to attend the 2007 industry
training awards presentation night for the GippsTAFE
Energy Training Centre, Chadstone campus. I thank the
sponsors who supported this evening: Energy Safe
Victoria, Bri-Tech Pty Ltd, AWM Electrical and Data
Suppliers, the Electrical Trades Union and Benton’s
Plumbtec. In the electrical field there were three
categories. The best first-year apprentice was Rick
Boyd, employed by Gregg’s Electrics in Ouyen, a
family business run by Barry Gregg, with the award
sponsored by the Electrical Trades Union which was
represented by Ray Crompton. The best second-year
apprentice was Guy Marshall, employed by Central
Power in Maryborough, represented by Frank
Fitzgibbon, with the award sponsored by Energy Safe
Victoria which was represented by its managing
director, Ken Gardner. The best apprentice overall was
Alasdair Pollock, employed by Powercor in Horsham,
represented by Darrell Powell, with the award
sponsored by Bri-Tech which was represented by
Trevor Finch.

Teachers: Catholic education system
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Last week
in Sale I met with 40 teachers who teach in the Catholic
education system in Sale, Maffra, Stratford and
surrounds. These teachers were highlighting to me that
they are among the lowest paid of their colleagues in
the Australian nation. This is symptomatic of the
position which applies to teachers at large throughout
the state of Victoria. It is particularly so, however, in
the Catholic system. The basic problem is that 16 per
cent of the Catholic system in Victoria is funded
through the state. In New South Wales the funding
level is 25 per cent. Even if there was parity between
Victoria and New South Wales it would mean an
additional $100 million or thereabouts would need to be
injected into the Catholic education system. We should
all remember that the Catholic education system and
the independent schools cater for about one student in
three across Victoria and therefore make a magnificent
contribution to the education system in our state.
The government of Victoria says education is its no. 1
priority. Now is its opportunity to do something to
address this terrible imbalance. These teachers have
made it clear to me that the current position is
intolerable and they feel particularly for their students
and the school communities of which they are part.
They have presented to me a petition pleading their
cause. The petition is not in a form to be tabled, but I
will send it to the minister on their behalf seeking
action.

The best trainee in the gas industry was Andrew Dean,
employed by Western Port Water, Phillip Island, which
was represented by Stephen Porter. This award was
sponsored by Benton’s Plumbing represented by
Wayne Benton. The best trainee in telecommunications
was Brenton Cathie, employed by Excelior, contractors
to Telstra, represented by John Gallimore. This award
was sponsored by AWM Electrics which was
represented by Bryce Davis. Congratulations to all the
award recipients and thanks to the sponsors of these
very important recognition awards. As can be seen, the
employees, sponsors and trainees come from all parts of
Victoria. This highlights the importance of the Energy
Training Centre in Chadstone, the leading provider for
the electricity, gas and telecommunications industry of
training and skills enhancement.

Major Projects Victoria: Christmas party
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I recently sought
documents under FOI relating to expenses of the office
of major projects. To my amazement I am advised that
the alternative name for the Christmas party that was
organised by the office of major projects on
21 December last year was ‘planning day’. I hope this
is not true, but it seems that on 17 December — four
days before the planning day — the office of major
projects spent nearly $200 on various Christmas items.
These included, among other things, three boxes of
bonbons, two Christmas garlands and two piñatas. At
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the Christmas party that followed the piñata was
suspended on a rope and a succession of blindfolded,
stick-wielding, cardigan wearing, folder-carrying,
cappuccino-drinking public servants attempted to break
the piñata in order to collect the lollies and chocolates.

Our Lady of Lebanon Maronite Church
Mr KOTSIRAS — I also wish to pay tribute to and
congratulate the Maronite community of Victoria on its
hard work and dedication in establishing its new
church, Our Lady of Lebanon. The new church, which
is located in Normanby Avenue, Thornbury, was built
as a house of worship for the Maronite community. I
extend my congratulations to Monsignor Joe Takchi,
the Antonine Sisters and all members of the building
committee for their commitment and determination in
ensuring that this project came to fruition. The
Antonine Sisters are much valued in the Maronite
community. They are always assisting those in need.
They established a Saturday school, and on
16 November 1986 they opened the first child-care
centre. Since then the sisters have increased in number
and they have also opened a prep–12 school in Coburg.

Herb Thatcher
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise today to pay
tribute to Mr Herb Thatcher, who will retire as the
president of the Mentone RSL shortly. Mr Thatcher,
who has served as president for nine years, has taken
the Mentone RSL from being an organisation in trouble
to being a thriving asset for our whole community. Its
outreach programs for veterans are outstanding. During
the time of Mr Thatcher’s stewardship the annual
Anzac Day service, which is held at 9.00 a.m. on Anzac
Day, has grown and grown. Currently hundreds of local
residents as well as many of our local school
communities participate in it.
Mr Thatcher served our country with distinction in New
Guinea. After being wounded he was carried some
27 kilometres on a stretcher by the native Fuzzy
Wuzzies and was transported back to Australia for
treatment. Mr Thatcher served in the Australian army
from November 1941 until May 1946. He is a
wonderful man, who has served the community his
entire life and has put his life on the line for Australia.
Thank you, Herb. I extend my best wishes to you on
your retirement. You will be sorely missed by us all,
my friend.

Water: eastern treatment plant upgrade
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — An important anniversary
slipped by in January. It was the sixth anniversary of
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the government’s promise to upgrade the eastern
treatment plant at Carrum. True to form the promise
was re-announced during the 2006 election campaign,
and even truer to form, very little has happened to fulfil
the promise. The eastern treatment plant treats
approximately 42 per cent of Melbourne’s sewage to
class C standard. The barely treated effluent is then
pumped through a pipeline and discharged on the shore
at Boags Rocks near the Gunnamatta surf beach on the
Mornington Peninsula. Between 300 million and
400 million litres of brown, smelly effluent pours into
the ocean each day. This is a criminal waste of water; a
valuable resource is being wasted. At least the former
Minister for Water, John Thwaites, understood the
importance of upgrading the eastern treatment plan to
produce class A water and therefore allow a wide
variety of industry and agricultural application. The
current minister and the rest of the government are
paying only lip service to this project.

Peninsula Community Health Service and
Peninsula Health: merger
Mr DIXON — The Minister for Health announced
last week that the Peninsula Community Health Service
will merge with Peninsula Health. This prolonged,
hurtful and disappointing decision flies in the face of
the community’s wish. Clients, volunteers,
management and the community all spoke out against
the merger but of course were all ignored. Now that the
merger has been forced on the people of the
Mornington Peninsula I call on the government to
guarantee that not one existing program will be cut
back or removed, that no staff will lose their jobs and
that a commitment will be made to rebuild the Rosebud
campus’s dilapidated facilities.

Strathdon Community: 40th anniversary
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — Strathdon
Community celebrated its 40th anniversary and
presentation day on 4 March. I was thrilled to have
been invited to again witness another significant
milestone in its history. Strathdon Community is a
not-for-profit aged care facility in Forest Hill that began
in 1968 through the generous donation of 2.7 acres of
land from the Matheson family. The aim of the agency,
as expressed in its mission statement, is ‘to provide
quality residential and community care services to the
aged within the values of a caring Christian
community’.
The event was not only an opportunity to honour many
of the staff who have contributed so much to the warm
and welcoming ambience of Strathdon but a chance for
the many residents to remember the events of the past
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40 years that have so positively and significantly
changed the lives of so many Victorians.
Congratulations to everyone involved.
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from the available range of different formal types of
public transport. I ask the government to take urgent
action to assist taxi operators, who provide such a vital
service, particularly across my electorate.

Livingston Primary School
Police: Boronia
Ms MARSHALL — I was asked to talk to the
grades 5 and 6 students at Livingstone Primary School
about laws, rule-making and the three levels of
government, which I did on 4 March. Livingstone
Primary School is situated in Vermont South in my
electorate. Whilst the school’s academic focus is
obvious, it also provides fantastic opportunities and
facilities for many other forms of learning, including its
wonderful sports fields.
Like the staff of any school community that aims to
broaden its students’ exposure to the facets of life that
make up everyday living and their participation in our
communities, the staff at Livingstone have ensured
students have an understanding of the elements of
governance in local councils, state governments and the
federal Parliament. I was thrilled to answer the students
carefully thought-out and challenging questions on
Victorian politics, and I look forward to personally
guiding them through the corridors of the Victorian
Parliament House in the future.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Residents in
Boronia have voiced their concerns loud and clear
about the prevalence of crime in their community. The
recent stabbing of a 69-year-old resident who was
withdrawing money at an ATM (automatic teller
machine) has served as a lightning rod for the concerns
of residents in Boronia. The situation is very clear.
Boronia, like other suburbs throughout Knox, requires
more police. The police stationed at Boronia do a good
job in trying circumstances; however, they are
significantly underresourced.
Whilst the Brumby government has turned its back on
my community, saying there is no problem with law
and order in my electorate, I will continue to work with
the local members for Bayswater and Scoresby as well
as the federal members for La Trobe and Aston to
ensure that this government is held to account,
recognises that there is a problem with police resources
and acts accordingly. My colleagues and I will not tire
until police resources are urgently increased.

Taxis: Gippsland East electorate
Smoking: hospital precincts
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I have received
representations from taxi company operators in my
electorate who are being impacted by the extremely
high price of LPG (liquid petroleum gas). I understand
the Minister for Public Transport directed the Essential
Services Commission to conduct a review of LPG
pricing and asked for recommendations by 31 January.
This has not occurred, and as I understand it this review
has now been rolled into a greater review of taxi fare
pricing.
The industry is seriously hurting because the original
review has not occurred. Local operators have seen a
40 per cent increase in the price of LPG in January
alone. This has cut into the margins of taxi operators in
my electorate. This is on top of major problems with
the licensing process. It is very difficult to get taxi
drivers. There is a long delay for new operators going
through the licensing process because of the red tape,
particularly in relation to the police checks. Because of
these delays, it is almost impossible to get new drivers.
The set price of taxi fares does not cover the fuel price
increases we have seen in regional areas. Taxis in
regional areas are one of the few types of public
transport. They are essential for people to get to and

Mr WAKELING — I raise a concern about the
prevalence of smoking at the entrance of many of our
public hospitals. I was recently approached by a
concerned resident who was subject to an
overwhelming presence of smoke at the entrance area
of a major hospital. The resident, who is regularly
visiting a relative undergoing chemotherapy treatment,
seeks refuge at times at the entrance of the hospital
facility. On many occasions, however, my resident is
confronted by passive smoke due to the close proximity
of the designated smoking area to the hospital’s
entrance. I call upon the government to act on this
important issue and work towards ensuring that
smoking areas are appropriately located away from the
entrance areas of our major hospitals.

Peter Bollen
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — It is with
great sadness that today I inform the house of the
resignation of the Surf Coast Shire Council chief
executive officer Peter Bollen. He took on the CEO role
back in 2002 but last week gave notice of his
resignation to concentrate on his significant battle
against the debilitating Parkinson’s disease. Some
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members would be aware that Mr Bollen was also the
very capable CEO of Gannawarra Shire Council in the
northern Victorian town of Kerang. As the CEO of Surf
Coast Shire Council Mr Bollen made a significant
contribution to strengthening what was once a weak,
dysfunctional organisation with questionable finances,
$14 million of debts and subject to several inquiries
into its finances.
In his leadership role, Mr Bollen made the hard
decisions that were necessary to turn the shire around
into a viable, progressive and financially sound shire. It
was Mr Bollen who led the shire into greener pastures
and who has significantly contributed to the positive
image that the Surf Coast shire has today. The council
will struggle to fill the vacancy with someone of his
skill and personal abilities, and the mayor needs to
ensure that the process to replace him is vigorous and
extends Australia wide, such is the quality of
Mr Bollen.
He is very much respected not only among his own
staff but also among members of the local community
he served and will be sorely missed. Mr Bollen
spearheaded the $60 million plan for Torquay’s
community and civic precinct, which is among his
proudest achievements. I am sure Mr Bollen will tackle
his Parkinson’s disease with the same vigour that he
showed in his role as chief executive officer of the Surf
Coast Shire Council. The positive for Mr Bollen is that
he will now be able to spend significantly more time
with his family, including his wife, Cynthia, and three
children. I will personally miss his sense of humour.
Good luck, Peter.

Croydon Chess Club
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I recently had the
pleasure of visiting the Croydon Chess Club and left
with a much greater knowledge and awareness of the
operations of the club and of the game of chess. Two
main issues came out of the visit: the first was the need
to find a home for the club. This is a matter that the
City of Maroondah is working on, and I will pursue this
with the council to assist the club to find a permanent
venue. The second matter was to seek greater
recognition of the game of chess and raise the profile of
chess within government to gain funding and other
support.
Club president Richard Goldsmith pointed out that
chess has not the sheen of some of the more traditional
types of games, but at a higher level it can be an
amazing battle to observe and learn through. Clubs such
as the Croydon Chess Club are seeking greater
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recognition and are somewhat concerned about being
pigeonholed as a non-sport-related game.
Stephen Frost from the club provided information
documenting the benefits of chess for children. He
summarised a number of studies which concluded that
chess can help children in the following ways: by
raising IQ scores; strengthening problem-solving skills;
teaching them how to make difficult and abstract
decisions independently; enhancing reading, memory,
language and mathematical abilities; fostering critical,
creative and original thinking; teaching them how to
think logically and efficiently and to select the best
choice from a large number of options; demonstrating
the importance of flexible planning, concentration and
the consequences of decisions; and reaching boys and
girls regardless of their natural abilities or
socioeconomic backgrounds.
These studies should be sufficient to demonstrate that
we ought to be assigning at least some resources to
intellectual exercises such as chess, not just to physical
exercises, for both young and old people. Chess can
also provide practice at making accurate and fast
decisions under time pressure, a skill that can help
improve exam scores at school.

Israel: 60th anniversary
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to congratulate Israel
on its 60 years of statehood. It is an important
milestone, particularly in the light of its difficult
beginnings and the lack of acceptance by some of its
neighbours of its right to exist as a state. Today in
Canberra the Rudd government in federal Parliament is
proposing a motion to congratulate Israel on its
statehood and to reiterate Australia’s commitment to
and friendship with the state of Israel over the last
60 years, and its support for its people both in Israel and
also here in Australia.
It is an important day for the state of Israel. We hope
that in the future a solution can be found so that the two
states of Israel and Palestine can coexist. Only then will
we see a safe and secure future for Israel together with
the cessation of the types of headlines we constantly see
in the media here in Australia and the general reports
that the Israeli community passes on to me in my
electorate office.
It saddens me to see that even after 60 years the matter
has not been resolved at the United Nations, and that
the two states of Israel and Palestine have yet to find a
way to coexist peacefully and support the people that
they represent in the region.
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Pensioners: government support
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I rise today to defend
the right of pensioners, many of whom are struggling to
make ends meet. The elderly and the disabled are the
forgotten Victorians, left to battle with little help and
many promises. Those I have spoken to are frustrated
by the rhetoric of this government. They do not want
more words or vacant promises: they just want tangible
help. If the government took the time to listen, it would
discover that the rising price of utilities is also of great
concern. By way of example, let me outline for you the
weekly budget of one of my constituents. The
beneficiary of a single pension of $265 a week, she
pays $170 a week in rent. Further to that, she pays gas,
electricity and telephone bills. With the meagre sum
remaining she buys what food she can afford. Recently
she pointed out that the cost of her car registration had
almost doubled since 2002. Hers is not an exceptional
case.
I urge the Treasurer to consider these matters when
planning the coming budget. The state government
should help pensioners by extending the winter energy
rebate to cover summer air conditioning costs, which in
northern Victoria are essential. When northern Victoria
has days when the temperature goes over 40 degrees it
is essential that the elderly and frail have air
conditioning to keep them safe. The government should
also provide extra help for pensioners when it comes to
the registration of vehicles. These are the small
measures the government could implement to make a
world of difference to the lives of our aged, frail and
disabled communities.

Prostate cancer: awareness
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — On 14 February I
attended an on-site meeting of about 400 building
workers in the basement of the Multiplex building site
in Bourke Street, Melbourne. The meeting was
organised by the CFMEU (Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union), Cbus and Multiplex to
award new health and safety graduates with their
diplomas and to launch a new men’s health calendar.
This was quite an unusual site meeting because such
events were banned under the Howard government’s
restrictive industrial relations regime, and unusual also
because the event included a play about prostate cancer
awareness, which starred the Governor of Victoria, who
delivered a faultless performance, much to the
appreciation of the audience.
Cooperative events between unions, employers and
super funds aimed at improving health outcomes are of
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tremendous importance. This event not only raised
awareness of prostate cancer but demonstrated the
possibilities of cooperation that a new era of industrial
enlightenment can bring under a new federal
government.
I would particularly like to acknowledge the
contributions of Bill Oliver, the assistant secretary of
the CFMEU, and Peter Gebert of Cbus for their
commitment to promoting health and safety and for
their efforts to ensure that their members’ working lives
and retirement are not marred by unnecessary ill health.

Police: regional and rural Victoria
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition has
undertaken an examination of the editions of the
Victoria Police Gazette from 8 January to
12 November last year. The police gazette is published
every two weeks. Amongst its details are published
vacancies at various police stations around Victoria. An
examination of those vacancies discloses that a large
number of police stations in rural and regional Victoria
have significant vacancies, all of which demonstrates
that the promise of this government to increase
front-line police is not being manifested out in rural and
regional Victoria. Those vacancies in total provide
good evidence of a significant impost on hardworking
police officers who are having to pick up the slack of
those vacancies.
For example, during last year 89 vacancies were
advertised for Swan Hill; for Robinvale, 54 vacancies;
for Hamilton, 51 vacancies; for Wangaratta,
46 vacancies; for Stawell, 42 vacancies; for Horsham,
33 vacancies; for Sale, 30 vacancies; for Bairnsdale,
23 vacancies; for Ballarat, 22 vacancies; and for
Camperdown, 22 vacancies.

Williamstown: hoon driving
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to thank a
group of dedicated people who have been working
together to tackle the rising problem of hoon driving in
the Williamstown area over the summer months.
It is unfortunate that many young people have chosen to
spend their summer months causing havoc by tearing
up and down our local streets in their hotted-up cars,
causing much heartache and disruption to the local
residents. Councillors from the Hobsons Bay City
Council, including the mayor, Cr Bill Baarini,
Cr Angela Altair and Cr Leigh Hardinge, together with
council officers Phil McDonald and Ron Butter, are
leading the way in trying to conquer this problem.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
682

ASSEMBLY

Together with the local police they have devised
strategies to limit this unwelcome problem.
These strategies have included increased police patrols,
the issuance of infringement notices, vehicle
confiscation, police visits to local community groups
and leaders, new council signs warning drivers of
regular police patrols, a local joint media release by the
parties, a public meeting and a newsletter to more than
6000 residents — which, importantly, have provided
locals with a direct line to the local police to report
hoon driving. This collective work is making a
difference, although eradicating the problem
completely still appears out of reach.
I commend the enormous efforts of our local police
force, including Inspector Mick Grainger, Senior
Sergeant Ian Hicks, Sergeant Phil Holian and the rest of
the hardworking officers of the Hobsons Bay police
service area.

Essendon Maribyrnong Park Ladies Cricket
Club
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
congratulate the Essendon Maribyrnong Park Ladies
Cricket Club on its great victory in the women’s final at
the weekend, when it defeated Dandenong. I would like
to congratulate both teams for their very
sportswoman-like behaviour during the final and say
what an excellent match it was. Essendon Maribyrnong
Park last won a grand final 18 years ago, so it was very
exciting. In fact some of the players in the side were not
born 18 years ago, so it was particularly exciting for
them. I would like to particularly congratulate the
president, Mary McCormick, and the secretary, Erini
Gianakopoulos, for their great effort in working with
the club and especially for encouraging very young
women to play.
On the day Kris Beames, who was the player of the
match, took seven wickets for 48 runs — she is a spin
bowler — and scored 40 runs. At 23 she is a member of
the state side, and I think is expected to go even further.
She is so dedicated that she comes across from
Tasmania every weekend to play cricket with Essendon
Maribyrnong Park. The strength of the Essendon
Maribyrnong Park team is the age of its players. It has a
number of junior players from the Victorian state side
playing in its senior team. Congratulations to both
teams. As usual, being women’s sport, the match got no
media coverage at all in the daily papers at the weekend
or on Monday, even though it really was a first-class
cricket match. Congratulations to them all.
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Housing: Ashwood gateway project
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise on behalf of
the residents of Ashwood and Chadstone to
congratulate the Minister for Housing for his
announcement on 4 March of an $80 million housing
project. The Ashwood gateway project will deliver at
least 100 social housing units on six redevelopment
sites in Ashwood and Chadstone. The sites have the
potential to yield around 200 new housing units where
there were once 36. The project will be a housing
association venture and is being funded out of the
$300 million set aside in the last budget for the strategy
for growth in housing for low-income Victorians.
The minister addressed the first meeting of the
community liaison committee, which includes John
Leatherland from the Department of Human Services
eastern region; Reverend Peter Grasby from Chadstone;
Andi Diamond from the City of Monash; Joy Banerji,
who is a councillor; Sandra Grant, chair of Power
neighbourhood house; Margaret Taylor, chair of
Amaroo neighbourhood house; Lucille Horo, chair of
the Ashburton, Ashwood and Chadstone Public
Tenants Group; and Bruce Prescott, deputy director,
Holmesglen Institute of TAFE. We are very passionate
about improving public housing in our local area and
providing roofs over the heads of more people. The
gateway project is a major boost for the area. It is right
near the Holmesglen station and the busiest bus route in
Melbourne.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Police: government support
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the member for Kew
proposing the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house condemns the Victorian government for
failing to support our policemen and women in their efforts to
protect the community from increasing levels of violence, and
who are offered nothing but excuses from the government
seeking to deflect attention from the dramatic rise in violent
crime throughout Victoria.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — This matter of public
importance is based on the premise that the opposition
will easily be able to demonstrate that, firstly, we have
alarming increases in crime, not just confined to the
central business district of Melbourne or to Chapel
Street but spreading right throughout the state. That
violence is not just related to ordinary assaults or
otherwise, but has a significant impact upon people
who are assaulted. In many cases weapons such as
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baseball bats have been used. One of the impacts of this
is lifetime suffering for victims and their families after
people have been bashed senseless in unbelievably
violent attacks throughout this state. Many of those
people will suffer debilitating acquired brain injuries as
a direct result of these assaults.
Just as an aside, I had the opportunity of speaking to a
leading doctor in one of Melbourne’s well-known
public hospitals. I am being obscure as I am not in a
position to name that particular doctor, but he was able
to say that from his experience of dealing with brain
injuries he is of the view, anecdotally, that there has
been a dramatic rise in the number of people he has to
treat who have acquired brain injuries as a result of
assault. We all expect it in relation to things like the
road toll, but assault seems to be a growing issue in the
public health system.
The figures in relation to assault are pretty stark.
Violent crimes are being reported on our trains. In the
first six months of last year some 330 violent crimes
were reported on our trains. There were over
880 victims over the age of 60 years who were also
subject to violent crimes.
We have seen violent crimes in our schools rise
dramatically in the last few years. In the year 2000, the
appalling number of 277 acts of violence were
committed in our schools, and of course these figures
have been made available under freedom of
information. It may not necessarily be police reporting
these incidents, but the fact remains that there were
some 277 acts of violence in our schools in the year
2000.
By the year 2005 those acts of violence had increased
to 741, and that is a dramatic increase in a space of
some five years. We have also seen assaults in
hospitals. In the year 2005 some 25 people were
assaulted or were victims of violent crime in hospitals.
By last year that had grown to 40 people, which is
again a serious indictment of the violence that seems to
be growing right throughout this state.
Indeed, when you look at the figures for last year you
see there were crimes against the person, which takes in
homicide, rape, sexual assault, kidnapping, robbery and
assault. Last year some 42 138 crimes against the
person were recorded by Victoria Police in the state of
Victoria. I note that that is a 35 per cent increase in the
number of crimes against the person in this state since
1999, and when you consider that assault accounts for
about three-quarters of all crimes against the person,
you realise it is a significant impost upon the
community.
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No doubt in many of those assaults that I have just
alluded to, not only do the victims suffer the trauma of
being attacked, but they suffer the trauma of going back
out into the community afterwards and the risk of
acquired brain injury. It is a significant issue, and one of
the things that concerns me is that this government
seems to be in denial about these dramatic increases
that are occurring not just in the central business district
of Melbourne or in Chapel Street, but right around the
state.
The government is not prepared to admit these facts and
it wheels out all sorts of excuses, such as the increases
being due to an increase in reporting of sexual offences
or to the encouragement of victims of long-ago assaults
to come forward and make reports to the police. I
accept that the police have undertaken to significantly
increase people’s reporting of crimes, and since 2004
there has been a significant increase in reporting of
domestic violence. Certainly I compliment the
government on its processes for at least removing the
veil from domestic violence as a serious problem in this
state, but that does not account for all of the dramatic
rises in crime, because the number of assaults has been
up — rather than just crimes again the person being
up — by 35 per cent. Assaults have increased by up to
50 per cent since 1999.
Another troubling development is that weapons
offences have increased by some 50 per cent since
1999. Of course, the figure that the government wants
us all to hear is that there has been a reduction in overall
crime of some 23 per cent since 1999. While I accept
that there has been a significant reduction in property
offences such as burglary, theft of a motor car,
deception and related matters — I certainly
acknowledge that fact — in the case of theft of a motor
car, ordinary police would say that is probably
indicative of the increased security that is able to be
provided for motor cars.
Although no doubt in some areas around Victoria the
incidence of burglary is plummeting, in my area of
Boroondara it seems to be increasing at an alarming
rate, but even more concerning to me is that aggravated
burglary is also rising. Aggravated burglary, for want of
a better description, is a home invasion and is a serious
matter in the extreme.
The number of drug offences has remained reasonably
static; it is only a small component of the overall
numbers. Justice procedures, whatever they may be,
have also been reduced. The net effect is that there has
been a reduction in the total number of offences as
recorded by Victoria Police; it is now down to some
370 000. The most significant factor is the rise in the
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incidence of violent crime. As I said, that has been
manifesting itself throughout the state, and certainly
nobody seems to be quarantined.
In Geelong there has been a significant police attack on
violence. The police have to stretch all their resources
to be able to provide foot patrols in Geelong, but it has
led to a significant result because of those foot patrols.
But the local police, the local council, the local
newspaper and the local radio station have been very
concerned about rising levels of crime.
In the company of the Leader of the Opposition I
attended a public forum in Malop Street run by the
local radio station and the local newspaper to highlight
the concern of the Geelong people about rising levels of
violence.
Recently I was in Ballarat and had the opportunity to
talk to a former member of the police force who now
lives in Ballarat. He described some of the scenes you
can often see in Lydiard Street but to observe them I
would have had to go out at 12, 1 or 2 o’clock in the
morning. A number of Ballarat citizens have said to me
they are very concerned about acts of violence in
Ballarat and the increasing inability of overstretched
police officers to deal with this issue.
I have witnessed some sort of gang behaviour in
Bendigo. I did not actually see an assault, but I certainly
saw a number of antisocial acts by a large group of
young men in Hargreaves Mall. I have spoken to many
of the shopkeepers, who highlighted the fact that people
are increasingly concerned about these matters.
As I said, in many other centres around Victoria the
increase in violence is uppermost in people’s minds.
The Herald Sun of 21 February this year did a survey of
some 15 000 of its readers. The biggest quotient of
those readers identified a list of concerns about the state
of Victoria: 70 per cent highlighted violence as one of
their greatest concerns in Victoria; and 70 per cent who
were 18 to 24 years old said they had witnessed a
drunken violent attack within the last 12 months. That
is an appalling record and an indictment upon all of us
in relation to dealing with violence.
For some reason there is an inability to deal with this
significant rise in violence; perhaps that is because we
want to brush it under the table. It is a political issue.
There is some problem that we are not prepared to
acknowledge. To some extent it should be treated like
the road toll whereby everybody accepts the nature of
the problem and we search for solutions, even in this
place. We participate with the community in a variety
of ways. Victoria has a long history of being able to
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significantly deal with road safety problems and to
reduce the road toll from a figure in excess of 1000 to
the present figure of below 400. Governments of all
persuasions over the last 30 years need to be
congratulated for dealing with this issue.
But there is also a terrible circumstance in which this
government is just not supporting our policemen and
policewomen in their efforts to deal with violent crime.
That manifests itself in the perennial problem of
insufficient police numbers. As we know — and as has
certainly been conceded — the state has just over
11 000 full-time employee sworn police officers, some
of whom are part time. Last year’s annual report clearly
states that Victoria has about 11 000 sworn police
officers.
However, how many of those officers are actually on
the front line? Many of them are deployed in other
areas such as in the office of the chief commissioner, as
water police and in any of the other specialist forces;
some are detectives. Those other areas absorb a large
number of police officers. But there is no doubt that the
largest quotient of the 11 000 police officers is made up
of front-line police.
The much-vaunted people allocation model, or PAM,
which resulted in the recent removal to somewhere else
of six police officers from Boroondara in my electorate
highlights the fact that of the 11 000 uniformed officers
in the state, only some 7430 front-line police are
dealing with crime.
The Police Association says that its headcount last year
showed there were only 6600 police. This discrepancy
has never been able to be resolved. I want to highlight
one of the major concerns I have seen, resulting from
my visiting a large number of police stations during
formal visits with some of my colleagues.
I can see the ministerial adviser in the advisers box. I
compliment the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and the minister’s adviser as they have
facilitated extremely well my attending police stations,
dealing with police and talking to ordinary front-line
police. I am very grateful for that support. The police
officers I have met have complained about a number of
things, but fundamental to their complaint — and this
may account for the difference between the PAM
model for front-line police and what ordinary people
know to be the facts — is that the police station that I
went to a few months ago will have some
37 operational police on the books. Yes, they are real
life police officers, in uniform and doing all of those
sorts of things that police officers should do, except that
they are just not there at a particular station.
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In this circumstance a large number of police, two or
three, could have been seconded to do other projects
anywhere from the Solomon Islands to the Flinders
Street headquarters. No doubt all of the projects are
important and would be about enforcing the law. There
could be others who are not able to turn up because
they are on maternity leave. They may still be recorded
as being operational at that police station but are in fact
on maternity leave.
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It was most generous of the member for Kew to
acknowledge that there had been a reduction in theft,
burglary and motor vehicle theft. However, did he
attribute this to the hard work of the men and women of
Victoria Police? No, he did not. He seemed to imply
that it was simply a factor of better security in motor
vehicles or structures. That was a ridiculous assertion to
make, when instead he could have congratulated the
men and women of Victoria Police on their work in this
important area.

Ms Green interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — The member for Yan Yean is
being critical. I have no difficulty with secondments or
maternity leave, but the officers are just not able to put
on a uniform and attend work. The worst thing is that
the return-to-work program is draining a large number
of police. The station I have referred to has some 37
officers, but on the day I visited only 23 were available
to turn up in their uniforms and undertake duties. Our
front-line police are not being supported, and it is
stretching credulity to the limit to refer to operational
police numbers when there is this fiction about those
who can actually turn up for duty on any particular day.
Therefore the Police Association figure is probably
more correct.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am not sure whether
to say that I rise with pleasure or contempt to speak on
this ridiculous matter of public importance. As I have
said many times in this place, I am always happy to rise
to my feet in defence of our police commissioner and
the hardworking men and women of Victoria Police,
but woe betide those hardworking men and women if
the member for Kew were ever to become the minister
in this area. What a ridiculous MPI he has put forward
this morning, and what a pathetic performance. His
performance in question time yesterday showed that he
would be lacking in the extreme and would not be on
the ball in support of the men and women of Victoria
Police.
The difference between the government and the
opposition is that we actually do support the police. The
opposition gets out pat lines about it supporting the
police, but when the conservative parties have got
nothing else to say in any other policy area they try to
raise fear in the community about law and order. It is
reverting to type. I found it unbelievable that the
member for Kew was talking about front-line police
and questioning the numbers in front-line policing. He
seemed to imply that detectives are not involved in
fighting crime or that the water police are not involved
in fighting crime or protecting our community. What a
ridiculous assertion.

The member for Kew also talked about what a good job
has been done in reducing the road toll and said that
that sort of activity requires bipartisan support. He
seemed to imply that resolving issues of increased
violence in the community would require bipartisan
support. I was just astounded to hear him say that.
Anyone who was in this chamber in December would
know full well that the government put forward a bill to
address issues of violence in the community. The
Liberal Party’s response to that was to oppose it. The
member for Malvern in short pants led the charge in
opposing the opportunity for Victoria Police to have
additional powers to shut down venues and move
people on. The Liberal Party opposed it. The member
for Kew called for bipartisan support this morning, but
when the opposition had the opportunity to do that, it
failed. It was a case of saying, ‘No appearance, Your
Honour’.
At least in December The Nationals had the common
sense to support that proposal, but now that might be
another one of the compromises it has to make as part
of the coalition. The other part of the compromise was
relinquishing the right to have any spokesperson on
police and emergency services. The Nationals had
charge of that portfolio throughout the term of the
Kennett government, and we had seen the member for
Benalla making not a bad fist of it, but he has been
sidelined and The Nationals will agree with the
ridiculous assertions made by the member for Kew.
The difference between the government and the
opposition is that we absolutely support the work of the
men and women of Victoria Police and the work of the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Christine Nixon. We
have put flesh on the bones with that support; we do not
just talk about it. We have increased the budget to
record levels. Victoria Police has never had such huge
resources at its disposal, including a police station
building program — 149 stations have been or will be
rebuilt or significantly refurbished across the state. We
know that the track record of the Liberals and The
Nationals when in government is that they slashed
police numbers by 800 and let facilities run down. Now
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they are trying to run away from that record and
criticise the work of Victoria Police.
The Brumby government is very much committed to
providing safe streets and homes for Victorians by
ensuring Victoria Police is highly professional and well
resourced. Since coming to office the government has
increased the number of police by over 1400 and has
increased funding by 50 per cent since 1999. That
would not have happened under the watch of those
opposite. Some 78 per cent of the more than 140 police
stations across the state that have been refurbished have
been in rural and regional Victoria. The additional
support by the Brumby government is showing results.
We have had a 23.5 per cent reduction in crime since
2001 — but members opposite would have you believe
that is not true. Victoria is the safest state in Australia,
but those opposite try to talk down the good work by
the Chief Commissioner of Police and the police force
that is delivering results.
The fight against crime is ongoing. The enterprise
bargaining agreement that was agreed to last year, for
which I would very much commend the Chief
Commissioner of Police and the Police Association, has
delivered a much more flexible set of circumstances for
the chief commissioner to put resources where they are
best needed — where crime is occurring. Those
opposite would play politics with this, and they would
try and tell the police commissioner and her leadership
team how these resources should be allocated. I prefer
the agreement that has been reached by the large
majority of members of the Police Association who
voted in support of that agreement. That flexibility has
meant that the chief commissioner has the ability to
move those resources to deal with the increase in
violent crime that we are regrettably seeing. In recent
weekends we have actually seen some of that targeted
work in the hot spots, and I support the ongoing nature
of those resources. We must have a police force that is
free from political interference.
The other good work that the police commissioner has
done along with the Premier was to set out a forward
five-year plan earlier this year. This plan includes the
350 police we promised at the last election, and they
were funded in the current budget to be phased in over
this term. The agreement allows for more proactive
policing, and we support that.
The member for Kew referred to the rise in violent
crimes and assaults, which is something that we have
obviously been concerned about, given the legislation
that was put forward in December, which the Liberal
Party opposed. A lot of this rise has been due to the
changed nature of policing practice in relation to family
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violence, which is something that I support absolutely.
There is a new code of practice for the investigation of
family violence, and it focuses on greater reporting and
investigation of these matters. What we have seen in
this place is members opposite — and I would name
the member for Kew and the member for Scoresby —
saying that this is not important and this is not core
policing business. I say to them that they are absolutely
wrong. Anyone who is a victim of violent crime, in
whatever circumstance, deserves our support, deserves
the support of policing and deserves the reporting of
that crime, and so there has been a jump in these
numbers.
There is also a concern, obviously, in the community
about the increased violence on our streets. I think that
is not something that is just occurring in this state or in
this country, it is something that is occurring
internationally. It is something that all governments
have to treat very seriously, and we are treating it very
seriously, which is why we introduced the legislation
that we did in December, which, I repeat, the Liberal
Party opposed. The Premier has established a task
force, headed up by the Minister for Mental Health, to
deal with the alcohol problem and to look at the full
range of government responses that are needed to deal
with this problem. It is not just a policing response; it is
much broader than that.
I refer again to the legislation that we proposed in
December, which the Liberal Party just made an
absolute mockery of. We well remember — and I am
sure the community will remember — the banner
headline on the front page of the Herald Sun of
6 December, ‘Booze bust — Libs sink laws to make
our city safer’. Nothing could sum the issue up better,
and I agree with the Herald Sun in its summary of that.
These laws are working. Since the police have had the
power to shut down nightclubs immediately for
24 hours if violence is occurring or public safety is
threatened, 79 people have already been issued with a
banning notice since the start of this year. That is
something that the Liberal Party would not support.
Victoria Police has also introduced a new 50-strong
safer streets task force to deal with assaults in the city.
This has been working well, and we have been seeing
results. Since it commenced in October 2007 the task
force has visited over 2000 licensed venues, spoken to
more than 4000 people and arrested over 300 people for
drunkenness and 140 people for non-drunkenness
offences. Victoria Police is active in this area, and I
support it.
I would like to move to some of the opposition claims
that have been made on the increase in violent crimes
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and on police numbers. There has been a culture of
deceit within the opposition. Its members would raise
fear in our community, and they have been out in the
media saying that they had to obtain crime statistics
through freedom of information. These have always
been publicly available. Then when the Leader of the
Opposition and the team opposite have spoken on these
matters, they have been deceitful. In his media release
of 26 February — only a couple of weeks ago — the
Leader of the Opposition claimed that crimes against
the person in the Central Goldfields local government
area had increased by 23.3 per cent. This is just not
true. In fact they fell by 15.8 per cent.
What sort of fear was the opposition trying to raise in
the Central Goldfields community? In that press release
he also made the claim that crimes against the person in
the Horsham local government area had increased by
14.2 per cent. This is also not true; in fact they fell by
8.8 per cent. His press release also made a claim about
the alpine local government area, saying that crimes
against the person had increased by 35.2 per cent —
another falsehood from the Leader of the Opposition. In
fact they fell by 7.4 per cent.
The opposition’s figures are just plain wrong. These
numbers are on the Victoria Police website for all to
see. The community should judge the sorts of mistruths
and falsehoods that this coalition opposite will peddle
just to get a headline and to raise fear in this
community. I will not stand by and see that occur. I will
continue to stand in this place in support of the Chief
Commissioner of Police and the hardworking men and
women who are doing a fantastic job in keeping
Victoria the safest state and in protecting our
community. We will continue to resource them well,
we will continue to have record police budgets and
police numbers, and I oppose this MPI by the ridiculous
member for Kew.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
support the motion before the house. Victoria Police
does a great job under difficult circumstances. It has a
proud heritage of service in Victoria. Those who wear
the blue occupy a very special place in the hearts and
minds of all Victorians, but there is at present a tension
in the ranks the nature of which I have not seen before.
I practised law for many years and I have been in
politics for many years, and I have not seen the sorts of
tensions which are now running through the ranks. It is
also a difficult time for force command, and I
sympathise with the chief commissioner and her team
in relation to the various management issues with
which they need to contend on a regular basis.
Nevertheless this is an issue which is of such
significance that it warrants the member for Kew
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having brought the matter of public importance before
the house this morning so we can have the opportunity
to reflect on those matters which are of grave concern
to all of us and indeed to the members of the force.
Last Thursday I had the honour to open the delegates
conference of the Police Association, which was
conducted at Echuca. I wish the member for Yan Yean
had been present to sit in the back of the room and
listen to what 50 hardworking police officers actually
had to say about the issues that are causing grief to
members of the force at the moment. The first and
foremost issue on their agenda for their daylong
discussions was the question of police numbers. The
police simply do not have the numbers to do the job
required of them. The police have called for an audit to
be undertaken of police numbers in a transparent
manner.
I understand that the Police Association has been
provided with the people allocation model that has been
undertaken by police command, but that is not what the
association wants — and I must say that in the interests
of Victorians, the laypeople out there in the street, I do
not think it is what we want or need either. What we
need is an audit that is transparent in its content so that
people can see how many police we actually have on
the beat working the streets of Victoria on behalf of
those of us who comprise our respective communities.
I was in the company of the member for Rodney at that
forum in Echuca last Thursday, but it was not only
there that I heard people speak about police numbers.
On Tuesday and Wednesday of last week I travelled
variously to Bendigo, Warracknabeal and Horsham — I
was at the field days — and many of the small towns in
between. The issue of police numbers or the lack
thereof is a constantly recurring theme when I have
conversations with people and listen to them. From the
government’s perspective it must be understood that in
the final analysis it is the government which has
responsibility for this issue and unfortunately —
tragically even — we have a government that is in
denial. It will not acknowledge the problems that we
have, and the problems are many.
Violence is increasing across Victoria. Since 2000
violence has increased in 57 of the 79 local government
areas more than it has in the Melbourne central business
district (CBD). Assaults in various areas around
Melbourne have also increased significantly since 2000.
The number of juveniles — people who are under
18 — committing assault has more than doubled
statewide since 1999. The statistics are replete with the
problems we have. Random assaults have increased
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from about 1500 in 1999 to about 4500 per annum last
year.
These problems can also be seen in country Victoria.
Since 2000 some 30 of 48 non-metropolitan
municipalities have suffered a bigger increase in violent
crime than in the Melbourne CBD. The government is
planning to save money by selling off some of the
country police residences in 45 regional towns where
more often than not the only basis upon which a local
police officer lives in the small town is because he or
she has access to a police residence. If the houses are
sold and they have to locate themselves in a different
area and travel across to that community, that takes
them out of that small community and immediately
lessens their impact. Fifteen of the 17 locations with the
most number of advertised vacancies in 2007 were in
regional Victoria, and that applies particularly to Swan
Hill. These are just some of the issues which are
reflective of the problems that we have and which are
the basis for the MPI that is before the house today.
As well as being in denial the government will not
recognise that it simply has to put more resources into
police. The handling of this situation on behalf of the
government has sunk to a new low. In the other
chamber last night, Mr Hall, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region, raised for consideration by the police
minister the parlous position in respect of police
numbers at Orbost. He went on to talk about the traffic
operations group’s problems and the lack of numbers
allocated in that region. The response by the Minister
for Industry and Trade, who was at the table, was to
dispose of the issue raised by Mr Hall on the basis that
he was being political. Mr Hall had the temerity to
come into the chamber and raise an issue on behalf of
the people of Orbost and eastern Victoria indicating
their grave concerns about policing issues, and we had
a minister of the Crown asserting that it was a political
issue and therefore it was not an appropriate matter to
be dealt with in the deliberations of the chamber.
I respect rulings from the Chair; that is not what this
issue is about. This is a question of the government
acknowledging that it must accept responsibility for this
and be prepared to take positive action in relation to it.
The first thing it ought to do is conduct this audit in a
transparent manner. Look at the front of the Herald
Sun! What sort of confidence is it engendering in the
community at large when we see articles of that nature
being published on the front page of Victoria’s most
popular daily. These are matters that the government
cannot shy away from. We are at an age of unparalleled
wealth in this state.
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I see there has been an adjustment to the GST
distribution recently that will mean we will get about
another $350 million coming to us, on top of the GST
payments that Victoria already receives. We now get
about 26 per cent of our $35 billion budget from GST
payments and it is about to go up. The government has
got to provide appropriate resources for policing in this
state. The best deterrent is a visible police presence, and
people generally recognise such to be the case. I
therefore plead with the government to reflect the call
made by so many members of the community,
including the Police Association, to make sure we have
more resources available for policing.
The other issue that was raised by the Police
Association delegates was in relation to the
establishment in Victoria of an independent,
broad-based, anticorruption commission which can deal
with corruption investigations in a manner which
Victoria now requires. In this state we have the Office
of Police Integrity (OPI). It is constrained by its terms
to only being able to investigate issues about police. For
years police resisted the call for a broad-based
commission, but the Police Association itself has now
joined the chorus of voices which require the
commission to be established as a matter of urgency. I
understand its call for that to be so. The Nationals have
developed this as a policy over the past five years. We
have consistently called for the establishment of a
commission in Victoria. The police are concerned about
the fact that Victoria Police is the only organisation in
this area of public administration which is subject to the
sorts of investigation which are undertaken by the OPI.
What the police now also say, along with the rest of us,
is that there should be a broad-based capacity to do this.
Does the Victorian government truly think that these
sorts of issues that are investigated by commissions of
this nature in other states stop with the police force and
with those few fools within the ranks of the force who
do not conduct themselves properly? Surely you need
only look at what is unfolding, as we speak, in local
government in New South Wales and consider the way
in which the Independent Commission against
Corruption in that state has been able to generate the
investigations that have been undertaken which have
led to the Wollongong council being sacked and have
led to a variety of other outcomes in relation to the
ministry of the New South Wales government.
Does anybody seriously think, or is anyone naive
enough to think, that conduct of this nature stops with
those few fools in the police force who conduct
themselves in this way? We need a broad-based
commission which will do the investigations
appropriately. The Police Association has now changed
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its view. It is also calling for an organisation of this
nature to be established. We appeal to the government
to at long last do what other states in Australia have
done, particularly New South Wales, Queensland and
Western Australia, and to have one of these
commissions established here. I conclude by supporting
the motion before the house. Police deserve to be
supported by the government in Victoria. They are not
being supported sufficiently now.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I oppose this matter of
public importance (MPI) put forward today by the
member for Kew. As I often do — and it is a useful
exercise when looking at these sorts of motions
proposed by the opposition — I will spend a few
moments reflecting on the words that the member for
Kew has chosen to use in this MPI. He starts by making
an accusation about the failure to support policemen
and women in their efforts to protect the community.
We need to properly and sensibly analyse the claim and
expose it for the falsehood that it is.
We in this government have given more support to our
policemen and women in this state than any other
government in the state’s history, and we continue to do
that. That is done in a number of ways. It is done on the
basis that we increase the numbers of police; it is done
on the basis that we increase the resources that are
available to the police; and it is done also in the way
that we support the chief commissioner and her
hardworking high level colleagues who are doing such
an important job in making our police in this state a
police force for the 21st century.
We support the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, wholeheartedly. The work that she
and Deputy Commissioner Simon Overland in
particular have been doing at the moment to deal with
the ways in which police operate, the ways in which
police work, the ways in which crime is prevented, and
the ways in which crime is investigated, I believe are a
single illustration of the way police should work in our
modern community. They are responsible for the very
significant decrease in the crime rate that has happened
in this state over the last eight or nine years. I will get to
questions in relation to certain individual types of
criminal behaviour in a moment, but I think it is
important to recognise and appreciate that crime in this
state is a lot lower now than it was in 1999. That is an
irrefutable fact. It was a fact that was conceded in his
remarks by the member for Kew. While we can point to
some significant issues that need to be dealt with in
relation to assaults and that are being dealt with in
relation to assaults, we need to recognise properly and
fairly that the overall crime rate in this state is
significantly lower than it was in the past. That is in
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very large measure due to the support that this
government has given to the police in Victoria and the
way the police in Victoria have gone about policing in
the modern community.
Supporting Christine Nixon and the way in which she
has gone about that job is a fundamental and important
thing that should not be jettisoned lightly, particularly
by members of the opposition, who I believe have a
responsibility to act in a way that does not undermine or
attempt to undermine public confidence in the way in
which police command is going about its very
important duties. It is important to understand that we
now have over 1400 extra police. We have an election
commitment and budget allocation already being made
to increase those numbers by an additional 350 police
during this term, plus 50 specialist forensic
investigators.
What the opposition seems to be saying is, ‘It is all well
and good having more police than we have ever had in
our state’s history or having a greater police budget
than we have ever had in our state’s history, but you as
a government politically should be doing something
particular about where those police are working and
what they are working on in order they be effective in
the way in which those budgets are used’. We, as a
government, completely refute and reject that. There is
nothing worse than a government or a politician getting
involved in the way in which police command carries
out its operational duties.
When the member for Kew gets up and talks about
police being moved from one area to another, and how
he disagrees with that, it gives the lie to the idea that the
opposition regards Victoria Police as an independent
organisation best able and best placed to make
operational decisions of its own. The member for Kew
disagrees with the operational allocation of police
resources from one station to another; he wants to
interfere with that process and tell police command
how it should allocate its resources, but if that
happened, Victoria would end up with a politically
manipulated and politically operated police force. We
and the people of Victoria overwhelmingly reject that
concept. The people of Victoria have great confidence
in Chief Commissioner Christine Nixon, and that
confidence is well placed.
The other matter I want to deal with briefly in the time
left to me is what the government has been doing in
recent times to deal with the emerging matters that need
to be dealt with, particularly in relation to assaults in
our community. We recognised some time ago that the
number of assaults in our community has been
increasing, and the government has taken steps to make
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sure the police have the resources they need to put in
place effective measures to reduce the number of
assaults.
In addition to increasing the number of police, we have
allowed them to put in place the Safe Streets task force,
which has been operating in the central areas of
Melbourne and also in the Prahran district, which I
represent. Previously there have been issues in relation
to assaults, particularly around licensed venues, but
over last summer the number of assaults went down
dramatically. The Safe Streets task force is an example
of proactive policing policies.
Towards the end of last year the government moved to
bring forward legislation to give the police and the
director of liquor licensing greatly increased powers to
close down licensed venues that are sources of trouble
and also to ban individuals from designated areas. One
of those designated areas is the Chapel Street precinct
in my electorate. That legislation will be a very
effective measure in helping to drive down the level of
crime and antisocial behaviour in that area. They are the
examples of the measures this government, in
partnership with Victoria Police, is putting in place to
make sure we tackle the problems effectively.
Another matter I would like to mention in the time left
to me is the enterprise bargaining agreement that was
entered into last year. It was successfully negotiated by
the chief commissioner and the Police Association. One
of the central elements of that new enterprise agreement
is that the parties to it have agreed to a further 10 per
cent reduction in crime over the next four years with the
resources they have now available to them plus the
promised 350 additional police over this term in
government.
As part of that agreement the police will improve
flexibility arrangements to allow the chief
commissioner to even more effectively allocate police
resources when and where they are needed to fight
crime effectively. That means they are able to put a
greater focus on trouble spots and times of the week
when particular action is needed.
In relation to the specific matters raised in this matter of
public importance today, the flexibility arrangements in
the enterprise bargaining agreement will allow the
police to better tackle assaults and violence in particular
areas on Friday and Saturday nights. That enterprise
agreement was overwhelmingly agreed to by members
of Victoria Police. It will be a very effective way of
driving down the crime rate across the board.
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We will continue as a matter of importance to resource
the police appropriately and allow the chief
commissioner and police command to do the very
important work of making sure that our police are
allocated according to appropriate policing priorities
and not politicised in the way the opposition would like.
We will continue to make sure that Victoria is the safest
state in Australia. We will resource our police
appropriately and support them wholeheartedly in the
important work they are doing.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to speak on this
matter of public importance. It is most definitely the
appropriate time for this in 2008, with the increasing
level of crime being of great concern not only in my
electorate of Benambra but right throughout Victoria.
Victoria Police once had a fearsome reputation
Australia wide as being the leading police agency. They
were seen as the top crook catchers. They were second
to none, but this perception has deteriorated over the
last nine years under the watch of the Bracks and now
Brumby Labor governments. Victoria Police had that
reputation, absolutely no thanks whatsoever to the two
previous Labor governments. You often hear in circles
it being referred to as the ‘brotherhood’ or the ‘thin blue
line’. I speak of the thin blue line and the brotherhood
in positive terms. It is a bond amongst individuals —
males and females of different persuasions — who
work together to strongly protect their communities
with what little resources they have.
This Brumby Labor government has done nothing but
seek to divide and create conflict. It has created the
public perception that Victoria Police is a corrupt
organisation. It is an absolute disgrace when you see
people on the government benches, the two-faced
hypocrites in this chamber and out in the public arena,
espousing what a wonderful job our policemen and
women are doing, yet their government undermines the
hard work, the blood, the sweat and the tears that these
individuals are doing and shedding to protect the
community. It is an absolute disgrace. The Brumby
government, with its underlying hidden agenda, is
continuing to tear apart the morale, the pride, the
integrity, the guts, the determination and the soul of our
policemen and policewomen.
We can talk all day about figures and other things.
Police command have divisional and regional
compstats; local divisional and area inspectors are put
under the pump because they are subject to
performance review. They may be working in rural
Victoria but then one day they may find themselves
working in Melbourne if they do not meet their targets.
A police officer may be told, ‘Pack your bag, son. You
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have not met your targets, you now have to work down
in Melbourne’. These are the people who will not speak
up about the crisis affecting metropolitan and rural
Victoria, but we are being informed in confidence by
some who are not subject to intimidation and the threat
of having to move. Recently some senior sergeants
from Wodonga and Wangaratta spoke openly about the
stresses affecting the working policemen and
policewomen in rural Victoria simply because the
resources are not there. They cannot continue to work
in these conditions.
Bringing things closer to home, I turn to conditions at
police stations that service the local government areas
of Whittlesea and Nillumbik, where we have seen
increases in crimes against the person of around 78 per
cent and 31.8 per cent respectively. If we look at the
rosters of the police stations that service parts of those
areas we see that just next week the posted strengths are
in the order of 38 and that there are only 18 to 20 police
officers available, which is 18 or 20 less police able to
perform the duties that they need to perform to protect
their community. I will tell you where those police are.
People are trying to get two of those police back from
secondment to some sort of community social
engineering project, a couple of others are on sick
leave, and the biggest portion is the unfilled vacancies
of up to and exceeding four months duration, which is
incredible. There is no backfill. There are no additional
resources to complement that roster in order to fight
crime and prevent the rising level of assaults, the
burglaries and car theft — you name it. All manner of
crime is left. It is a crook’s dream. They can just run
around the place and do as they see fit, because they
know there are no police.
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them and bringing them back to take care of the jail
matters.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr TILLEY — In these areas I speak with some
experience, unlike the former minister heckling away
up there in the back. I speak from personal experience
of working at the coalface of crime, serving the
communities, having those contacts and having the
general experience and understanding that you need to
address more than just the command structure.
Members of the command structure will espouse the
government views and the party line to keep their jobs
and bonuses, but if you speak to the working policemen
and women who have to deliver the services, you will
find that they are simply not getting resourced. It is an
absolute disgrace.
Members in this place, who take an oath, should reflect
on how important taking an oath is and what it means
to take an oath to protect your community. Police take
an oath that after their appointment, whether they be
promoted or reduced in rank, they will without favour,
affection, malice or ill will and until their discharge
keep the peace and preserve it and prevent all offences
to the best of their powers. If you swear an oath, you
want to be adequately resourced so you can keep that
oath you are bound by. So those hypocrites on the other
side should stop standing up in this place; they should
get out there and properly resource Victoria Police!
I turn back to the Premier, whose six main policy
priority areas included education, transport, federalism,
water and early childhood development — but did we
hear one single word about law and order? Absolutely
not; it just dropped off the list. Law and order obviously
is not an issue for the Premier and this government.

We heard the Premier just last week talking about vast
parcels of land becoming available for the growth
corridor. In this particular area we have seen a
population increase of around 30 000 people, yet there
are no trains and no police. So you grow metropolitan
Melbourne, but there will be nothing there for them.
We will be going back to the days of the wild west
almost where people will have to defend their life and
property on their own, because they do not have the
support from this Brumby Labor government, which is
not providing the resources to the protectors, the
peacemakers, in our community.

Mr TILLEY — It is not in the top six, so I would
be interested to know where exactly law and order and
resourcing our police actually fall.

Whilst on that, heaven help those officers trying to
work on the night shift! Heaven help them if they make
an arrest and have custody of someone and have to
ensure that person’s safety whilst in the police jail! The
neighbouring police station should watch out, because
it is going to lose troops as well. They will be recalling

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
Interjections are disorderly, and the honourable member
should ignore them.

Mr McIntosh interjected.

Ms Allan — It is the safest state in Australia.
Mr TILLEY — That is not thanks to you; that is
thanks to the hardworking policemen and women on
the street with no resources, who go out day and night
and work tirelessly — —
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Mr TILLEY — The government is leaving the cops
holding the bag, and they are not able to deliver on any
of the services.
In the March edition of the Police Association Journal
there is a very interesting read from some hardworking
officers who are now in the twilight years of their
service with Victoria Police. Knowing both of them
personally, I can say they are definitely dedicated,
hardworking police officers who now have the courage
to stand up, knowing that with their careers coming to
an end they can speak openly about the lack of
resources this government provides them with. In such
circumstances you cannot adequately keep a night shift
on the road. If a divisional van goes out of, say, a town
in the north-east to back up one of the one-man stations,
which may be closed at the time, a whole town and a
population of say 35 000 people is left unprotected.
That is an absolute disgrace when it comes to country
Victoria.
We are looking at considerations regarding closing
down houses in which police live. Police live in our
country towns because there is a house provided for
them there. In any case, here is a message for the
Premier: no more excuses; we want solutions; get off
your hands, get up and back our police.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Listening to that
contribution by the new member for Benambra makes
me think that we have made Benambra a safer place for
people by having the member in this chamber rather
than out on the streets! The very aggressive, outrageous
behaviour we have just seen from him also
demonstrates the need for the good work Christine
Nixon is doing in changing the culture of police in this
state. It is why she has been so effective.
The contribution of the member for Benambra was
from beginning to end a constant undermining of police
command. If all of these things that he and members of
the opposition state are true when they say how
underresourced the police are, just imagine how much
worse it must have been when there were 1400 less
police in this state and a 50 per cent smaller budget.
Imagine how outrageous Victoria must have been prior
to 1999. Their suggestion that all these bad things have
occurred with 1400 extra police only demonstrates how
bad things must have been under their government.
What we heard from the opposition was a quite
desperate politicising of this very critical law and order
issue. It is not uncommon for conservative parties to do
this; in fact, it is their stock in trade. It is the fear factor
that they seek to instil in the hearts of people. In order
to do that there are constant lies, mistruths and in some
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instances, I think, complete misunderstandings of the
way in which the police actually work.
The classic in recent times was the report in the
Maryborough District Advertiser of the Leader of the
Opposition claiming that the Victoria Police statistics
from 2001–07 show there has been an increase in
crimes against the person within the Central Goldfields
shire. Wrong again, Mr Baillieu! Crimes against the
person have actually fallen 15.8 per cent in that region
thanks to the great work of the police and the additional
resources that they have received. In a further comment
from Mr Baillieu, who runs around the state making
almost embarrassing claims at times — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! I
ask the member to use the proper title in referring to the
Leader of the Opposition.
Ms DUNCAN — The Leader of the Opposition
made further claims about regional Victoria, which
were reported in the North Central Review of 11 March
2008, and in particular about the Seymour police
station. The Leader of the Opposition highlighted the
number of vacancies in the area, which prompted the
following response from police divisional headquarters:
As such, the number of vacancies advertised over any given
period of time is a particularly poor, if not meaningless,
indicator when it comes to assessing issues around attraction
and retention of staff.

This is the sort of poor, if not meaningless, comparisons
that the Leader of the Opposition goes around this state
making. Previously the opposition has been
embarrassed by some of its claims made, for example
in its discovery of particular statistics through FOI.
They did not need to go through FOI, they just needed
to search Google to find all of those statistics. However,
it is presented by the opposition as some deep-throat
investigation it has conducted in obtaining these
statistics, which are actually available for all to see.
This government has been the first to acknowledge that
there have been increases in crime in Victoria, which in
some instances have been due to changes in the code of
practice for the investigation of family violence, for
example; and we know that now police are required to
take action on all reports of family violence when
previously police would not have got involved.
Inevitably this leads to an increase in reporting. We and
the police see this as a good thing, because previously
this has been an underreported crime.
Prior to the last state election former members were
heard to say that the police would be better served if
they did not investigate these sorts of matters in homes,
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when we know that this is where some of the worst
violence in the state occurs. We know where they sit on
a lot of these matters. We saw it again when the
government, acknowledging that there has been an
increase in alcohol-related crime around some hot spots
in the city, introduced legislation late last year. This
legislation was opposed by the Liberal Party, and who
could forget the Herald Sun headline of 6 December
last year ‘Booze bust — Libs sink laws to make our city
safer’?
The opposition went to the last election with a policy
similar to that of the Labor Party — I think it was the
same policy — on the position of the Office of Police
Integrity. Then the wind blew in another direction, and
they came out some weeks or months later to
completely change their policy. Again they stand for
nothing and will go whichever way the wind blows.
We heard a lovely radio interview with the ex-police
commissioner who claimed hundreds of police are
working as gay and lesbian liaison officers. Hundreds!
We have heard this said by members of the opposition,
and we have seen some of the most vitriolic,
unsubstantiated claims made in the other house by
members of the Liberal Party. There was a subsequent
radio interview with Simon Overland in which he was
asked how many gay and lesbian liaison officers there
are in this state. He said there are two, so we have gone
from hundreds to two.
I will move on to some of the positive things this
government has done and, I suggest, put paid to some
of the lies of and the complete misunderstanding by
opposition members. The best spin I can put on it is that
they do not understand it. In a press release of 26
February the Leader of the Opposition claimed crimes
against the person in Central Goldfields shire increased
by 23 per cent. That is not true; in fact they fell by over
15 per cent. He said crimes against the person in the
Horsham shire increased by 14 per cent, but in fact they
fell by over 8 per cent. He also said crimes against the
person in Alpine shire increased by over 35 per cent,
which again is not true, because in fact they fell by
7.4 per cent. Everywhere you go, the Leader of the
Opposition is there, completely misleading the people
of Victoria.
Some further examples of the support we have given,
particularly in regional Victoria, are that in Geelong,
the number of police has increased by 28 per cent while
the crime rate has fallen by over 33 per cent. In Ballarat
the number of police has increased by over 35 per cent
while the crime rate has fallen by 17.9 per cent. In
Central Goldfields shire the number of police has
increased by 23.1 per cent while the crime rate has
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fallen by 47.6 per cent. In Macedon Ranges shire, in my
electorate, the number of police has increased by
19.5 per cent while the crime rate has fallen by 33.5 per
cent. Now there is only silence on the opposition
benches: they do not like good news, they do not like
statistics, they do not like facts and they never let the
facts get in the way of what they consider to be their
good stories.
In Shepparton the number of police has increased by
21.8 per cent while the crime rate has fallen by 28.9 per
cent. In Benalla the number of police has increased by
13.5 per cent while the crime rate has fallen by 19.9 per
cent. Are opposition members listening now? Are they
getting this into their minds? In East Gippsland the
number of police has increased by 9.6 per cent while
the crime rate has fallen by 23.1 per cent.
In terms of resourcing police in the growth areas of
Victoria, the number of police has increased in Melton
by 22 per cent while there has been a 30 per cent
reduction in crime. A new police station was built in
Caroline Springs in 2006. In Wyndham there has been
a 65 per cent increase in police numbers, and we are
currently in the process of building a new station in
North Wyndham. In Cardinia there has been a 127 per
cent increase in police numbers. There is a new police
station in Bunyip and a new police-State Emergency
Service-Country Fire Authority station in Pakenham.
In the city of Casey there has been an 86.7 per cent
increase in police numbers while there has been an
11 per cent reduction in crime. In Surf Coast shire there
has been a 23 per cent increase in police numbers and a
24 per cent reduction in crime. In Bass Coast shire there
has been a 19.8 per cent increase in police numbers and
33 per cent reduction in the crime rate. We have new
and refurbished stations right across Victoria — and the
list goes on and on. In the shire of Mitchell there has
been a 45.8 per cent increase in police numbers and a
14 per cent reduction in the crime rate.
This government’s track record speaks for itself.
Members of the opposition — an opposition that when
in government let police numbers fall by 800 — have
the audacity, the gall, to make the claims they make
when this government has done everything opposite to
what the former government did. I am gobsmacked by
what some of them have said, because we have
increased the police budget and we have increased
police numbers. The former government did the
opposite, but in here today opposition members have
talked absolute rubbish, trying to scare the community
by playing politics with law and order. It is the
mainstay of conservative parties; it is what they always
do. If they cannot tell a good story, they say, ‘Let’s
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scare the community. Let’s get misinformation out
there. Let’s again tell this government’ — which is
doing the right thing — ‘to do what we say, not what
we did’. They are now sitting here and telling us to do
what they should have done.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I support the matter of
public importance (MPI) that is before the house. Labor
has not and cannot manage law and order in Victoria.
The first step for the government to take is to admit it
has a problem. It has to acknowledge the problem
before it can do anything about it. John Brumby has
been trying to fool Victorians for almost eight years that
the alarming rate of serious violent crime against
Victorians is not a problem. But last year there were
42 138 violent crimes against Victorians, including
assault, sexual assault, homicide, stabbings and rape.
Brumby must move from a state of denial — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member should refer to the Premier by his correct
title.
Mr HODGETT — You are quite right, Acting
Speaker. Premier Brumby must move from a state of
denial to a state of action. I urge the Premier to do that
sooner rather than later. Even the police minister,
Sideshow Bob, must get out from behind his desk and
wake up to what is going on. Last year the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services claimed that Victoria
was the safest state in Australia, yet in January Chief
Commissioner Christine Nixon admitted that:
We know that the level of violence is higher than we’ve seen
before …

A range of matters and concerns with law and order
have been raised in recent weeks, but this government
continues to hide its head in the sand, ignore the
problem and make constant excuses. It is more
concerned with public relations and spin than making
our local neighbourhoods safe.
I will give an example. I arrived home last night and
picked up the local paper only to find another example
of the government’s PR spin. Last week it trotted out a
senior police officer to do a series of interviews with
community newspapers to assure all and sundry that all
is fine in our local streets. The minister — also known
as Minister Sideshow Bob — was on the front foot last
week to hose down concerns over operational police
numbers. The newspaper stated that the officer:
… played down concerns about falling police numbers and
slow response times …
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Funnily enough, in the same edition of the newspaper
are letters from local residents who have written about
local problems. One says:
On many occasions, we have called the police, but it takes so
long for them to respond (if at all) and most times the louts
have gone.
We love the area and, being pensioners, it is so handy to
everything, but now we are considering leaving the area.
…
… please, more police for Mooroolbark. I do not feel safe
walking the streets here.

That letter sums up the very essence of this debate. On
the one hand we have the PR spin that everything is
okay and there is nothing to worry about on our local
streets, when the truth as it has been reported by local
residents is that they do not feel safe in their local area.
The government and the Premier should have the
decency to admit that they have a problem, instead of
sending out the troops to defend the government’s spin
and lies. How must hardworking, decent local officers
feel when they hear glib lines and spin but know damn
well what is happening in their local patch?
At the outset I say that this is not an attack on
hardworking, decent, honest police officers who serve
our community and go about doing their jobs to the best
of their ability with the resources they are provided
with; it is about condemning the Victorian government
for failing to support our policemen and policewomen
in their efforts to protect the community from
increasing levels of violence. They are offered nothing
but excuses from a government that is seeking to
deflect attention from the dramatic rise in violent crime
throughout Victoria.
We have heard a lot of waffle from members on the
other side, but let us get the facts straight. These are the
facts. Violence is going up across Victoria. The
government would have us believe that only one or two
spots are a problem, such as the central business district
(CBD) or Chapel Street, or that it is confined to a
couple of areas, but since 2000 violence has increased
more in 57 of the 79 local government areas than in the
Melbourne CBD. Since 2000, assaults have more than
doubled in the municipalities of Melton, Wyndham,
Casey, Cardinia, Moreland, the Mornington Peninsula
and Whittlesea.
Since 1999 the number of juveniles — people under
18 — committing assault has more than doubled
statewide. Also since 1999 the total number of assaults
per year has increased from 19 856 to 31 020 per
year — a 56 per cent increase statewide. The number of
senior victims of assault — people over 60 — has more
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than doubled since 1999 statewide, and in the last
12-month reporting period assaults in schools, TAFEs
and universities increased twice as much as assaults on
licensed premises.
These are the facts. They are not just some figures I
have plucked out of thin air, as government members
do. I will give a couple of local examples. In my local
area, in the city of Maroondah, in the period 2000–01 to
2006–07 crimes against the person were up by 42.1 per
cent. In the same period assaults were up 56.3 per cent,
sexual assaults were up by 64.9 per cent and homicides
were up by 150 per cent. Those are the facts.
The government propaganda would have us all believe
that more police are on the beat, but as we have heard
people say time and again, ‘Where the hell are they?’. I
give as an example a local police station in Melbourne.
It has 42 police on the roster. Of those 42 police, 10 are
seconded, 2 are on light duties and 2 are on extended
leave. There is no backfilling for the 10 who are
seconded; none has been replaced. Some of the
secondments are permanent and some are indefinite —
it is not known how long they will be for. There are
42 police on the roster but only 28 officers are
physically available to perform the duties of that
station. We keep being told by front-line cops that there
are now more non-operational positions than there have
ever been. On paper there are 42 police at the station,
but in reality not all 42 are there, and that is not
sustainable.
We keep hearing from local police that there are not
enough resources to allow them to engage in proactive
policing anymore. We continue to hear how
disappointing it is that the Police in Schools program no
longer exists. It is an insult to our local police when
they hear government representatives — Sideshow Bob
or the Premier — out there putting on the spin that
everything is okay and that crime is limited to only a
couple of spots in and around Melbourne, when in
reality they know damn well what is going on in their
local areas. As we have seen in past weeks, officers are
gagged and prevented from talking about it.
The Premier must stop telling lies; he is kidding no-one.
People are getting hurt on our streets; they are getting
injured or killed. All we get from the government are
excuses. The government refuses to believe law and
order is an issue. The problem requires real solutions
from the government, not glib lines and spin. As we
have heard from government speakers today, they are
happy to try to use the crime statistics to their
advantage and to paint a positive picture, but they must
face up to their responsibilities. Victorians do not want
more excuses; they want police put back in the
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community where they belong. People want to be in
neighbourhoods where they feel safe. The government
should cut the excuses and get more police on the street
fighting crime. We want no more excuses from the
Premier. He should put police back in the community
where they belong. For the sake of our communities
John Brumby must stop counting beans and put his
spending money into front-line police.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member should refer to the Premier by his correct
title.
Mr HODGETT — For the sake of communities the
Premier must stop counting beans and put his spending
money into extra front-line police. It is time Premier
Brumby stopped burying his head in the sand. He must
put more police on the streets to stop violent crime
spiralling out of control. We want no more excuses.
The government must put police back in the
community where they belong.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I rise to speak
in opposition to the matter of public importance before
the house. Listening to the debate today can I say to
members opposite that you truly have the morals of
alley cats to walk in here and try and present yourselves
in this place as the champions of the police force or as
the great crime crusaders. Your record in government
was simply appalling. Your actions here today and your
lame statements — —
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the honourable member should direct her comments
through the Chair rather than to members opposite.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! I
note that the member said ‘you’, which is a plural term
and not unusual. Therefore I do not uphold the point of
order.
Ms RICHARDSON — The truth always hurts,
does it not?
The point is this: when members opposite were in
government they slashed police numbers by 800 and let
police facilities across the state run down. This was
particularly harmful for local communities in rural and
regional Victoria where the previous government
closed police stations and ripped the hearts out of those
communities. That will never be forgotten by residents
of rural Victoria.
In contrast the Labor government has done much to
support our police force, and Victorians have seen the
results of this investment. A record $1.6 billion has
been put into the police budget. This represents a 50 per
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cent increase since 1999. All of this had to be done to
address the years of neglect by the Liberal-National
government. We have seen a record increase in police
numbers, which have increased by 1400. We have
refurbished or built 149 police stations across the
state — another record number.
For the residents of the municipality of Darebin in my
electorate this commitment to police means there are
172 uniformed police serving in Darebin. That is an
extra 22 police, or a 15 per cent increase, since 1999.
We have a brand-new police station in Northcote with
the old one having been decommissioned and a new
one built. That was an election commitment we made
in 1999 and we delivered on it when we came to
government.
I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
hardworking police in the Northcote electorate. Led by
Senior Sergeant Paul Gunning, they have a tremendous
commitment to and care and concern for the
community they seek to serve. I cannot speak highly
enough of their efforts in my area. Their efforts,
supported by the state government via extra resources,
have had a direct impact on crime rates. In the Darebin
police service area we have seen a 25.4 per cent fall in
crime since 2000–01. A small pocket of my
electorate — about half the suburb of Alphington — is
within the city of Yarra and those residents have also
seen a dramatic fall in crime.
Mr R. Smith — Have they told you they feel safe?
Ms RICHARDSON — Yes, they have.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
Interjections are disorderly, and the member for
Northcote will ignore them.
Ms RICHARDSON — There are 169 police
serving in the Yarra police service area. That is an
additional 35 police, or a 26 per cent increase, and
again we have seen a drop in crime rates as a
consequence of that increased resource. There has been
a 21.1 per cent fall in crime. More uniformed police
and more resources in the areas of intelligence, crime
and traffic tasking units, task forces, child abuse units
and proactive policing programs have had a measurable
effect in reducing crime in the cities of Darebin and
Yarra.
I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Christine Nixon, on her
leadership and her capacity to get the job done. For my
constituents her efforts and the efforts of our local
police have, as I have outlined, had a direct impact on
their feeling of community safety and wellbeing in
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living in the cities of Darebin and Yarra. Unlike
members opposite, we believe the government’s role is
to provide resources and leave operational decisions to
the chief commissioner. Her operational decisions,
combined with these extra resources, have, as I
emphasised earlier, had a direct impact on community
safety for constituents in my electorate. I am proud to
say that as a result of all this happening in my
municipality and in many other municipalities Victoria
has the lowest crime rate of any state in Australia.
I would like to take a moment to address the misleading
statements that have been made by members opposite
concerning the increase in assaults and crimes against
the person. It is true that there has been an increase
since 2000–01. However, this increase has come about
largely through a change in policing practice which has
resulted in better reporting of family violence. The
member for Kew acknowledged this earlier today. I
encourage members opposite to have a look at the
Hansard and read what the member for Kew actually
said. We all know that, sadly, most domestic violence
incidents go unreported. In the past the community
attitude to domestic violence was to ignore what went
on behind closed doors in someone’s home. It was
always regarded as someone else’s business. But
community attitudes have changed, and the police have
played their part in leading that change in attitude and
have been shaped by it.
In 2004 the police introduced a new code of practice for
the investigation of family violence. This code focused
on greater reporting and investigation of family
violence matters. Police are now required to take action
on all reports of family violence, whereas previously
incidents may have been ignored. As a result we have
seen a jump in the incidence of reported assaults.
However, the police regard this as a success as
previously these incidents went unreported and were
hidden behind closed doors. Of course members
opposite have in the past criticised Victoria Police for
taking this step and this important stance against family
violence. We on this side of the house and the Labor
government have always commended the efforts of the
police and supported them in their endeavours.
A number of organisations and community groups have
played roles in changing community attitudes. I would
like to acknowledge and highlight the role the City of
Darebin has played in tackling domestic violence in our
community. The City of Darebin rightly enjoys its
status as one of the leading municipalities in Victoria.
Members would have seen the announcement of its
transport strategy last week, which is a first. Darebin
was the first council to show leadership in the most
important area of domestic violence. In 2000 Darebin
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seized on Labor government policy to provide a more
integrated approach to addressing domestic violence. It
brought together representatives from the judiciary and
the police force and council officers to develop a plan
to tackle domestic violence. The leadership the council
showed was recognised in May 2006 when it won the
anticrime award at the Victorian crime prevention
awards.
However, encouraging victims to report domestic
violence incidents and the change in approach by the
police has led directly to an increase in the number of
incidents that are reported. We saw this in the city of
Darebin, where incidents rose. But, as I said earlier, this
is regarded as an important step in tackling domestic
violence which was previously swept under the carpet.
I want to talk about crimes arising from alcohol abuse
and emphasise that the police and the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services have acknowledged
that we have also seen an increase in violence around
licensed venues. However, the government’s response
has also been decisive in this area. Last year the
government introduced legislation to tackle
alcohol-related incidents around venues. These laws
were designed to give police extra powers to shut down
nightclubs and to ban troublemakers from these venues.
I emphasise that at the time the legislation was put
before the house the Liberal Party opposed it. I would
also like to touch upon the — —
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the honourable member is misleading the house in
stating that the Liberal Party opposed the legislation.
The Liberal Party nowhere opposed the legislation. The
honourable member well knows that and she is
misleading the house. I ask you, Acting Speaker, to
remind the member of the importance of not misleading
the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! If
the honourable member for Malvern wishes to correct
the situation, he can refute the statement made by the
member for Northcote when he gets the call.
Ms RICHARDSON — In conclusion, I would like
to commend the work of the police, particularly in my
area and the municipality of Darebin. I commend the
Labor government, which will continue to support the
efforts of the police and the wider community to tackle
crime in this state and ensure Victoria continues to be
the safest state in Australia.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I am pleased to speak
on this matter of public importance, which I support
wholeheartedly. Surely it must occur to members of the
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government, if they have listened to both sides of the
debate, that there is a problem. The opposition is
quoting specific figures for specific crimes, but the
government is quoting different figures. Clearly there is
a problem. These things need to be cleared up, and that
should be reserved for a parliamentary inquiry.
The issue at the heart of the MPI — that is, police
resources — is accurately reflective of the performance
of the Brumby government and therefore, the Bracks
government as well. The epitaph of this government
will be ‘High on spin, low on performance’; when you
dig deep under the surface, the numbers do not stack
up.
The matter of public importance should be the golden
opportunity for clarifying the situation, but both sides of
the chamber are arguing a different point. I would like
to see those figures clarified, but at the moment that is
just not happening. There is an opportunity for
members of the government to stand up and let us
know where these magical crime reductions are
happening, because they are certainly not obvious to us.
We are quoting from official police statistics, which say
that the crime rate is up in most of the areas that truly
matter to Victorians.
Members of the government love to jump up and
trumpet, as a trained galah would do, the reduction in
crime of 23 per cent, yet there is no substantiation of
that. Today is the opportunity. No more spin, no more
untruths, it is time to come forward and tell the house
where this magical reduction in crime has taken place.
Ms Green — It’s on the police website, you
whacker!
Mr BURGESS — I ask members of the
government: in which areas have there been
reductions? Has there been a reduction in the incidence
of rape or of assaults?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member will address his remarks
through the Chair and not invoke interjection from the
government benches.
Mr BURGESS — I am addressing my remarks
through the Chair. Has there been a reduction in the
number of rapes? Has there been a reduction in
assaults? Has there been a reduction in the incidence of
sexual assault?
In my electorate I have three local government areas.
The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council is one of
those local government areas, and in the years 2005–06
and 2006–07 the incidence of rape in the Mornington
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Peninsula shire increased by 67.7 per cent. Are you
happy with that?

likely going to have to close the station again because
there are not enough resources.

Ms Kosky — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
being consistent with previous points of order, the
member has referred to you when he should be
referring to the government.

Recently obtained figures through FOI suggest that
Victoria Police members had 26 004 days stress leave
during the last financial year. The stress on an officer’s
life is extreme. The lack of support for police officers
has forced them to speak out; they have no option.

Mr BURGESS — Is the government happy with
that?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! I
uphold the point of order and ask the member for
Hastings, when he is referring to the government, to use
the title ‘government’ and the proper title of each
member of the house.
Mr BURGESS — I will reword it, Acting Speaker.
Rape is up 67.7 per cent. Is the government happy with
that? Assault is up 12.3 per cent. Is the government
happy with that? Arson is up by 18.2 per cent and theft
is up by 11.6 per cent. In the city of Casey the number
of rapes has increased by 23.9 per cent, robbery by
31.3 per cent, assault by 20.7 per cent and property
damage by 40.1 per cent. In Frankston city, the third of
the local municipalities in the area I represent, assault is
up by 54 per cent, sexual assault by 31 per cent and
rape by 19 per cent. These are official police statistics
off the website, whacker! These figures are reflected
across the state.
The Brumby government says it is proud of its
performance in fighting crime. I want to know which
figures it is proud of, because it should be ashamed of
the figures I have. The government has exposed the
Victorian community to unprecedented levels of crime
but is doing nothing about it. There is no doubt that the
incidence of crime is rising in Victoria, and the Brumby
government is in a state of denial about that. It shows a
distain for the community, and instead of trying to
come up with a solution, it comes up with spin.
Police are struggling to man stations. In my area the
Hastings police station has had to close on more than
one occasion. It is a 24-hour police station that is
responsible for looking after a district. It is supposed to
be open 24 hours a day, yet, as I said, it has had to close
twice. What sort of response would you expect when a
police station of that size closes?
There was a suggestion that the Firearms Act had been
breached. They said they did not have enough police to
keep the station open, so they closed it and in doing so
breached the Firearms Act. What was the reaction?
Were more police put there? No, they removed the
guns. Now the police station at Hastings is unable to fit
out its officers with guns because they are more than

At the police station in my area the workplace health
and safety people conducted an inquiry. They found
that, at a bare minimum, there should be a one-to-five
ratio, which means one senior sergeant to five junior
officers, or at least five senior constables. At the
moment they are rostering at a one-to-three ratio
because they do not have enough officers. The
government tells us it is a full complement down at
Hastings, but that is just not so.
Also in my area recently there has been a controversy
about District Inspector Gordon Charteris. The
circumstance I am referring to is an example of a
government in denial and being a blatant bully. It is a
case of denial at all costs, and it has resulted in the
absence of that officer, so he is now no longer able to
protect that community.
Gordon Charteris has had a 30-year plus career in the
police force. He is decorated, he has served with the
police ethical standards department, and up until now
he has never felt the need to speak out. But speak out he
has had to do; and what was the evil he perpetrated? He
actually told the Police Association Journal that he did
not have enough members to do his job and that his
members and the community were at risk. He had
exhausted every avenue and taken every opportunity to
have something done about this situation, but nothing
was being done, so he spoke out. How was he treated?
Abominably! Within two weeks of his speaking out he
had been hauled in to front his superior officer, he had
been told that he would be put on a disciplinary
program, that he would be moved, and that he would be
likely to be charged for speaking out. That is the way
this government treats its police. It attacked him,
bullied him, threatened him and then banished him.
That brave public servant was rewarded for speaking up
and for putting his career at risk by being treated in
almost a subhuman way. There is no doubt that there is
a problem with policing in Victoria, and that that
problem has been caused by the Brumby government.
Our local police are attacked often enough out in the
community; there is no way they should have to worry
about being attacked by their own force and their own
government.
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The government is commended for the 1400 extra
police it has put on, but it is common knowledge that
there are at least 650 fewer police on the beat now than
there were in 1999. On the Mornington Peninsula there
has been a 76 per cent increase in population between
1991 and 2006, with a large number of those residents
falling within the 480 square kilometres for which the
Hastings police station is responsible. Over that period
not one extra policeperson has been posted to Hastings.
The Brumby government’s use of spin is more than
dishonest and misleading in this circumstance, it is an
extremely dangerous situation for the members of the
community and for the local police. By continuing to
claim that crime is down and that there is no police
resource problem, the increasing dramatic violence just
gets ignored and police get attacked.
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — I have to say that
during the contribution of the member for Hastings I
felt that he was auditioning for a job with Mills and
Boon. Today we have a motion which accuses this
government — of all governments! — of failing to
support our policemen and policewomen. The member
for Kew has ‘women’ as a part of his motion but then
he had a dig at policewomen who dare to take maternity
leave.
The Liberal Party has come into this house and lectured
us on law and order. The Liberal Party and The
Nationals in this state are to law and order what the flat
earth society is to geography — they are a comical
anachronism. I would have thought they might have
commenced with an apology and held a Liberal Party
and The Nationals sorry day for police. They should
apologise for what they did.
Some members on the other side of the house were not
in this place during 1992 and 1999, but I am sure they
pretty well remember what happened during those dark
years. Who could forget election day of 1999 when
policemen and policewomen, in uniform, lined up and
asked for the Labor how-to-vote card in an
unprecedented show of what they thought the previous
government had politically done to them and what this
government offered them? Who could forget the people
with violin cases and crow bars and wearing stocking
masks lining up and asking for the Liberal Party
how-to-vote card?
We know the Liberal Party is the party of choice for
crime in this state. We know it for sure; it was certainly
the case in 1999. The mob opposite has to say sorry for
what its members did. It is not what you say in this
chamber that counts, it is what you do. So what did the
former government do? In 1992 the Liberal Party came
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into office promising 1100 additional police. That was
the Liberal Party policy — you can ask for that policy
in the parliamentary library. The librarians will dig it
out for you — 1100 additional police were promised.
What did it do over seven years? It cut police numbers
by 800.
In 1996 the police sought a pay rise. For two and a half
years the then government held out. Finally, it agreed to
a small pay rise on the condition that Victoria Police
agree to a reduction in police numbers. The then
government gave police a small pay rise after two and a
half years in exchange for a reduction in police
numbers. That is how much the opposition values our
policemen and policewomen. That is absolutely
pathetic.
At the same time that the police enterprise bargaining
was going on there was a fiasco on the wharves. The
then Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Bill
McGrath, promised that he would spill police blood to
do the dirty work for Chris Corrigan. At the same time
that he was denying the police a pay rise, he would not
even give provisions to the police. The police were
sitting at the wharves and were hungry and thirsty.
Eventually a police officer was sent out with the police
credit card to buy Mars Bars and reconstituted orange
juice, but guess what? The credit card bounced. That is
how well the opposition, when in government, funded
Victoria Police. The credit card bounced and Victoria
Police had to write out an IOU for 1000 Mars Bars and
1000 containers of reconstituted orange juice. That is an
example of the opposition’s support of Victoria Police!
How dare the opposition come into this chamber
soaked in hypocrisy and lecture us about Victoria
Police.
There were also police station closures. I remember
making an FOI request for the Victoria Police strategic
development plan of 1994. What did that reveal to me?
It revealed that 34 police stations were earmarked for
closure. Some of those stations went by the way, but we
were actually able to save a few of them. Some of the
stations earmarked for closure were Portarlington,
Monbulk, Olinda, Hurstbridge and Kew. I remember
quite a few rallies outside the Kew police station, but
where was the member for Kew? He was nowhere to
be seen. The police stations at Murrumbeena and
Balwyn were another 2 of the 34 stations earmarked for
closure. This government has actually built, or is in the
process of building, around 150 new police stations —
the exact number is 149.
I remember visiting police stations which had
state-of-the-art equipment like AT computers. Do you
remember those? You would if you were around at the
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time of Noah’s ark. That is how old the equipment was
that they were working with. They had analogue radios.
No wonder the criminals loved the then
Liberal-National party government. The police were
working on radios that the criminals could listen to. The
criminals were using scanners listening to what the
police were doing. Would the then government buy
them new radios and new digital technology?
Absolutely not! This government has provided a new
state-of-the-art mobile metropolitan radio system for
our police; it is a secure system. This government has
provided a mobile data network and onboard data
terminals for our police cars. We are in the digital age.
Members of the opposition have not caught up. They
absolutely deprived our police of resources when in
government.
The former government sold off police housing. No
wonder one has difficulties getting police to move into
rural areas. The former government was selling off all
of the houses that we expected those people to live in.
The former government removed coverage for
vicarious liability. Police officers, doing their job in
good faith, had to worry about whether they would be
exposed to a public liability claim because the Kennett
government removed the coverage and protection
regarding vicarious liability that was previously there
for them — —
Dr Sykes — The Labor version of history!
Mr HAERMEYER — No, it is all there; don’t you
worry about that!
The former government punished the Police
Association for daring to raise the horrors of the
Kennett administration. The then government said, ‘We
are going to take away your payroll deductions!’. What
absolutely disgraceful vindictiveness.
The 1992–99 years were the darkest years of policing.
Crime was up; police numbers were down; morale was
at rock bottom, with 8.5 per cent — nearly 1 in
10 police officers — walking from the police force each
year. That was what police officers thought of the
Kennett government. They were voting with their feet
and telling the Kennett government what they thought
of its management of the police force.
Under this government police have a record budget of
$1.6 billion, nearly double what it was when this
government came into office. There are over
1400 additional police officers, a record number of
police out on the street. We have built up nearly
150 new police stations, and we have got police officers
voting with their feet by wanting to come into the force.
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We have thousands of people applying to join Victoria
Police. The attrition rate is down below 2 per cent,
about one-sixth of what it was under the Kennett
government. That is police officers saying what they
think of the job under a Liberal government and what
they think of the job under a Labor government. That is
the difference.
Our investment in police is paying dividends. Our
crime rate is 23.5 per cent down. Opposition members
can question that as much as they like but it is official
police statistics audited by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics. So they can come in here and try to contort
the figures any way they like.
The situation is that the road toll is the lowest in history.
We have brought in the four lowest road tolls since
statistics were first taken, and Victoria Police enjoy the
highest level of community support of any police force
in the country. By any measure our police force has
paid off the investment that this government has made,
and paid it off handsomely.
So our police force is one of which the government and
the community are very proud, but unfortunately these
guys in the opposition keep knocking it. That is a
disgrace. Their record stands as something that will
taint the name of their party and the government they
supported forever and a day. Until they say sorry
nobody is going to take them seriously on law and
order issues, on anything to do with policing. These
people have absolutely no credibility when it comes to
law and order. Their record speaks for itself. I finish
where I started: it is what you do, not what you say.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me pleasure to join
this enlightening debate, and I support the member for
Kew’s matter of public importance: the government is
not supporting our policemen and women.
I would like to comment on the previous speaker, who
epitomises the position of the Labor government, and
that is: if you tell a lie often enough, it becomes a fact.
The only fact here is that the government is failing to
support our policemen and women. The statistics on
this side of the house have demonstrated that clearly.
Like the Leader of The Nationals and the coalition
colleagues I make it very clear that I strongly support
our police officers. I find our local police to be
committed, professional and contributing members of
our community. But they are being let down by the
Brumby government and police command, who remain
in a state of denial. They are in denial about the level of
police resourcing and the level of crime. The member
for Hastings provided some very clear figures which

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 12 March 2008

ASSEMBLY

silenced the rabble on the other side of the house in
relation to the increases in rape and violent crime.
In relation to resourcing, the government has failed to
deliver a simple auditing of the police numbers— not
the police numbers on the books, but the police
numbers on the beat. I challenge the government to do
the audit and present the figures to this Parliament, and
then we can have an informed debate and not have to
listen to the misrepresentation and government spin
from the other side of the house.
In relation to crime levels, up until Christmas of last
year the government and police command continued to
say that crime levels were low and everything was fine.
Finally early in the new year we had the Premier, the
minister for police and the Chief Commissioner of
Police telling us that we in fact had a serious problem
with violent crime. Hello, hello! They have just woken
up and come clean, and they are going to act on it. How
are they going to act on it? We will come to that. They
are going to put more police numbers on the beat, but
where are they coming from? We will find out in a
moment.
The resourcing of policing in country Victoria is an
ongoing issue. For example, Myrtleford, with a
six-person police station, has been one down for several
years, making it very tough on the remaining staff to
deliver the services and the level of security the local
community wants.
At Wangaratta the station was closed to the public
about 12 to 18 months ago because of inability to
provide adequate staffing. There are ongoing problems
at Swan Hill; at Minyip, a small station that has not
been manned for 12 months, and at Shepparton, which
according to the Police Association is about 20
understaffed. That means that outlying stations such as
Murchison are not staffed when the local officer goes
on leave, and Tatura is not being staffed.
To add some substance to this debate rather than the
rhetoric from the other side I will go to an article in the
March 2008 issue of the Police Association Journal.
The first few paragraphs say:
Police at Wangaratta were celebrating earlier this year. In
January, for the first time in more than five years, the station
had its full complement of troops. Within weeks six
members, the equivalent to a full shift, were taken from
Wangaratta to fill holes at other stations in the area. Then last
month the Police Association discovered four members
would be taken from Wangaratta permanently. The situation
was going from bad to worse.
The loss of the officers from Wangaratta occurred as the chief
commissioner announced a new strategy to reduce the
growing crime rate in the city by putting more police on the
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streets. But where are these police coming from? The already
stretched north-east region of the state?
Wangaratta is a station that has haemorrhaged from
underresourcing. At one stage the station was 18 members
down and really struggling.

What s the solution to Melbourne’s problems? It is to
take coppers from country Victoria. Thanks very much,
Mr Brumby.
We then look at Wodonga. According to the Police
Association Journal Wodonga is down 1 senior
sergeant, 4 sergeants and 20 senior constables. They are
operating with just 21 out of the 44 staff on their books.
That tells me there is a problem. If we then look at the
Weekly Times, we see there is further discussion about
the difficulty in recruiting staff to country Victoria. On
5 March Peter Hunt reported that 15 rural and regional
stations advertised 20 or more times to fill vacancies
last year and that the Swan Hill station advertised
89 times. There is a problem out there in getting police
to country Victoria.
Reiterating the significance of the problem, the Border
Mail of 7 March this year carried the headlines ‘Lack of
staff is crippling stations and destroying morale’ and
‘More officers needed on beat as community gets “a
raw deal’”. What do we get as a response from the
government and the police command? We get denial. In
today’s Weekly Times an article by Kieran Walshe, a
deputy commissioner of Victoria Police, states:
Claims —

in last week’s Weekly Times —
… that Victoria Police is struggling to staff country stations,
with vacancies remaining unfilled for months on end, are
inaccurate and cause unnecessary community concern.

The article goes on to quote some stations where
vacancies have been filled, but Mr Walshe does not
reply to the basic claims about Wodonga operating on
21 out of 44 staff and Wangaratta, for example, being
down to 18 below complement. Even with the
government and police command spin, the fact remains
that country police stations are underresourced.
There are solutions. We are saying the government
should: firstly, get more police back on the beat,
conduct the audit and show us what the true figures are
so we can have an informed debate; and secondly, let us
have more incentives for police to locate in country
Victoria, including the upgrading of some of our major
stations which are still absolutely appalling — I am
referring to Benalla, Euroa and Mount Buller — while
keeping in mind the benefits of co-locating emergency
services along with police in those areas. We also need
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to retain police houses in medium-sized communities to
attract police officers and their families to and retain
them in those communities. We want them to be an
active part of our communities to build the trust, respect
and good communication that exist when police are part
of communities.

underresourcing of the police, and until it addresses that
issue we are going to have a problem.

We also need to reactivate the Police in Schools
program, which received universal acclaim while it was
operating. It brought increased trust in and respect for
police and improved communication between police
and young people in the time before a small proportion
of the young people started to go off the rails.
Government claims about the effectiveness of the
Police in Schools program are another example of
government spin grossly misrepresenting the truth. I
think it said that the Police in Schools program came
into direct contact with only 5 per cent of children. The
government failed to mention that if police go to the
schools each year and address years 5 and 6, over a
period of the time each primary school student will
eventually have face-to-face contact with the police.
Equally of course the police are in contact with the
students out in the yard.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I stand to
congratulate the hardworking member for Kew,
because he actually cares for our police force, unlike
the mushrooms on the other side, who do whatever the
ministers tell them to do, especially the former
minister — —

The Police in Schools program was a very successful
program which was endorsed by the police but which
was shelved in favour of a program of police youth
resource officers. Do you know what the first job of the
police youth resource officer in Benalla was? His first
job was to go and get himself resourced. He had to go
out and beg the community for a car so he could
perform his duties of helping provide police resourcing
to our schools.
I endorse the call of the Leader of The Nationals for an
independent anticorruption commission. The Police
Association is now asking for this. It has come on board
and endorsed the claim, the request and the policy that
The Nationals have had for a number of years. The
government’s proposal to strengthen the Office of
Police Integrity has been criticised by the Department
of Justice, and as the Leader of the Opposition is quoted
as saying, it is simply tinkering around the edges.
Finally, in relation to the comment by the last speaker
for the government about the impact of police on the
road toll, I remind this house that country road fatalities
continue at the same level or thereabouts as they were
six years ago. There has been a reduction in deaths on
roads in the city but not a corresponding reduction in
deaths on roads in country Victoria. That needs to be
the focus of a lot more police input, and it also needs
the implementation of The Nationals program ‘Fix
country roads, save country lives’. In conclusion, the
government is in denial. It denies there is

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
There are 28 seconds left for debate on the matter of
public importance.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
Time for debate on the matter of public importance has
expired.
Before I call the next matter before the house, I would
like to remind the house of the proper form of address
for members. The Chair, in deference to members in
the cut and thrust of debate, did not wish to constantly
pull up members who were not using the correct term
of address for other members in this house. I remind
members that it is a matter of decorum and protocol and
a requirement of standing orders to use the proper form
of address when referring to other members in this
chamber. I ask members to remember that in the future.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2007–08 (part 1)
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
report on the 2007–08 budget estimates, part 1. In
particular I would like to refer to page 3 of that report in
relation to multicultural affairs. I will quote what the
Premier said to the committee in that regard as the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs:
As I mentioned just briefly, the merger of VOMA —

Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs —
into VMC —

Victorian Multicultural Commission —
has captured an extra $1 million, which enables us to put that
into direct outcomes for the many multicultural communities
and the grant program itself. New budget initiatives: three
major cultural precincts to be refurbished — Lygon, Lonsdale
and Little Bourke streets; an $8 million investment to restore
the key laneways, undertake street beautification and boost
resources to communities to showcase their cultural heritage.
We are increasing the funding of the volunteer Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria — that is going to increase
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from $180 000 to $250 000 — and we are establishing a new
multicultural centre in Geelong with up to $1 million in
matched funding.

While that sounds good I wish to refer to each of the
three initiatives that the Premier announced as part of
his report to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. The first one is the $8 million allocated to
try to restore the three multicultural precincts. As far as
I know only approximately half a million to a million
dollars of that $8 million have been spent. There are no
plans in place and there has been no feasibility study
done on what the Premier had in mind when he
announced this program.
I put on the record that I support the $8 million going to
the three precincts. I support money going to Lonsdale
Street and Lonsdale Street remaining the Hellenic
precinct of Melbourne — and similarly for Lygon
Street and Chinatown — but the question is: what has
happened to the $8 million that the Premier and the
government promised many years ago? Who is leading
the group or the committee to ensure that the money is
spent wisely? I said earlier that if the government is
unable to come to an agreement with the shop owners
along Lonsdale Street, I am happy to sit down with the
government and try to work out a way forward. I am
happy to work with the member for Dandenong and the
Minister for Industry and Trade in the other house —
the government — to make sure that the $8 million is
spent wisely for the benefit of our community.
The second issue is the increase in funding to the Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria from $180 000 to
$250 000. That is very good, but it is more like giving
money to the ECCV, saying, ‘Keep quiet, do not
criticise us and we will give you the extra $70 000’.
While I support the extra money going to the ECCV, I
would have thought perhaps they should also encourage
the ECCV to become an active member of the
Victorian Multicultural Commission. If they had
allocated one position on the VMC which would come
from the ECCV, that would ensure the VMC would
remain transparent and people knew where the money
went. Although the money has increased over the years,
no-one knows how the money has been allocated. Talk
about transparency! A lot of groups say they are
providing the funding in areas where they think they
would get the most votes. If they are using the
community to score cheap political points, I think it is
going backwards and it is not the way the government
should be treating our multicultural communities.
The final point is providing $1 million for the new
centre in Geelong. On 7 October 2002 the Minister
assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs
announced $25 000 for a feasibility study into the
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establishment of a centre in Geelong. That was in 2002.
In 2006, as part of the Australian Labor Party policy,
the government promised $1 million to go towards the
establishment of the centre in Geelong. What has
happened since? The council is in support; the
community is in support; and for newly arrived
migrants especially this centre is vital and very
important. What has happened? It just proves this
government once again cannot manage or complete a
major project on time and on budget. The question is
what has the government done with the $8 million and
what has it done with the $1 million? Has the
government given it to the council? The community
needs to know.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — Today I would
like to speak on the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee report on the misuse/abuse of
benzodiazepines and other forms of pharmaceutical
drugs in Victoria released in December last year. Today
I particularly want to refer to some of the evidence that
came from that report in relation to the effects of
benzodiazepines in relation to people’s driving. This is
an area where there is not a great deal of knowledge in
the community, but the research that our staff were able
to find and present to us raised particular concerns in
relation to people driving, particularly when people
started taking a course of benzodiazepines.
If you think of the common side-effects of
benzodiazepines, you can see why they may cause
problems for people driving. I remind the chamber that
the side-effects are sedation, drowsiness, ataxia,
psychometric slowing, motor incoordination and
mental confusion. According to the VicRoads
submission to the inquiry, the misuse or abuse of
benzodiazepines is a major road safety issue in Victoria
with significant numbers of drivers killed and
drug-impaired drivers testing positive to these drugs. I
think there is significantly more evidence that I should
also refer to.
Professor Olaf Drummer from the Victorian Institute of
Forensic Medicine looked at a number of cases and
gave evidence that these showed that benzodiazepines
were present in 65 per cent of impaired drivers, 15.8 per
cent of injured drivers and between 3 per cent and 5 per
cent of fatally injured drivers. He also noted that 33 per
cent of injured women drivers aged more than 56 years
tested positive, which of course is a very high
percentage.
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Another study in 2005 by Alford and Vester found that
the impairment associated with some benzodiazepines
was the equivalent of driving above 0.10 per cent blood
alcohol level. That is in fact double the alcohol level
that is legal in this state. I think that is a fairly
significant figure. In a comprehensive review of the
literature published between 1970 and 2002 on
benzodiazepine use and driving Kelly, Darke and Ross
found that after cannabis benzodiazepines were the
most commonly detected drugs in drivers involved in
road accidents.
More recent research taken in 2007 by Dr Chin Wei
Ch’ng and Associate Professor Mark Fitzgerald at the
National Trauma Research Institute found 15.6 per cent
of adult drivers who presented for treatment at the
Alfred hospital emergency and trauma centre between
December 2000 and April 2002 as a result of a motor
vehicle crash had benzodiazepines in their system, and
similar results were found in a study conducted at the
Royal Adelaide Hospital trauma service. That really is
quite a significant number of drivers involved in
accidents who had benzodiazepines, whether legally or
illegally, in their system.
Some later research also showed that benzodiazepines
are more likely to impair driving performance and
increase the risk of collision in the initial stages of use.
Various studies have shown that driving impairment
and collision risk is highest in the two weeks after they
are first consumed. Once the medication is stabilised
and the tolerance is developed the risk impairment is
reduced. That is a significant problem for the
community as a whole, because if you are taking them
for two weeks it is possible that you are taking them as
legally prescribed drugs and therefore there is a
difficulty if your doctor says to you that you must not
drive while taking these drugs. For some people whose
employment depends on being able to drive it really is a
significant problem because obviously you do not want
people to drive while taking these drugs, but on the
other hand you do not want them to stop taking them
because they may be dealing with significant medical
problems.
One of the recommendations is for further research into
this area. It is quite a complex and difficult medical
problem to look at, because although these drugs can be
beneficial, even if they are prescribed they can be quite
dangerous for people driving cars or operating
machinery. There is other research that also brings
forward concerns about injuries in the workplace and
testing which shows that benzodiazepines are often
present in people who are involved in accidents.
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There are some issues that arise from this and I do not
refer only to benzodiazepines but also other legally
prescribed drugs. I think we as a community have to
investigate this issue so that we can ensure that people
get the drugs they need for legitimate medical purposes
but also that if there are serious side-effects they and the
rest of the community are protected from the
side-effects these drugs may have on those people.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The inquiry, as part of its
terms of reference, was to consider the use of biofuels
to improve the fuel security of future Victorians.
In the course of that inquiry we looked at compressed
natural gas. Natural gas is abundant in Victoria and the
rest of Australia. It is principally used in households,
but its take-up in transport has been extremely poor.
The advantages of compressed natural gas (CNG) for
transport are enormous for our future economy. The
application of the technology for compressed natural
gas use in transport is well known, with a million
vehicles in Brazil and half a million in Europe running
on compressed natural gas. So the technology is off the
shelf, it is available, but we are lagging behind.
There are some key advantages with compressed
natural gas. For those who are not aware, compressed
natural gas is pressurised natural gas that consists
primarily of methane. The natural gas is compressed at
refuelling stations and taken from the existing pipelines.
I will talk some more about that pipeline network later.
Compressed natural gas is much safer than
conventional fuels in that it has a very narrow range of
flammability, and it is lighter than air so when it is
released, it disperses rapidly upwards into the
atmosphere.
One of the key constraints in compressed natural gas
use as transport fuel is the large space requirements for
the vehicle cylinders. As a consequence motorists are
required to refuel more frequently. Where you have a
natural gas grid nearby, that ought not be a problem.
Natural gas has considerable advantages over unleaded
petrol and LPG in terms of emissions or greenhouse
gases. The production and use of compressed natural
gas has been demonstrated to result in a significant
reduction in pollution.
Also the cost of CNG is considerably below other fuels.
When you have to pay for a home refuelling station it
works out at about 22 cents to 50 cents a litre, and the
cost of natural gas is not subject to the world oil price
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rises, the foreign exchange rates or the whims of our
trading partners.
Despite natural gas accounting for 20 per cent of
Australia’s energy needs, compressed natural gas
representation is very poor. It is currently used in some
trial transportation vehicles, forklifts, heavy vehicles
and buses. As I said, it is safer, and its cost is lower. It is
that cost factor that I want to focus on. If you were to
have commercial-sized refuelling stations, the cost to
the public would be in the range of 20 cents to 26 cents
a litre.
So we have a one-off opportunity for some cooperative
federalism from the other side of the house. If we want
to get inflation down in Australia, we should take up
and use compressed natural gas. We would then have a
one-off, no-side-effect deflationary economic
instrument in Australia that would take away some of
the pain that is occurring elsewhere in our community
as we battle inflation. We do not have to take money
away from pensioners; we do not have to cut
government services; we just need to be smarter in our
approach to the use of natural gas.
What is holding back the use of natural gas? Essentially
we need the gas network to be expanded. We have the
natural gas extension program, which is a capital
investment by the government that got under way in
2003. However, that work is pretty much done. We
need it to be expanded to other areas. At present we are
using liquefied petroleum gas in cylinders for homes,
industry, forklifts and other vehicles. It needs to be used
in vehicles. We need LPG for the future, not just now.
We need the natural gas to be extended, particularly
into the north of country Victoria, where there are
large-scale uses of gas for industry, and it could be used
for transport. We need to use LPG for our vehicles. We
need to stop using it to heat our homes and cook our
dinners. We need to have homes connected to the gas
network so we can use the remaining LPG in our
vehicles and get on with the smart way to the future and
get our inflation rate under control. I urge the
government to deal with the future security of
Victorians by adopting these recommendations on the
terms of reference and working with their federal
colleagues to make this happen.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the Drugs
and Crime Prevention Committee inquiry into
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
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pharmaceutical drugs. In particular I want to address
the findings of the committee and the submission that
was made to the committee by John Calloway, chief
pharmacist, pharmaceutical services branch, Tasmanian
Department of Health in regard to the categories of
doctors. He lists four categories of doctors. With doctor
shortages and the pressures on those now operating in
Victoria, naturally they will have extra workloads and
little time to really assess their patients.
If the house would bear with me, I will quote from
page 123 of the report:
Doctor subgroup 1 (The regular doctor)
These doctors form the great majority of general practitioners.
We believe that their judgement is generally reasonably good.
They are willing to prescribe opioids for patients with severe
chronic pain. They are generally cautious about initiating
opioids but they often inherit patients already on —

painkillers.
That is the issue. When people change doctors, the
doctors do not have enough time to do all the tests, and
the people who are already hooked on painkilling drugs
simply tell the doctors which drugs help them.
The report outlines the second category of doctor:
Doctor subgroup 2 (The intimidated doctor)
These doctors are sometimes elderly, or are isolated. They are
pressured or threatened by patients in various ways into
prescribing drugs which may be abused. They also know that
they will not have a policeman [sic] nearby all of the time to
protect them from aggressive patients.

I have had my office in St Albans for many years, and I
have known doctors who have put signs up saying they
would not prescribe Rohypnol or other pharmaceutical
drugs, simply to keep the patients away, especially after
hours.
The report outlines category 3:
Doctor subgroup 3 (The ‘soft’ prescriber)
These are relatively few in number. They are usually
sympathetic doctors trying earnestly to do good for each
patient and they believe that they are doing good. However,
their judgement is essentially poor and they are easily
persuaded and manipulated by the patients.

That is also a very important factor. Some patients can
be very aggressive and clever in obtaining scripts that
are not actually needed for an ailment.
Then we have category 4:
Doctor subgroup 4 (The rogue doctor)
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Fortunately these cases are very rare. These doctors turn a
blind eye and supply drugs for non-medical purposes. Their
actions are essentially criminal. They may have social links
with those who abuse or sell drugs, and enjoy risk taking.

Having mentioned those four categories, I ask members
of the house to read the report and consider the
situation, because it is important that we are familiar
with the pressure doctors are put under. Most members
seem to think that doctors make all the decisions. The
GP clinics are under a lot of pressure and have patients
demanding various prescriptions. Sometimes these
prescriptions have to be reviewed.
Sometimes in nursing homes there is an oversupply of
prescriptions and the guardians do not wake up to it
until the residents are shifted to another nursing home;
then all of a sudden they discover that far too many
scripts than were needed were being issued. People
need to be aware of those things. It is quite easy in a
nursing home — sometimes coincidentally and without
deliberate malice — for a regular prescription to be
oversupplied and for the medicine to stock up. The
guardians often do not look at the prescriptions being
made out, and it is only when the bill needs to be paid
that they all of a sudden wake up and say that their
mum, dad or sister has been oversupplied with
medicine.
It is important that we look at those situations and keep
it in mind that the medical profession is under pressure.
I know that in my area people get scripts and send the
medicine overseas to relatives who cannot afford it in
their countries. Sometimes they are not available or
they are not on the free list — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2007–08 (part 2)
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to make
some comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) report on the 2007–08 budget
estimates. In doing so I will refer to the part 2 report.
The Minister for Mental Health testified to the
committee regarding the youth early psychosis
program. On page 10 of the transcript of evidence
relating to the chapter 4.13 dealing with the mental
health portfolio the minister is reported as
acknowledging to the committee that early intervention
services are an important area that require additional
reform and that the youth early psychosis program will
help achieve better outcomes, allowing services to
intervene earlier. I agree with the minister that mental
health services in Victoria need additional reform and
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that early intervention services are the best place to
start. But the coalition, unlike the minister, is
committed to this position in deed and not only in word.
Under the former coalition government Victoria was
recognised as a national leader in mental health reform
and service provision.
The Liberal commitment to youth mental health in the
last election campaign was unmatched by this
government. Rather, what we see today is that Labor’s
Victorian mental health system is characterised by a
lack of access and no continuity of care. While we all
know the situation is bad across the board, for young
people the system is particularly unresponsive and
crisis driven. For example, Orygen Youth Health
reports that it manages to treat 800 young people every
year but is forced to turn away 1200. The Boston
Consulting Group says the number of young people
receiving care is incredibly small and that there has
been limited investment in prevention and early
intervention. Services targeted at young people are
desperately needed because 75 per cent of mental
illness presents before the age of 25 and over a quarter
of young people experience a mental health problem
every year. Many of them do not access any services.
Increasingly we are becoming aware of the benefits of
getting young people help in the very early stages of a
mental illness. In such cases there is a much greater
chance of their leading fulfilling and productive lives
with stable and rewarding relationships and
employment. In light of the government’s ongoing
failure in this area I am disappointed to report to the
house that in the last fortnight Labor rejected a proposal
that would have made significant inroads into fixing
our broken mental health system. The National Youth
Mental Health Foundation, known as headspace and
driven by a national partnership of leading mental
health providers, submitted a proposal to the minister
for funding in the upcoming budget. The proposal was
to create a community of youth services, incorporating
an expanded and enhanced version of the youth early
psychosis services the minister speaks of at page 2 of
the transcript relevant to chapter 4.13.
These service hubs would focus on young people from
12 to 25 years of age and would break down the service
silos that epitomise this government’s failed approach
to service provision. At the moment mental health and
drug and alcohol services are separate entities despite
the fact that over 50 per cent of young people with a
mental illness also have a drug or alcohol problem. The
reality is that rather than coming to the ‘no wrong door’
that the minister is constantly spruiking, many young
people are going round and round in a revolving door.
Rather than seeing young people shunted from one
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service to another, the proposed community of youth
services would provide a continuum of care, utilising
not only mental health and drug and alcohol workers
but also GPs and youth and vocational workers. The
youth early psychosis program discussed in the PAEC
hearings would also be expanded from the current
partial service, and the services would be moved from
their current location — inappropriately tacked on to
adult services — into the youth hubs.
This was an exciting proposal to radically reform
Labor’s failed system and to create a statewide early
intervention service providing holistic care. It is
profoundly regrettable that the Brumby government has
seen fit to reject it. The headspace organisation was set
up under the previous federal government with
generous funding in an initiative that brings together the
best and brightest. It is truly world leading in the work
it does and the service models it employs. Other states
have recognised this and jumped on board. Notably,
New South Wales has poured in over $30 million to
co-fund headspace, but the Brumby government has
consistently refused to get involved. Ian Hickey,
executive director of the Brain and Mind Research
Institute, was quoted last year as saying:
The emphasis has changed under (Premier Morris Iemma) to
respond to the need for early intervention and
community-based services. The Premier has got it, and the
other states have yet to get it.

I say to our Victorian Premier and to the Minister for
Mental Health: it is time to ‘get it’. In the last funding
round four new locations in Victoria were funded by
the federal government to develop the headspace
program. However, the demand for the program is so
high that for every two applications the federal
government was able to fund, five missed out. The
result of this government’s continuing failure to commit
to genuine, world-leading youth mental health
programs is that important country areas like Ballarat
and Bendigo and the entire east of Melbourne, all of
which desperately need these services, simply have not
got the headspace program, and the young people go
without. This government needs to commit to funding
these sorts of important initiatives and should not be
going at it alone. I ask the minister and the Premier to
reconsider the proposal.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2006–07
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to discuss some
implications from the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) 2006–07 annual report, which was
tabled in October last year. In doing so I acknowledge
the work done by that committee. I take this

707

opportunity — I am sure I am speaking on behalf of
everyone — to wish the member for Narre Warren
South, a member of that committee, a speedy recovery.
We look forward to seeing her back here as soon as she
is able to return after her recent illness.
The area I wish to specifically focus on in the annual
report is at page 23 and the following few pages and
deals with a separate report on private investment in
public infrastructure that PAEC had undertaken. I want
to look at this because hindsight shows how
groundbreaking the 2006 report by PAEC on private
investment in public infrastructure really was. We are
seeing an increasing pickup by a number of
jurisdictions of the principles of public-private sector
investment in the productive capacity of the Australian
and Victorian economies.
It is important to note that the new Rudd federal Labor
government has taken particular account of some of the
groundbreaking work done by the Victorian
government and, I suspect, has cast its eager eye over
some aspects of the PAEC’s work in this regard. That is
important because the Rudd government has
foreshadowed that with its new Infrastructure Australia
Authority it will be seeking to break through the
logjams that have been created in the productive
capacity of the Australian economy. It will be dealing
with capacity, skills and infrastructure restraints that
were for too long ignored by the previous federal
government. It of course takes the view that there is a
significant role for public-private sector investment in
the efforts to remove capacity restraints. It could do a
lot worse than look around at the examples of what
happens in other jurisdictions and find the work done
by PAEC in considering the Victorian government’s
handling of public-private partnerships.
Of course public-private partnerships (PPPs) are
increasingly favoured as a mechanism for management
of significantly large investments in this state, in the
productive capacity of the economy, because they bring
in approaches of innovation in design and different
levels of using the competitive tension of the
marketplace in delivery, design and in cost. They do so
in a manner that compares such arrangements to the
public sector through the public sector comparator.
The benefits of PPPs, as the committee found, can
generally be seen in these larger capacity projects
which would derive some significant benefit from this
competitive tension in the bidding, design and project
management and the ongoing maintenance of such
projects. I think it would yield the federal government
some benefit to consider in further detail the work that
has now been done by this Victorian government and
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levered off the work done by PAEC as it considers
some of these successful public-private partnerships
that as time goes on we can see are delivering for
Victoria.
Already we have seen projects such as the Southern
Cross Station and the showgrounds as being successful
models of this approach. At the moment we have the
children’s hospital and the new fruit and vegetable
wholesale market out at Epping together with a number
of projects — I think it is 11 — for the delivery of
schools in the very near future. I think it behoves us all
to acknowledge the leadership shown by the Victorian
government in this respect and the work done by PAEC
as it continues to monitor this important area of private
and public sector investment in Victoria.

SENATE ELECTIONS AMENDMENT BILL
Withdrawn
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — By leave, I
move:
That the following order of the day, government business, be
read and discharged:
Senate Elections Amendment Bill 2006 — Second
reading — Resumption of debate.
and that the bill be withdrawn.

In so doing I will just make a number of comments in
relation to this matter. As we would recall, before its
spectacular election defeat last year the Howard
government passed what could only be described as an
ominous electoral bill aimed at trying to keep itself in
office by disenfranchising thousands of young
Australians — preventing them from voting. The
Electoral and Referendum Amendment (Electoral
Integrity and Other Measures) Act was introduced by
the Howard government in June of 2006.
The so-called electoral integrity act was a fairly sinister
piece of legislation perpetrated on the Australian public
by the Howard government. The proposed changes in
that piece of legislation had the possibility of denying
hundreds of thousands of Australians the right to vote.
As we will recall, since 1984 the Electoral Act has
required a seven-day period of grace between the
issuing of the writs and the close of the electoral roll. It
has been estimated that on average there are something
like 350 000 roll movements during the seven-day
period of grace, and about 80 000 of these are new to
the roll.
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As a result of changes that were introduced by the
Howard government, the electoral rolls were to close at
8.00 p.m. on the day that the writs were actually issued.
Closing the rolls on the day an election was called had
the potential to disenfranchise some 80 000 new voters,
most of whom would have been young people about to
vote for the very first time.
Members might recall that in mid-2006 opinion polls
were reporting that on a two-party preferred basis, 18 to
25-year-olds preferred federal Labor to the coalition.
Those polls were showing something like 64 per cent
for Labor to 36 per cent for the coalition. It is very clear
that these were matters that were taken into account
when this sinister piece of legislation was introduced
federally, and it is clear that the changes that would
have been perpetrated by this legislation would
certainly have benefited the federal coalition. It is the
most plausible explanation of why it pursued this issue
so doggedly and for so long.
It was unashamedly clear that the former Prime
Minister knew what he was doing. He was attempting
to limit the political power of young people by shutting
them out of the democratic process — making it far
more difficult for young people to vote. It was a
deliberate attempt by the former Prime Minister to
silence a voice that rarely sang from the same song
sheet as he did. In Victoria, the Brumby government
wholeheartedly opposes legislation that attempts to
disenfranchise young voters. In fact we oppose any
attempts to disenfranchise any voters.
Unfortunately, when the federal Electoral Act was
passed, the Victorian government was advised of a
need to introduce the Senate Elections Amendment Bill
to bring the closure of the rolls into line with the new
commonwealth law. Members of this place will recall
last year that the Victorian government certainly
expressed its opposition to suppressing the voice of
young voters by not proceeding with the Senate
Elections Amendment Bill, but it has remained on the
notice paper of this house.
I recall that on numerous occasions opposition
members would come in here and in effect demand that
this particular piece of legislation be debated and want
to know why we were not debating it. We made it clear
that it was the policy of the then opposition federally, if
it was elected, to seek the withdrawal of this piece of
legislation to ensure that it did not proceed with the
general tenet of the legislation and to re-enfranchise
young voters. Despite that, members of this place on
the opposition benches were very keen for us to pursue
the attempt to disenfranchise in particular young voters
from being able to vote.
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I draw the attention of the house to the fact that the
newly elected Rudd Labor government has indeed
foreshadowed that it will be repealing the electoral
integrity act. That is something that we on this side of
the chamber wholeheartedly support. I would hope all
members wholeheartedly support the repeal of that
legislation. As a result we will not have to amend our
legislation and it gives me a substantial amount of
pleasure to officially withdraw the Senate Elections
Amendment Bill from the Victorian Parliament.
Of course it remains to be seen how many first-time
voters were actually excluded from voting in last year’s
federal election. As I recall, the writs for the federal
election were issued on, I think, the Wednesday and the
rolls closed at 8.00 p.m. on that same day, whereas
previously the rolls would not have closed for some
seven days, allowing people to update their enrolment
forms and get enrolled in time to vote. The rolls closed
on the same day that the writs were issued. At this stage
it is impossible to know how many people were able to
enrol to vote in that very short period of time and how
many people were unable to vote and were as a result
deprived of their democratic right to vote at the last
federal election. Until these figures are collated — and I
have no doubt they will be collated in due course — we
can only speculate about whether the massive defeat of
the Howard government would have been even greater
had many tens of thousands of particularly young
people been able to enrol. Nonetheless that is simply
speculation.
I have to say that the changes that were introduced by
the Howard government were draconian and
undemocratic. As I have said, they were a deliberate
attempt to silence a section of the community that had
already voiced its disapproval of the Howard
government. The legislation sought to deny vast
numbers of young people the right to vote, in my view
for no other reason than that the Howard government
wanted to hang onto power for as long as it could and it
attempted to do whatever it could to hang onto that
power.
Closing the rolls immediately after an election is called
has not been in the best interests of parliamentary
democracy in the past and we are of the view that it is
not in the interests of parliamentary democracy going
forward. That is why we will continue to look at new
ways to strengthen parliamentary democracy in this
state and to enfranchise more Victorians to vote rather
than to disenfranchise a section of the community from
participating in the democratic process.
That is an explanation as to why we are not proceeding
with this piece of legislation. We have sought and have
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obtained advice from the new Rudd government that it
will be repealing the federal legislation. We welcome
that; we think that is appropriate. We believe the
legislation was absolutely inappropriate. That is why
we are more than happy to be withdrawing the Senate
Elections Amendment Bill from the notice paper.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The motion before the
house raises three issues — first of all, the merits of the
commonwealth legislation which the bill being
withdrawn was intended to assist in giving effect to;
secondly, why the Labor government in Victoria failed
to pass prior to the last election legislation which the
government itself introduced into this house; and
thirdly, what the appropriate course of action should be
in relation to this bill.
In relation to the first of these matters, the
Attorney-General is following the old Leninist principle
that if you assert a proposition loud enough and long
enough people can be browbeaten into believing it. We
have had the Attorney-General banging on and on and
on with this claim, which he put in a dozen different
ways, alleging disenfranchisement of young people by
the Howard government. The fact is that that is a
complete nonsense. The reason for the legislation that
was passed under the previous federal government in
this aspect was to help overcome a chronic problem
being faced by the Australian Electoral Commission —
namely, being swamped with large numbers of
last-minute enrolments which cause it considerable
difficulties in processing. If you read the reports of the
various commonwealth parliamentary committees it
becomes pretty clear that the Australian Electoral
Commission was looking for ways to help overcome
this difficulty.
One of the adverse consequences of the Australian
Electoral Commission being swamped by last-minute
lodgements of paperwork is the potential for electoral
fraud. Those opposite have great experience with that.
It is a disgrace that both federally and at a state level the
Labor side of politics has been resisting measures to
ensure greater integrity of our electoral process.
What needs to be made absolutely clear is that the
measures that were being undertaken by the
commonwealth government were accompanied by a
vigorous and extensive advertising program by the
Australian Electoral Commission designed to achieve
exactly the objective that I have referred to — namely,
to encourage people to lodge their initial enrolments or
change of enrolment details in a timely manner. The
point needs to be made clear that the matters concerned
relate to people enrolling to vote for the first time, and
you are entitled and expected to enrol to vote for the
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first time when you first become qualified to enrol to
vote — for example, when you turn 18 years of age or
when you take on Australian citizenship.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should not
debate the question.
Mr Wells — That is disgraceful.

Mr Stensholt — No, 17.
Mr BRUMBY — The truth hurts.
Mr CLARK — I thank the member for Burwood,
who makes the further point that you can provisionally
enrol when you turn 17.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — The Australian Electoral
Commission has again put considerable effort into
drawing that to the attention of young people. The
member for Burwood indicates that his daughter did so;
my own daughter did so. It can and should be a matter
of course that young people provisionally enrol upon
turning 17 years of age. If you believe the fanciful
notions of the Attorney-General and others on that side
of the house, then the wicked Howard government
would have been repealing rather than supporting
provisional enrolments and working with the Australian
Electoral Commission to encourage people to go out
and provisionally enrol when they turned 17. Similarly
the Howard government was in fact facilitating people
being able to vote in circumstances where they became
Australian citizens between the day after the issue of
the writs and the election day.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Debate interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Health professionals: industrial action
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
strike announced today by the Health Services Union,
of Australia which, the union states:
… will result in the closure of all Victorian public hospital
admissions and will mean that patients in every public
intensive care unit will need to be evacuated.

Why, for seven months, has the Premier refused to
negotiate with the health services union, leading to yet
another confrontation and crisis in the Victorian health
system?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Under the former
government we saw hospitals close, 8000 nurses sacked
and beds closed right across the state.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Wells — Premier, you would not understand
because you take no responsibility for capital recovery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Scoresby. I will not have that manner of interjection
today. I ask the member for Narre Warren North for
some cooperation.
Mr BRUMBY — Obviously it is important that we
run our hospital system in the best way possible. We
have put more than 8000 additional nurses into our
hospital system, and on average most hospitals have a
budget today which is twice the budget they had when
we were elected in 1999.
In relation to the matter to which the Leader of the
Opposition refers, the government is always willing and
wanting to sit down and negotiate with the relevant
organisations the EBA (enterprise bargaining
agreement) arrangements going forward. I repeat: we
are willing and wanting to do that.
We have a wages policy which has been a longstanding
wages policy. It is based around an increase of 3.25 per
cent and productivity offsets above that. That is the
same wages policy that we applied in relation to the
police EBA, the same wages policy that we applied in
relation to the nurses EBA and the same wages policy
which applied in relation to public service wages and
conditions. In all of those cases that wages policy
served as an appropriate framework for getting an
outcome which was in the interests of both the
employees in those industries and in the broader public
interest for the people of Victoria. It represents an
appropriate balance between value for money and
service expansion for the people of our state.

Climate change: government initiatives
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — My question is
also to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the climate
change challenge facing Victoria. How is the
government acting to deliver on new jobs as well as
protect the environment?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for his question. I think it is true to say that
climate change is a challenge not just for the people of
Victoria but for the people of Australia and for the
planet generally. That is why our government
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welcomed the first major decision made by the new
federal government, the Rudd government, which was
to ratify the Kyoto protocol.
I joined the Prime Minister in Bali last year for the
United Nations conference. While I was there I
addressed a number of audiences in relation to the
measures our government was putting in place to tackle
climate change and to create, at the same time as
helping our environment, a new climate of economic
opportunities that would come through positive action.
I was pleased to announce, for example, that the
Victorian government is leading the way with its
actions through VRET, the Victorian renewable energy
target, which comes into force this year. It means that
energy retailers will be forced to purchase 193 gigawatt
hours of renewable energy this year, building to
3274 gigawatt hours by 2016.
This is the best scheme of its type in Australia. It will
save 27 million tonnes of greenhouse gas. To put that
into perspective, it is equivalent to removing every car
from Victoria’s roads for two years. Just as importantly,
the VRET is expected to generate something like
$2 billion worth of new investment in clean energy, as
well as create 2000 jobs.
One of the greatest examples that has come from VRET
is the partnership with Solar Systems, where the state
government is contributing up to $50 million to Solar
Systems. I recently joined the federal and state
ministers at the launch of the Solar Systems
manufacturing plant in Abbotsford — $22 million. It is
great news for regional Victoria because that new plant
will be built in north-western Victoria. In aggregate this
will be a $420 million investment and will create
hundreds of jobs in the process of construction. It will
be the largest solar powered power station anywhere in
the Southern Hemisphere. It will generate enough
power for 45 000 homes with zero emissions.
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and indeed the private sector this year. As I have
announced previously, I will be undertaking a climate
change summit. It will be held here, in this very
chamber, on 4 April this year. As I speak, invitations
are being emailed to more than 120 leaders in this
area — experts and community groups. In addition I
am inviting the leaders of the Liberal, Nationals and
Greens political parties to join me in exploring how
Victoria will tackle the climate change challenge. I
know that the Leader of The Nationals will be looking
forward to joining us in that climate change summit and
contributing towards the solutions.

Health professionals: industrial action
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to his statements of December 2007 that
industrial action by the Health Services Union of
Australia was unnecessary because the government was
still prepared to discuss the issues. Will the minister
advise the house if he has had any meetings with the
health services union between December 2007 and
today, and what the outcome of those meetings was?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question. As the
Premier has made clear and as I have made clear on
numerous occasions, the government has a wages
policy that is about fairly balancing the need to
appropriately reward, in this case, medical scientists
and members of the no. 4 branch of the health services
union with the need to appropriately leave sufficient
capacity in the budget to employ more medical
scientists, to expand our health services, to treat more
patients and to provide better care.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I have asked about
meetings, and I ask you to have him answer that
question.

I am pleased to say that through our ETIS (energy
technology innovation strategy) program we have also
put $6 million into demonstrating that carbon dioxide
can be sequestered underground — that is, carbon
capture storage. Victoria will have the world’s first
large-scale trial commencing on 2 April. We have also
contributed $30 million to the Centre for Energy and
Greenhouse Technologies, which is located in the
Latrobe Valley, and which now has hundreds of
millions of dollars of potential investment
opportunities.

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The question clearly referred the minister to
his December 2007 statements about industrial action.
It did go on to expand on the points that the member
has raised in his point of order, but I am not prepared to
uphold that point of order.

The issue of climate change will be front and centre of
the agendas of the federal government, our government,

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

Dr Napthine — How many meetings did you have?
None!
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, the
government has a wages policy that is about fairly
balancing the need to reward in this case medical
scientists and others who are members of the no. 4
branch of the Health Services Union with the need to
leave sufficient capacity in the budget to continue our
record investment.
In terms of the foreshadowed industrial action by this
union, as I understand it the commission, the
independent umpire, terminated the bargaining period
last week, and the way to get an outcome here that is in
the best interests of all concerned is to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — What is important here, rather
than taking unnecessary industrial action, is to come
together, supported by the independent umpire playing
its proper role as part of the compulsory conciliation
process, to reach a fair and balanced outcome. I am
absolutely confident that with the support of the
independent umpire — —
Mr Ryan — I renew my point of order, Speaker.
The minister is debating the question. I have asked
about meetings, and I ask you to direct him to answer
that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker cannot
direct a minister to answer a question. Under standing
orders — and I think in the past I have mentioned to the
member for Ferntree Gully that he needs to get a good
grip on standing orders — answers need to be relevant,
succinct and factual. The minister is being relevant to
the overall question posed by the Leader of The
Nationals. I cannot direct him to answer or not answer
any particular part of that question.
Mr ANDREWS — What is absolutely important
here is a fair, reasonable and balanced outcome, and I
have confidence that that is exactly what we will
deliver.

Water: Melbourne usage
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — My question is to
the Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister outline to the house what the Brumby
government is doing to ensure that Melbourne water
users continue to use water efficiently?
Mr Delahunty interjected.
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Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — This is
urban — not country water but urban water. There is a
difference. I thank the honourable member for Lowan
for his interjection.
I particularly thank the member for Burwood for his
question. This is good news for all Victorians, because
what it shows is that all Victorians are doing more than
their bit to help us respond to the challenges of climate
change, drought and a future with less water
availability. The data show us that in recent years
Melburnians particularly have responded magnificently
to the challenge of reduced water availability. There has
been a great response from Melburnians to the
challenges of climate change and drought. In fact in the
year 2006 the people of Melbourne used 438 billion
litres of water, and in the calendar year 2007
Melburnians used 369 billion litres of water — a 16 per
cent reduction in water usage, which is the equivalent
of three reservoirs of equivalent size to the Maroondah
Reservoir. This is an outstanding achievement — a
16 per cent reduction in water use by the people of
Melbourne.
Dr Sykes interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Benalla
is warned. Interjections in that manner are most
disorderly.
Mr HOLDING — This urban water that has been
saved can be put to more productive uses and can offset
the reduction that we have seen in inflows into our
storages. It is great news because it means industry is
doing its bit. In accordance with government
legislation, those industries or businesses that use
10 megalitres — 10 million litres — or more of water
each year are now required to complete a water MAP, a
water management action plan. This requires them to
set targets and to propose strategies to meet those
targets. I know that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition mocks this, but this will supply 5 billion
litres of additional water for Melbourne every year in
the years to come. It is a great outcome, and it shows
that industry is doing its bit to meet our needs.
Of course households are also doing their bit. They
have responded to the government’s rebate program by
applying for and receiving 186 000 rebates for more
water-efficient shower heads and dual-flush toilets, and
they have applied for rebates for rainwater tanks. I
know this is of passionate interest to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, who is a person deeply committed to
rainwater tanks.
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It has been used by all sorts of Melburnians for all sorts
of measures to help householders reduce their water
consumption, as 60 per cent of water in Melbourne is
used by households. We have also seen a great water
recycling outcome, with Melbourne now recycling
22.5 per cent of its water and meeting its 2010 target
almost three years ahead of schedule — and we are
building on that with the upgrade for the eastern
treatment plant, which will see Melbourne able to
access more than 100 billion litres of recycled
wastewater that would otherwise have gone to waste.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr HOLDING — The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition interjects about 2012. The 22.5 per cent
wastewater recycling target has been met now, which
means we have already met the target we set ourselves
for 2010.
We have our Smart Water Fund, which has provided
more than $20 million in funding for water
conservation projects right across Victoria since 2002.
This has supported more than 120 projects.
Melburnians are doing their bit and Victorians are
doing their bit. This is all part of the government’s
$4.9 billion augmentation to provide water
infrastructure projects to increase Victoria’s water
supplies — a desalination plant, modernised irrigation
infrastructure and a statewide water grid to provide
water security for Victorians for the next 50 years.
We have a plan, and we have the runs on the board of
what has been achieved already. The opposition
members cannot even decide amongst themselves
which water projects they are committed to and which
ones they have ditched based on their new coalition
arrangements. We look forward to hearing from the
urban water spokesperson and the rural water
spokesperson to fill in those gaps. In the meantime this
government is getting on with the job of delivering
major water augmentations to provide water security
for all Victorians.

Health professionals: industrial action
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer him to the strike by
the Health Services Union of Australia and to his
previous answers and the previous answers of the
Minister for Health, and I ask: does the Premier stand
by the minister’s claim that the Australian Industrial
Relations Commission terminated the health services
union bargaining period last week, or will the Premier
now do what he has previously refused to do and
request the AIRC to intervene today?

713

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — In relation to this
matter and to the previous related matter raised by the
Leader of the Opposition, I can only reiterate that the
government is keen to see this dispute settled at the
earliest opportunity. Whether that is a matter of
continuing through negotiations or — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. Does he stand by his
minister’s claim of a few minutes ago or will he ask the
AIRC to intervene?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have indicated, the
government is keen to see this matter resolved at the
earliest opportunity. We have a wages policy.
Obviously the union also has its log of claims. In the
nature of these arrangements, what obviously occurs is
that the government and the union will finally agree on
an outcome. Whether it is through the Australian
Industrial Relations Commission or whether it is
through the parties agreeing on the new enterprise
bargaining agreement arrangements going forward, I
can only repeat that we intend to build that around our
wages policy at the soonest opportunity.

Climate change: agriculture strategy
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house of the action the government
is taking to prepare Victorian farmers for the challenge
of climate change?
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the member for Ballarat East for his question. The
Brumby government is on the front foot in terms of
delivering better farming services and better services to
farmers in the face of climate change. We have seen
10 years of dry conditions. In this chamber we all know
the difficult circumstances to which our farming and
agricultural communities have been exposed. Current
predictions are that circumstances will get tougher
still — the climate will get hotter, the climate will get
drier and we will have more extreme weather events
confronting agriculture and the community as a whole.
The Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource
Economics has estimated that the potential impact of
climate change on agricultural production is a 15 per
cent drop by the year 2050 if we do nothing in the
meantime. But I can reassure the member for Ballarat
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East that the government is acting. We are acting in
terms of research, we are acting in terms of practice
change and we are acting in terms of policy
development. For example, the Victorian climate
change adaptation program is a $3.2 million Brumby
government program that is about developing a clear
picture of the impacts and responses to climate change
by Victorian agriculture. It includes the Department of
Primary Industries greenhouse in agriculture program
to reduce emissions. One example of this program is
the co-investment we are doing with the dairy industry
into mitigation, new breeding, feeding and animal
husbandry programs. Another example is the
$13 million research and development program, which
includes carbon offsets and emission and trading
opportunities. Helping rural communities to respond is
of course an important part of our response to climate
change.
We are working in research development, for example,
on drought tolerant grains which are suitable for
Victoria and suitable for a drier future climate.
Economic and policy research includes a statewide
assessment of risks, challenges and opportunities,
which also includes carbon markets. We do this
through a consultative process which involves us
talking to farmers right across the state and engaging
with farm leaders about the future of farming under
climate change.
We are working with the federal government; it is great
to be able to work with the federal government and
other state jurisdictions on coordinated efforts in terms
of the work program that each jurisdiction sets itself.
We do not want to duplicate our effort; time is too
precious and resources are too precious to duplicate.
The coordination of jurisdictions is excellent and
something that we are still further developing. As a
government we are determined to deliver better services
to our farmers. We are on the front foot to work with
farmers and to meet the challenges and opportunities of
climate change.

Rail: rolling stock
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer the minister to the
chronic overcrowding on Melbourne’s train network,
and I ask: will the minister immediately exercise the
government’s confidential option for an additional
20 new six-car trains, or has the Premier decreed that
this decision be delayed for a pre-election stunt?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Polwarth for his question and his
sudden interest in public transport. We have indeed had
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patronage increases — quite unusual patronage
increases, and increases that we actually welcome as a
government, because we are very committed to public
transport — of 23 per cent on trains over the last two
years, and we are expecting that patronage increase to
continue. In the Meeting Our Transport Challenges plan
there was a commitment to additional rolling stock for
trains. The Brumby government has seen fit to bring
forward the acquisition of some of that rolling stock, so
it has commissioned the purchase of 18 new trains.
That is well ahead of the Meeting Our Transport
Challenges commitment, and the trains will begin to be
rolled out in 2009. In Meeting Our Transport
Challenges there is also a commitment for
new-generation trains; that is still a commitment that
we have. This government is very committed to public
transport and to ensuring that we invest in public
transport. We have committed to $7.5 billion over the
next 10 years. That is a commitment that the Brumby
government has made, and it will continue to make
those commitments to public transport.

Energy: efficient households
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. I refer to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family in a
carbon-constrained world, and I ask: what is the
Brumby government doing to help Victorian families
minimise their energy use and hence manage their
energy bills?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I have just come back from a lunch — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — That is right, it was a
Women of Influence lunch where the guest speaker was
Cathy Zoi. Cathy Zoi is the founding chief executive
officer of the Alliance for Climate Protection. This is a
non-government organisation chaired by Al Gore.
Cathy said in her luncheon address today that while it
was up to individuals to change to energy-efficient light
bulbs, it was up to governments to change the laws
affecting climate change. That is what this government
is doing here, and that is what Labor is doing at the
national level. All of the experts agree that once the cost
of carbon takes effect in energy prices — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I seek some cooperation
from the member for Kororoit and also the member for
South-West Coast.
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Mr BATCHELOR — Experts all agree that once
that cost has been factored into prices, they are likely to
increase in the future, but before that happens this
government is taking action to try and ameliorate that
cost of carbon. Victorian families will be able to
undertake action now in advance of the new emissions
trading scheme coming into service, and those
Victorian families will be able to ensure that they can
better manage their energy bills by minimising their
energy use order to reduce the price of energy in the
years ahead.
Some of the things that can be done by these Victorian
families to save on their energy bills are really
surprisingly simple. For example, as Cathy Zoi
suggests, if you change the light globes in your home
and install the compact fluorescents, you are able to
reduce your energy bills, and we know you can save up
to 80 per cent of your lighting costs.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — Clearly Victorian
households are much smarter than the Leader of the
Opposition over here.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr BATCHELOR — Victorian households are
much smarter than the member carrying out the actions
that we have just seen over here. Whilst it is up to the
individuals who will change their light globes and save
money, the government does have a role to play. The
Climate Institute has carried out research, and it has
found that 90 per cent of Australians think there is a
role for the government to help make homes more
energy efficient, and that is what this Brumby
government is doing. We are already acting on this
issue. Our black balloons campaign has been so
effective that it has been copied, and it will be screened
in cinemas in the USA in the coming months. It is a
successful behavioural change program that people
overseas see as world leading.
Last year the Victorian Parliament passed legislation
whereby it created our world-leading Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme (VEET), and this will come
into operation at the commencement of the next
calendar year. VEET will make it easier for people to
make their homes more energy efficient and save
money on their energy bills. Modelling suggests that
the actions they take can cut the average participating
household power bill by around $45 a year.
The Brumby government has also established the
energy and water task force to specifically help
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disadvantaged households. As the member for Preston
would know, because of the many homes in his
electorate that have received the benefit of this
initiative, there are some 4600 homes here in
Victoria — mostly public housing — that have been
retrofitted with around $300 of energy-saving and
water-saving materials which have been installed in
each of the residences.
Energy efficiency does not mean sacrificing quality of
life; it is about being smarter with our energy. The
Brumby government is really ahead of the pack in
introducing these changes well in advance of the
national emissions trading scheme so our Victorian
families can minimise their use of energy, minimise
their contribution to greenhouse gas emissions and be
smarter.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — Much smarter than the
member for Bass!

Timber industry: licence reduction program
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. I refer to
recent VicForests sawlog auction results, which show
Blue Ridge Hardwoods, located at Eden, as a successful
bidder for more than 8000 cubic metres of timber, and I
ask: given that Blue Ridge Hardwoods closed its
sawmills in Victoria under the government’s voluntary
licence reduction program, will the minister explain the
benefits of providing a taxpayer-funded handout to the
company and then allowing that company to purchase
Victorian-grown timber and process it in its new
$11 million mill in New South Wales?
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question and his
new-found interest in forestry issues. Can I just say
from the outset that the Victorian government — the
Brumby government — is of course committed to a
sustainable, effective and positive forestry industry
across this state. With the introduction of the auction
system by VicForests we have seen a commercial
value — a realistic economic value — being placed on
our timber resource.
Now the auction system, as I understand it, takes into
account a number of factors — of course resource
availability and economic factors such as price
et cetera — and takes into account the social impact of
the auction outcomes. Clearly as the auction system
plays out — the auctions were deferred as a
consequence of the resource insecurities resulting from
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the impact of bushfires and other resource impacts —
and we go forward with it, the policy of VicForests and
the policy of the government is to take into account the
economic benefits, because the people of Victoria
expect a return on the forest resource, and to take into
account the social impact on our small timber
communities and other small communities right
throughout East Gippsland and Victoria.

Drought: sport facilities grants
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is to
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I
refer the minister to the government’s commitment to
make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the minister update the house on
how the Brumby government continues to help
Victoria’s sporting clubs combat the effects of climate
change?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for Footscray for
her question. It is a timely question given that over the
coming weeks hundreds of local Victorian football
clubs will begin their seasons. Twelve months ago they
were in trouble. Clubs could not get onto their grounds
because the surfaces were too hard and leagues were
forced to push seasons back one or two months while
pre-season training was in many cases not possible at
all. We have a very different story today.
In great news for tens of thousands of local footballers
and footy fans, I was advised this morning by the
Victorian Country Football League and AFL Victoria
that we will see no delays anywhere in the state this
year. Every football league will begin its season on time
and is on track to play the season fixture in full. Along
with its partners in local government, state sporting
associations and local sporting communities, the
Brumby government can take some credit for this
remarkable turnaround. It was the Brumby government
that not only saw the effect that drought and climate
change was having on community sport, we acted on it.
It was swift and strategic and included just under
$20 million in funding.
Members just have to look at the results we have
delivered over the past 12 months: at 100 sportsgrounds
tanks and water harvesting measures have been
installed, at 50 warm season grasses have been
introduced, at 40 irrigation systems have been installed,
at 40 bores have been sunk, at 30 recycled water is
being accessed and at plenty more synthetic surfaces
have been laid. But it is not just ovals. Following a
recent $200 000 Brumby government grant every clay
tennis court in Melbourne will have the opportunity to
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be treated with calcium chloride, which will reduce
water use by up to 80 per cent and open up hundreds of
previously closed courts. I have been informed today by
Tennis Victoria that already this funding has seen
370 courts at 70 clubs both treated and reopened, which
has directly benefited over 60 000 tennis players.
This typifies the Brumby government’s response to
climate change. More grounds are open, more people
are playing sport and more water is being saved. This
will only grow as we continue to fund further
successful projects. There will be more headlines like
the one in the Williamstown Advertiser that said ‘Footy
oval gets tank, goes green — goal: drought relief’, there
will be more endorsements like the one in the Swan
Hill Guardian that said ‘Water relief for sporting
facilities: wish granted’ and more outcomes like those
highlighted in the Colac Otway Echo, which said ‘Golf
club survives drought and plans for the future’. The
article begins by describing how the drought almost
killed the Winchelsea Golf Club and how a
$40 000 drought relief government grant has led to this
comment by Mr Brian Gibson, a member at the golf
club:
Much work still remains to be done but with 2008 being the
club’s 75th year, the members and the Winchelsea
community can now look forward with confidence to having
a recreational asset that the course will provide into the future.

Mr Gibson is right. There is still more to be done. We
are not yet over the drought. We are not yet over the
long-term effects of climate change, but it is only the
Brumby government that can be trusted to combat
climate change; to sustain community support, and to
ensure Victoria is the best place to live, work and raise
a family.

SENATE ELECTIONS AMENDMENT BILL
Withdrawn
Debate resumed.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — As I was saying before
the suspension of the sitting, changes to the
commonwealth electoral law made under the Howard
government included provisions so that persons who
became Australian citizens between the day after the
issue of the writs and election day were able to enrol
and therefore able to exercise their democratic right to
vote in the forthcoming election.
The overall election scheme that was put in place by the
amendments also meant that those persons and persons
who were 17 years of age but who would turn 18
between the day after the issuing of the writs and
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election day could enrol; and they, together with
impending citizens, could enrol for up to three working
days after the writs were issued, as could people who
were already on the rolls but who had outdated
addresses or name details. Other persons enrolling for
the first time or those persons who were off the rolls
and are re-enrolling are required to enrol by 8.00 p.m.
on the day the writs for the election are issued, which of
course in common parlance is the day on which the
election is called.
As I alluded to before the suspension of the sitting, one
of the key reasons giving rise to these amendments was
concern on the part of the electoral matters committee
of the federal Parliament that the flood of last-minute
enrolments that took place under the previous measures
would present an opportunity for those who were
seeking to manipulate the rolls to do so at a time when
little opportunity existed for the Australian Electoral
Commission to undertake the thorough checking
required to ensure roll integrity.
The committee also expressed the view that in the case
of those turning 18 years the act of enrolling should be
considered as much a symbol of transition to adulthood
as applying for a proof-of-age card for entry to licensed
premises or a drivers licence. In other words, people
should be encouraged to update or maintain their
enrolments or to undertake their initial enrolments in a
timely manner in accordance with their responsibilities
as citizens rather than leaving them to the last minute.
The various arguments are set out at pages 34 to 36 of
the report of the electoral matters committee following
the 2004 federal election.
That of course was a contested issue as to the merits of
that matter, but the point that needs to be made
absolutely clearly is that there is no foundation
whatsoever in the argument the Attorney-General was
presenting prior to the suspension of the sitting about
the disenfranchisement of young voters or of other
voters. I went through the fact earlier that the Australian
Electoral Commission was undertaking an extensive
advertising campaign to promote early enrolments, and
that there are provisions for provisional enrolments. As
well as that, one can cite the evidence given by the
commonwealth electoral commissioner, Mr Ian
Campbell, to the federal electoral matters committee,
which is at 2.111 of the report. He said:
Even with the 7-day close of rolls, I have no doubt that we
now have people who try to enrol on days 8, 9 and 10. In that
sense, wherever you draw a cut-off point, you will have
people who, for whatever reason, did not get to enrol before
the rolls closed — there is under current arrangements and
there would be in any changed arrangements …
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My point is that I could not draw any conclusion that a
change in the closure date of the rolls would automatically
lead to a particular number of electors who want to vote not
being able to vote.

That was the evidence coming from the electoral
commissioner himself. The arguments being put by the
Attorney-General are completely fanciful. It is not
ultimately a matter for the house to judge the merits of
any particular electoral reforms being undertaken by the
commonwealth. Our primary duty is to ensure that the
electoral system that is implemented in Victoria for
federal elections is sound, is clear of ambiguity and
doubt, and will operate without potential for disruption.
That brings me to the second aspect that I raise on this
motion now before the house: why it is that the state
government, having introduced the legislation, then
failed to proceed with it? I cite no lesser authority than
the Attorney-General himself as to the reasons why it
was important that this legislation should have been
passed prior to the last federal election. He said in his
second-reading speech way back in 2006:
Failure to amend section 4 of the Senate Elections Act 1958
will mean that the section is invalid. Even if the federal
government did not challenge section 4 uncertainty and
inconsistency would prevail with the possibility that some
electors would be ineligible to vote for the Senate but not for
the House of Representatives.

The minister’s own words were that this legislation was
necessary so that uncertainty and inconsistency did not
prevail. Yet in the end the government failed to bring
this legislation on for debate in the Parliament prior to
the federal election despite repeated urgings from this
side of the house. The only explanation we got from the
government prior to the election was the following
weasel words, which the Attorney-General delivered to
the house on 9 October 2007 in the debate on the
business of the house. He said:
The Premier will be advising the Governor, when the writs
are issued, in relation to the federal government’s laws, and
they will be adhered to. But we do not believe it is
appropriate, particularly in light of the comments made by the
federal opposition that it will repeal such legislation, that we
should be acquiescing in the disenfranchisement of
80 000 voters in this state.

What he was saying was: while the government does
not like the legislation it is still going to comply with it,
but it is not going to pass the legislation to actually give
effect to what it is going to comply with. What sort of a
position is that in terms of the certainty and clarity
given to the electoral rules that prevailed in Victoria
during the last federal election?
I have previously referred the house to the chaos that
was created in the United States of America, with the
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oddball series of constitutional challenges to the
validity of various polling results there. The last thing
we would want in Australia is to have a constitutional
challenge or a Court of Disputed Returns challenge to
the outcome of a Senate election in Victoria based on
the fact that the Labor government said it would
comply with the federal law but failed to enact state
laws to ensure that was what the law of Victoria
required. Indeed you have to speculate whether the
government wanted to reserve to itself or to the Labor
Party some sort of option so that if last year the
outcome at the polls in Victoria for the Senate had gone
a certain way, it would have been able to pull out an
issue like this, like a rabbit out of a hat, and give itself
the grounds to head off to the Court of Disputed
Returns. Whatever its reason, it has certainly not given
an adequate explanation to this Parliament.
The propositions I am putting to the house are strongly
supported by the government’s fellow Labor
government in South Australia, which in September last
year moved to amend its legislation in a similar way to
that contained in the bill currently before the
Parliament. In his second-reading speech, after having
expressed his government’s disagreement with the
commonwealth, the South Australian
Attorney-General, Mr Atkinson, said:
Nevertheless, the government considers itself, by dint of the
commonwealth amendments, forced to amend South
Australian legislation to remove the inconsistency.

Later on he said:
I have obtained advice from the Crown Solicitor on whether
section 109 applies to invalidate section 2(1c) of the act. The
Crown Solicitor advises that the position is not clear. There
are two lines of authority. One is that section 9 of the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of Australia confers
authority on the state parliaments to determine the date of
polling day and the location of the polling booths only. The
second is that section 9 goes further and authorises the state
parliaments to legislate about the entire electoral process,
including the date for the close of the roll.

Then he put it very succinctly:
As the next federal election can be called at any time, I put the
bill to members. If the house is unwilling or unable to pass the
bill, the matter will inevitably end up before the High Court,
where it is possible that the South Australian act may prevail.

So the South Australian government had legal advice
from the Crown Solicitor that failure to act would
create ambiguity. Presumably if the Attorney-General
were doing his job properly he would have sought
similar advice about the consequences of his action
here and also would have got similar advice about the
potential ambiguities and uncertainties that would be
created by not proceeding with the legislation. Yet
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because of base political motives he deliberately did not
to do so, and the potential for electoral turmoil to result
in Victoria arose as a consequence of his actions.
I turn to the third issue that we need to address in
considering this motion — that is, the course the house
should now follow. I certainly do not intend to
anticipate what the commonwealth Parliament may or
may not decide about its electoral laws in future. That is
a matter for the commonwealth to decide. The question
is what this house should do given the current state of
commonwealth law. The conclusion should be that we
proceed to pass this legislation so that it is on the books
and so Victorian electoral law in relation to Senate
elections conforms with commonwealth law. If the
commonwealth law changes in the future, then
legislation can be brought to this Parliament to again
reflect that new commonwealth law. And no doubt if it
comes to this place, we will be able to express our own
views on the merits or otherwise of what the
commonwealth Parliament has enacted. However, save
for absolutely extraordinary circumstances, this
Parliament should bring its laws into conformity with
commonwealth laws so that the electoral law governing
Senate elections is clear.
Members may say that there is no prospect of a Senate
election for some time and therefore it does not matter
much, but we have already heard the Prime Minister
talking about the potential for double dissolutions. We
all know the saying that a week is a long time in
politics, and who knows what may unfold over coming
months. I suggest that it would seem to be a fairly
remote possibility, but we should ensure that if a Senate
election were held our laws would be in the appropriate
format.
The view of the opposition is that we should not
remove the item from the notice paper; instead we
should proceed to enact it. We should proceed to debate
and then pass the relevant legislation so that Victoria’s
law is clear and we lessen the legal risks which were
highlighted, firstly, by the Attorney-General himself,
and which were then reinforced very explicitly and
forcefully by the South Australian Attorney-General
and in the legal advice from the South Australian
Crown Solicitor, to which the South Australian
Attorney-General referred. The last thing we want in
this state is a repeat of the Al Gore-style constitutional
turmoil that the United States suffered some years ago.
As the South Australian Attorney-General said, and as
the Victorian Attorney-General started off saying, the
views of this house on the merits of the legislation are
essentially irrelevant. The government has its views
about it, but nonetheless the primary duty of this house
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is to have its legislation in conformity with
commonwealth legislation, as is shown by the fact that
even the Attorney-General said that in practice there
was administrative advice that commonwealth legal
requirements were complied with. The law should
reflect that position. Accordingly this item should not
be removed from the notice paper; instead it should be
proceeded with and enacted.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — We have just sat
through a fairly lengthy contribution from the member
for Box Hill. It took us quite a while to have any kind
of understanding about where the opposition stands in
relation to this bill. I am leaning towards the notion that
the opposition is opposing this motion. We are still in
some suspense about that. No doubt we will see a little
while later whether in fact that is the case. As the
member for Box Hill appears to be nodding in relation
to these remarks, I can only assume that we have
guessed the right way and the opposition is in fact
opposing this motion.
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr LUPTON — As my friend the member for
Bentleigh said, it is so opposed to it that it has only one
speaker on the matter! Notwithstanding that, in a sense
we now find that it is possible that the opposition has
found something that it stands for.
In any event, a number of things have become apparent
during the course of the limited but interesting
contributions to the debate on this motion by opposition
members. One thing I did find interesting, while I was
pondering whether the opposition was supporting or
opposing it, was that the opposition took another
opportunity here today to show its feverish
determination to stand up for everything the Howard
government ever did. No matter how appalling a
particular act of the Howard government was, the
Victorian opposition will support it through thick and
thin, even though the Howard government is now in the
dustbin of history.
There has been another example of that today. The
opposition here in Victoria is still prepared to stand up
in this place and defend a change to the commonwealth
electoral laws which had the effect of making it much
more likely that a whole lot of people, particularly
young people, would be kept off the electoral rolls
when the federal election was called last year.
The effect of the legislation passed by the federal
Parliament, which was called in a rather Orwellian turn
of phrase the Electoral and Referendum Amendment
(Electoral Integrity and Other Measures) Act, was to
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disenfranchise a large number of people in Australia
from exercising their right to vote at the federal election
last year. No doubt there are a number of other possible
explanations for why the federal Howard government
proposed and passed that legislation, but it is
undeniable, based on the historical record, that the
effect of the changes was to make it unlikely that a lot
of people would get onto the roll or update their
electoral enrolment details in order to be able to vote.
The particular thing I want to concentrate on in these
remarks is to contrast what the legislation was at the
time of the 2004 federal election with the situation that
obtained last year. Over many decades the period of
grace given to people to get onto the electoral roll or to
update their electoral roll details was one week after the
issuing of the writ. The federal government’s changes
meant that people coming onto the electoral roll for the
first time only had until the end of the day on which the
writs were issued — the day the election was called —
to get onto the electoral roll and be able to vote in the
election. I contrast that now with the situation that
obtained in 2004, when people had seven days after the
writ was issued to get onto the electoral roll so they
could vote.
In that period in 2004 some 78 000 people enrolled for
the first time, and 345 000 people updated their
electoral details. In 2007, because of those changes in
federal electoral law, those people who previously had
had one week to get onto the electoral roll only had
until the end of the day on which the election was
called. There can be no doubt that a large number of
people who ordinarily would have been able to get onto
the electoral roll under the previous legislation were
unable to get onto the electoral roll as a result of those
changes.
Other arguments have been put forward — for
example, the argument that it is difficult for the
electoral commission to administer the electoral rolls
when a large number of people enrol in a short space of
time. However, the electoral commission did not have
any difficulty with that in 2004. It enrolled
78 000 people in that week, and it dealt with a situation
where 345 000 people updated their details in that week
after the federal election was called in 2004. The real
and simple reason the Howard government passed this
appalling change to the commonwealth electoral laws
was to make it more difficult for people who were
trying to get onto the electoral roll for the first time to
be on it and able to vote.
As far as the Victorian government’s position is
concerned in relation to this matter, the initial view was
that some Victorian legislation was required in order to
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deal with Senate voting matters. The government
ultimately came to the view that that legislation was not
required. Given that the federal opposition last year
indicated that if it won the federal election it would
repeal this Howard government legislation, we decided
properly to await the outcome of the federal election to
determine what to do with this particular bill.
As a result of the Rudd government’s election, this bill
is no longer required. I therefore ask that this
Parliament properly support this motion so that the bill
can be removed from the notice paper and so the Rudd
government can go ahead and repeal what was an
appalling piece of Howard government legislation.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the motion before the house that seeks the removal
of the Senate Elections Amendment Bill 2006 from the
notice paper. This legislation came about because of the
passage of the commonwealth Electoral and
Referendum Amendment (Electoral Integrity and Other
Measures) Act that passed through the federal
Parliament. A range of changes were made to the
federal legislation, some of which related to when
people were required to enrol. I will make a number of
comments on that.
Those amendments came about because of
recommendations of a partisan parliamentary
committee. It is interesting to note that some of the
changes that also came about were changes to the
disclosure limits on political donations. I wish both
sides of politics were quite as forthcoming about
changing the requirements in relation to the disclosure
of political donations, which is an issue I have been
fairly active on for a number of years.
There is a whole range of reports from the Australian
Electoral Commission, which has been requesting that
the federal government make proper changes to the
rules governing disclosure, particularly for associated
entities. An AEC report of 1998 states:
… there has been an unwillingness by some to comply with
disclosure; others have sought to circumvent its intent by
applying the narrowest possible interpretation of the
legislation.

We have seen that come about because of the passage
of that legislation, and we are debating just one part of
those changes. It is time the government got serious
about dealing with the disclosure and accountability of
political donations, but I believe the changes which
have been announced recently only skirt around the
edges of the real issue, which is how political parties
channel donations through associated entities. The
Australian Electoral Commission has continually made
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recommendations to the federal Parliament about this
issue, yet even with these changes the disclosure
requirements were watered down. Even the current
federal government is dancing around the issue that the
commission has raised.
When I was first elected in 1999 one of the things that
was very noticeable at polling booths was the number
of young people who were disenfranchised by the
political system. We have to be careful about anything
governments do that reduces the ability of young
people to access the democratic system, because they
already feel disenfranchised by the voting system and
the political system, including often not believing they
are being represented by the two-party system. We
need to make sure that all those involved in our process
believe they have the ability when they go to the polling
booth to influence the outcome of elections or to have
their vote recorded. If we limit the opportunities for
registration by changing the cut-off time for
enrolments, particularly for new voters, we have the
potential for young people to lose connectivity with the
democratic process.
I have noticed the bill on the notice paper and observed
over a number of years the discussion going on about
why it has not been debated and so on. It is important
that we re-examine the situation and make sure the
democratic process is as inclusive as we can make it.
That is why I will be supporting the withdrawal of this
bill, or supporting having another go at it. If they are
serious about the issue both this Parliament and the
federal Parliament must deal with the broadest range of
issues concerning access to democracy and the removal
of the potential for corruption in the political system.
With those words, I support the motion.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I wish to support
the motion that the Senate Elections (Amendment) Bill
2006 be withdrawn. It is a very interesting bill which
has come to this house as a result of the federal
Electoral and Referendum Amendment (Electoral
Integrity and Other Measures) Bill 2005. The integrity
of some of the information provided by opposition
members could be doubted given the way it was
presented to this house. According to Senator Abetz,
speaking on behalf of the Liberal Party:
During the rush to enrol in the week following the
announcement of a general election, incredible pressure is
placed on the Australian Electoral Commission’s ability to
accurately check and assess the veracity of enrolment claims
received.
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Further, in an address to the Sydney Institute in 2005 he
said:
… in this rush to get on the roll after the calling of an election,
the level of scrutiny of applications simply cannot be what it
is during a non-election period when the AEC receives
enrolments at a much more steady pace.

But of course that is not true, and it has been clearly
proved not to be true by the Australian Electoral
Commission itself. The commission said — this is
interesting, because the member for Box Hill tried to
claim something different and it would be good to have
the truth about the commission on the record — in its
submission to the federal Joint Standing Committee on
Electoral Matters in 2002:
The AEC is on record repeatedly expressing its concern at
suggestions to abolish or shorten the period between the issue
of the writs and the close of the rolls. That period clearly
serves a useful purpose for many electors, whether to permit
them to enrol for the first time (tens of thousands of electors),
or to correct their enrolment to their current address so that
they can vote in the appropriate electoral contest (hundreds of
thousands of electors). The AEC considers it would be a
backward step to repeal the provision which guarantees
electors this seven-day period in which to correct their
enrolment.

I repeat part of that for the benefit of the member for
Box Hill, who seems to be unclear on the issue:
The AEC considers it would be a backward step to repeal the
provision which guarantees electors this seven-day period in
which to correct their enrolment.

If you read the report of the debate on the bill in the
federal Parliament, you will understand that the Liberal
Party, which was in government at the time, claimed
this was to stop the many instances of fraud committed
by people enrolling to vote. When it was challenged by
the then opposition to provide any evidence of that
fraud, it was unable to do so. The previous federal
government was unable to provide one instance of a
fraudulent elector being put on a roll, so in fact it is
quite clear that the claims it put forward for the
introduction of this bill are untrue. It is clear that it was
a determined attempt by the federal Liberal Party to try
to prevent young voters in particular, who are presumed
to be Labor voters, to have a say in the election.
When this legislation has been changed and the federal
act has been repealed there will be quite a different
voting pattern among young people, because they will
be extremely annoyed, thank you very much. They will
be extremely annoyed that when it was in government
the Liberal Party tried to prevent them from exercising
their democratic right. What sort of party in a
democratic society would purposely try to prevent
people from voting? It really is quite outrageous, and
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the Liberal Party should be ashamed. I strongly support
the removal of this bill, and I look forward to the
federal government repealing the federal act.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to make a brief contribution on this
important matter. First of all I want to remind the house
that the government introduced this bill on
19 December 2006. The purpose of introducing the bill
was to ensure that the Victorian Parliament had
legislation in place that mirrored that which operated at
a federal level. Whether those opposite like the
legislation that was introduced federally on this issue is
not the point. The point is that the federal legislature
had introduced legislation on this important issue, and it
behoves this Parliament to pass legislation to ensure
that the state government has legislation that mirrors
that which operates at a federal level. As the member
for Box Hill and other speakers have indicated, it is
important that legislation is enacted to ensure that our
legislation with respect to Senate elections mirrors that
which is in operation at a federal level.
In a robust democracy and with a change of
government federally we know that from time to time
legislation will change. In fact the Rudd government
may choose to change this legislation or it may not; or
it may seek to introduce changes to the legislation
which may or may not be passed by the Senate. But it is
not for us here to crystal-gaze to determine what will
happen at a federal level. It is our responsibility and our
obligation to ensure that the legislation that is on our
statute book in relation to this issue mirrors that which
is in operation at a federal level.
I call upon this Parliament to pass the legislation which
this government introduced in December 2006 to
ensure that we have legislation that mirrors the federal
legislation. If at a later point in time the new Rudd
government seeks to make changes to the legislation,
and those changes are passed by the federal Parliament,
then this house can consider them at that time.
With that brief contribution I call upon the Parliament
to support this bill. Let us bring on the debate and let us
pass the legislation. And for those on the other side who
do not like the colour of the politics of those who
introduced the legislation in the federal Parliament, let
us see what the new federal government does and deal
with that accordingly at a point of time in the future.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I have a short period
of time so I will cut to the chase. The member for Box
Hill said that this is about the integrity of the electoral
rolls. That was the kind of argument that was put
forward by the then Special Minister of State, Senator
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Eric Abetz. The problem is that no-one agrees with
them. In 2002 the Australian National Audit Office did
an audit of the electoral rolls and found that the rolls
were 96 per cent accurate, and that rose to being 99 per
cent accurate when measured against Medicare cards.
Here we had the body that is responsible for doing
audits saying that the rolls are an accurate record of
voters in Australia.
Then the Howard government had the problem that the
body responsible for preserving the integrity of the
commonwealth electoral rolls, the Australian Electoral
Commission, actually opposed the changes being
brought in by that government. This is what the AEC
had to say to the Joint Standing Committee on Electoral
Matters in 2002:
The AEC is on record repeatedly expressing its concern at
suggestions to abolish or shorten the period between the issue
of the writs and the close of the rolls. That period clearly
serves a useful purpose for many electors, whether to permit
them to enrol for the first time (tens of thousands of electors),
or to correct their enrolment to their current address so that
they can vote in the appropriate electoral contest (hundreds of
thousands of electors). The AEC considers it would be a
backward step to repeal the provision which guarantees
electors this seven-day period in which to correct their
enrolment.

Here we have the guardians of the integrity of our
electoral system opposed to the Howard government
changes. It ignored them of course.
Then in March 2006 a Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission representative, when
speaking to the Senate Finance and Public
Administration Committee on the electoral integrity
bill, said:
In the commission’s view the proposed amendments may
breach article 25 of the —

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights —
and article 5(c) of —

the International Convention on the Elimination of all
Forms of Racial Discrimination —
in that it unreasonably restricts the right of those otherwise
entitled to vote from participating in an election.

So for all the sophistry of the opposition, here we have
the Australian National Audit Office saying there is
nothing wrong with the rolls, we have the Australian
Electoral Commission saying that it is opposed to the
changes being brought in by the Howard government,
and we have the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission saying that it was a fundamental breach of
our human rights for the Howard government to
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introduce this legislation. It is bad legislation. When it
was introduced it had nothing to do with the integrity of
the rolls; it had everything to do with disenfranchising
young voters to advantage the Howard government.
This motion should be supported by the opposition. Its
members should say sorry. They should take a lead
from the federal Leader of the Opposition, Brendan
Nelson, and they should support the motion to
withdraw this legislation from the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to speak on
the motion moved by the Leader of the House. I want to
just comment on what was said by the member for
Bentleigh; I was not planning to get up. The argument
put by the member for Bentleigh seemed to be that
because there are certain groups who do not agree with
the legislation we should just ignore it. From what the
member for Bentleigh said apparently many groups do
not like it, including the AEC, but the fact of the matter
is that this legislation was introduced into this house
specifically to reflect the federal legislation.
I want to turn to some of the claims made by the
Attorney-General in his second-reading speech. First of
all he stated that the Victorian government did not
support the early closure of the rolls because the
government was concerned the changes could
disenfranchise people who would be unaware that a
federal election had been called. The fact is that you
would have had to be living on another planet to not
know that the last federal election had been called.
There was widespread advertising by the AEC for
many months on radio and television, in the print media
and on the internet — I could go on and on — not to
mention the saturation news coverage. Public
campaigns, such as Enrol to Vote Week, were held
across Australia. The AEC’s Rock Enrol initiative is a
promotion aimed at encouraging our youth to enrol. It
would be very difficult to claim that people did not
know an election had been called.
The Attorney-General also stated that he was concerned
about the integrity of the rolls. I agree with that and say
that that is an important part of our democracy. Labor is
repeatedly on the record as saying there is no evidence
of electoral fraud. How is it then that the Shepardson
inquiry in Queensland found that there was? The
inquiry found that electoral fraud, which involved
tampering with the electoral rolls, was perpetrated by
some Labor Party members in 1986, 1993 and 1996. It
was done to increase the chances of an individual
candidate in preselections. Albeit it was not done on
election day, it was still electoral fraud.
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One such person flushed out by the inquiry was
Michael Kaiser, who at first denied the allegations but
later admitted involvement in vote rigging in the 1980s
and was forced to resign from his seat in the
Queensland Parliament. Members on this side of the
house will be pleased to know that Labor does look
after its mates. The last I was heard, Mr Kaiser’s
political downfall had been short-lived; soon after he
was given the role of chief of staff to the Premier of
New South Wales, Mr Iemma.
The Attorney-General stated that many people do not
enrol until an election is announced. But the fact is that
that is in contravention of the Commonwealth Electoral
Act, which states in section 101(4) that:
… every person who is entitled to have his or her name
placed on the Roll for any Subdivision whether by way of
enrolment or transfer of enrolment, and whose name is not on
the Roll upon the expiration of 21 days from the date upon
which the person became so entitled, or at any subsequent
date while the person continues to be so entitled, shall be
guilty of an offence …

The electoral act actually compels people to register
fairly quickly. The bill should stay on the notice paper.
I do not support the motion.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 53
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, 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
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
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

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

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

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

Motion agreed to.
Withdrawn.
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Budget speech 2008–09
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That:
(1) so much of standing and sessional orders be
suspended so as to allow on Tuesday, 6 May 2008,
following the introduction and motion for the
second reading of the annual appropriation bill:
(a) the minister moving the second reading to
retain their right to speak (for 15 minutes) on
the question later in the debate;
(b) John Lenders, MLC, Treasurer, under
section 52 of the Constitution Act 1975, be
permitted to attend the house for the purpose
of giving a speech of unlimited duration in
relation to the Victorian state budget
2008–09;
(2) a message be sent to the Legislative Council
advising them that, under section 52 of the
Constitution Act 1975, approval has been granted
for John Lenders, MLC, Treasurer, to attend the
Legislative Assembly on Tuesday, 6 May 2008 for
the purpose of giving a speech in relation to the
Victorian state budget 2008–09.

This is a procedural or operational motion that will
enable the Treasurer in another place to attend this
house in order to deliver the budget speech. We have a
set of circumstances where the current Treasurer of the
state of Victoria is a member of the Legislative Council.
Of course he wants to deliver his budget speech, and we
certainly want to make sure he is given that
opportunity. This is a situation that is provided for in
the constitution. If circumstances such as those we find
ourselves in here in Victoria at that moment arise, the
constitution provides for the Treasurer to attend and
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speak. We are seeking through this procedural motion
to achieve that outcome.
As members would expect, the Treasurer is working
hard to get the budget together. He continues the fine
tradition of previous Labor treasurers in this Parliament.
The first Treasurer was the then member for
Williamstown, Steve Bracks. Then there was the
member for Broadmeadows, the current Premier, and
now we have John Lenders, a member of the
Legislative Council, and we want him to be able to
come here. I do not intend to speak in much greater
detail other than to say that the logic of what we are
proposing speaks for itself, and I would be surprised if
there were any other views. I commend the motion to
the house.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to join this debate.
This motion smacks of embarrassment for the Brumby
government. Let me make it very clear: the reason for
this motion is that the Premier could not find one
person in the Legislative Assembly to become the
Treasurer. That is why we are here now debating this
motion. We will move amendments, but I need to go
through a couple of points first. Section 62 of the
Constitution Act is headed ‘Appropriation Bills’. It
states:
A Bill for appropriating any part of the Consolidated Fund or
for imposing any duty, rate, tax, rent, return or impost must
originate in the Assembly.

We find ourselves in the extraordinary situation where
the Treasurer is in the Legislative Council and the
appropriation bill must be read in and passed by the
Legislative Assembly first. We have a set of procedures
and the Brumby government is out of kilter with those
procedures, so we have this situation.
Mr Batchelor — It is provided for in the
constitution.
Mr WELLS — The Leader of the House is right, it
is provided for in the constitution, but it just raises the
concern that the government could not find someone to
step up to the mark and become the Treasurer. I am
sure that the Premier went through an extraordinarily
exhaustive process to find one person to be the
Treasurer. I guess he had a choice between union hacks
and ALP stooges, and he could not find one person in
the Legislative Assembly. It is an extraordinary
situation.
I wonder how many members on the government front
bench have some sort of business experience or
experience in an area where they have had to balance a
budget and ensure a company has work to make sure
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there is a profit and it can secure the employment of its
workers. I thought I would go through some members
of the front bench to see how they fit into the mould of
a proper, qualified Treasurer.
The first member I looked at was the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development. What has her
business experience been? Her business experience in
total has been as an electorate officer for a former
federal member for Burke, Neil O’Keefe, and the
federal member for Bendigo, Steve Gibbons. That
probably would not satisfy the criteria to be Treasurer. I
looked at the Minister for Health. What are his business
qualifications? He has been an electorate officer, he has
been a state organiser for the ALP, and he has been
assistant state secretary for the ALP.
Then we go to the Leader of the House. He has been an
official of the Furnishing Trades Union, an ALP
organiser and the ALP state secretary. Not only has he
been a union hack but he has been an ALP stooge as
well. That is a fine start. Then we go to the Minister for
Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission, Minister for Water and Minister for
Tourism and Major Events. What are his business
qualifications? He was an electorate officer for a former
member for Dandenong North, Jan Wilson, a very good
person. He has also been an adviser to a former federal
Minister for Defence, Robert Ray — but there is still no
business experience. Not one of these people has had to
go out and earn a dollar by making sure a budget has
balanced.
The Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs
and Minister Assisting the Premier on Multicultural
Affairs was an electorate officer for Jan Wilson, and a
national industrial officer for the Shop, Distributive and
Allied Employees Association, so he certainly would
not qualify.
The next is the Minister for Mental Health, Minister for
Community Services, and Minister for Senior
Victorians, Lisa Neville. Jeepers creepers! She was
adviser to the Leader of the Opposition; national
president of the National Union of Students; general
secretary, National Union of Students; and general
secretary, Queensland Union of Students.
Then we have the Minister for Roads and Ports. I
wonder what qualifications he would have for running a
business, balancing a budget or being Treasurer. He
was the chief of staff of the Premier, assistant secretary
of the Australian Council of Trade Unions, the National
Union of Workers assistant general secretary and
national industrial officer of the then Federal
Firefighters Union.
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The Minister for Education was the national industrial
officer of the finance sector union. The Minister for
Gaming was an electorate officer, private secretary to
the Leader of the Opposition and then an electorate
officer to Kelvin Thomson, MHR. The Minister for
Housing was a ministerial adviser and electorate officer
to former Labor minister Barry Pullen.
Now I understand why the Premier had to bypass the
entire front bench — because not one of them has been
able to balance a budget with a business qualification.
There is one, however: the Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Small Business, to his credit, has been an
owner of a service station and a motor mechanic, so I
give credit where credit is due. But when it comes to
business qualifications, in terms of finding ministers
who can balance a budget to ensure they can input
financially to this state, the government ranks are very
thin on the ground.
The other point we need to make after pointing out that
the Premier has not been able to find anyone to become
Treasurer is that we need a full-time Treasurer in this
house. In this motion the government is proposing that
the Treasurer be allowed to come in here, read the
second-reading speech on the budget and then leave
and go back and hide up in the Legislative Council.
There is no continuity in having the Treasurer here to
listen to any of the second-reading responses — none
whatsoever — which is of concern to us.
The opposition and the people of Victoria are
screaming out for answers in the budget. We have
massive hospital waiting lists that continue to blow out.
The government’s response is, ‘We will blame
everyone else’. Today in question time we heard about
overcrowded and late public transport services, but
there is no planning whatsoever. We have been in chaos
on public transport, and the government has known
about that problem for eight years. We have had no
sustainable boost to the capital works on trains.
When it comes to police and law and order, we have
had an increase in violence in the community and the
incidence of overall crime against the person is up. In
education we have had a massive shift from the public
sector into the private sector, yet the budget will tell us
that education is the government’s no. 1 priority.
Parents are voting with their feet to move their children
from one school to another, so something is not right —
and the budget will not correct it.
Where is the part-time Treasurer? He is up in the
Legislative Council. He should be here. Had the
government had the talent on its benches in this place to
appoint someone to be Treasurer, we would be able to
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deal with this properly, but the reality is that because
they could find not one person to do it, they have had to
hide him up in the Legislative Council. It is incredibly
disappointing.
The government came into office in 1999 with a
$1.8 billion surplus and in almost 10 years the budget
will have doubled from $18 billion to $36 billion. It has
had record state taxes, record amounts of GST. Do not
forget that this was the party that opposed GST, yet
what has it done with that amount of money?
Land taxes have grown by over 160 per cent to almost
$1 billion; insurance taxes have risen 106 per cent to
$1.1 billion; stamp duty estimates have skyrocketed
250 per cent from $1 billion to $3.5 billion this
financial year — and if you consider the median price
of a house, you will realise that Victorians pay the
highest stamp duty of any state in Australia; payroll tax
has increased nearly 70 per cent, from $2.2 billion to
$3.7 billion this financial year; and police fines have
quadrupled, from $100 million to $400 million.
We have seen report after report over the last few
months about how poorly this government is travelling
when it comes to financial management. The mid-year
financial report released on 6 March revealed a budget
surplus of $1.172 billion just for the first six months of
this term, which is $331 million above the revised
budget surplus of $842 million — and that budget
update was released in December last year.
The bit that Victorians still do not understand is: if you
have record amounts of taxes coming into the state and
record amounts of GST, why would you increase debt
at the same time? If a government were using the
money to fix the problems on our trains, fix the road
congestion, fix hospitals and fix education, you could
understand the argument; but when debt skyrockets
from $3.5 billion to $20 billion at a time of record
taxes, something is not stacking up. That is why we
would have thought that the government’s Treasurer
should be in the Legislative Assembly on a full-time
basis to answer those questions and give us the answers
that we require.
The Liberal Party proposes the following amendments
to the motion. I move:
(1) After paragraph (1)(b), insert:
‘(1A) Standing and sessional orders be further
suspended so far as to permit John Lenders,
MLC, under section 52 of the Constitution Act
1975 to attend the house on Thursday, 8 May
2008 to hear the lead response to the budget from
the opposition;’.
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(2) Paragraph (2), after ‘2008–2009’, insert:
‘and to attend on Thursday, 8 May 2008 to hear the
opposition lead speaker in response’.

We would expect the government to support these
amendments, because it does not make sense that the
Treasurer would come here on Tuesday to present the
bill, make the budget second-reading speech, and then
scamper off to the Legislative Council. Where is the
sense in that? If the government has a Treasurer who is
sincere, who wants to sell the budget and listen to the
comments by and criticisms from the opposition
parties, then surely he should be here to listen to debate
to ensure he is fully informed of the situation. As we
said when the now Premier delivered at the last budget
here, at least the government had the decency to have
its Treasurer here to listen to the criticisms and the
comments about that budget.
If the Treasurer is allowed to leave and move off to the
Legislative Council and then be oblivious to whatever
is being said in this chamber, it makes his position
irrelevant. I ask that the government carefully consider
the amendments I have moved. I look forward to its
continuing support of them.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the motion of the Leader of the House, but firstly I must
say I am absolutely puzzled by the amendments moved
by the member for Scoresby. We really are often
puzzled by him. It does seem quite incredible. I am not
too sure what is happening here. Does the member for
Scoresby want an audience, he having suffered
relevance deprivation here? Can we pass a special
motion in the house to ensure that the member for
Scoresby has an audience? This is a bit ridiculous — he
wants somebody to hear his pearls of wisdom. He may
be worried about the upper house. He mentioned it
frequently enough to indicate he is concerned about it.
Maybe he is worried about Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips,
who was the assistant shadow Treasurer and is now the
shadow minister for finance, breathing down his neck.
Perhaps Mr Wells should be the assistant shadow
Treasurer.
I will refer to the relevant section in the Constitution
Act. Section 52(1), which was quoted by the member
for Scoresby, says:
… any responsible Minister of the Crown who is a member of
the Council or of the Assembly may at any time with the
consent of the House of the Parliament of which he is not a
member sit in such House for the purpose only of explaining
the provisions of any Bill relating to or connected with any
department administered by him, and may take part in any
debate or discussion therein on such Bill …
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The Treasurer, who is in the upper house, is able to
attend the lower house only to speak in a debate. The
constitution does not say that the Treasurer in the upper
house must come down to the lower house and listen to
the member for Scoresby; the constitution says that the
Treasurer must actually speak. We have longstanding
arrangements. I refer the member for Scoresby to the
special roped-off section in the public gallery where
there are nice little gold letters that say ‘Legislative
Council’.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — You are changing your mind?
You are not supporting this now? You said that you
were putting forward these amendments.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Members have a right to be heard and comments like
the one made by the member for Scoresby are
unparliamentary.
Mr STENSHOLT — We all have loudspeakers in
our offices so we can follow the debate. Ways of
listening to the debate have already been set up. I have
had the opportunity, since the member for Scoresby
was able to provide in advance some notice of his
proposed amendments, to discuss the matter with the
Treasurer. He has advised me that he is happy to follow
the responses either from the gallery or from his office,
as is the custom. I respectfully suggest to the member
for Scoresby that, given the Treasurer’s view on the
matter, the Treasurer will no doubt pay some attention
to what you are going to say, assuming you are the one
to give the response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Burwood will address his remarks
through the Chair!
Mr STENSHOLT — Certainly, Acting Speaker. I
respectfully suggest to the member for Scoresby that,
given that is the case, he should withdraw his
amendments because they have absolutely no substance
and do him no credit. This is not the first time in the
Victorian Parliament when members have gone from
one house to the other, as is suggested in the
constitution. The practice goes back to 1903 and
Tommy Bent, a former member for Brighton. I
remember as a lad — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — I come from Brighton too.
Tommy Bent’s statue has its hand outstretched and a
beer bottle used to be there. Of course 1966 was a very
famous occasion when Tommy Bent’s statue was
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adorned with the St Kilda Football Club colours.
Tommy Bent was requested by the Council to attend
the Assembly for the purposes of explaining
provisions — not to listen to anybody, but to explain
provisions of the then Surplus Revenue Bill. He did
that, and he also attended the committee of the whole
on another day.
Similarly in 1905 the then Minister for Water Supply
was requested to attend the Council. He attended once,
not to listen but to explain a bill. As has already been
mentioned by the member for Scoresby, section 62 of
the constitution says said that the place to explain a
money bill is in the Assembly. In other legislation —
for example, the Financial Management Act, and I will
not go through the many provisions — there is
provision for the Treasurer to make a statement, but this
chamber is the place where the budget speech should be
made. This has been done in the upper house before. In
1927 it was done in New South Wales.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — Yes, that is a good book. This
is actually about New South Wales rather than Victoria,
but the point is taken. It has now been a strong tradition
there for a number of years on both sides of the political
spectrum. In 1995, the Honourable M. R. Egan of the
New South Wales Parliament became, he thought, the
first Treasurer in the Legislative Council of New South
Wales and the first Treasurer of the upper house of any
Westminster Parliament. The current Treasurer of New
South Wales, Michael Costa, who has been the New
South Wales Treasurer since 17 February 2006, is also
a member of the Legislative Council in that state, and
arrangements are in place for him to go to the
Legislative Assembly to give the budget speech.
Similarly in South Australia the Treasurer in the
previous South Australian government, Rob Lucas,
who sat in the Council, delivered the budget speech in
the Legislative Assembly. This is a strong tradition. I
hope that the opposition and the Independent member
will support this motion, because it has happened
elsewhere. In Tasmania the Treasurer is also in the
upper house. It is a matter of having the best person for
the job, and necessarily of trying to get the best
audience. We are very supportive of the Treasurer. He
does a fantastic job. We have a AAA economy here in
Victoria, and I think it will be maintained. I am looking
forward to the budget speech. I commend this motion to
the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on this motion. I am in favour of the proposed
amended motion. As was referred to by the previous

727

speaker, for a short time in 1927 the Labor Party in
New South Wales had to appoint a Treasurer from the
ranks of the upper house, again in 1994 the Labor Party
in New South Wales appointed a member of the upper
house as Treasurer, and the current New South Wales
Treasurer is in the upper house of the New South Wales
Parliament. To the best of my knowledge those are the
only three occasions on which this has occurred in
Westminster-style parliaments throughout the world.
In Victoria the Labor Party has now appointed an upper
house member as Treasurer. You really must ask
yourself why that is the case. Why have we reached that
situation? There are a few options. Firstly, the Premier
could be so lacking in confidence regarding the
financial performance of his government that he really
would prefer to have the Treasurer away from the
shadow Treasurer. Secondly, the Premier could have
such little respect for the Parliament and the community
that he thinks he can flout its conventions and standing
and sessional orders at his merest whim. Thirdly, the
Premier was so desperate to become Premier that, for
all we know, a nice little factional deal might have been
done, and in return obviously the current Treasurer took
his role. Finally — and this is my favourite — the
Premier could have so little confidence in members on
the government benches of this house that he decided
there was not enough talent there to fulfil the role. One
can only imagine how low the talent pool must be in
that case.
It is common ground that under section 52 of the
Constitution Act the Treasurer can come into this house
and present the budget speech, and it would be a valid
delivery of that budget. But if the Brumby government
does pay more than lip service to the democracy of our
state and the role of Parliament and its mechanisms,
then the Premier will ensure that the Treasurer returns
to listen to and absorb the speech in reply by the
shadow Treasurer. This sort of mechanism is very
important to our democracy.
The approach being taken by the current government
reminds me of what happens in the community at the
moment, with the state government’s approach to
consultation. Consultation in the view of this state
government is one-way traffic, or one-way information.
The government does not come out and consult with
the community; it comes out and tells the community
what it is going to do. In this case the Treasurer is going
to come into this house where he is a stranger and tell
Parliament what is going to happen, but he will not be
around to listen to any response. I think it will be a
great shame if that is allowed to occur.
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The government has been the beneficiary of record
levels of stamp duty, land tax, payroll tax and fines, to
mention just a few of its income streams. Yet this state
is enduring a water crisis, chronic traffic congestion,
public transport passengers subjected to cancelled and
overcrowded services, dilapidated schools and record
levels of violent crime. And yet the Brumby
government is still pushing Victoria further and further
into debt. This year total state revenue will have
increased from $18.9 billion in 1999, when there was
the famous $1.8 billion surplus, to more than
$35 billion, which is an increase amounting to more
than 80 per cent. Debt will have quadrupled from
$3.5 billion in 2002 to a staggering $20 billion in 2011.
The amount of money that pours into the coffers of this
state government is staggering.
Over 2007–08 Labor will receive $44 million every day
from GST payments — and we know they have
increased just recently — and federal government
grants. In addition it will receive $33 million a day from
its own taxes. In return for this record revenue and
expenditure little improvement is seen. In fact the
performance in nearly all areas of the state is
worsening. We often hear the government extolling the
health of the Victorian budget, but the budget is built on
a flood of GST revenue and property taxes and until
recently a strong, booming stock market. The budget is
essentially dependent on everything going right. It is so
finely balanced that if the property market slows or the
stock market continues to fall, Labor will take Victoria
straight back to the bleak days of Cain and Kirner.
The government has remained intent on increasing
debt. However, all good financial managers would
advise that debt should be paid off in boom times to
insulate budgets from a possible economic downturn.
We are now in the precarious position that if the
fundamentals turn down we will have no avenue
available by which to shore up the financial position.
The proposition therefore is that Premier Brumby
should concentrate less on preening his feathers and
more on addressing the problems that confront the state
of Victoria, and he should ensure as a matter of urgency
that the Treasurer attends this house a second time to
listen to the budget reply from the shadow Treasurer.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I rise to speak
in support of the motion to suspend standing and
sessional orders to enable the Treasurer to speak on the
Victorian state budget 2008–09. Members would be
aware that section 52 of the Constitution Act of 1975
states:
… any responsible member of the Crown who is a Minister of
the Council or of the Assembly may at any time with the
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consent of the House of Parliament of which he is not a
member sit in such House for the purposes only of explaining
the provisions of any Bill …

Like the majority of members in the house I welcome
the opportunity that the Constitution Act affords us to
hear directly from the minister in the other place on the
next state budget. No doubt the Treasurer in outlining
the state budget for 2008–09 will build on the solid
economic foundations that have been created by the
Labor government — a solid foundation that has
enabled Labor to deliver significant economic reform in
this state.
Members opposite detest good news for Victorian
families, but I feel sure that those same Victorian
families will welcome another important chapter in the
delivery of services to all of Victoria. We know that
members opposite in contrast have a reckless disregard
these days for financial management. In the lead-up to
the 2006 state election the team I refer to as Ted
Baillieu’s cuff-and-collar team — members opposite —
announced over $3.7 billion worth of promises. It did
not take long for the numbers to be crunched and for
voters to work out that this meant that either the state
budget had to plunge into deficit or services had to be
cut — services such as schools, hospitals, teacher
numbers, nursing numbers, police numbers et cetera
would be cut. It was all too familiar to all Victorians.
The Nationals also racked up a fair few dollars in
promises. That party had over $7.8 billion worth of
promises in the lead-up to the last election. Now that
they are in coalition we all know that that spells disaster
for the state of Victoria and all Victorians.
As I said earlier, the Treasurer will build on the solid
foundations in the Victorian economy and will no doubt
talk about the strength of our economy, which is growing
at a record rate of 2.7 per cent over 2006–07 — the
strongest growth rate of any non-resource state.
For Victorian families the issue of jobs growth is of
critical importance, and the state budget will no doubt
again help deliver more jobs for Victorians. Our state
leads the nation on jobs growth, with over 90 000 new
jobs in the last 12 months — a very proud record
indeed for the Victorian state government. In regional
Victoria we have seen a 4.3 per cent increase in jobs
across the state, and I am sure members opposite
welcome that improvement in the position for all
regional Victorians.
But the greatest endorsement that I think the state
government has received since the last state election has
been the more than 1000 people a week who have
decided to move to our state, become Victorians and
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enjoy the economic prosperity that we all share. This
obviously puts pressure on our services, on our schools
and on our hospitals, and the state budget will no doubt
seek to meet the challenge of those extra people and the
pressure that has been put on services.
I would like to speak just briefly about the amendments
that the member for Scoresby moved earlier. I urge him
to consider withdrawing his amendments on the basis
that the Treasurer is ever diligent in following what
goes on in this house, and no doubt, given the gallery
here that is obviously always available to him and also
the speaker box in his office that is always available to
him, he will be able to hear the member for Scoresby
when he makes his address — if he is still the person to
make the address at the time of the state budget — and
he will also have the Hansard report available to him.
There is no need for the Treasurer to actually eyeball
the member for Scoresby directly in the house.
Therefore I think his amendments are ill-considered and
should be withdrawn. In conclusion, I urge all members
to support the motion before the house. I look forward
to hearing from our Treasurer in May, and I look
forward to another excellent Labor state budget.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise to
speak in relation to this motion and particularly to
support the proposed amendments to the motion which,
if passed, would see the attendance at this chamber on
Thursday, 8 May, of the Treasurer so that he could have
the benefit of hearing the opposition lead speaker in
response.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear interjections, which I
understand are disorderly, Acting Speaker, from the
Minister for Community Development. I was going to
come to him a little later, but since he has spoken up
now I want to make the point that I thought it was a
very good assessment of the government’s ministry in
this chamber that was provided by the member for
Scoresby when he highlighted essentially the fact that
to get itself a Treasurer the government had to go over
the road to the other chamber. I just mention that in
context, because I reckon that deep down in his heart of
hearts, if he had the chance and if he got the phone call,
the Minister for Community Development would love
to be the Treasurer. Pity help us if it happened, but I
think he would love to get the call — and even as I
speak, he is blushing. I can understand that he feels a bit
embarrassed about all this, with just cause, because it is,
I think, a reflection on the government that it has had to
motor over the road to get hold of a Treasurer.
Nevertheless we have got what we have got.
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Of course for the Treasurer it will be a homecoming.
He was in this chamber when first elected, if I
remember correctly, and then by wont of the system
which somehow operates in the Labor Party he was
dispatched across to the other place where he now sits,
so it will be a homecoming. I wonder if one of the great
traditions of the Labor treasurers will be continued
upon his return: will his tie match the colour of the
budget papers? I am sure this will be a significant issue
about which he will take advice from the Premier and
the community development minister, who is about to
give me a bit more advice anyway! These are important
issues under consideration.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr RYAN — A black tie?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Leader of the House should not interject across the
table.
Mr RYAN — I can understand why it would be a
black tie; that sounds about right. It is the issue of the
amendments to this motion which really draw me to my
feet to make a contribution today, because historically
the Treasurer of the day has listened to the response
from the opposition parties — that is, what they in turn
have to say about the government’s budget. Sometimes,
if circumstances have arisen, that has not been possible.
I readily acknowledge that. I might say that over the
years when I have had the honour to make a response
on behalf of The Nationals and the Treasurer has been
otherwise engaged, he has invariably spoken to me to
that effect.
I understand that commitments reign, and so be it. But
you must remember that it is so important for the
government, through the Treasurer, to be actually here,
present, at the time that the lead speaker for the
opposition parties makes a response, and so it is that
these amendments are before us today. When you think
about it, it is the height of absolute patronising
arrogance that this government sees fit not to have the
Treasurer come across and at least comply with that
convention by being here while that response is made.
It is the absolute height of patronising arrogance. It is
this government to a tee, and I urge it to support the
amendments before the house.
There will be a lot of things in the budget that quite
obviously, by their nature, we will all want to consider
for the purposes of our budget consideration. There will
be issues around the way that Victoria now enjoys
wealth that is probably unparalleled in its history. We
had a budget last year of about $35 billion, give or take
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a few hundred million dollars. This year what is it
going to be — $36 billion, $37 billion, or something of
that order? We invariably have the budget understated
by way of income so that the government can come out
halfway through the year and at various other periods
and announce that — surprise, surprise! — the income
flow has been greater than it thought it would be,
usually because of increases in stamp duty incomes or
GST, or both. We go through that charade each year.
Of course we have been spared the result of going into
the red over the past years because fortunately those
excesses in income have more than accommodated the
excesses in expenditure. That is important, because
every single time this government has brought down a
budget it has failed to comply with it and it has always,
without fail, expended in excess of what its budgeted
allocations have been. It is just a feature of the fact that
Labor cannot manage money.
The other point to be made about these amendments is
that when the Premier gave his speech to mark the
opening of Parliament this year and made his statement
of government intentions, of course we had a debate of
similar proportions in the sense of changing our
standing orders so that members of the upper house
could come over and join us. I think I remember saying
at the time that it was a pity we could not give them a
job and that while they were over here they could really
do something constructive instead of sitting up in the
gallery and just looking on.
Why is it, I ask rhetorically, that on one hand the
government sees fit on the occasion of the Premier
making his statement of government intentions to
change the appropriate standing orders so that upper
house members can come across to this chamber as part
of that process, and yet on the other hand it is not
prepared to adopt an amendment which is put by this
side of politics — and which essentially is in similar
terms and relates only to one individual — to allow the
Treasurer, on his own, to come over here and spend the
time appropriate to hearing the response which is put to
the Parliament by the opposition?
I urge the government to support the amendments.
They are very sensible amendments. I think if it is that
the government is going to hold true to this notion, as it
purports to do, of governing for all Victorians, then it
should have the good grace to comply with the usual
convention which has been part of the history of this
place and to make sure that the Treasurer is over here to
actually participate in that response which is given on
behalf of the opposition.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — In my summing up the debate, it is
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important for the house to understand that what we are
seeking to do by this substantive motion is to provide
the opportunity for the Treasurer of the state of Victoria
to deliver the budget. The Treasurer is a member of the
upper house and in accordance with the requirements
and procedures that are provided for in the Constitution
Act, this procedural motion is being moved to take up a
provision that has been mentioned.
The same provision makes no reference to providing
for an audience for the member for Scoresby, the
shadow Treasurer. The member for Scoresby clearly
feels inadequate, he feels uncertain, he feels insecure,
he feels unloved, and he is saying that he feels stupid.
To overcompensate for this he feels there should be a
requirement that he must have the Treasurer, by way of
resolution of the house, come in here to listen to what
he has to say. It is a great pity that he should feel like
that.
I would have thought that the member for Scoresby
would have had more gumption, so that when the
proposal was floated in the coalition party room he
would have seen the obvious set-up that was provided
for him. Here he was in his own party room, being
given support at that meeting to have a silly,
nonsensical amendment moved. When push comes to
shove there is one person from the Liberal Party and
one person from The Nationals in the chamber who are
prepared to support the member for Scoresby. The rest
of the coalition party room have abandoned him on this
debate. He feels so bereft of friends and support that he
feels he needs to move an amendment to my motion
that requires not that his own members support him but
to elevate his status; to overcome his own inadequacy,
he needs the Treasurer to be required to attend the
house by way of resolution of this chamber.
This is a tragic position for the Liberal Party — once a
proud political party in this state — that it has to stoop
to such base activity of a futile and juvenile nature. This
sort of behaviour would not even be regarded as
humorous or funny even in student politics. This is the
silliest set of amendments I have seen in my short
period in this chamber.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — Short! I say to the member
for Scoresby that the government will not support his
amendment to the motion. We cannot support it. Not
even the Liberal Party or The Nationals are prepared to
support the member’s amendment. Unfortunately for
the Independent member, he is in the Chair during this
debate so he has to be in the chamber. The member for
Scoresby is suggesting a nonsensical arrangement.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SEX OFFENCES PROCEDURES) BILL
Wednesday, 12 March 2008

ASSEMBLY

The member for Hastings made the most pertinent
comment in this debate. He crawled out of obscurity to
make a pitch or a plea that the member for Scoresby as
the shadow Treasurer’s amendment to the motion be
supported because it is likely that no other persons will
be in the chamber to listen. We will make some
members available to listen to the member for
Scoresby. In our party room I will make sure a
sufficient number of members are here to pay respect to
the shadow Treasurer in the manner in which the
Leader of The Nationals suggested. Even if the
members of the Liberal Party are not prepared to do it,
the government will ensure some of its members are
present in the chamber to listen to the shadow
Treasurer.
I am sure he will get assistance from the member for
Box Hill in preparing his contribution; if he is prepared
to take that assistance from the member for Box Hill, it
will be very detailed; but if he does not, he will be in all
sorts of trouble — but we will have members here to
listen to his response.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — I often come to listen to the
response from the shadow Treasurer, but I do that by
way of interest. I do not do it because the house has so
resolved. I think the member for Scoresby understands
because of our record in delivering surplus budgets and
good financial management that very important issues
are to be addressed in the budgets that this government
delivers, but we are yet to hear in any of the responses
from the opposition how it would tackle in any
substantive or real way the important economic issues
of the day.
We are hoping that the member for Scoresby will be
able to deliver something of substance, but irrespective
of that, we will have members in the chamber to listen
to him. In that context there is no reason for the
government to support his amendment. I am a man of
my word, and I will deliver that audience for the
member. Accordingly the government will not support
the amendments moved by the member.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — The Minister for Health says
he is likely to be here for the response.
The government will not support the amendments to
the motion before the house.
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House divided on amendments:
Ayes, 31
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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, 51
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, 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
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
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Amendments defeated.
Motion agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(SEX OFFENCES PROCEDURES) 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
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with respect to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex
Offences Procedures) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex
Offences Procedures) 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 the bill
The bill seeks to amend the following acts:
Crimes Act 1958
Crimes (Criminal Trials) Act 1999
Evidence Act 1958
Sentencing Act 1991
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004
The underlying purpose of the bill is to amend the legislative
time frames within which special hearings (pre-recording of
evidence and cross-examination) for child and cognitively
impaired complainants in sex offence trials are held.
The bill also provides for administrative and procedural
amendments to other provisions of the acts which relate to sex
offence procedures.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
Section 24 — fair hearing
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Clause 11 of the bill provides that the court may permit only
specified persons to be present in court while a child or
cognitively impaired person is giving evidence. This clause
arguably engages section 24(1) of the charter because it
infringes on the defendant’s right to a public hearing.
However, section 24(2) of the charter enables the exclusion of
people from part of a hearing if permitted to do so by another
law.
The Evidence Act currently allows for exclusions of specified
persons during the testimony of vulnerable witnesses and this
is intended to protect vulnerable persons. Accordingly, whilst
the right is engaged by clause 11, it is not limited.
Section 27 — retrospective criminal laws
Section of the charter provides that:
(1) A person must not be found guilty of a criminal offence
because of conduct that was not a criminal offence when
it was engaged.
(2) A penalty must not be imposed on any person for a
criminal offence that is greater than the penalty that
applied to the offence when it was committed …
Clauses 8, 10 and 13 provide for transitional arrangements for
the substantive clauses in the bill. However, clauses 8 and 13
do not deal with criminal conduct or penalties and do not
engage this right. Clause 10 does not apply retrospectively.
Clause 9 may appear to engage section 27 of the charter
because it concerns sentencing of offenders. It imposes a life
reporting condition on offenders sentenced after the
commencement of the bill, regardless of when the offence
was committed.

Section 24 of the charter provides that:
(1) A person charged with a criminal offence or a party to a
civil proceeding has the right to have the charge or
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
(2) Despite subsection (1), a court or tribunal may exclude
members of media organisations or other person or the
general public from all or part of a hearing if permitted
to do so by a law other than this charter.
(3) All judgements or decisions made by a court or tribunal
in a criminal or civil proceeding must be made public
unless the best interests of a child otherwise requires or a
law other than this charter otherwise permits.
Clause 10 of the bill provides that evidence of previous
representations made by child complainants is admissible in
some circumstances and that the hearsay rule does not apply.
The clause arguably engages section 24 of the charter because
rules of evidence are designed to promote accuracy in legal
fact finding.
However, what amounts to a fair hearing takes account of all
relevant interests, including those of the accused, witnesses
and society. Clause 10 requires the evidence to be relevant
and sufficiently probative and provides the judge with
discretion to exclude the evidence. If such evidence is
admitted, the judge must give appropriate warnings to the
jury. Accordingly, the right to a fair trial is preserved by
clause 10 and is not limited.

However, section 27 applies to penalties only, and the clause
does not impose any new or increased penalties on offenders.
Reporting obligations as a sex offender are not considered a
penalty under the Sentencing Act 1991 and the Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act 2004. Accordingly, the right is not engaged
and therefore not limited.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit,
restrict or interfere with any human rights protected by the
charter.
ROB HULLS MP
Attorney-General

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

In 2004 the Victorian Law Reform Commission
(VLRC) released the ‘Sex Offences Final Report’
which made a number of significant recommendations
for legislative and non-legislative reform in relation to
sex offences in the Victorian justice system.
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The majority of the legislative reforms were
implemented through the Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act
2006 (the first act), the Crimes (Sexual Offences)
(Further Amendment) Act 2006 and the Crimes
Amendment (Rape) Act 2007.
One recommendation (implemented through the first
act) was to provide that vulnerable witnesses — child
and cognitively impaired complainants — would only
have to give evidence once in sex offence trials.
Further, the VLRC recommended that this evidence
should be given at a ‘special hearing’, via a remote
recording facility, before the trial starts and without a
jury present.
The current provisions governing the special hearing
process have achieved the aims of this recommendation
to a significant extent. All key legal stakeholders have
worked hard to ensure the special hearing process is
effective. In some instances, however, the short time
frame for the holding of the special hearing has resulted
in a number of unforeseen consequences for all parties
involved in this process.
The 21-day period has sometimes provided insufficient
time to prepare adequately for the special hearing.
There has also been duplication in resources with two
different judges presiding and two different defence
counsel appearing at the special hearing and the
subsequent trial. The benefits of the early special
hearing have also been reduced by the waiting period
between the special hearing and the trial itself.
This bill will address these concerns by building on the
VLRC recommendations and further improving the
experience of these vulnerable witnesses in sex offence
trials. Accordingly, the bill amends the Evidence Act
1958 and related acts to provide a more effective and
efficient timetabling process for the holding of special
hearings. The bill is necessary to ensure one primary
object of the VLRC recommendations — to improve
the system for child and cognitively impaired
witnesses — is not undermined.
In summary, the main amendments in the bill are to:
extend the time requirement for the holding of a
special hearing from 21 days to three months. This
will address the administrative and timetabling
difficulties experienced to date. It will provide
adequate time for parties to prepare for the special
hearing.
provide that the County Court trial for relevant sex
offence matters must commence within three months
after the Magistrates Court committal unless it is in
the interests of justice to extend this time.
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The amendments are designed to enable the special
hearing to be held and the trial commenced before the
same judge within three months of the accused person
being committed for trial. The bill is designed to ensure
that vulnerable witnesses still only attend once to give
evidence whilst simultaneously expediting the entire
trial process, providing certainty for complainants and
other witnesses involved in the trial.
It will also realise efficiency gains by reducing
duplication of court resources (as both the special
hearing and the trial will be listed before the same
judge).
It is further designed to ensure that pretrial matters are
resolved prior to the scheduled special hearing, thereby
preserving the benefits for complainants of only one
attendance to give evidence.
In addition to amendments to the special hearing
process, the bill makes a small number of technical
amendments and other changes as a consequence of the
experience gained through implementation of the
VLRC recommendations. In essence, the additional
proposed amendments will:
achieve consistency in terminology used across the
acts (for example, the definition of child will be
increased in one section from under 17 to under 18);
remove ambiguity in the operation of some
provisions (for example, the use that can be made of
certain types of evidence);
update relevant sentencing schedules (for example,
to incorporate recently amended sexual offences as
‘serious sexual offender’ offences for the purposes of
sentencing).
The bill is consistent with the government’s Access to
Justice policy and will further improve the experience
of child and cognitively impaired witnesses who have
to give evidence in sexual offence matters.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 March.
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EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) 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 (the charter), I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Education and Training
Reform Amendment Bill 2008 (the bill).
In my opinion the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006 (the principal act).
The bill modifies the statutory responsibilities and functions
of the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority (the
authority). The authority will now be required to perform
functions in relation to early childhood development and will
be able to conduct assessments of students against ‘national
standards’ for measuring and reporting on student
performance. In addition, a new provision will be inserted
into the principal act to enable the chief executive officer of
the authority to issue a written reprimand in respect of a
suspected minor contravention of the examination rules.
Provision is also made for the student to seek review of that
decision.
The bill also introduces a unique student identifier, referred to
as the Victorian student number, and establishes the Victorian
student register which operates as the central repository for
student information that is collected through the allocation of
Victorian student numbers to all students.
Human rights issues
The Victorian student number and the Victorian student
register — right to privacy (s 13 of the charter)
Clause 11 of the bill (new part 5.3A) creates a mandatory
requirement that a student in a course or program of study or
training or a student receiving home-schooling be allocated a
Victorian student number. This clause engages the right to
privacy, because the process of allocating a Victorian student
number to a student requires the provision of the student’s
personal information to the secretary. The secretary then
holds that information in the Victorian student register. The
information is held by the secretary for the purpose of
monitoring student movement across the education and
training sectors, which is anticipated to lead to more effective
program evaluation and improved delivery of education and
training services, consequently leading to the reduction in
underperformance and premature departure of students from
schools. As a consequence, higher retention rates will lead to
an increasingly skilled and educated workforce.
While the collection, maintenance and use of a student’s
personal information raises the right to privacy, it does not
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limit the right to privacy because the provision and use of the
information is lawful and not arbitrary. The personal
information that is required to be provided to the secretary is
confined to the student’s full name, date of birth and gender
as well as their date of enrolment or cancellation of
enrolment.
Furthermore, the use and maintenance of the information is
protected by numerous safeguards including the Information
Privacy Act 2000 and an offence provision. For example,
only authorised persons and bodies such as the secretary, the
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority and the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority can
access the Victorian student numbers and a student’s related
information. If the secretary authorises another person or
body to access the information it can only be used for one or
any of the purposes specified under clause 5.3A.9(2) of the
bill, which is limited to the purposes of: monitoring and
ensuring student enrolment and attendance; ensuring
education or training providers and students receive
appropriate resources; statistical purposes relating to
education or training; research purposes relating to education
or training; and ensuring students’ educational records are
accurately maintained.
The restrictions imposed on the type of information that must
be provided in order for a student to be allocated a Victorian
student number, coupled with the safeguards surrounding the
maintenance and use of that information in the Victorian
student register, clearly show that any interference with the
right to privacy, in the context of the operation of this bill, is
reasonable and not arbitrary. In addition, there are clear and
reasonable policy objectives behind the collection,
maintenance and use of such information — namely, for the
overall purpose of more effective program evaluation and
improved delivery of education and training services in order
to increase retention rates to lead to a more highly skilled and
educated workforce. Accordingly, the right to privacy is not
limited by this bill.
Application of the Victorian student number regime to
students aged under 25 years — right to equality (s 8 of the
charter)
The application of the Victorian student number regime to
students under the age of 25 years (as provided by new
section 5.3A.2 of the bill) does not raise the right to equal
protection of the law without discrimination under section 8
of the charter. This is because the requirement to provide
personal information, which is imposed on students under the
age of 25 years, does not adversely affect those students so as
to cause them disadvantage in comparison to students over
25 years who are not required to provide such information.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions do raise human rights issues, these
provisions do not limit human rights.
Hon Bronwyn Pike, MP
Minister for Education
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Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Education and Training Reform Act 2006 has
introduced significant reforms to the education sector
since it came into operation on 1 July 2007. It has
amalgamated, updated and streamlined 12 separate acts.
A number of amendments are required to further
improve its operation and broaden its scope in line with
government policy.
The purpose of this bill is to modify the statutory
responsibilities and functions of the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority (the VCAA); to
introduce a unique student identifier, referred to as the
Victorian student number; to establish the Victorian
student register which operates as the central repository
for student information that is collected through the
allocation of Victorian student numbers to all students;
and to make a number of statute law revision changes
and technical amendments to improve the operation of
the act.
As the provisions of the bill are grouped under these
main purposes, I propose to deal with them in that
order.
The bill will expand the functions of the VCAA to
enable it to develop policies, criteria and standards for
learning, development and assessments which relate to
early childhood. This will empower the authority to
contribute its expertise to the integration of education
and early childhood development, supporting the
government’s commitment to giving Victorian children
the best start in life, and ensuring they establish firm
foundations for learning and development.
The bill will also provide the authority with the capacity
to implement the national literacy and numeracy testing
arrangements agreed upon by state, territory and
commonwealth governments for primary and
secondary school children in years 3, 5, 7 and 9.
The VCAA delivers a quality Victorian certificate of
education examination process to Victorian students,
parents and schools each year. Part of this process
involves administration of examination rules. The bill
will make an amendment to the way the VCAA deals
with minor infringements of examination rules, to
enable a less formal response (a reprimand letter from
the chief executive officer) to be implemented where
appropriate.
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In 2004–05 extensive work undertaken by my
department determined that there is a strong case for the
implementation of a unique student identifier. The
department undertook multiple rounds of consultation
with all key stakeholder groups across the school and
vocational education and training sectors in Victoria,
and an examination of unique student identifier
initiatives across all Australian and leading
international jurisdictions.
To support the initiative it was proposed that a
Victorian student register (VSR) be established to store,
for each learner, minimum identifying information and
an enrolment history.
The bill provides for the implementation of these
commitments.
The introduction of the Victorian student number and
Victorian student register is supportive of the Victorian
government’s goal of having 90 per cent of young
Victorians complete year 12 or its educational
equivalent by 2010. It will assist in achieving this target
by identifying students at risk of ‘dropping out’ of the
education and training system prior to completion of
year 12 or an equivalent qualification. This will aid the
provision of targeted, timely and appropriate support
and services for those ‘at-risk students’.
The bill will make provision for the introduction of a
unique student identifier through the requirement that
all students in Victoria from prep up to and including
age 24 being educated by registered education and
training providers are allocated a Victorian student
number.
It establishes a Victorian student register as a repository
for Victorian student numbers and associated
information and provides the Secretary of the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development with responsibility for administering the
allocation of Victorian student numbers, the collection
of information and the monitoring and maintenance of
the Victorian student register. The secretary will have
the capacity to delegate this responsibility to a statutory
authority such as the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority or the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority.
Importantly, the bill only allows for specific persons or
bodies to access and use the Victorian student number
and specifies the purposes for use of the identifier and
any related information. These will be limited to
monitoring student enrolment and attendance; ensuring
students’ educational records are accurately maintained,
and for statistical and research purposes.
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The bill also creates offences for unauthorised use or
disclosure of a Victorian student number or information
contained in the Victorian student register.
The bill provides for a staggered ‘rollout’ of the
Victorian student number scheme to ensure it is
successfully implemented across a large and diverse
range of education and training providers.
The Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel has
requested a number of statute law revisions. These are
not considered to change existing policies or procedures
or remove existing rights.
The government is committed to ensuring that the
Victorian education system is constantly improving and
its goal is to build a cohesive education system that
ensures smooth transitions through each phase of early
development and education. Within this context, the
amendments proposed in this bill will serve to further
strengthen the already significant reforms to the
education sector.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DIXON
(Nepean).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 March.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (LANDFILL LEVIES) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities (the charter), I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Environment Protection
Amendment (Landfill Levies) Bill 2008 (the proposed bill).
In my opinion, the proposed bill, 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 proposed bill increases the landfill levies for categories B
and C prescribed industrial waste from 1 July 2008. It also
makes some minor and administrative amendments to remove
anomalies and improve the operation of the act.
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Human rights issues
Section 6(1) of the charter sets out that only human beings,
and not corporations, have human rights. Prescribed industrial
waste producers are all corporations or other such entities, as
by definition, prescribed industrial waste arises from
industrial, commercial or trade activities, or from laboratories
or hospitals.
The administrative amendments are to sections of the
Environment Protection Act 1970 which also apply only to
corporations.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not affect
private individuals.
PETER BATCHELOR, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

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

I am very pleased to present the Environment
Protection Amendment (Landfill Levies) Bill to the
house today. This bill represents an important next step
in achieving the government’s vision for a
resource-efficient society: a society that understands
that the waste that ends up in our landfills not only
presents potential hazards to our environment and our
health, but that it represents wasted energy, wasted
water and wasted materials; a society in which
hazardous waste is no longer sent to landfill; a society
that values the innovation, ingenuity and creativity
required to turn waste into a resource. That is the
society we aspire to.
Prescribed industrial waste is not merely the problem of
industry. Each one of us contributes to the production
of prescribed industrial waste through the products and
services we use on a day-to-day basis: the phones we
carry with us; the computers we use daily. The
manufacture of these and many more of the products
and services we all use produce prescribed industrial
waste. Through this bill, and other initiatives of the
Brumby government, we are now helping solve this
collective problem.
This government committed to follow the decision of
an independent panel of experts examining the
proposed Nowingi long-term containment facility.
When the panel recommended against construction of
the facility, this government stood by its commitment
and on 9 January 2007 announced that there would be
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no new long-term waste containment facility in
Victoria.
With no long-term containment facility and a finite
amount of space available in the two remaining
landfills licensed to accept high hazard waste, this
government has committed to eliminating the disposal
of high hazard waste to landfills by 2020.
This government has a three-pronged strategy to
achieving this:
1

tighter controls on wastes accepted at landfills
and banning some wastes from landfill;

2

substantially increasing the cost of sending
waste to landfill through landfill levy
increases; and

3

supporting industry through reinvesting levy
funds in technologies to reduce wastes.

On 1 July 2007 the government introduced a prescribed
industrial waste classification system, which will drive
better segregation, treatment and recovery of waste.
The classification system divides prescribed industrial
waste into three categories, A, B and C. Category A,
the highest hazard waste, is banned from landfill and
must be treated before disposal, while categories B and
C have differential levies to promote hazard reduction
and alternatives to disposal.
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Importantly, the Environment Protection Authority, in
partnership with industry, will continue to reinvest the
revenue from these additional levies to help eliminate
prescribed industrial waste. The Environment
Protection Authority is currently advertising for
investment opportunities in new technologies, research
and development and upgrades, which improve the
reuse, recycling, reprocessing and recovery of
prescribed industrial waste. Government has a priority
to reduce large volumes and high hazard waste streams,
having regard to payback periods, likelihood of success
and the transferability of outcomes.
In an example of the type of project funded from the
landfill levies, the Environment Protection Authority
committed $2 million to a partnership with Veolia
Environment Services. Veolia will bring forward the
completion of a major upgrade of its Brooklyn waste
treatment facility. The project will reduce an estimated
32 000 tonnes of high hazard waste going to landfill
over the next five years.
In another example the Environment Protection
Authority committed $1 million to the Australian
Sustainability Industry Research Centre to work with
the three key waste treatment companies in Victoria.
These three companies together dispose of more than
50 per cent of all hazardous waste sent to landfill.
Investing in innovative technologies and promoting
access to new markets from products made from wastes
is expected to drive further significant reductions.

The Environment Protection Authority has helped
companies make a smooth transition to the new hazard
classification system by providing guidance and
expertise, and by funding the classification of certain
waste streams. Now, more than ever before, industry is
aware of the chemistry of their hazardous waste.

The combination of increasing landfill levies through
this bill, the hazard classification system, and
reinvestment in industry, sees Victoria leading the
world in managing hazardous waste.

In the six months since the hazard classification system
was introduced, this system, in combination with levies
and reinvestment of moneys into industry support
programs, has delivered significant success. Already
our preliminary data suggests we are on target to reduce
high hazard waste from 85 000 tonnes to about
60 000 tonnes this year. This is a reduction of 30 per
cent.

This bill demonstrates the Brumby government’s
genuine commitment to moving Victoria towards a
resource-efficient future.

To accelerate the drive for zero high hazard waste by
2020, this bill will fulfil the government’s commitment
to increase the landfill levies from 1 July 2008:
category B waste will increase from $130 to
$250 per tonne
category C waste will increase from $50 to $70 per
tonne.

Finally, the bill provides for a couple of ‘housekeeping’
amendments to remove minor inconsistencies and
anomalies to improve the operation of the act.

I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 March.
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herself adequately due to the circumstances of the
relationship.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December 2007; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Relationships Bill is
a bill to allow persons to register relationships as
‘couples’ and to enter into relationship agreements, to
provide for maintenance orders and to extend property
adjustment provisions for domestic partnerships.
Under the bill two persons who are in a registrable
relationship may apply to the registrar of births, deaths
and marriages for that relationship to be registered,
provided they live in Victoria, are not married — to
each other or anyone else — and are not in another
registered or registrable relationship.
A ‘registrable relationship’ is defined as a relationship
between two adults who are not married to each other
but are a couple where one or each of them provides
personal or financial commitment and support of a
domestic nature for the material benefit of the other,
irrespective of genders and whether or not they are
living under the same roof, other than for fee or reward
or on behalf of another person or organisation. The
term ‘couple’ is not defined in the bill.
The bill provides that certificates of registration may be
issued. No ceremony is required. Registration is
revoked by the death or marriage of either person, or
90 days after the lodgement of an application by either
person for revocation of registration.
Before, during or after a domestic relationship, two
people may enter into a relationship agreement
providing for financial matters connected with their
domestic relationship.
A court may vary or set aside a relationship agreement
in certain circumstances but may not alter property
interests in a way inconsistent with a relationship
agreement if the agreement was formally entered into
with independent legal advice.
The bill re-enacts provisions currently in the Property
Law Act on the power of courts to adjust the property
interests of certain domestic partners and extends the
criteria applied by the courts to include the financial
resources and needs of each partner.
The bill also provides that a court may make an order
for maintenance against a domestic partner if the court
is satisfied the applicant is unable to support himself or

The opposition parties have received a range of detailed
and considered views, and we thank all those groups
and individuals who have provided submissions to us.
The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby supports
the legislation but believes there should be a legally
effective ceremony option, mutual recognition between
jurisdictions and a lower registration fee. It says:
A relationship register provides practical benefits — by
making it easier for couples who are in a domestic
relationship to demonstrate their status in order to access
existing benefits. It also confers symbolic benefits through
increased acceptance of same-sex relationships. We also
believe a relationship register is necessary for those couples
who are either legally not allowed to, or do not wish to,
marry.

Civil Union Action has informed us that it supports the
bill but it also believes there should be an option for a
ceremony, there should be same-sex adoption, and that
the registration opportunity should be available to a
broader range of couples.
The Law Institute of Victoria supports the registration
but considers that the registration age should be
lowered to the age of 16 with court approval, that it
should be made clear that the receipt of a carer
allowance by a member of a couple does not disqualify
them from registration, and that there should be
interstate recognition and other changes.
The Australian Christian Lobby has raised concerns
which, as far as I am aware, remain unresolved. The
legislation is opposed by Endeavour Forum, the
Australian Family Association, the Festival of Light,
SaltShakers, the Melbourne Catholic Lawyers
Association and the Catholic Women’s League. It is
also opposed by the Ad Hoc Interfaith Committee,
which has members from bodies including the John
Paul II Institute for Marriage and Family, the Institute
for Judaism and Civilization, the Uniting Church’s
Committee on Bioethics, the Presbyterian Church, the
Good Shepherd Antiochian Orthodox Mission Parish,
Ridley Melbourne Mission and Ministry College,
CityLife Church, the Christian City Church and the
Anglican Church.
The bill is also opposed by the Catholic Church.
Archbishop Hart put many of the arguments against the
bill in a homily he gave at the opening of the legal year
on 29 January, when he said:
… society owes its continued survival to the family, founded
on marriage. The inevitable consequence of legal recognition
of same-sex unions would be the redefinition of marriage,
which would become, in its legal status, an institution devoid
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of essential reference to factors linked to heterosexuality; for
example, procreation and raising children.
…
A state which gives legal standing to such unions fails in its
duty to promote and defend marriage as an institution
essential to the common good …
The church teaches that men and women with same-sex
tendencies must be accepted with respect, compassion and
sensitivity and not subject to unjust discrimination.
The legal registration of relationships between same-sex
couples on the other hand is a radical departure from the
principle of tolerance and must be opposed.

The bill raises a wide variety of issues from many
different perspectives. It raises the issues of whether the
bill should provide for legally effective ceremonies as
part of the registration process; whether the registration
age should be lowered to the age of 16; and whether the
bill simply recognises and provides for existing
relationships or in fact establishes a parallel regime to
marriage through marriage-like provisions on
registration, maintenance, property adjustments and
relationship agreements.
The bill raises issues about the messages given about
commitment and the interests of children through the
status conferred on various relationships by the bill. The
bill also raises the issue of whether it should allow the
registration of a broader range of interpersonal
relationships rather than being based simply on persons
registering being a ‘couple’.
In addition the bill raises a number of definitional issues
and anomalies. Unlike in Tasmania, the Victorian bill
does not exclude members of the same family from
registration of relationships. On the other hand, there is
no suggestion that the law of incest is being altered.
There is the issue of whether the receipt of a carer
allowance can disqualify a relationship for registration,
as has been raised by the Law Institute of Victoria.
There are issues concerning the use of two separate
definitions of domestic partnership, one being a narrow
definition, the other being a broader definition, and the
use of criteria that are specified in relation to the
broader definition in order to determine whether or not
a relationship qualifies under the narrower definition.
This anomaly exists under the existing legislation and it
is being extended by the bill — for example, if one
contrasts subclauses (1) and (2) of clause 39.
There is also the use of the broader definition for the
purpose of determining eligibility for registration, and
once registration has been achieved, that qualifies for
recognition and status whereas previously only the
narrow definition applied. For example, this is the case
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in relation to tax concessions connected with
relationships, as is effected by item 17 of schedule 1 of
the bill in relation to the Duties Act.
There are also issues that are highlighted by the reports
of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee,
such as the unexplained discretion for the registrar to
register or refuse to register relationships, and the wide
power conferred on the registrar to conduct inquiries to
verify information given in applications, including the
power to require third parties to answer questions or
provide information as to what they know about the
relationship, subject to a penalty of over $1000 for
refusing to comply.
However, beyond these definitional issues the bill
involves fundamental issues about the family, about the
recognition and social consequences the state gives to
various forms of relationship and about the social
messages being sent by legislation such as this. Many
people from across the political spectrum would
consider that a number of these issues go to the core of
their moral and personal beliefs. The Liberal Party and
The Nationals have always respected the diversity of
views that may be deeply held on such issues, and the
parties have decided that they should allow their
members a free vote on this legislation. Accordingly the
views that I am about to express on the legislation are
my own views and not views being expressed on behalf
of the Liberal Party and The Nationals.
In summary my view is that the bill is not a bill about
overcoming inappropriate discrimination. Rather it is a
bill designed and intended to put a wide range of
uncommitted relationships on a basis as close as
possible to that of marriage and other committed
relationships. The bill does so without requiring of
those relationships the personal and social
responsibilities of marriage or other committed
relationships. This has very serious consequences for
individuals and the community and in particular for
children. It will send messages to the community that
will further undermine support for marriage and other
committed relationships as invaluable social
institutions. Accordingly I will be voting against this
legislation.
It has to be said that the Attorney-General has been
speaking with a forked tongue about this legislation. He
says to those who have been seeking such legislation:
… what this bill does is to enable couples who want the
dignity of formal recognition of their loving relationship to
register it, to receive a certificate, and to have the security of
knowing that their decision to commit to a shared life with
each other is respected in Victoria.
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Indeed in his letter of 3 March to the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee, as reported by the
committee yesterday, the Attorney-General went
further and said the registration scheme:
… aims to provide a formal means of recognition for couples
who do not marry, either because they choose not to or
because they are not able to as a result of the application of
the commonwealth Marriage Act 1961.

Yet at the same time as the Attorney-General is saying
that, he is saying to those who have concerns about the
legislation that they should not be concerned because
the bill is simply about ending discrimination and
allowing easier access to existing entitlements. In fact
not only the registration but the other provisions of the
bill are carefully and deliberately designed to put both
registered relationships and other uncommitted
relationships on as close as possible a parallel footing to
marriage as Victorian law can achieve, save in relation
to IVF (in-vitro fertilisation) and adoption, and the
Attorney-General has already announced that
legislation is to come on IVF and has foreshadowed
changes on adoption.
If one looks at the issue of property adjustments, until
now, on the break-up of a relationship, that has been
based on equity in terms of the contributions the parties
have made to each other’s assets, on avoiding
exploitation and on reflecting the parties’ likely views
of fairness in the circumstances of the relationship.
However, under the bill property adjustments will also
be based on post-relationship criteria of future needs
and resources, as applies in the case of break-up of
marriage. In relation to maintenance, again the criteria
will to a large extent be based on future needs and
resources, as applies in the case of break-up of
marriage.
In the case of relationship agreements, there is no
objection in principle to any two people entering a
legally binding agreement in relation to property and
assets, as, for example, two flatmates might do. Nor is
there any objection to having such an agreement prevail
over court-ordered adjustments if certain formalities are
complied with. But here this mechanism of the
relationship agreement is not made available to
flatmates or to those in other interdependent
relationships; it is only made available to those who
enter into certain specified relationships and who make
agreements in a way that parallels agreements relating
to marriage under the commonwealth Family Law Act.
In addition, it is to be noted that the registrar of births,
deaths and marriages will be managing the register
created by this bill, which will bring the registration
arrangement into the same office as that which
administers marriage.
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Overall this bill creates what may be described as
marriage lite, giving to the parties virtually all of the
social benefits of marriage but without the benefits to
society of parties being in a committed, long-term
relationships. If I can draw on some words used by the
Australian Family Association, the bill’s practical effect
will be to reduce marriage to just one of a range of
equally valued relationship or lifestyle options. It will
break the nexus with attributes of the relationship such
as a shared life, commitment, faithfulness and an
inherent procreative dimension.
Some people have argued that the absence of a
ceremony means the relationships being registered
under this bill are not being put on a par with marriage
or other committed relationships. However, it is not the
absence of a ceremony that causes a problem; the
problem is in the status and benefits being conferred
without the requirement for a commitment. It does not
really matter whether one calls it a relationships
register, a civil union, a civil partnership or a registered
partnership. The differences between the models are
minor and the overall result is the same. Ironically this
is a conclusion that is reached not only by many who
oppose the legislation but also by many who support
the legislation.
The talk about including a separate category of caring
relationships along the Tasmanian lines is a red herring.
That simply results in two separate headings of
registration in the one act. It does nothing to overcome
the problems of putting couple relationships with no
ongoing commitment requirement on the same basis as
committed relationships. It would be possible to have a
law that enabled a wide variety of interdependent
relationships to be registered so as to allow individuals
to give effect to their wishes, and without any
requirement for two people to be a couple. Going down
that route could well avoid the problems with
legislation of the sort before us. However, simply
having a separate Tasmanian-style category of caring
relationships would not achieve that.
This bill is not about discrimination. It is about the
status that society chooses to confer based on various
attributes. For example, one does not give veterans’
entitlements to people who are not veterans. One does
not give a seniors card to a person who is not a senior,
but in the ordinary sense of the term no-one would
presume that that is discrimination. Likewise it is not
discrimination if you do not give the social benefits of a
committed relationship to a relationship with no
up-front commitment requirement and that is
terminable unilaterally on 90 days notice.
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Discrimination on the basis of lawful sexual activity or
sexual orientation is already illegal, and the law already
gives the same rights as spouses to people in de facto
heterosexual and same-sex relationships in matters such
as medical treatment. Indeed this is one of the boasts of
the Attorney-General about his 2001 legislation. The
argument that the bill is needed to overcome
evidentiary problems in medical emergency cases is
fanciful. It is not even mentioned as an issue in
publications such as Over the Rainbow, the guide to the
law for same-sex couples funded by the Department of
Justice, and the Attorney-General can hardly be
suggesting that Victorian public hospitals are engaged
in widespread breach of the law.
Overall what this bill is doing is giving the status and
benefits of marriage without the responsibilities. The
Attorney-General would hardly propose, nor would he
expect society to accept the proposition that marriage
could be entered into without the bride and groom
making commitments to each other for an ongoing
relationship and with the marriage terminable by either
party on 90 days notice. Yet that is effectively what he
is proposing with this bill. There is no requirement for a
commitment to exclusivity or duration in this
legislation. When the legislation uses the word
‘commitment’, it talks only about commitment for the
material benefit of the other party, not about
commitment to an ongoing and exclusive relationship.
Of course the parties may have a commitment between
themselves to an ongoing and exclusive relationship,
but it is not a requirement of the legislation and there is
no obligation to make such a declaration of
commitment in a public context. By contrast the
Marriage Act provides that:
Marriage, according to law in Australia, is the union of a man
and a woman to the exclusion of all others, voluntarily
entered into for life.

Traditionally when the law has recognised de facto
relationships, that has been a move to recognise
relationships that are, in practice if not in law, of a
nature akin to marriage.
The problem with giving marriage lite relationships the
same social status as marriage and other committed
relationships is not an academic debate about
similarities and differences, nor is it based on a
traditionalist’s support for marriage for marriage’s sake.
When the state formally recognises uncommitted
short-term relationships on the same basis as committed
long-term relationships it says that these relationships
are of equal social benefit. This issue is important
because the message we give today and the message
that this legislation will give on an ongoing basis, if it is
passed, will have consequences for decades to come for
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our social cohesion and stability and for the domestic
and social environments in which our children will
grow up.
As the Australian Family Association (AFA) has
pointed out, spouses have onerous responsibilities to
their children, their extended families, to friends and to
the community. It is in part in recognition of the
existence of these onerous responsibilities that are being
undertaken with a social benefit that over virtually the
whole course of human history a particular status has
been accorded to what is now defined as a marriage.
Social cohesion will of course suffer if family
instability becomes increasingly common, and that will
lead to greater disadvantage, particularly amongst
children growing up in non-maritally based families.
As the AFA points out, all members of society,
regardless of sexuality or gender, have a vital stake in
the ongoing vitality of marriage and family as they are
traditionally understood because of the significant role
of these institutions in fostering social cohesion — and
research certainly supports the role that stable families
play in fostering personal wellbeing as well as greater
economic capacity.
Overall children and adults are likely to be better off if
they are able to grow up in a family founded on the
ongoing marriage of their biological mother and father.
Children are likely to have poorer outcomes and
experience more difficulties if they grow up in families
founded on the cohabitation of parents or in other
family settings characterised by the presence of
step-parents or other sexual partners of a child’s parent.
In short, children need their mother and father. This
was put very well by the late Richard McGarvie, the
former Governor of Victoria, who was appointed under
the Cain and Kirner governments. He said:
The way children learn civilised living is in the family. The
best gift you can give to a child is to have that child brought
up in a family whose parents share the child’s genes and … it
never enters the child’s mind that the family won’t continue.

Those remarks are reported in the Sunday Age of
3 September 1995.
Former Prime Minister John Howard made very similar
points in his recently reported Washington speech,
when he said that marriage is a bedrock social
institution and that we should be ceaselessly
expounding the advantages for a child of being raised
by both its mother and father. That is certainly the ideal.
Sometimes it is not achieved, and quite often not due to
the fault of either or both of the partners concerned —
and those persons who bring up their children in less
than ideal circumstances often work very hard to
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overcome those disadvantages and achieve good
outcomes for their children. Nonetheless that is the
ideal that the community should be aiming for and
supporting.
The Attorney-General is a proud advocate of his
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. He
hardly needs me to remind him that that charter is based
on the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights of 1966. Article 23 of that international covenant
provides that:
1.

The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of
society and is entitled to protection by society and the
state.

2.

The right of men and women of marriageable age to
marry and to found a family shall be recognised.

It is clear, despite the Attorney-General’s rewriting of
the charter of so-called universal values to suit his own
view of the world, that the document on which the
Attorney-General’s own charter is based rightly
identifies the family as the natural and fundamental
group unit of society, rightly links the family to the
marriage of men and women and rightly singles out the
family and the marriage of men and women for special
protection and recognition by society. Almost identical
sentiments are expressed in article 16 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights of 1948. As a society
what we should be doing is reinforcing the importance
of stable and committed relationships between mothers
and fathers as the best environment for raising children.
That is part of an overall growing social need for people
to take greater personal responsibility in life.
If you look at issues being debated in society at present
in a far broader context, you see that an increasing
number of people from many different walks of life and
from right across the political spectrum are concerned
about the direction in which society is heading as we
confront a wide range of growing social problems,
including street violence, family violence, road rage,
drug abuse and binge drinking. Many thoughtful people
are drawing the conclusion that one of the fundamental
changes in society’s direction that is needed to reverse
these problems is a greater sense of personal
responsibility. Yet the message we are giving with this
bill is completely the opposite. This bill is saying that
you can enter a relationship with no up-front
commitment to continue it and then tear it up on
90 days notice. If this bill is passed, the law will be
saying that such a relationship attracts virtually all the
legal rights and benefits of a marriage, which at least
starts off as a lifelong commitment.
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Of course greater personal responsibility does not
necessarily require government action or laws. If one
looks at the example of 19th century Britain and North
America one sees that people transformed themselves
through a community spirit of revival and self-help and
took themselves out of the squalor and misery depicted
in Hogarth’s Gin Lane and Dickens’s Oliver Twist.
However in many fields the rule of law is an important
and sometimes essential reinforcement of social and
community attitudes, and a law that gives all the wrong
messages is highly counterproductive. The need for a
greater sense of responsibility in the community is not
something that is becoming apparent by reference to
abstract notions of morality or religion; it is becoming
apparent because of a blunt recognition, justified by
evidence, that particular failures of responsibility in our
community today are having harmful consequences for
others, and not least of all for our children.
Reversing that direction and achieving a greater sense
of personal responsibility and obligation in our
community will be a great move in the right direction.
However, it will not be an easy task. The first step to
any reform is recognition of our problems and a
determination to remedy those problems. What we
should be doing today is taking our first steps in that
direction down the road to reform, rather than heading
in the wrong direction, as this bill does.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — This bill is about
treating people with dignity, respect and fairness.
Domestic relationships, whether they be heterosexual or
same-sex relationships, have been recognised as being
on an equal legal footing in this state since 2001, when
this government passed groundbreaking relationships
legislation which removed from Victorian laws
discrimination against people who were in domestic
partnerships, no matter what the sexual orientation of
those people might be. That applied to all domestic
partners, and it applies now.
What this bill seeks to do is not confer new rights or
responsibilities but clarify existing rights and
responsibilities and make the process of providing
proof of an existing relationship simple and easy to do
rather than, as is often the case for people at the
moment, a very cumbersome, complicated and often
embarrassing process. In particular, same-sex couples
living in Victoria at the moment often need some form
of documentary evidence when dealing with employers,
service providers, government departments,
administrative bodies or the legal system. Establishing
the fact of an existing domestic relationship can in those
circumstances often be difficult, time consuming and
embarrassing for the people involved. The lack of
documentary proof means that partners may not have
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access to rights in property and estate settlement, life
insurance and superannuation. Those are rights which
they have at law, which this Parliament has already
recognised, but which they have difficulty accessing.
Because of the burden of gathering proof of their
partnership, people in that situation may not be able to
tackle unlawful discrimination by their service
providers, employers, landlords or others. In these
circumstances they may miss out on the protection of
the law owed them as citizens of this state.
This issue is not at all about new rights; it is about a
simple and clear process for gaining access to existing
rights. The domestic partnerships that we are talking
about, be they same-sex partnerships or heterosexual
partnerships, are fully lawful in this state. Some people
are nonetheless prevented in certain circumstances from
gaining full access to those rights and the full
responsibilities that those partnerships require. In
essence a legally recognised right that is very difficult
to access becomes in fact a hollow right. It is a right
that some people are not able to exercise in a full and
free manner, yet one which most members of society
take for granted.
This government has consulted very widely about the
development of this legislation. In the first instance the
government appointed me to chair a working group of
members of Parliament to consult on this issue. I thank
the member for Northcote and Jenny Mikakos, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region in another
place, for also serving on that working group and for
the contribution they made. The working group
consulted with numerous groups and organisations in
the community. The government, subsequent to our
report being delivered, has also furthered that
consultative process.
The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby has been
consulted, numerous faith groups have been consulted,
as has the Law Institute of Victoria. I note that the Law
Institute of Victoria supports this bill, and I am pleased
that that is the case. Also the Australia Christian Lobby
is supportive of it. I am also happy that is the case. In
fact many faith-based groups in the community are not
opposing this legislation. I think it is right that they
should take that constructive approach.
The journey that we have taken as a community to
understanding and acknowledging the equal rights for
all our citizens has been a long but not easy one. It is
one that has taken numerous paths; I suppose some
people started on their path towards recognising and
understanding equal rights at earlier times than others.
But I strongly believe that the time for deliberating
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about whether people are entitled to equal rights and
equal treatment has passed. That debate has been had
and been won.
We believe properly and strongly that people in this
state no matter what their race, gender or sexual
orientation are entitled to equal treatment and equal
protection of the law. If there is evidence to the effect
that people in certain situations are not able to gain
proper access to their rights and obligations, then the
law needs to be clarified in order for the situation to be
remedied.
It is clear from reading the legislation that is before the
house that we are not dealing with marriage or anything
approaching marriage on this issue. In fact some people
from one side of the debate have criticised these
relationships because they are not marriages, but on the
other side of the argument some people criticise these
relationships because they are too close to marriage. I
make the point very clearly that these relationships are
not marriages and they are not meant to be anything
like marriages.
This legislation is about making sure that people have a
clear and unambiguous ability to provide conclusive
proof that they are in a domestic relationship by clear. It
is as simple as that. It does not make any difference to
the nature of the relationship that people are in; people
are already in domestic relationships in Victoria and
need to make sure that their relationship is recognised
appropriately so that the way in which the law acts in
relation to them is fair and appropriate.
The attitude of the opposition in relation to this
legislation is worthy of some comment. The member
for Box Hill said that members of the opposition parties
will have a conscience vote in relation to this
legislation. While many people would regard a
conscience vote as the most appropriate approach when
dealing with matters of life and death, nonetheless the
opposition obviously feels there is such difficulty
between the coalition parties and within each party that
they need to allow their members a conscience vote.
That is a matter for those parties.
But when the opposition comes into this chamber and
says that people in domestic relationships who are not
married, whether they be heterosexual or same-sex
Partnerships, have no commitment, have no obligations
and that they enter into domestic partnerships without
any particular care for the future, then the opposition is
disparaging many thousands of people who are in
committed domestic partnerships in this state.
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A de facto relationship in this state can in fact be
terminated at the will of the parties — there is no doubt
about that — but what is needed in same-sex
partnerships or heterosexual de facto partnerships is a
simple, conclusive legal process that enables a
partnership to be recognised and also to be dissolved.
The length of time that a relationship may exist cannot
be predetermined, but this legislation clarifies issues
concerning the entering into of a partnership, the rights
and obligations of the people involved in that
partnership, and the termination of that partnership.
These are situations that occur every day in Victoria
now, and I believe the law should reflect that
appropriately; it should determine that these
relationships are to be recognised in this way so that the
rights and obligations of people in domestic
relationships in this state are clear, simple and well
understood and so that people are able to gain access to
them appropriately.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I am
opposed to this legislation. In saying that, I am
expressing my own views, because The Nationals and
the Liberal Party have agreed that there will be a free
vote on our behalf. So, as I say, the position I put is an
opinion of my own. In so saying, I want to emphasise
that I am respectful of opinions which are different
from that which I have about what is a very delicate
issue.
The member for Box Hill, the shadow
Attorney-General, has in his inimitable fashion
explained the actual mechanics of the legislation in
considerable detail, and I do not feel the need to do so
again. I am all the more of that view because I have
only 10 minutes in which to make this contribution —
now down to 9 minutes.
I want to say, though, in response to the contribution we
have just heard from the member for Prahran, that it
simply cannot be said that this legislation does not
confer new rights; of course it confers new rights. In the
course of the contribution by the member for Box Hill
he outlined those elements of this legislation which do
in fact create new rights, particularly with regard to the
future entitlements of those who are parties to the
relationships register which is contemplated by the
terms of this bill.
I am an unapologetic and a strong advocate of the
institution of marriage. It is unique, by definition, and I
therefore do not believe it has any equivalent. I think it
is important that the Parliament resist any move to have
any other form of association — be it registered, as is
contemplated by this bill, or otherwise — as a stepping
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stone toward the institution of marriage. Fundamentally
that is why I am opposed to this bill.
This bill establishes a structure which is a step towards
equalising the notion of a same-sex relationship in
particular with that of marriage. I must say that I think
anybody who does not see this legislation in that
context is being naive and is kidding themselves. I do
not think there is any doubt that we will be back
considering further legislation which is intended
ultimately to draw equality between marriage and other
forms of association.
Marriage is unique because it is a building block for
families; families, in turn, are the basis of our state and
our nation. It must be said that the institution of
marriage is not perfect, and of course it is the fact that
many marriages fail, but in my view it is by a long way
the best form of association between a man and a
woman and the best mechanism by a long way for
ensuring that children are brought into this world and
are raised in a way which offers them the best
opportunities. The federal Marriage Act 1961 contains
a definition of what constitutes marriage, and it
essentially has four components: it is a union of a man
and a woman, to the exclusion of all others, voluntarily
entered into, for life. In the course of a speech which I
made in 2001 on the Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Bill I traced the history of marriage in
society, and I also went through the provisions of the
federal act which are the basis for a marriage. The fact
is it is hard work getting married. There are about
120 sections within the Marriage Act, and to actually
get there — to get over the line — is a big call.
As others from behind me have been saying as I speak,
you have got to work hard at making a marriage work.
That is a fact of life, too. Having practised law for many
years, I think a marriage coming apart causes awful
trauma to all concerned, particularly to children, but by
the same token I believe marriage is still the best option
for society. I believe it provides the best alternative for
a stable home environment for children.
How often do we hear the plea in society these days for
children to be raised in what is termed a stable home
environment? The practical fact is that children raised
that way are most likely to come from a happy
marriage. This is not to be confused with issues of
wealth or being well-to-do or otherwise. The factors
which go to make up a solid marriage so often have
nothing to do with issues of finance; rather, it is
something much more basic than that, and this is
indeed, in my view, the most basic of communal
arrangements. So it is that we hear so often in areas of
education, health and policing the plea that children
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come from a stable home environment, because it does
offer them the best possible alternative in making their
way through life.
This bill is, in my opinion, a further step toward
equating marriage with the other forms of relationships
that are set out in the bill, particularly the same-sex
relationships. In making that comment I pay due regard
to the representations which have been made to me by
the Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby. I have
received from that organisation a letter of 27 January
2008, signed by Stephen Jones and his associate as the
co-convenors of that organisation. At page 2, when
making a plea for what they want included in this bill,
which is a legally effective ceremony, they say:
Finally, while we acknowledge that it will not be achieved
through the current bill, we would like to indicate our support
for a model of relationship recognition which includes the
option for a legally effective ceremony. A significant
proportion of the GLBTI —

gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender and intersex —
community supports this model, and we believe that a legally
effective ceremony would be another significant step forward
in the acceptance of same-sex couples in our community.

Inevitably, as I say, that is the path down which we are
going, and one need only look at other jurisdictions to
see that. The Canadian situation is a classic example of
the point that I make. The Civil Marriage Act was
passed in Canada in 2005, and the background
introduction to that act states, in part:
The government believes that same-sex couples should have
equal access to marriage — anything short of that is less than
equal and discriminatory. The government cannot, and should
not, pick and choose whose rights they will defend and whose
rights they will ignore. If the fundamental rights of one
minority can be denied, so potentially can those of others.

There are many other commentaries of a similar ilk
contained within debate on the legislation which gave
rise to the passage of that law in Canada. It is why I say
that inevitably we are moving toward what I think is the
equalisation of the institution of marriage with other
proposed forms of relationships. I think invariably we
are going to have ongoing pressure from those who
wish to see that occur in Australia. It will continue in
Victoria, and it will continue in our nation at large.
In all of this, I want to make it clear to the house — trite
as it may seem to some who are listening to this and
some who will read it subsequently — that I wish no ill
will to those who are in a same-sex association; I wish
them no ill will at all. They are entitled to live their
lives as they see fit, and it is absolutely none of my
business as to the way they conduct themselves, as long
as they do it in accordance with the law.
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That is not what causes me to get to my feet today and
put this position. My distinct position, though, insofar
as this whole debate is concerned, is that my argument
commences from the other end of the spectrum. I am a
strong proponent of the institution of marriage. I believe
it is a foundation of our society, and it is very important
that it be protected and encouraged. I see the passage of
legislation in the nature of that which is before us here
now as detracting, if you like, from what I think is that
unique institution.
This is not a case, on my part at least, of wanting to be
critical of those who are in same-sex relationships. I am
not judgemental of them at all. They are, as I say,
entitled to live their lives as they so choose; rather, my
perspective of this is that if we are going to make sure
we have our societies as strong as they can possibly be
and if we are going to give children the best
conceivable opportunity to make their way in the world,
then the more that we can do to encourage marriage in a
stable home environment, the better it will be.
I note that a number of submissions have been made
and that a variety of organisations either favour or are
opposed to this legislation, but for my part I think the
base argument in this case is compelling. The
institution of marriage is unique, and we need to do
everything we conceivably can as a Parliament and as a
society to protect it, enhance it and encourage it. I
believe the passage of this bill will harm those
aspirations.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I am very pleased to
speak on the Relationships Bill 2007. The purpose of
the bill is to establish a register for the registration of
domestic relationships in Victoria, provide for
relationship agreements, provide for the adjustment of
property interests between partners, provide for the
rights of domestic partners to maintenance, repeal
part IX of the Property Law Act 1958 and make
consequential amendments to a number of Victorian
acts.
This bill is extremely important and continues the
Brumby government’s commitment to ensuring that
equality and respect for all persons is upheld without
discrimination and with dignity, and I support it. As is
set out in clause 5 of the bill, the definition of a
relationship that can be registered applies irrespective
of the gender of the persons in that relationship and is a
relationship between two adults who are not married to
each other but are a couple where one or each of the
persons in the relationship provides personal or
financial commitment and support of a domestic nature
for the material benefit of the other and the two adults
are not necessarily living together.
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Clause 5 also states that a registrable relationship does
not include a relationship in which a person simply
provides domestic support and personal care to the
other person for fee or reward, such as on a commercial
or for-profit basis.
As the Attorney-General said in his second-reading
speech, the Tasmanian scheme allows registration of
what it describes as ‘caring relationships’, which are
relationships that are broader than that of a couple and
can be between two family members. While it is not
proposed to include these types of relationships at this
time, I am pleased that this type of registration scheme
will be the subject of further consultation. I know of
many people who are in carer relationships — both the
carer and the person who is being cared for — who
have indicated to me that they would welcome the
opportunity to formally register their relationship. They
are in formal, committed relationships. In many
instances they are longstanding relationships and
sometimes the person who is the recipient of the care
does not have family who are alive and sometimes
unfortunately the family does not want to undertake
what can be a very extensive and ongoing period of
care. As I said, these people have already formed
committed and long-term relationships.
The bill sets out the process of registration: how it will
be undertaken, maintained, reviewed and protected.
The register will be maintained by the registrar of
births, deaths and marriages and will be open to
unmarried couples anywhere in Victoria. There has
been some reference to marriage, but it should be noted
again, as it is laid out in the second-reading speech, that
the commonwealth government has constitutional
power in respect of marriage as defined in the
commonwealth Marriage Act 1961. The process for
registration is for couples to sign a statutory declaration
attesting that they are both adults, that they are
ordinarily resident in Victoria and not married and that
they are already in a registered relationship or in a
relationship that could be registered in Victoria. The
application has to be supported by proof of each
applicant’s age and identity.
What follows that initial registration is a period of
28 days during which one or both of the applicants may
withdraw. If following that period of 28 days there has
been no withdrawal of the application and the registrar
is satisfied as to their eligibility, then the relationship
can be registered. As is outlined in the bill, the
registration can be revoked by an application to the
registrar by either person or the persons in that
relationship or on the death or marriage of either person
in that registered relationship.
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A number of clauses in the bill clearly provide for the
protection of the privacy of persons registering their
relationships. The statement of compatibility made
under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities in respect of this bill and tabled by the
Attorney-General provides detail on section 13 of the
charter, including the circumstances in which the bill
will authorise the registrar to collect information and to
correct, amend and add to the register to ensure that the
particulars of a relationship are recorded accurately; and
of course states how the privacy of the persons who are
registering their relationship is to be maintained.
These are clearly stated in part 2.3 of the bill,
division 4, clauses 21, 22, 23 and 24. As I indicated,
part of this bill is to repeal part IX of the Property Law
Act 1958 which currently deals with the property of
domestic partners and incorporates the provisions in the
bill. Of course, the relationship agreements will concern
financial and property matters between domestic
partners, and that is therefore appropriate. Finally, as I
indicated the bill makes consequential amendments to
69 Victorian acts that recognise domestic partners and
domestic relationships and make provision for
registered relationships.
This is a good bill which continues the government’s
commitment to promote human rights and to provide
equality and respect for persons in committed,
unmarried relationships. Importantly it provides them
with equality and legal standing in medical, legal and
property matters. Personally I have many friends in
committed relationships. Some of my friends have been
in supportive, caring and loving relationships for over
20 years, some less than that time. Some of my friends
have a child or children in those committed
relationships and children from past relationships in
some instances of marriage. It is absolutely fair that
these couples should be able to register their
relationships to both recognise their commitment to one
another and to have legal and medical equality.
I thank the members for Prahran and Northcote, and
Jenny Mikakos, a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, who I know have put in a lot
of work in both consulting on the preparation of the bill
and in the final preparation. I also thank the
parliamentary library which, in its usual style, has
provided a very good brief for members regarding the
Relationships Bill. It not only outlines the content of the
bill but also deals with the background to it, an outline
of the debate in Victoria and the views of community
and other political parties. As is always the case with
work done by the parliamentary library, it is very good
information that contains enough detail to help
members understand a fairly lengthy bill.
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As I indicated previously, I strongly support the bill. I
commend the Attorney-General for its introduction and
wish it a speedy passage through this chamber and
hopefully through the Legislative Council. I commend
the bill to the house.

open about his sexuality, and he said, ‘Nobody chooses
to undergo social isolation and discrimination, always
fearing that they have to prove their commitment,
unlike opposite-sex couples’. I think he had a
particularly good point.

Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — This is a highly
emotive bill and is one of the more emotive bills to pass
through the house. As my colleagues have indicated,
there will be a free vote. I have received approximately
30 to 40 emails that have mainly taken the negative
side, if you like, and have asked me to vote against this
measure. Most of those emails talk about the sanctity of
marriage and the importance of a mother and father in a
home, and of children. I do not see that as the entire
meaning of the bill. There are many people in couple
relationships who do not have children, will not have
children and who should not enter into the equation. I
have approximately 50 000 constituents, as all members
in this place do; as I have said, I received some
30 emails from people in my electorate but many, many
more from overseas and interstate.

The second-reading speech gives a very good example
of a couple who may find themselves needing to go into
hospital and one of the persons in the relationship
having to undergo an emergency procedure. Generally
if it is a husband-and-wife team and the husband needs
the procedure, the wife is asked for consent
immediately. In other relationships, whether they be
same-sex relationships or opposite-sex relationships,
but not having the piece of paper saying they are
married, there is currently no legal basis for that to
happen, and the hospital would have to prove that
relationship. It may make these people, who are already
having a difficult time because of the impending
medical procedure, jump through hoops that may delay
the procedure or make them uncomfortable. This all
comes down to equality.

For me, it is not about a person’s sex or the way they
practise sex. Homosexuality does not come into it. It is
not about condoning any particular relationship
structure. That is not my role. My objective is to ensure
a fair and inclusive society. If we look at the facts, the
bill establishes a relationships register for domestic
partners who are in a committed relationship. I believe
‘committed’ is the fundamental word. Registration will
allow these couples easier access to existing
entitlements without having to constantly explain that
they are in a committed partnership or having to prove
that in court.

The bill enables couples who want the dignity of formal
recognition of their relationship to register it and to
have a certificate. It is proposed that the certificate will
cost about $180, and I do not see anyone having a
problem with this amount.

The proposed legislation also specifies items to do with
financial and property matters in the event of a
relationship breakdown. They are included for all of us
in current relationships. It came about as a method of
implementing the recommendations of the Victorian
Equal Opportunity Commission report Same Sex
Relationships and the Law. That report recommended
that ending discrimination against same-sex couples
required a general scheme to recognise all couples.
We in this house need to remember that we represent
all people and we should respect diversity. When I
spoke about this proposed legislation with a friend who
is very well known to every member of this chamber
and most Australians who are at least my age —
someone from the entertainment industry who is very
well loved and who has been in a very loving same-sex
relationship for 20-odd years — he said to me, ‘Do you
think, Heidi, that I actually had a choice in my
lifestyle?’. He said, ‘I did not have a choice’. He is very

Most people are having a problem with the idea that
there might be a lead-on from here to marriage. I cannot
guess what we will be looking at with legislation in the
next 18 to 24 months, but what I can do is look at what
is before us today. People in same-sex couples have to
endure a lot of indignity, and the register will give them
the legal status of a partnership. But also we need to
remember that this bill allows for domestic partners to
register, and that can obviously be opposite-sex partners
as well. All committed couples will be able to register
for this.
What disturbs me is that there seems to be an awful lot
of emphasis on the fact that we are talking about
same-sex couples with this particular piece of
legislation. We have not really taken into account what
happened down in Tasmania. When we are talking
about specific-gender or specific-domestic-partner
relationships, we are looking at quite a narrow field.
What we have before us does not take into account
caring relationships. For example, if my aunt and I or
my sister and I were living in a caring relationship,
which is obviously non-sexual, we would not be
catered for whereas in Tasmania the legislation has
gone that one step further and allows all people in a
caring relationship to be covered, including if they are
family members.
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In the second-reading speech the minister said the
inclusion of such relationships — meaning family
members and so on — in our registration scheme will
be the subject of further consultation with a view to
considering a possible amendment in the future. This
just reeks of sloppy workmanship in the construction of
the bill. Rather than rushing this legislation through the
house it should have been properly thought about.
Rather than flagging future amendments, why were
they not thought of and put into the bill we are now
looking at? Some municipal councils have started
domestic-partner registration and have given out
certificates. It would make sense for this to be statewide
rather than an ad hoc situation.
I want to make only a couple more comments. The first
is the provision for registration to be automatically
revoked upon the death or marriage of either person in
the relationship; or, as with marriage — and I hate to
use the two situations together because people are
jumping all over the place with this one — you can ask
for it to be dissolved; you can have a revocation of the
registration. I am glad there is an allowance for that.
Registered partners can apply for an adjustment to the
interests in the property of the relationship and also for
limited maintenance if the relationship fails. Some
major steps are taken there.
I want to reiterate that it is not for me to pass judgement
on the morality of various relationship structures.
However, it is entirely appropriate for me to do my part
to ensure a fair and inclusive society free of
discrimination for law-abiding Victorians.
I want to finish off by talking about progression and
looking at what would have happened in my mother’s
day if she had been an unmarried mother. This certainly
happened to a very dear friend of mine, and she was
committed to an insane asylum because she said she
wanted to keep her baby. Usually one of two things
happened: they were either sent away to a family or, as
in Carol’s case, they were sent away to an institution
until the baby was born, and then the baby was taken
from them. They were asked to give the baby up for
adoption or asked to abort the baby.
Thank goodness things have changed. Thank goodness
we have progressed as a society, and it is now no longer
the secret evil. I think this is a progressive piece of
legislation. As society evolves, as lawmakers we must
reflect that.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to support the
Relationships Bill 2007. I do so because I believe it to
be a very important piece of legislation. It is a bill that
may be controversial for some, but I suspect for
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others — indeed, for the majority of Victorians — it is
a bill that delivers on the notion that your sexual
preference and your lifestyle should not be the basis of
systematic discrimination against you and your
relationship with a loving partner. The bill provides
comparative rights and obligations around the issue of
how you manage that relationship, from the recognition
of the status of that relationship and the responsibilities
that that relationship brings to how that relationship
might consensually end.
It is a bill about delivering on the values and principles
that this government has committed to over a number
of years, which are particularly reflected in the charter
of human rights, which, as the Attorney-General
pointed out in his introduction to the bill, was very
much the motivation and basis for a lot of the approach
of the bill.
It is a bill that speaks of the kind of society we wish to
be: one that respects diversity when it comes to
personal relationships that are freely entered into; one
that recognises that the commitment of two people to
one another does not have to fit within the boundaries
of heterosexuality; and one that does not pretend that
there are not relationships between same-sex couples
that are loving and long term but which are currently
discriminated against in many practical and, frankly,
unnecessary ways.
Moreover this bill reflects the kind of society we wish
to be a part of both directly and indirectly — one that
respects inclusion and diversity and creates cohesion
out of that diversity rather than a non-real world attitude
of head-in-the-sand denial. In this instance the bill
requires us to be up front with its values. I can
understand why that is causing difficulties for some of
our friends opposite. I understand that this bill refers to
the kinds of values and principles that we as lawmakers
in society wish to propagate.
There is a view that this bill respects diversity,
promotes cohesion and removes unnecessary
discrimination versus the notion — I think a flawed
notion, but I can respect that it is widely held — that
somehow it is an affront to and an attack on the values
that underpin society. That is a notion that the majority
of Victorians would disagree with. It is a notion that is
stuck in a world that largely no longer exists.
This bill removes discrimination against same-sex
relationships, as we have already heard from the
Attorney-General and others, but does not seek to
undermine the institution of marriage. Marriage is dealt
with in the federal legislation, and this does not seek to
undermine it, as some members opposite have inferred.
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The bill promotes cohesion and respect for the
differences in how adults freely, willingly and lovingly
commit to the long-term, stable relationships that
underpin the broader society, and recognises these
arrangements as legitimate. If these are the values that
underpin the bill, how does it seek to reflect them in
practical ways? The bill reflects them through the
register and the obligation on the state to administer that
register in a way that does not discriminate against
those who seek to enter into such relationships.
In this respect the bill is the culmination of much work
that has been done by this government and equally, I
would suggest, the successful advocacy of the gay and
lesbian, transgender and intersex communities and, I
would also say, those in the broader community who
support the removal of unjustified discrimination
wherever it raises it head. In this instance I refer to the
long-held position of the Victorian Gay and Lesbian
Rights Lobby campaign for relationship recognition.
That campaign has had the long-held aim to:
… inform the community of the emotional, social and
financial costs which result from the lack of same-sex
relationship recognition. And to educate the community about
the importance of formal legal recognition of same-sex
couples, and advocate for change.

The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby also talks
about some federal changes it wants, and in regard to
Victorian law it has identified two specific areas of
change. These are to extend domestic partnership laws
to include parenting rights, remove all remaining
instances of discrimination and provide for a civil union
and/or relationships registration scheme. In many
respects this bill goes a long way towards satisfying
that long-maintained campaign by the Victorian Gay
and Lesbian Rights Lobby. I must acknowledge that is
a campaign for which my predecessor in the seat of
Albert Park, the former Deputy Premier, was a strong
advocate, and I unashamedly take up my predecessor’s
mantle in that respect.
I also need to acknowledge the contribution made in
this regard by the Attorney-General, who has himself
been a long advocate of these changes. I also
acknowledge the position of some members of the
opposition with regard to this issue, because I suggest it
reflects the differing values of the coalition on many
social issues. These are issues I suspect we are going to
see more of in the next few months when the assisted
technology arguments come before this house. All of us
will also have to face such issues individually when the
issue of the abortion law reform legislation comes
before this house.
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I believe the opposition to this bill, whilst it is respected
and needs to be understood, is ultimately well
intentioned but misguided. This is not a bill that
undermines marriage. It delivers a workable model and
provides practical support for those in loving and caring
relationships. I recognise that many who oppose the
bill, not just those in the opposition in Parliament, have
difficulty with it.
I have discussed this bill with many from the interfaith
working group that has been set up to look at this
legislation. I believe, in response to their position, that
if one takes a pluralist, secularist worldview, this bill’s
measures can be seen not to undermine social unity nor
to undermine community standards but to reflect and
build on social cohesion and community standards. The
bill does not undermine arrangements relating to
heterosexual couples; indeed the opposite is the case. It
builds on the relationships that are regarded as
legitimate and proper by the majority in our
community. I suspect there are many in the community
who would broadly support this bill and who would be
increasingly surprised at the level of opposition to it,
however heartfelt it may well be.
I conclude my argument by pointing to a different
aspect to why this bill should be supported. Professor
Richard Florida in his work The Rise of the Creative
Class looks at many areas where modern economies
and societies come together in both their economic and
social worldviews. Interestingly enough he comes up
with a gay index, as he calls it, whereby he identifies
those parts of developed economies that do better at
developing creative classes, investment, a future and
knowledge-based economy, the arts and such highly
competitive international areas of both human capital
and social investment.
It should not come as a surprise that those areas that are
particularly supported by gay and lesbian communities
do particularly well in that index. But that should not of
itself be the only point we consider when we approach
this issue. The fundamental approach to the issue
should be a rights-based recognition that systematic
discrimination for no good purpose needs to be
removed. However, it is interesting to point to that as a
contribution that suggests that not only is this the
appropriate thing to do from a human rights perspective
but it is actually a very sensible move to take from a
broader social cohesion, economic and pluralist
approach to how our society should be governed. It is
with great pleasure that I commend this bill to the
house.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — As much as the
Relationships Bill 2007 talks a lot about relationships,
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for me it brings on board a sense of the issue of
possession and ownership. In saying so I look at the
issue of ownership in marriage, marriage ceremonies,
traditions of marriage and the various religious and
cultural groups which have been involved in the
promotion of traditional marriage as we know it over
many, many decades.
With this particular bill I find myself looking at the
issue of prejudice and struggling with the issue where
some people may view you as in some way holding
views of discrimination against others. That could not
be further from the truth. The issue here really is one of
ownership and not relationships.
It seems to me that the bill’s underlying intention is to
provide a passage for same-sex couples and those in
other forms of domestic arrangements to in some way,
shape or form parallel marriage as we know it today
throughout the community. The bill provides for the
registration of two persons who are not a married
couple in the true sense.
The registrar of births, deaths and marriages will keep a
register of registered relationships. The question I raise
in relation to the registrar and the registration process is:
will that register eventually merge with the register of
marriages? There is nothing within the bill that prevents
that from happening; in fact the provisions enable that
to happen. Given the intent of the bill, I would suggest
that at some stage in the future that may well be the
case. As clause 17 of the bill states:
The Relationships Register may be wholly or partly in the
form of a computer data base, in documentary form, or in
another form the Registrar considers appropriate.

The registrar can, without any form of consultation,
construct this register in any way, shape or form that the
registrar thinks is fit.
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that would be very hard to distinguish from an actual
marriage celebration. There does not seem to be any
impediment to having the signing of the register form
part of the ceremony. In doing so it would mimic what
the vast majority of the community see as a traditional
marriage in the true sense. That is the difficulty that I
have with this legislation: the register and the role of the
registrar. Can that particular document be signed as part
of an ongoing ceremony?
As I indicated earlier in my contribution, I think this is
more about ownership. In the case of marriage,
members of various religious and cultural groups have
in place traditional ceremonies over which they would
claim ownership based on historic and religious
practices. They would see these historic and religious
values being eroded by this bill. Many of us in this
place have gone through the process of being married:
courting at the age of 16 and 17, marrying at 20 and 21
and still being there for the long haul at the end of
34 years. It is almost a life sentence. As I say,
traditional marriages have their ups and downs and they
are very rocky roads to tread.
Not all traditional marriages are experienced as the
people who enter into those arrangements believe they
will be. Traditional marriages break down, but there are
a lot of very sound marriages that stand the test of time.
It is my view that this bill before the house will impinge
on what I see, and what the broader community sees, as
a basic marriage ceremony for the coming together of a
couple with the intent of marrying, settling down and
raising a family, and who are in it for the long haul. I
find this also reflects a little bit of the story behind that
great movie The Castle. There is a great sense of
ownership in traditional families with married couples
in relation to their views and thoughts on marriage as
they see it.

I acknowledge and understand that the bill does not
have provisions that relate to the signing of the register
constituting marriage, but naturally there are concerns
in the community that the bill enables the stated
relationships to establish a regime that parallels
marriage to a point that blurs the line between the two
arrangements. I agree that the bill does not have
provisions relating to a ceremony, a celebrant, a church,
a chapel, a setting or indeed a celebration because the
intent of the bill can be met without these provisions, as
these events and settings could simply be put in place
following the signing of the register.

As I say, I cannot support the bill before the house. I
have consulted widely within my community. I believe
in terms of casting a free vote — a conscience vote —
we are influenced by our own values based on our
upbringing, schooling and education, and the people
with whom we have discussions within our
communities. I have never detected anyone in this
Parliament who has in any way, shape or form
demonstrated to me any form of prejudice in relation to
other forms of relationships. However, I believe this bill
does impinge on what I believe are traditional family
values and marriage ceremonies, and I do not believe
the broader community would support it.

The simple fact of the matter is that it is still possible to
go through an entire ceremony which celebrates the
registration of that particular relationship in a setting

Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
speak in support of the Relationships Bill, which
provides for the establishment of a statewide register
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for people who want to have their long-term
relationships recognised in a formal way. It is
something that is very important, and obviously it
applies essentially to people in same-sex relationships.
This decision by the government follows the
recommendations made by the Same Sex Relationships
and the Law report by the then Victorian Equal
Opportunity Commission. It is also something that this
government has treated very seriously in terms of
human rights. It follows on from our adoption of a
charter of human rights where we recognise that we
want to promote values of equity, respect and dignity
across our society.
Although some members on the other side of the house
want to suggest — as do other people out in the
community — that this bill is about challenging the
so-called sanctity of marriage and the traditional family
unit, I do not accept that. While I am fully supportive of
marriage as a very important institution in our society, I
know that a large number of my constituents are in
same-sex relationships, and like so many other
members in this house I know and have friendships
with a number of people who are in same-sex
relationships. I recognise that these people have rights
that we need to respect and this bill goes along the way
towards respecting those rights.
This legislation is about recognising the reality of the
world around us, and not putting our heads in the sand
pretending there are no same-sex couples who are in
long-term, loving relationships. This bill addresses
some issues that they have as a result of that
relationship where they are not recognised and
therefore at different times in their lives they are
disenfranchised in one way or another. There are two
aspects of this legislation which support them. One is
that by establishing a relationships register they can
experience in a symbolic way the satisfaction of having
their relationship recognised in a formal way. But it
also does more than that. It enables some of their
formal rights — their financial and property rights — to
be protected.
In 2001 this government enacted legislation which went
a long way down the track to try to address some of
those issues that people in same-sex relationships have
experienced: financial rights and rights that people in
heterosexual relationships would have, whether that be
in a marriage or a de facto relationship. Couples in
same-sex relationships were clearly disadvantaged.
Even after 2001 there were still situations that were not
addressed by that legislation. Putting in place a
relationships register will help to address that.
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I had a cousin who was gay and who was in a
long-term relationship for over 20 years until his
partner tragically took his own life. Following on from
that traumatic experience, my cousin then found that
while his partner had been working for many years in a
job where he had accrued substantial superannuation,
under the way the scheme worked my cousin was not
entitled to gain that superannuation whereas had he
been in a heterosexual relationship, that superannuation
would have flowed on to the partner.
He spent much time attempting to challenge that and
was preparing to follow that up through legal channels,
but unfortunately the stress of that situation also caused
my cousin to die a premature death, at the age of 55,
from a stroke. The stress he experienced by trying to
follow through on what he believed were his just rights
as somebody who had lived in a long-term relationship
and being confronted by legal battles still to fight meant
that that last period of his life was made even more
challenging and traumatic.
We know of many cases of people having experienced
similar sorts of difficulties. This legislation, which I
wholeheartedly support, will enable some dignity and
rights for people who are in long-term, loving,
same-sex relationships. I fully support this legislation.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — This bill provides
for the establishment of relationship agreements, for
their registration and for the keeping of a register, for
the adjustment of property interests between partners,
and for maintenance rights. It also repeals part 9 of the
Property Law Act 1958 and makes consequential
amendments. That is the purpose of the bill. It is fairly
dry, legalistic language which accurately describes
what the bill seeks to achieve.
What it does not, and cannot, convey is the depth of
feeling of those on both sides of this debate, nor the
impact its passage will have on many lives.
Relationships are at the core of most people’s lives —
sometimes we are good at them; quite often we are not.
That is why a law such as this needs to set out how we
deal with the dissolution of partnerships as well as their
establishment. It is not my intention to speak at length
on the detailed provisions of this bill, although there is
substantial detail in its 130 pages.
Essentially this should be a discussion of principles, of
our view of the world and of how we see both society
and the law evolving. An important subtext to the
debate is whether the Parliament is seen to make law in
a vacuum and in an academic manner entirely detached
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from the Victorian public or whether we legislate in
concert with the will of the people and by their consent.

other, to reinforce and reinvent the old prejudices that
unfortunately survive, albeit in the hearts of very few.

I have never supported the view that any government,
no matter of what complexion and no matter how well
it governs, can simply impose a particular view of the
world — in Australian politics, thankfully, it would not
survive long if it tried. Any laws that pass in this place,
particularly on matters of morals or conscience, must
accord with the expectations and standards of life
outside. But we must also never forget to distinguish
between being broadly in accord with community
expectations and simply taking the populist cause.
Following the majority view because it is the majority
view — taking the easy option — leads to bad public
policy and bad legislation and is undoubtedly to the
detriment of the community as a whole.

There are of course people who are loud and proud
heterosexuals, and there are people who are similarly
enthusiastic about the alternative, and that is certainly
the right of both groups. But most people simply want
to get on with their lives in a stable and monogamous
relationship, irrespective of their sexual preference.

Such a course should not be considered for a moment
on this, or indeed on any other, bill; nor, in any case, is
the majority sentiment on the merits of this matter at all
clear. The views conveyed to me, and I am sure to
most, if not all, honourable members, range across the
complete spectrum. At one end there is outright
condemnation not only of the bill but implicit in that of
many decent Victorians; at the other end there is a view
that this legislation does not go anywhere near as far as
it should. Thankfully most submissions, including those
I have received from constituents, are far more
moderate in their tone. Nevertheless, they all suggest
that this bill should not be supported.
I respect the views that have been expressed, and I
recognise the genuine concern of many people — a
concern that I expect stems largely from a less than
complete understanding of the practical effect should
the bill succeed. There is of course an issue which is
unstated in clause 1, and rightly so, but which is central
to the arguments both in support of and against the
legislation. That issue is of course the application of this
framework to same-sex relationships.
If this bill were simply proposing to introduce a
mechanism to register de facto heterosexual
relationships, I doubt there would have been anywhere
near the reaction we have seen from some quarters of
the community. So the principal purpose of the
legislation, while unstated, is well understood by
everyone involved in this discussion.
The bill has been unhelpfully described by some as a
form of — and I put these words in quotation marks —
‘gay marriage’, used unfortunately in a derogatory way.
Such language is inflammatory, certainly unhelpful,
and entirely inappropriate in 21st-century Australia. It
attempts to force people to take one extreme or the

To enable that to occur and to ensure that all people are
able to exercise their rights on an equal footing, a legal
basis is essential. A number of alternative structures
exist. The first and most common structure throughout
the world is marriage — a convention dating back
many centuries, often recognised in a religious
ceremony with varying but basically similar privileges
and obligations enjoined on the participants. In recent
times a number of same-sex marriages have been
performed in North America and Europe, generally in a
secular form, although I understand there are
exceptions. Whatever their form, however they were
celebrated, such marriages would not be recognised in
Australia under the federal Marriage Act.
The second option is a civil union along the lines
proposed by the Australian Capital Territory
government in its Civil Partnerships Bill. A new
relationship is created and formalised by a ceremony.
While I am not entirely familiar with all the details of
that bill, it seems to me that the end result — a new
relationship marked by a ceremony, no matter what it
might be called — is effectively a marriage.
The third option is the one proposed here — that is,
recognition of a situation, de facto, which already
exists. The Tasmanian legislation is the only Australian
example and is very similar in effect to this bill, but the
Tasmanian legislation includes a process for the
registration of platonic, or caring, relationships, which
has not been picked up in this process, although I think
further amendments have been foreshadowed in that
regard.
If there is a flaw in this bill, so far as I am concerned it
is in what it does not do. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee posed a number of questions to
the Attorney-General as a consequence of its
considerations. I only want to address one question. It is
the response to the request by the committee asking for:
further clarification about whether registration is conclusive
proof that a person’s partner will satisfy the definition of ‘de
facto’ and ‘partner’ where those terms are used in Victorian
legislation in a domestic sense.
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The Attorney-General responded:
… The bill does not therefore amend the small number of acts
that continue to use other terms to describe unmarried
couples. Registration will not serve as conclusive proof for
the purposes of these laws but may still assist in
demonstrating that a relevant relationship exists if required.

A number of important problem areas have already
been dealt with, and members speaking before me have
referred to those, particularly in the area of
superannuation entitlements, but the remaining
inconsistencies perpetuate the perception that different
forms of partnerships need different treatment. I hope
the remaining problem areas are dealt with with
dispatch.
Is this marriage under another name? I do not believe it
is. If it were, I would not support it. Are the changes
proposed in this bill really necessary? Many have
argued that the changes already introduced to make
legislation effectively neutral insofar as the nature of a
relationship is concerned make further change
superfluous. But I think a very clear example of why
that position cannot be supported came in the form of a
submission to the bill. In a minor comment — I think it
was almost an aside and I am sure there was no malice
intended — it was suggested that people in same-sex
relationships are already tolerated. In other words, we
will put up with you; we will have no empathy, no
attempt at understanding, we will tolerate you. As I
said, I am sure there was no malice intended, but that is
the comment that was made. That is exactly why this
change is necessary.
A same-sex relationship is not illegal; discrimination
against a person on the basis of their sexual preference
is. But there remains a large gap between stopping
legislative discrimination, which has been achieved,
and recognising that committed domestic partners,
regardless of their sex, have made a legitimate choice
and one that is respected by the people of Victoria. I
believe that is the view of the vast majority of
Victorians. The bill provides such recognition and I
believe it is worthy of support.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I rise to
support the Relationships Bill 2007. I do so with a
tremendous sense of pride because this is the end of a
very long journey, a journey that I have had the honour
of being a part of. The journey for me started in 1999
when I had the good fortune not only to be elected to
this house but also to be appointed parliamentary
secretary to the Attorney-General. One of the first
things the Attorney-General asked me to commence
work on as part of a broad reform package within the
Attorney-General’s area was reform in relation to
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systemic discrimination against the gay, lesbian and
transgender community in this state.
I look back on that body of work with a great sense of
pride — personal pride but also pride on behalf of this
government. We put together an extraordinary group of
people who provided advice to government about how
we should take forward this extensive reform package. I
want to acknowledge a member of that advisory
committee who is no longer with us but who was very
well known and well respected within the gay, lesbian
and transgender community, Danny Sandor.
Unfortunately he passed away at a far too early age.
Those who knew of Danny’s work as an associate to
Justice Nicholson would know of his extraordinary
enthusiasm and his very great political and legal advice,
which he provided to me and to the committee more
generally as we progressed through our work.
It was a great day when those reforms passed through
the house in 2001. Those reforms righted a fundamental
wrong which had been part of Victorian society for
many years. We amended 57 Victorian acts to
recognise the rights and obligations of partners in
domestic relationships irrespective of the gender of
each partner. I well recall that debate. This chamber
was filled that night with people who had waited so
long for recognition by this Parliament. It was a cause
for extraordinary celebration. The debate went on well
into the night; I think it was 1 or 2 o’clock in the
morning when the bill finally went through the
Parliament. It was a cause of great celebration and a
great sense of pride for the Attorney-General who was
with me that night and for myself and all of those
members of the community. They were fair-minded
people who felt that, finally, a great wrong had been
righted and that people living in committed
relationships could have them rightly recognised. Those
wrongs were addressed through this Parliament.
This is the end of that road because in my view today
we close one of the last doors on that long journey by
providing the capacity for committed couples in
same-sex relationships to have their relationships
registered so there is a recognition of that entity. I
believe in a most committed way in the discussions I
undertook when I was working with the
Attorney-General and more recently when I was
cabinet secretary. At that time one of my tasks, along
with the member for Prahran, was to talk through with
the leadership of the gay and lesbian community the
practical issues they were confronting in terms of
registration and why registration was important. It was
important in a whole range of areas, but there were
some really telling cases. A case was put to me of a
same-sex couple where one member was hospitalised
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and was in a coma. The partner, naturally enough,
attended at the hospital, but that person’s rights were
not accepted. That person had a legitimate right to say,
‘This is my long-term partner. I have a right to engage
with you as medical practitioners about my partner’s
care and ongoing support’. To me that epitomised why
a register is an important step forward. It provides to the
broader community a clear recognition of the nature of
a person’s relationship and standing in the community
more generally.
The register will operate as a single system of
registration in the state rather than a local
government-based approach. I want to touch briefly on
the local government initiative because it was
important. I want to acknowledge that the Municipal
Association of Victoria was very important in this. The
president of the MAV, Dick Gross, was extremely
helpful to the government in terms of pointing out that
although a number of local governments, including my
own local authority, the City of Yarra, had played
leadership roles in terms of providing a venue within
which people could not in a legal way but in a more
formalised way acknowledge their relationship, I think
it was the Moreland, Port Phillip and Melbourne city
councils that stepped forward to say they would provide
this venue and opportunity. All credit to Dick Gross
and the MAV because they wrote to the
Attorney-General and said that was not really the
appropriate way of taking this matter forward. They
sought for the Attorney-General to put this act of
Parliament into place to provide a proper and correct
setting for the registration of same-sex relationships.
As I said at the outset, this is an historic piece of
legislation. This has been a long road. It is a road I feel
immensely proud of. I feel immensely proud to be part
of a government that has effected such fundamental
reforms and has righted some wrongs that have been
done to a section of the community simply because of
their gender. I believe in decades to come people will
look back on this government as truly a reforming
government that was on about the fundamental
principles of social justice and reform that ensured that,
regardless of sexual orientation, everyone enjoyed
equal rights in the state of Victoria. As I bring my
contribution to a conclusion, I particularly want to
acknowledge those fantastic folk who worked with me
in the early days of this reform package, through the
Attorney-General’s gay and lesbian advisory
committee.
Having already acknowledged Danny Sandor’s
magnificent contribution to that work, I more
particularly want to acknowledge the extraordinary
commitment and zeal with which the Attorney-General
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has pursued this agenda. It is a fantastic agenda, and
one that you expect Labor governments to engage in —
and it has been engaged in in a fulsome, enthusiastic
and wholehearted way by the Attorney-General. From
my point of view it was a delight to work with him as
his parliamentary secretary, and we should celebrate
this day on which we have had the opportunity to come
before the house and with the registration of same-sex
couples see the final closing of the door on the process.
I commend the bill to the house. I sincerely wish it a
speedy passage. I acknowledge the member for
Mornington, whom I thought gave a very well-balanced
and sincere contribution to the debate today. I
understand there will be a free vote across the
opposition parties, but I believe this initiative will be
very strongly supported in this house and in the upper
house. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Sitting suspended 6:29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Relationships Bill 2007.
This is one of those debates where strong views are
held by members on both sides of the house and within
parties on both sides of the house. Usually within this
house those views are respected, because we are
actually talking about people’s lives, their intimate
relationships, their family and their friends. I think it is
important that we handle this debate with some
sensitivity. That is why I was very disappointed to hear
the comments made by the member for Prahran and the
member for Albert Park.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying before I was
rudely interrupted by the Leader of the House, I was
disappointed to hear the comments made by the
member for Prahran and the member for Albert Park —
they did not respect the views of others in this house.
They could not actually help having a cheap shot about
what is actually a very important debate.
The member for Prahran was very critical that on this
side of the house we will have a free vote on this
legislation. Perhaps he is jealous because he does not
have a free vote. A free vote on important issues like
this shows a level of maturity; we can actually have a
free discussion and a free vote on issues like this. I do
not think that necessarily we should always be bound
by party votes in this place. We are elected to actually
represent the views of our electorates and to stand up
for the principles we believe in when we come into this
place. This is one of those times we need to do this.
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I was also very disappointed by the member for Albert
Park, who expressed that having a free vote on this side
of the house was some form of weakness. I actually
think it is a strength because, as I have said, we come to
this house to represent the views of our electorates and
stand up for the things that we believe in.
I do not support this bill. I do not step away from that
view. A lot of people in my electorate do not support
this bill. I have experienced extensive lobbying from a
range of groups who have said that they do not want
this bill passed in this place. I have not had one person,
one email, one phone call or one letter from anyone
who actually supports this bill. The member for Albert
Park said that the views that I hold are no longer
relevant and that I am stuck in another world — I do
not believe that is true. I do not believe that the
constituents in my electorate who do not support this
legislation believe that they are stuck in another world
and have views that are no longer relevant.
I have had correspondence from a number of
organisations which do not support this bill. The
Australian Christian Lobby group has some unresolved
concerns about the bill, the Catholic Church opposes it,
the Endeavour Forum opposes the bill as does the
Catholic Women’s League Australia, the Festival of
Light, the SaltShakers, the Australian — —
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr WALSH — But these people have a right to a
view — that is what we are expressing in this place. We
need to have maturity in the debate. These groups have
a view that needs to be heard.
The Australian Family Association opposes the bill as
does the Institute of Judaism and Civilization.
There are some groups that support the bill. The
Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby supports it
but wants ceremony options and civil union action. It
supports the option of same-sex adoption. The Law
Institute of Victoria supports the bill but wants the age
for the registration of relationships to be reduced
to 16 — that is an issue which I do not believe I would
support.
The contribution of the member for Richmond was
interesting; he spoke extensively about someone whose
partner went to hospital. The person was not allowed to
actually have access and discuss medical rights and was
not able to get involved in issues concerning their
partner. One of the things that was discussed before the
Statute Law Amendment (Relationship) Bill 2001 was
passed was that partners needed to have the same rights
as spouses in regard to receiving medical information
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about their partners. The second-reading speech of the
bill said that the bill would:
ensure that there is recognition of the right of a lesbian
woman to be consulted about the medical treatment of her
hospitalised female partner.

The Attorney-General was saying that that bill provided
the rights that the member for Richmond was talking
about, but we do not need the Relationships Bill to have
these rights.
As every member in this chamber would know, when
you go to hospital with your partner — if you are
unfortunate enough for that to happen — you are never
asked for a copy of your marriage certificate. I have
never been asked for a copy of my marriage certificate
so that I can go to the hospital with my wife to assist
her. I do not know about anyone else in this place — —
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr WALSH — I am married to a woman —
surprise, surprise! I assume that if she went to hospital
with me, she would not have to produce her marriage
certificate.
Ms Pike interjected.
Mr WALSH — I do have a female partner. I do not
believe a heterosexual couple has to carry around their
marriage certificate when they go to hospital together,
to produce evidence of the fact that they are married,
and I do not believe that if this bill is passed, same-sex
couples will carry around their registration of
partnership certificate to produce it at a hospital. I do
not think that will be necessary, because hospitals are
not that mean spirited about how they deal with people.
They are dealing with sick people, and they know the
sensitivities involved with that.
One of the concerns I have with this bill — and it is a
difficult issue to discuss — is that I think it is part of a
gradual step towards the breakdown of the morals of
our society. If you look at what our society has been
built on over thousands of years, you see that it is built
on some very key principles that are built around
Christianity and the things that are associated with that.
One of those key principles is the principle of marriage,
which is a union between a man and a woman with all
the responsibilities that go with that, particularly the
responsibilities that go with having children and a
family.
The greatest responsibility that any individual or any
couple can ever take on is having children and doing
their best to raise those children. I have some
reservations that this legislation, which is about
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same-sex registration of couples, is the next step in a
gradual progression towards a time in a number of
years when we will have legislation for adoption by
same-sex couples. This is a progression that we have
been making, and it would appear to be a direction that
the Attorney-General seems to want to take us in, given
the fact that we have had all this discussion about how
this is groundbreaking legislation and about how great
it is that it is taking the shackles off society.
If we go the next step and get to same-sex adoption of
children, what will that do to the principles that we have
been raised on over thousands of years? What will that
actually do to the children who will be involved in that
adoption, particularly if it is by couples that are formed
under this legislation, where all you have to do is
register your relationship, and if you want to end that
relationship, all you have to do is write a letter to the
registrar and within 90 days all bets are off and you can
walk away?
That does not put the same responsibilities on couples
that marriage does. If we have a progression over time
that leads to adoption by same-sex couples and if it
leads to in-vitro fertilisation by same-sex couples, there
will be some responsibilities placed on those couples
that I do not think can be fulfilled under this particular
piece of legislation.
I do not support the legislation. As I said, all the letters,
all the phone calls and all the emails that I have had
from people within my electorate and from around
Victoria have said that we should oppose this
legislation. I personally oppose it, and I represent the
views of other people who want it opposed as well. I do
not support the legislation.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am very proud
to stand and support the Relationships Bill 2007. The
background to this bill is that it will create a
relationships register for domestic relationships,
regardless of gender or sexual preference. It comes
from Labor’s 1999 election commitment to implement
the recommendations of the Same Sex Relationships
and the Law report by the then Victorian Equal
Opportunity Commission that included the
recommendation that a general recognition scheme and
a registration scheme for couples of either gender
would help end discrimination against same-sex
couples.
In 2001 the Bracks government delivered a general
recognition scheme that recognised the rights and
obligations of relationships, regardless of the gender in
those relationships. This bill delivers the second part of
that commitment by setting up a relationships register
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for couples made up of either sex. A couple will
become registered after signing statutory declarations
and receiving a certificate of registration. This bill
continues the work of two of the Labor state
government’s major policy planks — Growing Victoria
Together, which aims to reduce disadvantage in respect
to diversity, and A Fairer Victoria, which looks to
encourage a socially just and cohesive society.
This bill is landmark legislation for same-sex couples
and for couples who are in a loving and committed
relationship but are not yet married or who do not want
to get married. The Victorian relationships register will
give conclusive proof of a relationship that is not
already within the institution of marriage, whether it be
between one male and one female, two males or two
females. The relationships register will provide a single
location for dealing with division of property and
maintenance responsibilities in the event of a
relationship breakdown, and it will provide for the
enforcement of relationship agreements.
This bill creates a more equal society. I am proud to
stand here today and speak for a bill that takes what
was, disgracefully, a social taboo and gives same-sex
partnerships a status in our society that is aligned, in all
practical senses, to a male and female marriage. The
relationships register is not a record of a gay marriage
or a civil union. It is, however, a practical mechanism to
ensure that people who are not married and who are in a
committed relationship have equal access to
entitlements. To put this in very simple terms, we aim
to live in an inclusive, caring and safe society where the
laws that govern us do not discriminate in any way, and
this bill creates a long-overdue fairness in the way in
which those ideals are able to be facilitated.
Discrimination can take on many forms — age, gender,
ability, disability, cultural, linguistic, financial, locality
and education; I could continue that list for hours. Each
and every one of them is an excuse for people to feel
superior and to disadvantage others in our society. I am
very proud that only a minuscule minority of people
who live amongst us still have the mentality of the
19th century and that the overwhelming majority want
to ensure that discrimination has no place in our
community, our lives and our legislation.
The modernisation of the vocabulary used in the
legislation is a reflection of 21st century ideals, and as
such the words ‘spouse’ and ‘widow’, which were
acceptable in the 19th century, will be replaced with the
word ‘partner’, which will be defined to include
de facto and same-sex partners. Language does not
merely reflect discriminatory social attitudes and
practices but is involved in shaping and perpetuating
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such attitudes and practices. No longer will a couple —
whether it be a couple in a same-sex relationship or a
couple that has decided that they do not want to be
married — need to justify their commitment to their
relationship. They will have all the recognition they
need to function in a formalised relationship.
A comparison of the features of a successful same-sex
relationship and an opposite-sex relationship is unlikely
to reveal any differences which justify the restriction of
the marital status to heterosexual couples. The factors
contributing to successful heterosexual relationships
apply equally to homosexual relationships — love, trust
and commitment are integral to the success of them
both. A couple will not need to prove, other than by
signing a statutory declaration, that their relationship
meets some kind of standard. As long as they are two
consenting adults who are making a personal and
financial commitment, they can be registered.
This bill is ultimately about freedom and the ability of
people in our society to live their lives how they wish
with the protection of the law. If two people want to
live their lives together in a committed relationship, we
as a society should make it as easy for them to do that
as possible. If two people have love for each other and
want to commit to each other without getting married,
we as a society should make available to them all the
benefits and legalities that a marriage brings.
I hope this bill promotes an even greater tolerance and
understanding in the broader Victorian community and
that we see all forms of discrimination lessen while
inclusiveness and fairness flourish. I commend this bill
to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The front
foyer of the Victorian Parliament has set in the
parquetry floor words from the Old Testament Book of
Proverbs 11:14, which, according to a recent
translation, states:
A city without wise leaders will end up in ruin; a city with
many wise leaders will be kept safe.

How can we as a community and as a legislature
nourish responsible lives? The Judeo-Christian tradition
has underpinned the development of Western
civilisation; wise precepts may be gleaned therein. In
the New Testament Gospel of Luke, chapter 4 reports
Jesus attending the synagogue and reading from the
scriptures. Verse 17 reads:
He was given the book of Isaiah the prophet. He opened it
and read:
The Lord’s Spirit has come to me,
because he has chosen me
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to tell good news to the poor.
The Lord has sent me
to announce freedom for prisoners
to give sight to the blind, to free everyone who suffers …’

As I stand in this chamber I advise the house that I am
of the unshakeable personal view that there is a better
way than the legislation before the house that will
nourish responsible lives.
The law is a powerful instrument. As a community and
as a legislature we should be aiming to strengthen the
frameworks within which children are nurtured, we
should be aiming to protect families, and we should be
aiming to set legislative standards to which the
community can aspire. Human sexuality is awesome
and powerful. In the Judeo-Christian tradition there is a
framework and context for its expression.
This approach might be contrasted with a range of
reports in the Weekend Australian on pages 1 to 15.
There was a prolific number of media reports, which I
will classify under the following headings. Under the
heading of sexual and criminal offences they were:
police arrests in relation to a paedophilia network, the
murder of a South Australian law lecturer thrown into
the Torrens River near a homosexual meeting place,
lesbian murderers in Western Australia, a
PricewaterhouseCoopers $11 million sexual harassment
case brought by a former partner, a Sydney-educated
academic who sexually assaulted an 11-year-old Torres
Strait Island boy and claimed that the abuse was a
cultural right of passage and that he loved the boy, 10 in
court accused of gang raping a 17-year-old girl and a
$3 million sex slave syndicate.
Under the heading of sexual relationships the reports
were: the bisexuality of a former South Australian
Premier and the alleged sexual associations of a former
South Australian chief justice. Under the heading of
thematically related matters they were: unpublished
novels by Arthur Miller that were withheld owing to
sexual content, the correlation between housework and
sex and former prostitutes following the trial of a
Sydney judge. Also earlier this week there was the
story of a New York governor who had been implicated
with a Washington prostitute. The human suffering in
most of these examples and for different reasons is
prolific.
There is a responsibility and purpose that attaches to the
expression of human sexuality in the Judeo-Christian
tradition. At its best expression it is wonderfully
defined in a supportive and nurturing relationship
between a husband and wife, a lifelong framework for
the raising of children and a shared commitment. It
might also be said that marriage relationships have their
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own seasons, and in failure there are the New
Testament precepts of forgiveness and the response of
Jesus to the circumstances of the women caught
engaging in adultery as recorded in chapter 8 of the
gospel according to St John. Firstly, to the accusers he
said, ‘Let him who is without sin cast the first stone’.
To the woman he said, ‘I am not going to accuse you
either. You may go now, but do not sin anymore’.
The Attorney-General seeks to promote the values of
equality, respect and dignity that are inherent in human
rights, but the question to be asked is: what values is the
Attorney-General overlooking? The bill proposes to
establish a relationships register for domestic partners
who, although not married, are in a committed
relationship. I would argue that the bill overlooks
lifelong commitment. I would argue that the bill
provides the legal framework for the displacement of
marriage. I would also argue that the bill endorses de
facto or same-sex relationships in a way that gives them
a meaning or significance in law equivalent in reality to
marriage.
Article 16 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights states:
(1) Men and women of full age, without any limitation due
to race, nationality or religion, have the right to marry
and to found a family. They are entitled to equal rights
as to marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution.

And then:
(3) The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of
society and is entitled to protection by society and the
state.

I suggest it is implicit in clause 1 of this original
declaration that marriage is between a man and a
woman. The registration process under the bill is
reflective of marriage. It would entail a decorative
certificate. Page 6 of the Department of Justice
information paper of May 2007 states:
While registration does not provide for any official ceremony,
it will continue to be open to couples to arrange their own
relationship declaration events or to participate in those
offered by some local governments.

It could also be argued that the provision of a
watered-down relationships register and associated
rights constricts the rights attaching to family
relationships.
What are the community viewpoints? A Victorian ad
hoc interfaith committee of scholars and representatives
of the major faiths in Australia — Catholic per Nick
Tonti-Filipini, Anglican, Jewish, Uniting, Presbyterian,
Antiochian Orthodox, CityLife Church Wantirna and
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the Christian City Church — opposes the legislation. It
opposes the nature of same-sex relationships, which the
Attorney-General seeks to protect, on the basis that they
are prohibited by biblical tradition. Rabbi Shimon
Cowen expressed concern regarding a revolution in
paradigms. While rightly opposing hate and
persecution, it was problematic that children would be
socialised to accept equal norms in society which might
cause people to follow their own equivocations.
International research suggests that there is a small take
up of the registration process by homosexual couples.
According to some commentators, the goal of the gay
marriage movement in both Norway and Denmark is
not marriage but social approval of homosexuality. It
might be argued that the next stage of the process will
be access to adoption rights, reproductive technologies
and surrogacy. In some jurisdictions where there are
civil relationships registers there is a ratio of 5 out of
10 children being born out of wedlock. In the case of
heterosexual relationships, to the extent that the
commitment-for-life notion of marriage is degraded
under the bill to an agreement cancellable in 90 days, it
will arguably lead to more single parents and blended
families.
A number of examples of changed lives have been
drawn to my attention. The Sunday Herald Sun of
28 March 2004 reports on the reversal of a sex-change
operation undertaken by a Melbourne woman who had
previously had a double mastectomy. Australian Story
featured the life of a man who in his teens thought that
he was homosexual, later had a sex-change operation to
become a woman and later still deeply regretted that
change. There is literature pertaining to gay and lesbian
activists who have changed their focus on same-sex
relationships to opposite-sex relationships. In two cases
childhood sexual abuse victims sought affection from
same-sex figures. People have lived to seriously regret
decisions they have made that have adversely impacted
on their lives and their life circumstances.
I seek to respect the human worth and dignity of each
person and their life potential. I recognise the exercise
of free will and choice in democratic society. I have
seen pain. I have seen anguish. I have seen
vulnerability. Wisdom from yesteryear speaks of ways
that seem right to men but the paths of which lead to
destruction. As a matter of conscience I will not be
supporting the bill. I will be voting against the bill. I
will always seek to provide a legislative framework that
will ultimately nourish lives and strengthen
relationships not destroy them.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with enormous
pride that I join this debate on the Relationships Bill
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2007. I state at the outset that I am absolutely in support
of this bill. The overall objective of this bill is simply to
establish a register in Victoria for the registration of
domestic relationships and to provide a single location
for statutory requirements governing property matters
in the event of a breakdown of a domestic relationship.
It also makes consequential amendments to other
Victorian acts that currently recognise domestic
relationships in order to make provision for registered
relationships. The context of this is that the government
announced that it would in 2007 establish a
relationships register similar to the model in the
Tasmanian Relationships Act 2003. These reforms are
part of the vision that we set out in Growing Victoria
Together to align with our goal of creating a fairer
society that reduces disadvantage and respects diversity
overall.
I was raised to understand that I should treat everyone
that I met with the same level of respect, no matter what
their background, gender or ethnicity. A number of
speakers have invoked various religious views to justify
their opposition to this bill. The Catholic education I
received both through my family and through formal
education, which was strongly committed to social
justice, has informed my commitment to equal
opportunity for all. I fully understand that elements of
the church I was raised in do not support this bill, but I
believe that opposition is misguided. Some members in
this chamber have used opposition from elements
within their electorates as a reason for opposing this
bill. I firmly believe that as a member of Parliament my
job is not only to represent my constituents but also to
lead and encourage people and further the options open
to them to recognise the wonderful diversity within our
community.
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have made the biggest contribution to that Laurimar
community. I was absolutely delighted at the 2003
annual ball that the winners that year were a gay male
couple. I think that says a lot about how far our
community has come.
Some opponents of this bill, both in this chamber and
those who have sent emails to all members in this place,
have stated that the bill will lead to the demise of the
family as we know it. Drawing on my own experience
with my own family, I can say that having a gay
member has not led to the demise of our family; it has
enriched it more than any of us would ever have
known. My mother had a very conservative upbringing
in some ways and a lack of exposure, but when she
returned to study as a mature adult, a widowed mother
of four children, the best friend she made while
studying year 12 was a gay young man. That
completely changed her views about gay young people
and I think prepared her for the fact that she would have
a much-loved grandson, Blake, my son, who would be
an openly gay man.
I am really pleased that Blake is here in the gallery. I
am very proud of him — of the man that he is, the man
he has become. Our family has been incredibly
welcoming to Andrew Inglis, Blake’s wonderful and
committed partner. It is obvious to all of us in our
family that there is a great, sustained and caring
relationship between the two of them, and there should
be no law that means they are not treated the same way
as me and my male partner should be treated. There is
no reason if either of those two should become ill that
they should not be afforded the respect of being able to
be at each other’s bedside or of having access to each
other’s superannuation.

As the representative of an outer suburban electorate
and having grown up in regional Victoria, I have seen
my fair share of discriminatory behaviour, but there is
also a lot of warm and generous behaviour. We have
seen, particularly in country Victoria, the welcome that
refugees from difficult circumstances have been given
in those communities. I think it is possible for gay
young people to be welcomed in that way, but it is not
always the case. However, I can say proudly that in my
family it is the case.

This bill is about people, and I think that is something
that is lost to some who oppose this. I would hope they
open their eyes and do not continue to talk down the
right of same-sex people to have access to what those
of us in the heterosexual community take for granted.
With those words — and I am sure members in this
chamber understand that I could speak long about my
pride in my son Blake and what he has meant to me and
the significance for all gay people in this state of this
bill — I firmly commend the bill to the house.

I also believe sometimes people think that the outer
suburban communities are not fully reflective of the
diversity across our community. I was absolutely
delighted in my first year as the member for Yan Yean
in this place to attend the annual ball of the community
of Laurimar, a new suburb in Doreen. The developer,
Drapac, holds annual awards, and community members
vote for the citizens who they value the most and who

Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) —
People join together in our society in many ways. We
join together in marriage, in families, in households; we
come together in partnerships and joint ventures; we
gather in neighbourhoods, religions, corporations and
clubs; and we do so in the spirit of optimism and, in the
vast majority of cases, with goodwill. We do so with
the intention of mutual benefit and without seeking to
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harm others. History has looked to tradition, culture,
values and common law to manage those relationships,
and long may it be so. I would have to remark that
humanity has done a pretty good job on its own over
the years.

said at the time that I did not support the concept of gay
marriage, but said I would support measures to assist
people to manage their relationships both when they are
together and when they are separating. To that extent,
this bill neatly fits the criteria I set.

However, in modern society we also look to legislation
to assist. Legislating on social issues will always be
difficult. You do not always get it right, and there will
always be different perspectives, but I have a strong
view about bringing people together. It is easy to focus
on the negatives or the loopholes in any situation like
this, but I have an optimistic view of relationships. In
that sense I have an optimistic view of this bill, and I
will support it. That is my personal view, but I also
believe it is a view shared by most in my electorate.

However, I was curious over the time that the previous
Premier’s views were less forthcoming. His views may
have been different to mine, perhaps not. I would have
respected them either way but it would perhaps have
been interesting to know them. No doubt there will be
other issues before this house in the future of a similar
nature, and to the extent that I previously commented
on such issues, there will be no surprises from me in
that regard. Key, in my view, to protecting marriage is
to ensure that the values that marriage engenders
remain paramount.

I recognise, acknowledge and respect that there are
many people whose view goes counter to that; there are
many who are concerned that this bill signals an erosion
of traditional marriage. I can understand their concern
to protect and nurture marriage as an institution. I share
the view that marriage is an essential component of our
society, our culture and our future. I share the desire to
protect and promote marriage, but I do not share the
argument in regard to this bill that marriage will be
undermined. If I did, I would not support it. I respect
the concern. I just do not share it.
For me, this bill is about respect. Others have described
the issue in those terms as well. We are a nation and a
state of different people. Indeed our diversity is at the
heart of our collective identity — different people,
different views, different lifestyles. Our future as
individuals and as a community relies on us respecting
that diversity. Inclusion is the product of open hearts
and open minds, and exclusion will always have its
limits.
As others have said, this bill establishes a relationships
register. It defines the nature of those relationships to be
registered and is largely non-judgmental about them. It
provides the mechanisms for registration and
deregistration, and it acknowledges property and other
provisions that are thereafter applicable in other acts. In
those aspects it is relatively unremarkable. The bill is
not a federal law competing with the Marriage Act. It is
not competing with the federal Family Law Act. It is
not novel. It is not a threat. It is in some respects not
even a surprise.
Over the seven months I was in the position of Leader
of the Opposition before the last election I was asked
many times about a range of social issues. I gave open,
honest and, I hope, consistent answers. My views have
not changed. In regard to the issues raised in this bill, I

Traditional marriage remains as a core unit of our
society. In that regard, the Parliament should always —
and I stress ‘should always’ — preserve to itself the
opportunity and the capacity to legislate in particular
areas in favour of marriage and the role and
responsibility of raising and nurturing children. That
should in no way diminish our capacity to assist others
and other relationships.
There have been other examples, as I said. This bill is
not novel. The 2003 Relationships Act in Tasmania is
one that has been spoken about already. It had
additional definitions of relationships, in particular
caring relationships. I, for one, would have liked to see
the caring component adopted in this bill, and I have
taken note that that might be something that occurs in
the future; but I think it is something from the
Tasmanian bill that is worth pursuing.
I have also noted that the sky did not fall in in Tasmania
when the bill passed although many there perhaps
thought it would. Also the numbers who have chosen in
Tasmania to take advantage of the relationships register
would not be said to be huge. It has been of an
assistance for those people who have taken advantage
of it.
I have a friend, but I shall not name him only because I
have not sought his permission to do so, who was
virulently and very publicly opposed to the original
Tasmanian bill. Since the bill has transpired, his
personal circumstances have changed in a sad but
inevitably positive way as well; he is now taking
advantage of that relationships register and is a strong
supporter of it. I think it is indicative that whilst the sky
did not fall in, there are actually people who found a
positive in the Tasmanian bill.
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One of the privileges members of Parliament and
particularly leaders have is to record best wishes for
members of our community who have reached
particular milestones. We, particularly party leaders,
often find ourselves writing to those who have turned
90 or 95 or 100. I am still looking for my first 110 years
old and in time we will get to a 120th birthday. I often
find myself these days writing to those who are
celebrating 40th, 50th or 60th wedding anniversaries,
and just this week I found myself writing to a couple
who are celebrating their 70th wedding anniversary. It
is a remarkable achievement and I always note that
such anniversaries are an expression of the power of
love and family, and the strength of the bonds of
marriage and faith in those relationships.
It will not, I believe, change. We will continue to write
such correspondence but perhaps some time in the
future MPs will be offering milestone mail to mark the
considerable durability of a registered relationship
regardless of the nature of that relationship.
The variety of views expressed in this state are reflected
federally as well. There are changes in these areas
which I believe would be better replicated at a national
level so there is some consistency where we are facing
some inconsistency across the states. I note the
commonwealth has previously taken a different view to
similar issues in the Australian Capital Territory. They
did that by way of negating a proposed bill in the ACT.
I trust that in the future we will find greater consistency
on these issues.
I would not contend that this bill is perfect. There are
undoubtedly some areas of concern that will unfold as
the implementation progresses. I am sure there will be
considerations of detail, interpretation, unintended
consequences, matters of entitlements and indeed
matters of taxation that will need clarification in time.
In the spirit of goodwill I am satisfied those changes
deemed necessary can be addressed in the future. That
is the nature of this type of legislation.
Finally, if this bill does pass, traditional marriages will
not disappear; they will not vanish or dissolve. They
will continue. They will come and sadly sometimes go,
as marriages do. They will, in my view, continue to
flourish and lead, and they will do so because of the
strong values marriage engenders. There is no
replacement or substitute for marriage. I do not believe
these changes seek to establish a substitute.
If this bill does not pass, the relationships it speaks of
will not disappear either. They will not dissolve, they
will continue. They will come and sadly sometimes
they, too, will go as relationships do, and they will do
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so because that is the nature of our society. But they
will do so with unnecessary difficulty and pain. If we
can do something to overcome that difficulty we
should, and accordingly I will support the bill.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — So much of the law
that we pass in this Parliament is about the recognition
of conflict and mediating it: conflict between citizens,
between developers and residents, over scarce resources
such as water, over road space, between parents and
their children. This bill is a different bill: it is about the
recognition not of conflict but of people who love each
other and who are in committed domestic relationships.
I think that is something this Parliament should not be
afraid of but instead should embrace. It is not
something that I believe is in any way a threat to my
marriage or to anyone else’s marriage. I choose to be
married, and I am happy to be married. I do not believe
that by giving recognition to the relationships that other
people choose, we will in any way undermine or
compromise marriage or any other choices that people
happen to make.
It is interesting to look at the genesis of this bill and to
look at amendments made to the Equal Opportunity Act
in 1995, amendments that were introduced, I might
point out, by a conservative government. Those
amendments introduced for the first time into our law
the concept of ‘lawful sexual activity’, which provided
a new ground of lawful discrimination under the Equal
Opportunity Act. It is worth reflecting on that because
we have to follow through the logical consequence of
that decision by this Parliament to say that anyone who
is in a same-sex relationship that is lawful, that is adult
and that is consensual is not to be discriminated against.
The Victorian Equal Opportunity Commission
embarked on that course, because it recognised at that
point that it needed to further examine the experience of
people in same-sex relationships. That resulted in the
former Victorian Equal Opportunity Commission Same
Sex Relationships and the Law report in 1998. That
report found that people in same-sex relationships often
experienced differential treatment in a wide range of
areas: property rights; rights upon the death of a
partner, including funeral decisions, the maintenance of
a surviving partner and accident compensation that
might be due to a surviving partner; discrimination in
relation to health-related rights, including the ability to
make decisions for incapacitated partners and hospital
visitation rights; and access to employment-related
benefits. That is why in 2001 this government
introduced legislation which amended 57 acts, which
had an impact on 70 acts, and which removed
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation or
gender identity from our legislation.
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This bill takes us a step to where we say, ‘Okay, if it is
not against the law to be in a same-sex relationship, if
you cannot be discriminated against because you are in
a same-sex relationship, why should we make it more
difficult for those people who are in a committed
relationship to have those rights recognised at law?’.
Why should we make it more difficult for them? It
disturbs me that despite the fact that we say in this
Parliament that all people are to be treated equally
before the law, there is an undercurrent in this debate
of, ‘Yes, but we should make it more difficult for them;
we should make it harder for them. We do not quite
accept the notion that they might be in a same-sex
relationship, even though it has no impact on us or
anyone else. Therefore we have to make it a little bit
harder for them. So we won’t give those people any
formal recognition of their relationship’.
This bill is a very simple proposition. It basically says
that if you are in a committed domestic relationship and
you want that relationship recognised, you can have it
registered; and that if you have it registered, you will
not have to go through the continuing indignity of
proving that you are in fact in a committed relationship
whenever you face a life-changing situation. It will
mean that every time someone’s partner ends up in
critical care they will not have to prove that they are in
a committed relationship, or that every time a
committed and supportive person has a partner die they
will not have to prove that they are entitled to
compensation payments or that they should have a say
in funeral arrangements. That is something this
Parliament should embrace; that is something we
should recognise. We should give those people the
dignity and respect of recognising their relationships.
Some 281 000 people told the Australian Bureau of
Statistics at the 2006 census that they were in a de
facto-like relationship. Why should those people not be
given the same treatment before the law which is
fundamental to our charter of human rights and
responsibilities, and fundamental to the way in which
we want every citizen in the country to be treated? Yes,
for the 1.8 million Victorians who are in marriages, by
all means their relationships will continue — that is a
choice they have made, it is a choice I have made, and I
am happy in that choice — but let us also recognise
these other relationships and extend the same rights to
those people in those relationships. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I rise to speak on the
Relationships Bill 2007. It is a bill that establishes a
register for the registration of domestic relationships in
Victoria, provides for relationship agreements, and
provides for adjustment of property interests between
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domestic partners and the rights of domestic partners to
maintenance. I will not be supporting the bill. I
understand people’s right to support the bill, so I expect
people to respect my right to disagree with the bill.
I have been extensively lobbied by the many
denominations and church groups in my electorate.
They have made repeated requests to me not to support
this bill. Only last Friday at the World Day of Prayer I
was at an event in Echuca and all the denominations
were there. Many of the ladies at the morning tea
afterwards came up to me and made it quite clear that
they felt there was a risk of this legislation undermining
the institution of marriage. I support their view: it has
the potential to undermine the institution of marriage.
We must defend the institution of marriage. It is what
the societies of Australia and of many parts of the world
have been built on, and it is their strength. As the
Leader of The Nationals has mentioned and as the
members for Swan Hill and Box Hill have mentioned,
people ask about the institution of marriage when
employing people. They often ask, ‘Do they come from
a stable background and from a good family
upbringing?’. That must be defended; that is one of the
values in life. There has been some talk in here about
proof of marriage. Like the member for Swan Hill,
when I have taken my wife to hospital I have never
been asked for the proof.
Ms Lobato — That is because she is your wife.
Mr WELLER — I have never been asked for the
proof that she is my wife. She could be just anyone.
They say, ‘That is because she is your wife’, but the
people at the hospital do not necessarily know that and
they never ask for proof. To say that people will have to
carry around their marriage certificates to prove that
they are a wife or husband in a relationship is a bit of a
furphy.
I, like the member for Box Hill, believe there was an
oversight in the drafting of this bill. The bill
undermines incest laws by not excluding parents,
children or siblings registering as a couple relationship.
When he sums up the Attorney-General may like to
clarify that.
I will refer to some of the church groups. The
Australian Christian Lobby and the Family Council of
Victoria have expressed concern that the bill could
undermine marriage and thus do not want the register to
involve a ceremony. The ACL wants the register to
include those in non-sexual relationships and is
concerned that the bill will act as a Trojan Horse to
encourage the reform of adoption laws. Saltshakers, a

RELATIONSHIPS BILL
Wednesday, 12 March 2008

ASSEMBLY

Victorian-based Christian organisation, opposes any
recognition of same-sex relationships. The Saltshakers
campaign website states that the proposed relationships
register would undermine marriage by establishing a
‘lite’ alternative.
We must realise the value of the institution of marriage.
In my electorate there are unfortunately some broken
homes. We have a youth drug and alcohol problem in
Echuca, and from talking to the social workers and
police it is often the result of broken homes. If we
undermine the institution of marriage we could end up
multiplying this problem. We have to be careful that
there could be these consequences. That is why, after
extensive lobbying from church groups in my
electorate, I will not be supporting the bill.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I wish to contribute
briefly to the debate on the Relationships Bill 2007,
which establishes a relationships register for the
registration of domestic relationships in Victoria. I am
very pleased to speak in support of this bill.
Today I received a couple of calls from some people
who presumed that I would not be supporting this bill. I
assure the house that whenever a bill that supports
human rights comes before the house, I will be here and
I will support it. Just because in the past I have chosen
not to support bills such as the one that provided for
somatic cell nuclear transfer, which would lead to
human cloning, and because I do not support genetic
modification, which the majority of the state does not
support, does not mean that I will not support human
rights.
This bill follows on from various steps taken by this
government in 2001 to reduce the discrimination faced
by many people in terms of recognition of a couple’s
domestic relationship. The relationships register will
allow Victorian couples in domestic relationships to
register their relationships with the registrar of births,
deaths and marriages. This registration will then
provide the proof required by people within committed
relationships at various times, particularly when
seeking medical treatment.
The Relationships Bill is a matter of fairness in
allowing decisions that people have made about their
lives and circumstances to be recognised as valid in the
eyes of the law through the establishment of a
relationships register. It gives due recognition and,
importantly, dignity to the choices made by citizens to
determine their own circumstances in terms of their
significant relationships. It upholds the values of the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities and
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extends those rights, for the first time, to couples in
same-sex relationships.
In providing for fairness without discrimination the bill
is not only upholding the charter of human rights as a
matter of principle but is allowing those principles to be
enacted in tangible and practical ways. This practicality
will have a massive impact on service delivery by the
state in terms of health, education and legal services.
I appreciate that some sectors of the community have
expressed concern that such a register gives legal
recognition to relationships that may not be approved of
or recognised by, for example, some church
organisations. Those views are valid and can be
expressed in a free society such as ours. However, the
existence of these views does not mean that others must
be compelled to share them or abide by them. Concerns
about the moral underpinnings of this bill must be
viewed simultaneously with the perspective that fair
and just treatment of our citizens must take priority and
that the free will of individuals has to be respected.
Many organisations, including many churches, have
been strong advocates for social justice and have
argued that upholding the rights of individual freedom,
as far as it does not impinge on the rights of other
citizens, is paramount. This bill is an example of
extending justice that already exists for many citizens to
those who are currently missing out. In my view it is no
less than a vital matter of social justice that redresses a
serious gap in our legislation.
Without this law situations are arising in our hospital
wards every day that place those involved in untenable
situations. The member for Rodney talked about how
his wife has never been questioned as his legitimate
partner but that is because she is his wife. If you are two
people of the same sex, you cannot claim that one of
them is your wife, unless you are a lesbian couple. It is
a little bit more complicated than the member
suggested. Surely there can be nothing more upsetting
than being in a hospital with a partner in distress and
having to argue your right to be present and to be
involved in discussions about treatment options in front
of the doctor.
Such situations place undue and unnecessary stress on
all involved, including health professionals who have to
undertake tricky negotiations at a time when their
efforts would be best directed elsewhere. The existence
of a relationships register will remove the guesswork
from a range of situations and give certainty to
situations that are currently sorted out in an ad hoc
manner.
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It is important to note that the relationships register is
for all couples, irrespective of gender. The example I
cited of the dilemmas that occur in our hospitals could
easily be equally applied to heterosexual couples. There
are many couples who are not married but consider
themselves to be in committed and loving relationships
and who would welcome the prospect of being allowed
to be formally recognised as such in the eyes of the law.
The relationships register will allow couples to gain
legal recognition of their relationships without having
formal marriage ceremonies.
This bill is a practical one in that it will solve many
everyday dilemmas that arise, whether to do with
health, property or finances. It also marks a huge step
forward for human rights in this state and fulfils an
important commitment made by the Labor Party to
adopt the recommendations of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission. I
therefore commend the bill to the house.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — In 1980 the Hamer
Liberal government introduced and passed the Crimes
(Sexual Offences) Act, which decriminalised
homosexual activity between consenting adults. It was
principled, progressive legislation. It recognised the
right of individuals to make choices about their private
lives and to do so without government interference.
It respected the right to privacy of gay and lesbian
members, indeed all members, of our community in a
very personal area of conduct. It acknowledged that the
Parliament had no legitimate interest in seeking to
criminalise the private behaviour of consenting adults
in these circumstances. It is interesting to note that
where the Hamer government’s reforms arose from a
view that the state should essentially step back from
attempting to regulate the private relationships of gay
and lesbian members of the community, Labor’s bill
seeks to have the state again step in to regulate those
relationships, albeit on an opt-in basis.
There are a number of measures contained in this bill
that I wholeheartedly support, which has made it
particularly difficult to come to the conclusion, as I
have, that I am unable to support the bill as a whole.
The ability of all of our citizens to live their personal
lives in quiet enjoyment, free from arbitrary
interference by government, is a principle that I trust all
members support. I certainly do. The ability of
individuals to determine the distribution of their
personal property to those close to them upon their
passing must be respected. So too should the right of
adults to enter into binding agreements with a domestic
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partner to deal with financial and property matters
between them.
When it comes to the capacity of an individual to
nominate a person to make potentially life-and-death
decisions for them should the individual become
incapacitated, the Parliament should make it easier, not
harder, for the wishes of an individual to be honoured.
These principles that I have referred to should be blind
as to whether the individuals concerned are male or
female or the relationships to which they apply are
different sex or same sex in nature. Had the
Attorney-General brought in a bill that simply reflected
and respected these principles, I would have taken
delight in supporting it. It is unfortunate therefore that
the Attorney-General chose not to do that. Instead the
Attorney-General has elected to bring to this chamber a
bill which seeks to introduce what appears to essentially
be a facsimile of marriage under the rubric of a
relationships register.
Of course no state has the legislative power to deal with
marriage. This is a power reserved for the federal
Parliament under the Australian constitution. Faced
with this constitutional obstacle, the Attorney-General
was determined to bring in a bill which delivers
marriage lite. It is this aspect of the bill which I am
unable to support. Nothing could demonstrate more
clearly that the relationships register proposed in this
bill is intended to operate as a form of marriage than
clause 5 of the bill that defines what is to be a
‘registrable relationship’. Clause 5 defines, in part, a
registrable relationship to mean:
… a relationship (other than a registered relationship)
between two adult persons who are not married to each other
but are a couple …

If this bill is not intended to establish a Victorian
facsimile of marriage, why are relationships excluded
from registration where either person is married? The
real reason that marriage acts to disqualify the
registration of a relationship under this bill is because,
notwithstanding his sophistry, the Attorney-General
intends registration of a relationship to be practically
equivalent to marriage so far as is possible under
Victorian law.
I respect the views of my parliamentary colleagues on
both sides of this house who do not share my concerns
about the intention and the practical effect of this bill. I
wish I shared their confidence and their optimism, but
after examining the bill I am afraid I do not. It is
disappointing that in taking what I see as essentially an
unnecessary step in this bill the government has turned
its back on the support within this Parliament and the
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community generally that would otherwise be available
for the sensible measures contained in this bill.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to rise
in support of this bill. Essentially it will enable the
creation of a relationships register for domestic
relationships in Victoria, to provide for relationship
agreements and to provide for the adjustment of
property interests between domestic partners and the
rights of those partners to maintenance. It also makes a
number of consequential amendments.
The bill does not discriminate in favour of any group. It
allows people to register their relationship regardless of
gender, race or sexual orientation. The relationships we
form between each other as human beings are central to
the society we live in. A mechanism that supports all
relationships, subject to clauses 6 and 7 of the bill, can
only strengthen our community.
I have received representations from people who are
genuinely concerned about the bill. I respect their views
and appreciate their concerns. However, I disagree with
the argument that the bill will in some way undermine
the institution of marriage. Marriage will continue to
have a special place in our society. It will continue to be
an institution that is committed to by many people. At
the same time the bill allows for all people to register a
legitimate relationship, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Relationships Bill 2007, and I
will make a short contribution to the debate on it. This
is quite a complex bill, but fundamentally when it
comes down to it the bill covers two areas: firstly, the
right of any two individuals to register a domestic
relationship; and secondly, the extension of rights for
those in domestic relationships. It extends property and
maintenance rights as well as allowing for relationship
agreements.
This bill has caused a lot of debate both in here and
across the community, and there have been many
different sides to the argument. I have listened very
carefully and talked to a number of people through this
process in deciding my contribution to this debate
tonight. There is a strong a vocal group that says they
believe the passing of the bill will inevitably lead to gay
marriage, and that it will devalue the institution of
marriage itself. Others have spoken to me about their
long-term committed same-sex relationships and their
genuine desire for them to be recognised formally.
Many have talked of the persistent discrimination that
they have faced all their lives, and how important this
bill is to them.
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Having thought it through, I will be supporting the bill
as I genuinely believe it is wrong to discriminate
against people on the basis of their sexuality. This bill
does not legalise gay marriage; if it did, I would not be
supporting it, but I respect and support an individual’s
right to publicly register their relationship and enjoy the
rights proposed in this bill. On that basis I will be
giving the bill my support.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Like the previous
speaker, I rise to support the bill, and like the previous
speaker I will take just a few short minutes, because I
believe that what I need to say can be said in a very
short time. Basically this bill is about the registration of
domestic relationships and the registration of caring
relationships as well — the notion of care. The
legislation is good legislation.
I have listened to previous speakers, and I have listened
to their concerns regarding the Christian aspect of the
bill. I see nothing in the bill that is not compatible with
Christianity. The underlying concerns in the bill are
about respect and equality. They are about compassion,
freedom and dignity, and I find nothing in the bill
which is incompatible with Christianity. We can stand
here and talk about our own preference and our own
relationships, and indeed about the relationships of
people we know, but I find nothing incompatible with
any of the values that I have been brought up to respect.
I find nothing incompatible with those values, and
therefore I will be supporting the bill.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to speak on
the Relationships Bill with a great deal of anxiety
following deliberations about the sensitivity of what is a
difficult debate. I am a person who tries to understand
all sides of every issue, but I have come down to the
position that I will be opposing this legislation.
As we know, the purposes of the bill are to allow
persons to register relationships as a couple and to enter
relationship agreements, to provide for maintenance
orders and to extend property adjustment provisions.
The main provisions of the bill are that two persons
who are in a registrable relationship may apply to the
registrar of births, deaths and marriages for that
relationship to be registered, provided they live in
Victoria, are not married to each other or to anyone
else, and are not in another registered or registrable
relationship.
The bill states that a relationship will be registered with
the registrar of births, deaths and marriages, and that is
my first concern. It is already being linked with
marriage. Obviously the people concerned have not just
been born, and obviously they have not died; otherwise
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they would not be going through this process; but this
process is already being linked to marriage. The word
‘couple’ is not defined in the bill, which concerns me.
Many of us have been lobbied and have consulted
widely on the bill, which was introduced in December
last year. Like all members, I have received many
emails and have spoken to many people. I want to
highlight some of the groups that have contacted me.
They include the Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights
Lobby that support the legislation — obviously! — but
want a ceremony option, and that is my next concern.
Civil Union Action supports the bill but wants a
ceremony option and same-sex adoption provisions in
it. I am disappointed that the Uniting Church and the
Anglican Church did not respond. The Catholic Church
opposes the bill, and the Australian Family Association
also opposes the legislation.
In his contribution earlier today the member for Prahran
said there were no new rights in the legislation. If there
are no new rights, I wonder what we are debating here
tonight because I think new rights are being created. I
have to say that men and women in same-sex
relationships must be accepted with the respect,
compassion and sensitivity they deserve. As with all
people, they should not be subject to discrimination. In
fact there are laws that protect them and many other
people in other ways of life. I am a strong supporter of
marriage. The commonwealth’s 1961 Marriage Act
says that marriage is the union between a male and a
female. That is why I will vote against the bill.
Marriage is the basis of families, and families are the
basis of society. Children are our future, and a strong
family structure gives them the best chance in life. A lot
of us know that marriage is not easy. It is not easy
getting to it, but it is important to realise that is not all
beer and skittles afterwards, and I think that makes us
strong people. The family and children keep us
together.
I have received many letters about the bill. I have one
here that says the organisation opposes the bill,
because:
There is no institution more central to the wellbeing of the
community and individuals in the community than marriage
and the family

and I agree strongly with that. It continues:
It is the role of the state to support and not compromise those
institutions that are central to the wellbeing of the community
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Further on, it states:
The bill compromises marriage by establishing a legally
recognised relationship which imitates marriage but does not
have the conditions necessary to be achieved to bring about or
terminate a marriage.

The Attorney-General says the bill does not include an
exchange of vows, the use of celebrants or a formal
ceremony. It does not create a new legal relationship.
Non-marital sexual activity is not a criterion of the
operation of this proposed relationships register, but I
think that will be the next step after this. Following on
from the departure of the former Premier, I believe we
will see more of this social engineering coming before
Parliament. I am sure the next step will be to go down
the track of having a full use of celebrants and formal
ceremonies. We already have people asking for them.
The people who are strongly supporting this are looking
for ceremonies to be included. That will be the next
step.
Mr Lupton interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Prahran is
interjecting. It will be interesting to hear what he will
say in two years time when the next formal step of this
process comes into place. But the reality is — and he
was the one who said the bill does not create new
rights — that it does create a new legal relationship. It
is a relationship which is marriage-like, and that is one
of the concerns I have. For these and a lot of other
reasons which I do not have the time to go into, because
I know many other members want to speak on this bill,
I indicate that this is going down a track which I feel
very uncomfortable about. I have consulted with lots of
people, and that is why I will be opposing this
legislation.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise tonight to make a brief contribution in
support of the Relationships Bill. Many members have
already spoken about the mechanics of this bill, so I
want to limit my comments to what I see are its merits.
It has become clear in a lot of the contributions in this
place and in the community that the major criticism
about this bill is that it will in some way weaken the
institution of marriage in our society. I have some
problems with that approach.
I only need to go back to the weekend papers, where I
could not help but notice that there was an article about
two women who had formed what we are terming a
same-sex relationship or a couple and had clearly been
in a loving relationship for over 10 years. Additionally
this relationship had produced a child, with the
assistance of a sperm donor. The story resonated with
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me because my wife and I recently celebrated our
10th wedding anniversary and have been extremely
fortunate to have two wonderful children of our own.
So in drawing a comparison between my relationship
and their relationship, the only thing I could see that in
fact differed in terms of the relationship itself was that
ours has a formal recognition and theirs does not. On
that basis I am certainly supporting the bill, because I
think it will give other same-sex couples, such as the
couple I have just referred to, an opportunity to seek
some legal recognition for their relationship.

an issue that clearly would be quite divisive in their
own communities.

The bill proposes that a relationships register be
created. The registration will formally recognise a
couple’s legal status as domestic partners and
symbolise that their relationship is respected in
Victoria. This will do away with the present situation
where same-sex couples can easily find themselves in
the uncomfortable situation of having to prove their
relationship to a sceptical or inconsiderate official. I
want to compliment the Minister for Housing, who
made a stirring contribution earlier tonight, and who
cited a genuine example of a case involving a same-sex
couple and their visit to a hospital. I commend him for
his contribution.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
Relationships Bill 2007. I am sure all members of this
chamber have received extensive correspondence from
a wide range of groups and organisations on this
particular topic expressing a wide range of views. I also
have received extensive correspondence on the bill
from various organisations, including the Melbourne
Catholic Lawyers Association, the Festival of Light, the
Australian Family Association, the Victorian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Lobby, Civil Union Action!, the Law
Institute of Victoria, various church groups, including
both the Catholic Church and the Australian Christian
Lobby. They have all expressed different views and
opinions on this particular piece of legislation and
whether it goes far enough or it goes too far.

Unfortunately there are clearly circumstances of
discrimination in our community arising from the issue
of same-sex couples. In the 1990s the Victorian Equal
Opportunity Commission established a group to have a
look at the issue. The group found that non-recognition
of same-sex relationships was a significant cause of
indirect discrimination, particularly in terms of property
rights, rights upon the death of a partner and access to
employment benefits. Further, the group found that
people in same-sex relationships often experience
differential treatment in social, legal and economic
circumstances. There is absolutely no place for this type
of discrimination in our society. Same-sex couples, and
indeed gay people, should have every right to live their
lives without that sort of nonsense going on. The time
has come for us to do what is right and show some
respect and dignity for same-sex couples in our
community. Having said that I did note that
organisations such as Civil Union Action! and the
Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby do not regard
this bill as going far enough.
I also note that last year both the City of Melbourne and
the City of Yarra established a relationships register for
same-sex or mixed-sex couples. Apparently both
schemes were introduced as a means of promoting
social inclusion and equality in the local community. I
commend those councils at Melbourne and Yarra for
their leadership and for demonstrating some courage on

In closing my brief contribution, I want to point out that
if this bill is passed Victoria will become only the
second state in Australia, after Tasmania, to have some
form of relationships recognition scheme, and I
certainly would not be surprised if other states followed
its lead. This bill is certainly long overdue, and I look
forward to its speedy passage through both houses of
Parliament.

I certainly want to commend the coalition for giving
members on this side of the house the opportunity to
have a free vote on this, because this is an important
piece of legislation and some members on this side of
the house have differing views on it. The fact remains
that probably all members in this chamber have friends
who may be in same-sex relationships or know of a
person or persons in such a relationship. Again, even
people in same-sex relationships that I know have
differing views on this piece of legislation. Some
people have a view that the legislation does not go far
enough; others have a view that they are comfortable
and content with the legislation that is currently before
us. So there are differing views across the board.
I guess I too have personal reservations about the bill
and have some opinions on it. On the one hand I respect
the opinions of some of those people in same-sex
relationships who may have a view on this particular
legislation; and on the other hand, as a proud family
man and father, I have a view on this bill as well. I
guess one of my concerns is where do we draw the line.
That is what I have been debating in my own mind over
a period of time when I have been reviewing this
legislation. I must say one thing: I do respect the views
of all members in this house and also those community
groups and organisations that have expressed their

RELATIONSHIPS BILL
768

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 12 March 2008

opinions, and it is important that we take those on
board.

best forms of ensuring that children are raised in the
right environment.

The main purpose of the bill is to establish a
relationships register in Victoria for the registration of
domestic relationships. It also goes further to provide
for relationship agreements — that has been mentioned
by other members in the debate — and to provide for
the adjustment of property interests between domestic
partners and the rights of domestic partners to
maintenance. That latter element of the bill does give
me some cause for concern. The bill also goes to repeal
a part of the Property Law Act 1958 and makes some
consequential amendments to that act.

I would like to close with a question that has been in
my head for a while. Seventeen years ago — I had
better get this right for Hansard or my wife could belt
me if I get it wrong! — my wife and I registered
ourselves with the registrar of relationships. What is the
difference between registering a partnership or
relationship, and a marriage? I do not see a lot of
difference. I am concerned about that. We have to make
a decision about that. There are stark similarities
between being registered and being married. I have
misgivings, therefore, about this bill.

As I mentioned, I have some personal misgiving about
the bill. As members of Parliament when we are
drawing up legislation and forming an opinion of it, I
think a bill such as this does need a member’s total
support to have the confidence in moving forward. I am
not sure that at this point I can give that full
commitment to this bill. The particular elements of the
bill that concern me are the child maintenance part and
the prospect that the establishment of the relationships
register could indeed actually diminish or undermine
the sanctity of marriage. We have had opinions formed
on both sides of the chamber in relation to that.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise with some
pride to support this legislation. I believe this legislation
builds on the Equal Opportunity Act 1995 and on the
Statute Law Amendment (Relationship) Act 2001,
which I proudly participated in the debate on when it
was before the other house. At this stage I would like to
commend the work of the Attorney-General, the
Minister for Housing who was the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Department of Justice at that time and
who did a fair bit of work on the legislation, and the
many members of the house who have worked quite
hard behind the scenes on legislation such as this and
the original relationships legislation.

The Leader of The Nationals put it quite accurately and
in a way that reflects the concern. We have to not only
look at the legislation but the future impact of the
legislation that is before us today. Again, where do we
draw the line? This is one step into the future. Will the
next step mean ensuring that same-sex relationships can
actually have marriage convenience as part of that?
That is something I am having trouble dealing with
myself.
The federal Marriage Act 1961 states that marriage is:
… union of a man and woman to the exclusion of all others
voluntarily entered into for life.

Without going into too much detail, some of the bill
deals with the application period of 28 days. It gives
those who register their relationship up to 90 days to
withdraw. I am not sure if that presents a very good
picture of a relationship for life. I have some misgivings
about that.
It was mentioned earlier during other members’
contributions that there is no doubt marriage has issues;
it is hard work. It is no doubt we have marriage
breakdowns. There are social issues surrounding
marriage breakdowns such as drug and alcohol issues,
violence and so forth. The family associations strongly
recommend that parents, a mother and a father, are the

I would also like to commend the people in the
Department of Justice who worked pretty hard to try to
get the balance right with this legislation. It is important
to acknowledge the work that that department has done.
I want to talk about what the legislation does. The
Leader of the Opposition said this legislation, whether
it is passed or not passed, will not change the
relationships which are out there. That is true as these
relationships already exist. There are same-sex couples
who have been together for 20 years or longer — which
is longer than a lot of marriages last. De facto couples
are people who live together but have not undertaken a
ceremony of marriage or filled out a certificate; those
couples have also outlasted many marriages.
They are strong relationships; they are relationships
which are based on care and loving. They are very
much something we should respect. The notion that
someone could give that kind of commitment in
whatever form they see fit is what is important rather
than whether the commitment is actually a marriage. If
marriage is real and is something we should value, then
this bill does not frighten that. This bill does not
change, as someone put it, the sanctity of marriage.
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All this bill does is give due respect to those who
choose to enter into some other form of relationship.
The bill enables people, with some dignity, to be able to
accept that they will be treated equally when they front
staff in a hospital ward, when they are confronting
issues about how they may separate or when they are
able to easily access superannuation which, by law,
they are able to access. Those things are all that this bill
does; it makes it easier. It gives dignity to people’s
relationships. They do not have to be humiliated.
I think of a person who might be in a relationship for a
very long period of time and who has already gone
through quite a bit of indignity when trying to confront
bureaucracies about recognising the relationship they
are in; until 2001 they could not do that. These people
have a right to dignity.
A decision might have to be made about a person who
is lying in a hospital bed and whether their life-support
system should be turned off; that person may not have
had any contact with their family for many years but
they may have a life partner. Who should be able to
make that choice for them? Should the matter go to the
courts for a decision to be made? No!. The person who
is registered on the register should be able to make that
decision and should be able to make it easily and with
dignity. It would be a traumatic enough time for the
partner of the dying person without their having to
prove their relationship.
I commend this legislation to the house. The bill shows
what a tolerant society we are. It shows the major
strength of Victoria — that is, we accept that people
have loving relationships that are not set in a marriage
certificate; we have relationships that are binding,
caring, loving and lasting; and we recognise the right of
people to be treated with dignity and to have their
relationships recognised.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I join the debate on the
Relationships Bill 2007. I declare that I am yet to
decide about how I will vote on this piece of legislation.
Therefore I am interested in listening to the debate. I
have found some points of view to be challenging,
passionate and logical.
I have to express my disappointment about party
politicisation adopted by two previous speakers, in
particular the member for Prahran and, to a lesser
extent, the member for Albert Park. The member for
Prahran suggested that because our side of politics had
given individual members the right and the privilege to
have a free vote, that that was a sign of weakness and a
lack of cohesion of the Liberal-National coalition.
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I say to the member for Prahran, who is sitting at the
table with his back to me, that that is a very poor
performance for a person who seeks to espouse the
values of democracy. I say that this side of Parliament,
having given individual members the opportunity and
the right to express their personal views and the views
that they see as representing their electorate, represents
true democracy. We do not have to follow the party line
like the kowtowing wimps opposite have to follow the
party line that is decreed to them by the dictatorial and
arrogant Premier of this state.
Coming back to the bill — just in case you felt that I
was straying fractionally, Acting Speaker — and the
issues it raises, I certainly recognise the vast diversity of
values and cultures that we have in our society, and I
recognise that those values are represented with greater
diversity to a large extent in our Melbourne and
city-based electorates. We do have some diversity in
country Victoria, and certainly the member for
Shepparton has considerable diversity and values in her
electorate, but I am one of the people who, prior to
coming to this Parliament, had the opportunity to work
both nationally and internationally and therefore have
had the opportunity to experience other cultures and
other values, and therefore I am the first to recognise
that there is more than one way of looking at the world.
That said, I also recognise traditional Christian values.
As previous speakers, including the Leader of The
Nationals and the member for Morwell, have indicated,
marriage is the basis of a Christian society.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr SYKES — It is really wonderful when we have
such an important piece of legislation being debated
that the members on the other side are engaged in idle
chatter and are showing complete disrespect for this
legislation, which they see as being such a landmark
piece of legislation. I say to the chattering gerbils on the
other side, ‘Shame on you!’.
That said, I will move back to traditional Christian
values. Marriage is the basis of our society; upon
marriage builds family, and upon family builds
community, and we are all aware that it is a community
and a family that are required to raise a child. I should
say that I do have friends — very good friends — who
have a preference for people of the same sex, and I
have very good friends who are in same-sex
relationships. They are genuine people, and they are
people who are involved in caring, loving relationships.
But that said, I also have a concern that this piece of
legislation is part of a process of what we call
incremental gain.
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Whilst it is argued legitimately that we recognise a
range of relationships within our culture here in
Australia and that we recognise that there are many
other forms of relationship around the world, whether it
be people of the same sex or whether it be people
having more than one partner, the fact is that that is the
way it is, and I recognise that as a person who speaks
on behalf of the electorate that I represent. But I also
have an underlying concern, based on the values that I
was brought up with, that if we move to accepting this
legislation, then the next step will be the approval of
same-sex couple adoptions.
I would have to say that I am still of the view —
traditional values they may be — that a loving husband
and a loving wife underpin a stable family relationship
and provide to our young children a way to go forward
and a guiding light. I certainly see in my electorate
children who come from families where they are not
provided with both a female role model and in
particular a male role model, and those children seem to
have difficulty in being a contributing member of our
society and a well-balanced member of our society. I
see that as being a concern if we move to having
same-sex couples adopting children.
I then have a problem in relation to the enabling of
same-sex couples — female couples — to go through
in-vitro fertilisation programs. Those who know my
technical background will understand that I have some
technical basis for making that comment, and I would
have to say that I just cannot accept that as the direction
we should go in as a society. I believe if we are leaders
of our society — and I believe we are elected to this
Parliament to be leaders and not followers — we have
to have the courage to stand up and guide people. We
have to say, ‘These are the boundaries and these are the
guidelines. We recognise the diversity of opinion, but
on balance this is the way to go’. My opinion, from
where I am coming, is that the family — the wife and
the husband, the male role model and the female role
model — is what is going to provide the best children
and the best young people to continue to take our
fantastic country forward. As I think we have already
heard, Victoria is a wonderful place and a great
place — I think it is even the best place — to live, work
and raise a family, but if we are going to deliver on that,
then I suggest to those opposite, on the basis of a basic
Christian background, that we should continue to
support heterosexual couples who provide the best
balance for our young people.
Ms Lobato interjected.
Dr SYKES — What did the member for Gembrook
say?
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Eren) — Order!
Dr SYKES — Back to you, Acting Speaker. I have
had correspondence from various people expressing
their views on this issue. I will set it out simply: people
from beyond my electorate have often argued and
requested that I vote in favour of this legislation, but the
people from within my electorate of Benalla, which is a
very solid country Victorian electorate but also an
electorate with an influx of people who have come
from Melbourne over the last decade or so to enjoy the
value of country living — and I should say that the
value of country living is about getting back to the
basics, it is about being connected to country, it is about
family values, it is about pitching in and helping each
other when things get tough and it is about community,
and interestingly those people share the values that I
share — have said to me unanimously, and that means
100 per cent, ‘We do not agree with this legislation’.
Those people in the electorate of Benalla who have
made the effort to contact me, to speak to me and to
communicate with me have said, ‘Member for Benalla,
please reject this legislation, because it does not match
up with our values’.
As I say, I am listening to the debate and I am listening
to the arguments. I recognise the diversity of opinion. I
congratulate the speakers on having presented their
diverse opinions, and I will continue to listen. I am
critical of a couple of members who have chosen to try
and make this a party-political divisive issue when in
fact it is an individual issue, and I commend the
Liberal-National party leadership for providing myself
and others with the opportunity to express our personal
opinion rather than being party hacks and having to
follow the party line like those opposite, because there
is no other way when you are a member of a Brumby
government.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am very keen
to add a few simple words in support of this bill. It
comes down to respect, dignity and human rights,
which sit very well in today’s culture. The bill also sits
very well in the framework that this government has
implemented through very important legal instruments,
including the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities, and it certainly is a continuation of the
terrific work that has been undertaken by our
Attorney-General. Let us unpack some of the debate
and some of the points that have been made tonight in
terms of whether this bill relates to marriage or whether
it is a step towards marriage. We have to look at any
society at a given point in time to see what the
dominant culture is.
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Once upon a time marriage was simply a necessary
conduit to economic security. You have only to read
Jane Austen’s books, which tell you that marriage on
country estates in England was an absolute necessity.
Let us be clear about what we are talking about here. It
was about economic security. It was about rights and
responsibilities within a union and a legally recognised
contract for a relationship. Let us be clear about that.
Perhaps marriage is somewhat different today in this
culture. Let us be fair about what rights and
responsibilities there are and what economic benefits
result from unions of people of the same sex, and let us
give them the recognition and respect which they are
due and which is given to everyone else. I could go on
for a long time, but I will not because a lot of other
people want to add a couple of words. I support the bill
wholeheartedly.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the Relationships Bill 2007. From the start I indicate
that I oppose the legislation before the house. As
members know, this legislation has come about through
a number of years of lobbying by members and follows
a number of amendments to legislation in relation to
same-sex relationships.
The issue is always a vexed one within our community.
It is an issue that is difficult to speak about without
being called homophobic or prejudiced. That is
disappointing because that is not what it is about. This
legislation undermines the institution of marriage in our
community. I have spoken before in this Parliament
about previous changes to the law in relation to the
recognition of same-sex relationships. In my view we
would be better off making changes to how wills are
considered in our society. I have made that comment on
a number occasions. Many of the things contained in
this bill would be better done through a serious change
to the legal recognition of wills in our society.
Unfortunately in today’s society wills are not given the
legal weight they should be given and too often are
challenged by anyone with a vague relationship to the
individual who has made the will. Matters in relation to
superannuation and decisions made by individuals
when in hospital could be dealt with more formally
through the legal recognition of a will. Unfortunately
the Attorney-General made the claim that I was
discriminating against same-sex relationships. In my
view that is totally inconsistent with what I was saying.
Basically what I was saying is that we would be better
off strengthening the legal standing of wills.
As most members of this place would know, there has
been a large amount of correspondence opposing this
change. In my view it would be much better to retain
the proper and lawful recognition of marriage and
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identify discrimination against individuals, particularly
those individuals in same-sex relationships. We would
be better off identifying those specific issues where
there is discrimination rather than changing the way
society sees those relationships. With those views, I
will oppose the bill, and hopefully this Parliament will
have a full debate on this issue.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to rise in support of the Relationships Bill and
make a very brief contribution in respect of it. The bill
will provide for domestic relationships to be registered
with the registrar of births, deaths and marriages. In the
very brief time that I have left to me, let me just say that
this bill will not end society as we know it and it will
not end the institution of marriage as we know it. I
therefore commend the bill to the house.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — In summing up I
thank all members for their contributions to debate on
this bill. This really is a great day. I am proud to be in
the house to fulfil a number of key Labor promises with
this bill. Certainly on this side of the house we believe
passionately that it will assist in the creation of a much
fairer and more compassionate society — one that will
reduce disadvantage and respect diversity. Indeed we
believe a civil society is one in which there is equal
dignity among all persons without discrimination. We
believe this bill is a necessary piece of legislation.
The issue of carers has been raised. I confirm that I
have instructed my department to develop legislation
that will allow for the registration of caring
relationships as part of the second stage of these
reforms, which hopefully will be introduced by the end
of this year. The current bill has a default
commencement date of December 2008. This will
allow time to work through the complexity of issues
surrounding the registration of caring relationships. The
chief executive officer of Carers Victoria has indicated
her support for the register generally and for this staged
approach in relation to carers.
I conclude by saying that this bill certainly epitomises
the Labor value of a fair go for all. Indeed it will assist
in creating a society which has at its heart an
appreciation of diversity and a culture of inclusion. I am
very proud to be associated with this bill. It is an
essential reform. It is reform that is long overdue, and I
thank all members for their contributions to this
legislation.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 54
Allan, Ms

Langdon, Mr (Teller)
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Andrews, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
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
Kosky, Ms

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Morand, Ms
Morris, Mr
Munt, Ms
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms (Teller)
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wooldridge, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr (Teller)
Dixon, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr (Teller)
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Northe, Mr

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

Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Police: Bass Coast electorate
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Tonight I rise because of
the great concern within my Bass Coast electorate
community to address a matter to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I ask the minister to
provide extra police in Bass Coast — that is, to the
Inverloch, Wonthaggi, San Remo and Cowes
communities that are sick and tired of the pathetic
excuses this government and force command give in
response to the genuine concerns raised in the
community.
The minister keeps saying that the Brumby government
has put on 1400 new police. I have to ask: where are
they? They are not in the Bass Coast, which is the
fastest-growing municipality outside metropolitan
Melbourne, with a large number of sea-change people
living there permanently. Our elderly population is
concerned for the apparent lawlessness in the
community, particularly in Inverloch and Cowes, with
groups of youths wandering the streets at night causing
damage and mayhem.
I have with me just a small sample of the letters of
complaint, which will give the minister an idea of some
of the concerns of the people. This letter is signed by
10 different people, and says:
From time to time groups of young people, sometimes girls
and boys, sometimes just boys, usually between 11.00 p.m.
and 1.00 a.m. … make their way up Venus Street and smash
letterboxes and break fences as they proceed towards Toorak
Road. We have reported these incidents to the police, who,
while polite and sympathetic, advise us each time that they
are unable to take action as they could not reach the area in
time to observe the incidents.

Another letter says:
My parents who are in their early seventies live in the
township of Inverloch. Over the past two years or so they
have repeatedly been the victims of petty vandalism. It is
almost a weekly occurrence. They and their neighbours
frequently wake on a Sunday morning only to find their
letterboxes knocked over and rubbish strewn in their
driveways. These incidents only increase over the summer
period.

Another constituent who has lived in Inverloch for the
past two years has had seven acts of vandalism
perpetrated on his property. He has rung the Inverloch
police station on five of those occasions but often he
has to call the Wonthaggi police station to get officers
to come instead. On the night of Saturday, 8 December
2007, he had his garden destroyed and his mailbox
ripped up, broken and thrown 200 metres away. Those
responsible also offended him by urinating on his front
door. When he rang the police they said they had to
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come from Wonthaggi and they would not be able to
get there in time. This is not good enough.
I actually received a letter from Acting Assistant
Commissioner Emmett Dunne, who wrote to me
regarding my ongoing concern and advised me that the
Bass Coast police service area has a staffing strength of
96 full-time positions, including two additional
positions allocated to Cowes in December 2007.
However, he does not mention the police members who
are away on secondments, maternity leave for
12 months at a time, long-term WorkCover which is
long-term, annual leave, sick leave, long-term absences,
RDOs and so on. This is not good enough. I am asking
the minister to take some action — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Western Health: waiting lists
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My matter is
addressed to the Minister for Health. In January this
year the Premier announced that the government would
help slash elective surgery waiting lists and pledged
$25.8 million as the state’s contribution to the
$60 million federal-state partnership agreement.
I ask the minister to act to allocate some of this funding
to Western Health to treat patients who have been
waiting longer than the time recommended by their
doctors. I am aware that Western Health has received a
106 per cent increase in recurrent funding since 1999
and in this current budget Western Health also received
nearly $25 million for hospital upgrades. The patients
that use the services of Western Health are amongst
some of the most disadvantaged anywhere in the state,
and a provision of funds to help cut elective surgery
waiting lists would greatly assist a heavily utilised
hospital to meet the needs of its patients.
The joint initiative by the Rudd and Brumby
governments is exactly what the people of the west
want to see. They enjoy the fact that we are seeing a
new cooperation between federal and state
governments. Western Health, under the chair of Ralph
Willis, is working hard to provide quality health care to
the people of the west. I seek from the minister his
support for the allocation of some of that $60 million
funding to cut the elective surgery waiting lists at
Western Hospital, to help the people of the west and to
ensure that they have access to the quality health care
that they deserve.
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Goulburn Valley Community Health Service:
tax ruling
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to
raise a matter with the Minister for Health about the
impact on community health centres (CHCs) in
Victoria as a consequence of the Australian Taxation
Office’s decision that as of 31 March this year
community health centres in Victoria will not be
entitled to endorsement as tax concession charities or
deductible gift recipient endorsements as public
benevolent institutions (PBIs) or health promotion
charities.
The action I seek is for the minister to urgently seek a
permanent solution to protect the status quo for
Victorian community health centres and their
employees — and I understand about 37 CHCs will be
involved. A number of options can be looked at by the
minister, such as asking the commonwealth
government to agree to stay the effect of the decision by
the Australian Taxation Office for about 12 months.
This is due to the potential fringe benefits tax liabilities
if the ATO’s decision is not overturned. Another option
is to amend the Victorian Health Services Act 1988 to
remove the CHCs from the register of registered funded
agencies, or the state government can reimburse the
CHCs for funding that they will lose because of the
ATO decision.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Stop the
clock. I am sorry to interrupt the member for
Shepparton, but the member for Footscray should not
take photographs in the chamber. I ask her to remove
that camera immediately, otherwise it will become the
property of the Speaker.
Mrs POWELL — I had an email from Jacque
Phillips, the chief executive officer of the Goulburn
Valley Community Health Service, explaining the
devastating impacts on that organisation if a solution is
not found. Those impacts will be that employees will
lose their salary packaging status, which is about $7000
gross per annum; it will be difficult to recruit and retain
staff in an already competitive market due to the labour
and skills shortage around the state; clients and staff
will suffer due to the lack of appropriate professional
staff; there will be a loss of public benevolent
institution status, which will diminish donations and
sponsorship; and the loss of PBI status would
jeopardise many programs and the ability to apply for
government funding.
The Goulburn Valley Community Health Service
provides a variety of valuable programs and services to
the community’s most vulnerable people. The services

ADJOURNMENT
774

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 12 March 2008

include bulk-billing; drug and alcohol treatment
services; supported accommodation for women and
children; counselling, including a culturally and
linguistically diverse counselling advocacy; parent
education; financial counselling; gamblers help; family
violence assistance; and mental health programs. These
are all issues that are vitally important to my
community.

The Victorian Cytology Service runs an exceptional
screening program for Victorian women. As such, I
would ask that the minister take action to continue to
provide the Victorian Cytology Service with the
important equipment it needs to continue leading the
nation in this important area of women’s health. This is
an area that our state can be truly proud of as having the
only publicly funded — —

If this organisation is not able to continue or has some
diminishment in continuing, the effect will be
absolutely detrimental to the Shepparton area. These
are vital organisations for our communities, we must
ensure their viability, and I ask the minister to act
urgently.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! In accordance
with previous rulings it is not in order for the action to
seek to continue to do something. If the member asked
for the minister to fund appropriately, then the action
would be acceptable.

Victorian Cytology Service: equipment
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I wish to raise
with the Minister for Health an important issue which
concerns women in my electorate and in fact all
Victorian women — that is, the issue of cervical
screening. I ask the minister to take action to continue
to support the Victorian Cytology Service by providing
it with the appropriate equipment it needs to maintain
its status as a centre of excellence in cervical screening.
As we know, cervical cancer affects a large number of
women in Victoria. However, we are doing well in the
fight. The Australian Institute of Health and Welfare
2007 report on cervical screening programs showed
that in the period 2000–03, alongside South Australia,
Victoria had the lowest incidence of cervical cancer, at
7.6 new cases per 100 000 women aged between 20
and 69 years.
Most women who develop cervical cancer have either
never had a Pap test or have not had them regularly.
Pap tests every two years can save lives. As members
may be aware, the Victorian Cytology Service is the
only publicly funded cytology lab in Australia. The
VCS performs about 300 000 Pap screens a year, which
amounts to half of those undertaken in Victoria each
year.
The VCS also provides a number of other tests, such as
liquid-based cytology, histology, human papilloma
virus and Chlamydia testing. The early detection of
cervical cancer is the key to improving treatment and to
patient outcomes. The VCS works closely with
PapScreen Victoria, which promotes screening services
and encourages women to be tested. Once a woman has
had her smear test, it is often the VCS which will screen
the smear for any irregularities.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — Deputy Speaker, I did right
at the outset ask the minister to take action to continue
to support the Victorian Cytology Service by providing
it with the appropriate equipment it needs, and so on.
So I believe I have fulfilled the requirements of the
adjournment debate. I will finish there.

Lake Colac: management plan
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the Minister for the Environment and
Climate Change in the other place and concerns the
current plight of Lake Colac. I ask the minister to
immediately direct Parks Victoria to consult with the
Shire of Colac Otway and other key stakeholders with
the view of putting together a plan for work required to
prepare the lake for future inflows. I also ask the
minister to make provision for funding the
implementation of such a plan.
All members would understand that the ongoing
drought conditions have greatly accelerated the lake
drying out; however, human interference by way of
mud, silt and inappropriate sewage flows until recent
years have caused major problems with build-up on the
lake bed. There needs to be the appointment of one
agency within the departments to oversee and
coordinate the clean-up work, given the unique
opportunity, and undertake appropriate works to clean
the lake bed to ensure that when the lake fills again,
many of the current problems will not reoccur. That
agency should be Parks Victoria.
Despite the best efforts of the Shire of Colac Otway,
which some time ago formed a lake advisory
committee to bring various stakeholders and
management bodies together and which has provided
resources and leadership, it continues to hit a brick wall
in progressing any substantial rehabilitation work.
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It appears to be the view of the minister’s department
that they would be happy to see the lake eventually
become another wetland rather than come up with a
constructive plan which would provide the opportunity
for Lake Colac to be returned to the community in a
better condition than it had been previously.
With its environs including camping grounds, sailing
clubs and children’s playgrounds, the importance of
Lake Colac to the town cannot be underestimated. Lake
Wendouree in Ballarat and Lake Eildon are both
synonymous with the towns in which they are located.
Colac without a lake is an unimaginable scenario — a
scenario that is avoidable with the willingness of the
minister to direct Parks Victoria to stop prevaricating
and buck-passing, and to get on with the job.
Nobody is suggesting that there is one simple solution
or that any work to be undertaken would be cheap.
However, at this point in time there is not even a plan
on the table, much less any decisions made as to how to
go about any rehabilitation. Clearly the government had
no problem in facilitating the dredging of Port Phillip
Bay; despite some initial delays, the project appears to
be progressing as expected.
Lake Colac is a much smaller proposition and, unlike
the Port Phillip Bay project, clearing the mud and silt
from the lake would be a popular move with almost
everyone — with no protests or legal action in sight. I
can see the front page of the Colac Herald now, with a
lovely photo of the minister, hero of the day, accepting
the plaudits of a grateful community which had had its
beautiful lake restored by a caring government!
Members may well remember the old saying: where
there’s a will, there’s a way. To save Lake Colac, we
need Parks Victoria to find the way.

Health: chronic disease management
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to raise a
matter with the Minister for Health which concerns
residents in my electorate and indeed all Victorians —
that is, the burden of chronic disease in our community.
I ask the minister to take action to support people in my
local community by investing in programs to prevent
and appropriately manage chronic disease.
Chronic diseases such as diabetes, heart disease, and
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease account for
more than 80 per cent of the burden of disease and
injury in Australia and for direct costs of nearly
$34 billion or 70 per cent of allocated health
expenditure — that is, notionally $7 out of every $10
spent in health services is on chronic disease. It is
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projected that the prevalence of chronic disease will
increase by 42 per cent over the next 15 years.
As members would be aware, the Premier has identified
tackling cancer and the epidemic of preventable chronic
diseases, such as diabetes, as one of his seven action
areas. I am also aware that the minister has been very
active in this space. Locally I know that the early
intervention in chronic disease teams at the
Cardinia-Casey Community Health Service, funded by
this government, have been a success in helping people
stay healthy at home and reduce their risk of a hospital
stay. This initiative has assisted people throughout the
Shire of Cardinia and the City of Casey with chronic
conditions such as diabetes and cardiovascular,
respiratory and mental health issues. It has also helped
older people with complex needs who may end up in
hospital if their conditions are not expertly managed.
I am very pleased with the investment that the Brumby
government has made in managing chronic disease in
my electorate. Therefore I ask that the minister take
action to continue to fund important programs and
services in my local community to address chronic
disease.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Water. I have received a letter from the
Yarra Valley Winegrowers Association expressing
concerns about the route of the proposed north–south
pipeline. The Yarra Valley Winegrowers Association
represents 87 wineries and vineyards and associated
businesses. It is concerned about the effect the proposed
route will have on the industry, and not just on the
crops and businesses but also the many other tourist
businesses that rely on the wineries to bring the tourists
in.
The pipeline corridor options document indicates that
the pipeline will be on the boundaries of a large number
of vineyards along the Melba Highway, Gulf Road,
Steels Creek Road and Yarraview Road in Yarra Glen
and Dixons Creek. When the construction envelope is
taken into consideration there will be considerable
movement of vehicles, heavy equipment and personnel
on vineyard land. The area of greatest concern is in the
western section of the pipeline which will run into or
potentially through the declared Maroondah phylloxera
infection zone, in which all vehicle movements are
subject to protocols. These are very strict protocols and
require strict policing to be effective. But even with this
there is a high risk of the movement of phylloxera
throughout the Yarra Valley region. The action I
require from the minister is for him to ensure that all

ADJOURNMENT
776

ASSEMBLY

vehicles, heavy equipment and personnel working on
the pipeline are subject to the phylloxera protocols
prepared by the Yarra Valley Winegrowers
Association.
The association has also asked me to urge the minister
to ensure that controls are in place for dust suppressant
measures to be taken as the large amounts of dust
produced during what will be a lengthy construction
period have the potential to impact on vine growth and
fruit quality. The Yarra Valley winegrowers would
prefer that the pipeline not actually happen but they are
being quite realistic about this. They are very concerned
about the effect this will have on their businesses and
the trickle down to the businesses which they support,
including the accommodation, hospitality, restaurant,
cafe and service industries.

Macedon electorate: infrastructure funding
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. I ask the minister to support a number of
projects in the Macedon electorate under the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF). A number of
constituents have spoken to me recently about their
support for this fund, and I ask the minister to give
assurances that this fund will continue to support vital
infrastructure in the Macedon electorate and across
regional Victoria.
Members may recall that when the Bracks government
came to office in 1999 regional Victoria had suffered
greatly. Who could forget a former Premier’s reference
to regional Victoria as the toenails of Victoria? We had
seen schools and hospitals closed, including the
Gisborne bush nursing hospital. Railway lines across
the state, particularly the Bendigo line which runs
through the seat of Macedon, were in such disrepair
that communities feared they would be closed, as other
regional rail lines had been. This was a vital piece of
infrastructure and there was great concern that it was in
such disrepair. The first act of the Bracks government
was the introduction of the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund Act. This was the first time we had
had legislation to establish a dedicated infrastructure
fund for regional Victoria.
This fund has been hugely successful. In my electorate
the people of Lancefield, for example, who received
$195 000 for the Lancefield Park Recreation Reserve,
want this support to continue. The people of Gisborne
worked with this government in partnership to deliver
over half a million dollars to upgrade the Gisborne
heritage park and extensions to the Gisborne industrial
estate. One of the most significant investments in our
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community under the RIDF has been the rollout of
natural gas. We are very fortunate to have had seven
towns connected to gas. They are the towns of
Gisborne, Riddells Creek, Woodend, Lancefield, New
Gisborne, Romsey and Macedon. This was a long
sought-after project. The community had wanted
natural gas for many years and it was $70 million from
the RIDF that saw this project delivered to those towns
in the Macedon Ranges.
Many people in my electorate know that the
establishment of this fund was opposed by The
Nationals, and that there have been attempts to
undermine this fund through statements around the true
nature of the government’s spending of this fund. I ask
the minister to fund our projects in the Macedon
electorate and the many other projects that this fund
supports right around regional Victoria so that we can
continue to make sure that Victoria is the best place to
live, work and raise a family wherever you live in the
state, whether it is in the seat of Macedon or right
across regional Victoria.

West Gippsland Healthcare Group: master
plan
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. The
action I ask him to take is to provide funding for the
West Gippsland Healthcare Group to upgrade its master
plan. The West Gippsland Healthcare Group is really
struggling to cope with the increasing demand for its
services. The emergency department currently has a
cubicle capacity of eight, and if you apply the
Department of Human Services benchmark of
1300 patients per cubicle, the visitation rates for
2006–07 indicate that 11 cubicles were required. By
2018, 18 cubicles will be necessary to cope with
demand.
Demand is currently growing at 4.4 per cent, compared
with 2.7 per cent as an average across all public
hospitals in Victoria. The West Gippsland hospital has
79 beds at present. Based on the forecast increases in
separations and bed days there will be a requirement for
100 beds by 2018, and 106 beds by 2021. The demand
for chemotherapy and haematology services will grow
from 882 separations in 2006 to 1925 separations by
2018. In renal dialysis there will be a need for six chairs
by 2016; at present there are only three. In palliative
care there are two beds currently available, and, based
on the ratio of 6.7 beds per 100 000 persons, five beds
will be needed by 2018. In 2006 the birthing unit was
bursting at the seams with 680 babies born.
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This year it is almost certain that there will be over
800 babies delivered at West Gippsland hospital. This
is an indication of the high-quality care provided at
West Gippsland hospital, which, added to population
growth, is placing enormous pressure on the facility.
The West Gippsland Healthcare Group is a victim of its
own success as more people from outside the
immediate area choose to seek the high-quality care and
professional support available at the West Gippsland
hospital. At present over 10 per cent of presentations
come from outside the normal catchment area of the
Baw Baw shire.
The master plan review is critical in terms of
identifying the ability of the current facility to cope
with the increasing demand, largely due to population
growth. It is obvious that the stress being experienced
by the emergency department in particular must be
addressed as soon as possible. The master plan review
process will provide the opportunity to examine all
aspects of service delivery on the current site. I call on
the minister to take action immediately and ensure that
funding for a review of the master plan for the West
Gippsland Healthcare Group is provided for in the
2008–09 budget.

Vermont South Club: synthetic playing surface
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The action I seek is for
the minister to help fund the conversion of two tennis
courts at the Vermont South Club into an eight-rink
synthetic bowling green. The conversion will cost
$1.2 million, and is being heavily backed by the
Whitehorse City Council, which has been paramount in
organising the project. The Vermont South Club seeks
$40 000 from the state government to make the
conversion, which is necessary as the lawn bowls
component of the club has grown in recent times whilst
the popularity of tennis has waned.
I have listened to the concerns of Vermont South Club
board member Gary Simmons and Whitehorse council
project officer Carol O’Shea. They tell me there are
currently dozens of members who cannot play
competition bowls because of insufficient bowling
rinks. This conversion would not only alleviate that but
would allow for the further growth in the club’s
projects. The Vermont South club has an important part
to play in the local community. It has almost
500 members and provides tennis, lawn bowls, indoor
bowling and darts activities for members. People come
from the Vermont area, Forest Hill, Nunawading, Glen
Waverley and even East Burwood to get active and
involved at the club.
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The conversion to increase the lawn bowling capacity is
also important for community relations. Lawn bowls is
a game that attracts senior citizens, and anything that
gets our seniors active and outdoors, especially in a
good social setting, is a positive. In more recent times
lawn bowls has also seen relative youngsters come out
of the woodwork and take up the sport. Again, it is
great in terms of both physical activity and social
interaction.
Finally, the fact that the club wants to lay a synthetic
surface is a positive move. It means all-year play, it
saves water and it would be easier to maintain. It means
a better playing surface even if our levels of rain
continue to decline. It is this kind of thinking and
planning that deserves to be rewarded with state
government funding, and I call upon the minister to
support this really important community project.

Responses
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The member for Bass raised
matters relating to policing in his local police service
area. Certainly I know he has had an interest in police
because he was one of their biggest supporters when he
was a member of a government that slashed police
numbers by 800 across the state! That is something
Labor rejects, and that is why we have had to go about
rebuilding the police force by putting on an additional
1400 police.
The policy of our government is that the allocation of
resources is done by police command. I congratulate
the Chief Commissioner of Police and all police across
the state who since 2000–01 have reduced crime by
23.5 per cent. I understand that while police do the
allocation of resources, in the Bass Coast police service
area the number of police has increased by 20 per cent
since we came to government, and importantly the
crime rate has reduced by over 30 per cent. Of course
what occurs in the PSA is that local police management
determines how resources should best be used to tackle
crime. Given that reduction of over 30 per cent, I
certainly congratulate the local police. Indeed crime is
unacceptable — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bass has raised his matter.
Mr CAMERON — Crime is unacceptable, and that
is why it was very good to see, as part of the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) process last September,
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that the police union and the chief commissioner were
able to agree on a reduction — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will not ask
the member for Bass to cease interjecting again.
Mr CAMERON — They were able to agree on a
reduction of 10 per cent in crime over the next four
years, and they will work together to achieve that. Of
course part of that is about creating more flexibility,
which police voted for in the EBA, so there can be
police on the streets at times when it is necessary for
them to be there. I congratulate the union and the chief
commissioner on being able to arrive at that EBA, and
again congratulate police in the Bass Coast area and
across the state on the fantastic work they do.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — In the first
instance I am very pleased to respond to the member
for Footscray, who raised an important issue in relation
to support for Western Health. As the member for
Footscray, who is a very passionate advocate on behalf
of families in her local community, knows only too
well, since we came to government in 1999 we have
increased recurrent funding to Western Health by
106 per cent. But as I often say, and as we need to
acknowledge, we can and must do more. As a
government we are committed to continuing to support
Western Health. As the member for Footscray noted,
some of the most disadvantaged Victorians live in that
part of Melbourne, and it is important that we provide
Western Health with the record funding it needs to keep
treating more patients, providing better care and
meeting some of those highly localised health
challenges that are important to their future and to the
future of that region.
I have a number of matters to respond to, so I will be
brief. The member for Footscray can be confident that
as a government we will ensure that for patients in her
local community, particularly those who have waited
longer than the clinically appropriate time, there will be
increased activity through elective surgery capacity and
activity across Western Health. With the allocations I
will make soon as a result of the record spending on
behalf of both the commonwealth and the Brumby
governments, she can rest assured that patients in her
local community will have appropriate access to that
activity, that, again as part of our record spend, there
will be 9400 additional episodes of elective surgery for
long-wait patients — those who have waited longer
than their clinically appropriate time — and that people
in her community who are in that category will get
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access to the care they need through that increased
activity.
We have been blunt and frank about the fact that we
will not be in a situation by the end of the year where
every long-wait patient will have had their surgery, but
we are committed to doing more, and that will only be
possible through a record partnership with the
commonwealth government. I hope that comes as
pleasant and important news to the member for
Footscray.
I might get out of order here, Deputy Speaker, but I
know the member for Shepparton raised a matter for
me in relation to the decision of the Australian Taxation
Office (ATO) in a ruling issued not last Friday but the
Friday before in relation to public benevolent institution
tax concession charities, deductible gift recipients and
the status of health promotions charities — in other
words, the charitable taxation status of 38 or
39 independent or stand-alone community health
services. There is one community health service which
because of its corporatisation or structure may not be
affected.
I am well aware of these issues. I met last week, with
the Victorian Healthcare Association and a number of
leaders from the stand-alone community health sector. I
have made representations to the commonwealth
Assistant Treasurer, Chris Bowen, who has line
management responsibility for the Australian Taxation
Office, and I await a conversation with him. Indeed I
may well meet with him in the next few days to request
that he impress upon the ATO that giving stand-alone
community health only a matter of weeks to implement
the decision is, in my judgement, unfair. I will seek a
stay — as the member for Shepparton called it; but we
will not get stuck on the actual language — and more
time for community health services to deal with those
matters. However, in the interim I still reserve the right
to mount a case to the commonwealth government that
it should look at options such as not following through,
not fully implementing or not implementing at all —
there is a range of options — the decision of the
Australian Taxation Office, or at least look closely at
these matters and perhaps provide some certainty for
those going forward.
I note that I am well versed in the good work that
happens at the Goulburn Valley Community Health
Service, having visited there a number of times when I
was a parliamentary secretary. I do not think I have had
a chance to go back there since I was appointed as the
Minister for Health, but I did go there — I think — as
both Minister for Community Services and Minister for
Gaming. It is a fine community health service, and it
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does a great job. It was a proud day when we brought
bulk-billing back to the Goulburn Valley through the
general practitioners and the community health
program we supported a couple of years ago. We will
always look for ways to continue to support that
stand-alone community health service and community
health in a broader way as we go forward. I hope that
gives the member for Shepparton some comfort.
The member for Mill Park raised an important matter in
relation to the Victorian Cytology Service. This is a
great story, and we can be proud of the work that is
done at the service. It is the only publicly funded
cytology service in Australia. It performs about
300 000 Pap tests a year. It is at the centre of important
testing, diagnostic work and screening but also of
important research that in every way is saving women’s
lives. We can all be very proud of that. As a
government we have proudly supported the Victorian
Cytology Service. I was there just last week and had an
opportunity to meet with members of the board,
including the chief executive officer, Dr Marion
Saville, and I was briefed on the work it had been doing
in recent times. It is a service that provides excellent
care and does excellent work on behalf of Victorian
women, and all Victorians can be very proud of the
high quality of work that is done at the Victorian
Cytology Service.
While I was at the service, which is located on the
soon-to-be old Royal Women’s Hospital site, I was
very pleased to see at first hand the benefit of a public
health capital equipment grant that the government
made last year in the form of a $150 000 piece of
equipment. It is a rapid capture system, and it was great
to see it working at first hand, making sure there is
greater throughput through the service and also helping
cut down the error rate.
The accuracy of the tests is very important. The
cytology service does a great job, assisted by our
government. I am very pleased to inform the member
for Mill Park, who is a great advocate on behalf of
women’s health and health issues in a broader sense,
that I have just approved a grant for one new
multi-headed microscope and six new microscopes, at
the total value of $240 000. The cytology service will
be informed of that shortly. That equipment will be able
to be ordered.
That is a further demonstration of our commitment to
supporting the cytology service in the really critically
important leadership work it does. It is a great story,
and we are pleased to continue to support it in its
important work. After all, it is helping to save the lives
of countless women across our community.
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The member for Narracan raised with me a matter in
relation to the West Gippsland Healthcare Group. I am
aware of the pressures and some of challenges that that
healthcare group faces. I was down there only a couple
of weeks ago, making an announcement as part of our
government’s most recent $36.4 million medical
equipment grants.
If memory serves me correctly, I was announcing a
$112 000 grant for some additional cardiac monitors for
the emergency department, and when announcing those
additional resources, which were gratefully received by
the health service, I took the opportunity to be briefed
by the board and the chief executive officer on some of
the challenges they face on their master planning work
to date. I understand they have recently purchased a
large piece of land out in the Drouin area, and again
they are to be commended for planning for the future; a
fair bit of master plan work has already gone on.
Given that the matter was raised on the day when I was
there and again it has been raised by the member for
Narracan, I am happy to seek advice from my
department on the adequacy of the allocations that have
been made currently. I think, again if my memory
serves me correctly, we have increased funding there by
82 or 83 per cent since we came to government, but we
can always do more, and we are always looking for
opportunities to continue to support rural and regional
communities, knowing and understanding that health
services are at the heart of the viability of communities
like the one the member for Narracan represents in this
place.
I think, finally, the member for Cranbourne raised the
important matter — and one that is close to my heart
from my work as a parliamentary secretary — of
chronic disease and doing all that we can to support
those in our community who are either sufferers or at
high risk of suffering from chronic disease.
I well remember visiting with the member for Cranbourne
a number of different services that, if they are not in his
electorate are ones that certainly support vulnerable
Victorians living in his local area, possibly the
Casey-Cardinia early-intervention-in-chronic-disease
team. An allocation of about $370 000 was made by our
government to that team. It is one of
18 early-intervention-in-chronic-disease teams funded by
our government.
It is a great story about team-based, multidisciplinary
care, giving chronic disease sufferers at a very early
stage — very soon after they have been diagnosed and
often with more than one chronic disease — the tools,
the care and the ongoing support so that they can
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control their illness rather than a situation where the
illness controls them. This is important work.
Supporting those at a high risk of suffering chronic
disease is in many respects the health challenge of our
time.
The member for Cranbourne would well know our
government’s record of investing in his local
community, and he can rest assured that we will
continue that effort as we go forward to support those in
his local area who either have chronic disease or
diseases or who are at high risk. It is just one important
part of our government’s record investment,
particularly in that Casey growth corridor. I hope that
gives some comfort to the member for Cranbourne that
we will continue our record investment in that vein. I
think that concludes all matters raised for my attention.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am very pleased to respond to the
member for Macedon’s request that we support
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund projects
across Victoria, but of course particularly in the
electorate of Macedon.
I want to take a moment of the house’s time to outline
the actual figures for amounts that have been allocated
to the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund.
Members will remember that it was the very first piece
of legislation that this government introduced into the
house. Of course The Nationals initially opposed that
legislation. They labelled it a sham and a farce, but it
has gone on.
Over $585 million has been committed to the fund
between 2000 and 2010. Of this, we have already
announced over $383 million to fund 158 projects in
every single local government area in regional Victoria,
bringing the total of the investment in infrastructure that
is leveraged as a result of the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund to over $1 billion.
I wanted to take a moment to put those figures very
clearly to the house, because it has been brought to my
attention that again The Nationals are running around
regional Victoria trying to run down and attack this
fund. It has been an incredibly successful fund. The
government has worked in partnership with local
communities on it. We have seen the delivery of a
number of important local, regional and statewide
projects, like the rollout of natural gas.
Sadly again, in a desperate attempt to cover up their
embarrassment at jumping so quickly back into a
coalition with the Liberal Party, the Leader of The
Nationals, the deputy deputy leader of the coalition, is
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trying to once again mislead country Victoria on what
has been spent and allocated through the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. It really did not take
long for the pressure to come to bear on the Leader of
The Nationals for his shameful decision to sell out his
constituents, to sell out the people he is supposed to
represent and to join the party that stands for nothing.
He is trying to cover up his embarrassment at this sham
of a relationship.
Mr Kotsiras — Deputy Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms ALLAN — I was outlining to the house the
accuracy of what the government has allocated through
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, the
number of projects that have been supported across
regional Victoria and how the Leader of The Nationals
is attempting to misrepresent them.
That was a shameful attack on the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, particularly as it was
a claim that was first made 14 months ago, it was a
claim that was referred to the Auditor-General and it
was a claim about which the Auditor-General decided
there was nothing to investigate. The Auditor-General
decided not to pursue the matter further.
This issue is really before the house now. This
government works with communities; it supports the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund and its
investment in schools, hospitals, and roads and rail. All
we have on the opposite side of the house is a very
sensitive lot who are clearly embarrassed by this sham
of a relationship they have entered into and who are
prepared to compromise for the greater good. It is not
me saying that; it is what the Leader of The Nationals
said — that he was prepared to compromise for the
greater good. Now, under pressure from country
Victorians for The Nationals members to stand up for
what they believe in, in a deliberate attempt to distract
people from what is going on between the Liberals and
The Nationals they are going around trying to mislead
country Victorians about what has been an incredibly
successful fund.
I inform the member for Macedon and all members on
this side of the house that we will continue delivering
on our Regional Infrastructure Development Fund. We
will continue with a fund that is reinvesting in and
rebuilding rural and regional Victoria. This is a record
we are proud of. This is a record that stands in contrast
to that of members opposite who supported the closure
of schools, hospitals and country rail lines and who are

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 12 March 2008

ASSEMBLY

now embarrassed about this new relationship; they are
trying to mislead country Victorians in a desperate
attempt to distract them from their sell-out. A party that
stands for nothing has now been joined by a party that
has sold out its own constituents.
The member for Polwarth raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change in the
other place, the member for Evelyn raised a matter for
the Minister for Water and the member for Forest Hill
raised a matter for the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs. Those matters will be referred to
those ministers for their attention and action.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.45 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

ACTING SPEAKERS
The SPEAKER tabled warrant nominating Dr Bill
Sykes to preside as Acting Speaker whenever
requested to do so by the Speaker or the Deputy
Speaker, and discharging Mrs Jeanette Powell,
Ms Kirstie Marshall and Mr Tony Lupton from the
panel of Acting Speakers.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of
motion 110 to 161 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:

Bass electorate: health services
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
With the withdrawal of local doctors to operate the accident
and emergency service for the Bass Coast, the demise of the
Warley Hospital on Phillip Island, the rapid increase in
growth and ageing population, the increasing tourist
population and the proposed desalination project has put and
will increase further pressure on the local hospital and
ancillary services of this community. To provide specialist
services within this community instead of travelling to
Melbourne or Traralgon. This has also put extreme pressure
on the Rural Ambulance Service to cover the lack of hospital
services in this area.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria, ask the
Victorian Parliament and the Minister for Health to support
our petition for funding the upgrade of the health services in
the Bass Coast region.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (738 signatures)

Water: produce gardens
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that under stage 3 water restrictions we are only
able to water our gardens twice a week. Produce gardens are
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different to purely ornamental gardens in that they provide us
with the very fruit, vegetables and herbs we eat. This is the
very freshest and therefore healthiest type of food you can get
and through recent study it has been shown that home
gardeners can potentially grow their own produce with
one-fifth of the water than commercial growers per dollar
value of goods, so we believe it should be our right to be able
to grow and eat it.
We, the undersigned, know that only being able to water
these types of gardens twice a week may be merely enough to
keep them alive, but more regular watering is often
required — that is, before the soil dries out — to keep these
gardens productive. Production is the very purpose of produce
gardens so they should be given efficient, mindful watering,
as required.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria acknowledge and establish that home
produce gardens are a different category from ornamental
gardens and either allow them an exemption from current
water restrictions or, under advice from an experienced,
environmentally aware, horticultural organisation, for
example, Sustainable Gardening Australia, introduce more
appropriate water rules for produce gardens.

By Mr HERBERT (Eltham) (3271 signatures)

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

By Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (106 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K. SMITH (Bass).
Ordered that petition honourable member for
Shepparton be considered next day on motion of
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton).
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Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — SR 13

The Victorian community does not condone this
government’s insatiable appetite for gambling revenue
at the expense of problem gamblers and their families.
Even the federal Labor government, embarrassed by its
state mates, is calling for serious action to tackle
problem gambling. The question for this Premier is:
will he now support the introduction of
pre-commitment smartcard technology for Victorian
pokies or will he defy not only the wishes of the
Victorian public but also the Labor Prime Minister,
Kevin Rudd? Victorians deserve an answer from the
Premier.

Public Administration Act 2004 — SR 14

Schools: Mulgrave electorate

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Ombudsman:
Investigation into Conflict of interest in local
government — Ordered to be printed
Investigation into Conflict of interest in the public
sector — Ordered to be printed
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificate in relation to Statutory Rule 14.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 8 April
2008.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Gaming: smartcard
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The Brumby
government’s appalling addiction to gambling revenue
has seen it recently approve the sale of lottery tickets
via mobile phones and vending machines, and the
introduction of TAB TV. In another Brumby
government first, Victorian punters will be able to lose
their home without leaving their couch. This is the
biggest expansion of gambling in Victoria since the
fiscally derelict Kirner government introduced pokies
to Victoria in 1992.
You might have thought the government’s Responsible
Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council, including the
Salvation Army, might have been consulted. But it was
snubbed by this arrogant Premier who is happy to count
his dollars and leave Victorians to count the cost. At
every chance it gets this government puts revenue
before responsibility. Despite the government
budgeting for a 6.5 per cent fall in pokies revenue this
year, figures for the first six months show that
government taxes actually increased by 7.5 per cent.

Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased today to make mention of some very important
investments in schools in my local community of
Mulgrave. Just last week the Minister for Education
announced that 14 schools in my local community
would share in $163 000 in maintenance funding. That
is important news of an additional investment for those
14 schools in my local area. It comes on top of record
recurrent funding provided to those schools, and indeed
to all government schools in my local community,
together with the increased teacher numbers and record
investment in maintenance over the last eight budgets.
As I move around my community visiting schools it is
important to provide them with the resources they need
to give our kids the very best start in life. This $163 000
for my community comes on top of $41 million already
allocated for maintenance this year and $480 million
allocated by our government for school maintenance
since 1999. It is particularly good news for Waverley
Meadows Primary School in Wheelers Hill in my local
electorate, which will receive $100 000 for
refurbishments and further upgrades to the roof of the
school. I was very pleased in the last Parliament to
lobby for and secure on its behalf $272 000 in funding
for a new roof for the school. This funding will enhance
that work. Each of these 14 schools has shared in a
further boost to maintenance. It is all about giving
schools the best facilities to give our kids the best start
in life.

Sheep: mulesing
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I am concerned that the
Minister for Agriculture is doing little to ease the pain
and suffering of the estimated 3 million sheep that will
die a tortuous death from fly strike if farmers are
banned from mulesing their sheep. The practice of
mulesing to remove the lateral skin fold on the breech
of sheep to prevent fly strike was developed by John
Mules in 1929 and was approved for use in Australia in
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the 1930s. Over 95 per cent of Australian Merino lambs
are mulesed, and mulesing provides a high degree of
permanent protection against fly strike. The practice is
regulated by a model code of practice for the welfare of
animals. A two-year survey in New South Wales
carried out by the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation found that mulesing
decreased the incidence of breech fly strike by 90 per
cent, and the Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals considers that mulesing is less cruel
than painful death by fly strike.
The anti-mulesing campaign is being driven by People
for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, an animal rights
group which uses animal welfare arguments to advance
the objective of zero use of animals for food or fibre
production. The PETA campaign against Australian
wool has seen some overseas fashion retailers boycott
Australian wool. In November 2004 the Australian
wool industry agreed to phase out mulesing by
31 December 2010, but there is a low likelihood of an
industry-wide alternative before that time. I call on the
Minister for Agriculture to do more to assist the poor
sheep that will suffer if mulesing is banned.

Australian Ankawa Club: art exhibition
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — On 8 March I
had the pleasure of attending the Australian Ankawa
Club’s first art exhibition in Epping. The art exhibition
presented a range of locally produced handmade
woodcraft, metal craft, paintings, drawings and
ceramics. The Australian Ankawa Club represents the
growing Chaldean community in Australia, which I am
quite proud to say is well represented in my
community. The ancient Chaldean culture was proudly
evident in much of the artwork, as was the
community’s sentiment towards modern life in today’s
Australia, especially as exemplified in the artwork of
the community’s young people.
The works of the following local artists were on
display: Clara Solaka, Lina Solaka, Faris Solaka,
Akram Solaka, Dunia Solaka, Bushra Francis, Albert
Elyas, Daniel Touma and Saad Touma. The day would
not have been complete without the great efforts in the
catering department by Yazy Solaka and Vian Solaka.
A significant number of the artworks were by young
members of the Chaldean community, and I wish to
commend them for showing great talent and promise. I
also congratulate Saad Touma, the secretary; and Faris
Solaka, the president, for organising the event and
providing a great opportunity for some very talented
people to show their artworks for all of the community
to enjoy and appreciate.
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Education and Early Childhood Development:
Moe office
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The town of
Moe in Gippsland has proven time and again its
resilience and ability to bounce back from adversity,
but it is continually kicked in the guts by this Labor
government. It was not enough for Moe to lose its
Magistrates Court and have to overcome the
detrimental effect this has had on the local economy;
then it had its 2008 Labor Day thoroughbred race
meeting withdrawn by Racing Victoria, a move
sanctioned by Minister Hulls. That race meeting,
conducted by the highly professional Moe Racing Club,
has been an integral part of the Moe Jazz Festival,
which draws people from all over Gippsland and
beyond.
And now, just a few short weeks after that
announcement, rumours are rife again — that the
regional office of the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development is to be moved to
Traralgon. That is exactly how this government
operates: it softens the locals up with rumour, so the
fall-out of reality will be minimal. Just when is this
Brumby government going to stop being divisive, stop
abusing the trust of country communities and start
genuinely governing for all?
The Minister for Education needs to come clean
immediately and give the people of Moe the truth and
the respect they deserve. Is the rumour going to become
reality, or will the minister squash the rumour before it
causes any more stress and anxiety in the Moe
community? The Premier may continue to be arrogant
and divisive, but I believe the Minister for Education
has a heart, and I urge her to prove this to the people of
Moe.

Water: Werribee initiatives
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to tell the house about two excellent water
initiatives happening in my electorate of Tarneit, whose
launch I had the great pleasure of attending with the
Minister for Water, Tim Holding. Minister Holding and
I visited the new $300 000 water smart garden at the
Werribee Open Range Zoo and the $4.6 million
research Centre for Sustainable Water.
The garden at Werribee zoo is an initiative that
demonstrates to visitors how they can make their own
green and lush water-saving gardens. The garden has a
water-efficient design, is planted with drought-tolerant
plants and was created to collect and reuse any
rainwater. Information is also provided about
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water-saving techniques, which will be an excellent
resource for visitors.
The new Centre for Sustainable Water in Werribee is a
research initiative that will focus on expanding the use
of recycled water and development of sustainable water
management. The centre is in partnership with the
Victoria University, and one of the key aims of the
centre is to find new ways to treat and reuse wastewater
from Melbourne Water’s western treatment plant and to
look at the water needs of areas such as the Werribee
irrigation district. The research initiative is part of the
$10 million the Brumby government put towards the
Werribee plains vision in the 2007–08 budget.

Lilydale High School: Deadly Unna?
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Lilydale High School is an
excellent, well-managed school in my electorate. I have
had parents ask if I can assist in getting their children
enrolled there. The school achieves high results from its
pupils and is an integral part of the local community. I
was therefore somewhat surprised when I started being
contacted by constituents who were concerned about
the content of a book being used in English classes for
13 and 14-year-old students. The book is Deadly
Unna? and is listed on the Premier’s reading challenge
and on the department’s recommended reading list.
Notes for teachers recommend it as being suitable for
students in years 8 and 9.
Last night I read this book. The sexual imagery is
degrading. It is littered with inappropriate phrases, such
as ‘perve on the girl’s undies’, ‘dirty rotten whore’,
‘She was beggin’ for it’, ‘Got a bit of tit down the
bushes’, ‘Got pulled off down the bushes’, ‘Nice
girls’ — referring to Aboriginal girls — ‘but they’ve all
got the clap’, ‘Got a finger down the bushes’, ‘Sharon
B gives head’, ‘Got me finger in down the bushes …
that Kerley moll’, and ‘Break your fucking neck’.
One has to ask: with all the thousands and thousands of
books available, why has this government and the
education department chosen this one? Years 8 and 9
students are usually very impressionable, and many of
the male students are immature; their ages can range
from 13 to 15 years. They are impressionable, and if
their teacher says this is okay, how do we know they
will not follow suit? If it is discussed in class, do they
take it as read that this can happen?

Bellarine Agricultural Show
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — It
was a great pleasure to be with the Minister for
Agriculture on Sunday to officially open the Bellarine
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Agricultural Show. This is always a very popular event
with local residents from across the Bellarine Peninsula
and is attracting increasing numbers of tourists and
visitors. It is a great celebration of the place that
agriculture has on the peninsula with great displays of
produce, cakes, jams and preserves, art and craft work,
and the livestock. They were all impressive and
congratulations to all those who participated. I
particularly want to acknowledge and congratulate Don
McDonald, the president of the Bellarine Agricultural
Society, Beryl Downey, the secretary, and the whole
committee who contribute so much of their time,
energy and skills to ensure that the show is always a
great success and a major highlight on the Bellarine
calendar each year.

Bellarine rail trail
Ms NEVILLE — I was delighted to join Cr Rod
Macdonald in celebrating further developments of the
Bellarine rail trail and to announce $150 000 in
funding. This trail was a disused railway corridor and is
now a 32-kilometre walking and cycling trail running
through the Bellarine Peninsula from South Geelong to
Queenscliff. Funding for the new infrastructure
developments, including new toilets and facilities on
the trail, is a partnership between the state government,
the City of Greater Geelong and the Friends of the
Bellarine Rail Trail. I congratulate the Friends of the
Bellarine Rail Trail, particularly President Alistair
McIntosh, Trevor Jennings, Fred Cook and Tim
Rowley, for their hard work and commitment to this
wonderful local asset that is enjoyed by locals and
visitors to the Bellarine Peninsula.

Lowan electorate: vandalism
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — This state
government must do more to develop new laws to
tackle the multimillion-dollar problem of vandalism.
Vandalism includes graffiti and damage to street signs,
toilets, recreation parks including botanical gardens and
personal property. I have been concerned for our
communities as a result of the actions of those who do
not respect private or public property. An article in
yesterday’s Wimmera Mail-Times headlined ‘Red light
for school’ highlights the cost to the community. The
article states:
After 45 years Horsham Lions Club’s traffic school has
closed because of a series of vandalism attacks.
…
Three generations of Horsham —

and Wimmera —
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people have had the advantage of learning about traffic here.

The site has been closed because of damage by vandals.
Vandalism is criminal damage and is a cost in terms of
the loss of productivity and the many millions of dollars
that could be better used for other purposes. Graffiti
vandals, as we all know, can be fined or even jailed for
up to two years. Graffiti alone costs $300 million a
year. Councils I have spoken to in the Lowan electorate
spend a lot of their money and staff time in repairing
damage by vandals to our community resources. A
survey done by the Herald Sun showed that 20 councils
spend in excess of $3 million a year to fix up
vandalism. Connex has also been hard hit by graffiti
with costs of $11 million a year for vandalism damage.
The government must do more.

Helen Mayer
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I want
to place on the public record this morning an
acknowledgement of the outstanding contribution to
both the Australian Labor Party and to the TAFE sector
of a former member for Chisholm in the federal
Parliament, Helen Mayer, who died tragically after a
short illness on 7 February. Helen was an outstanding
contributor to the Labor Party and on some six
occasions between 1977 and 1990 was the party’s
candidate in Chisholm, of course taking that role for the
first time when the party’s fortunes were at quite a low
ebb. She held the seat of Chisholm for two terms after
her success in 1983. After her service in Parliament she
joined the former Outer Eastern Institute of TAFE as a
communications teacher. Later she coordinated and
taught the management course in community services
which she continued to coordinate for the school of
social sciences in Swinburne TAFE.
According to Robyn Jackson, the director of the school
of social sciences at Swinburne, Helen was recognised
by all staff for her forthright interactions with senior
managers in forums and committees within the
organisation. She was courageous in speaking up for
staff in terms of industrial relations, and was very active
as a union member and a great advocate for those she
thought were hard done by. She was a great raconteur
and, as Robyn concludes, will be greatly missed by her
many colleagues. I join with many other Labor Party
members in acknowledging her great contribution.

Rutherford Parade–Kallara Road, Warneet:
upgrade
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — As a direct result of a
recent state government upgrade to the boating facilities
in Warneet, out-of-town traffic along Rutherford Parade
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and Kallara Road — the ring-road — has increased
dramatically. On any Saturday or Sunday it is not
unusual for there to be 200 plus cars and boat trailers
entering and leaving along the ring-road, and parking
wherever there is a place whilst there. While the
powder fine dust that is on the road ends up on
everything and in everything, including furniture, food
and clothes, and is a major inconvenience, the major
concerns regarding the dust are the very serious health
effects and implications. The Brumby government and
the Casey City Council have been passing the buck of
the Warneet problem, with the state claiming that it is
council’s responsibility and Casey stating that it could
only afford to seal the road with the imposition of a
special charge scheme. The council would be unable to
start work until 2011.
I believe the City of Casey has an unhealthy reliance on
special charge schemes and has expanded their use to
well beyond the types of projects they were intended to
address. The special charge was only ever to be applied
in circumstances where the owners of the properties
would be gaining a special benefit from the making of
the road, over and above the benefit obtained by the rest
of the community.
As the government’s development of the boating
facilities has caused out-of-town traffic along the
ring-road to increase dramatically, I believe it is
impossible to argue that the residents can gain a special
benefit from the sealing. The onus is clearly on the state
government and the council to work it out together and
get this road sealed urgently.

Don and Hilda Hodgins
Mr BURGESS — I would like to congratulate Don
and Hilda Hodgins on the 100-year celebrations of their
magnificent property Bushy Park in Hastings on
2 March. This was a wonderful opportunity to celebrate
100 years of Hodgins family history and to
acknowledge Don and Hilda’s tireless efforts in the
development of Hastings and surrounding districts.

Soccer: Geelong Century 21 Cup
Mr EREN (Lara) — Over the last few weeks we
have had one of the premier sporting events in
Victoria — that is, the Geelong Century 21 Cup,
formerly known as the Geelong Addy Cup. This event
is played annually and is a great event. This time
around it was played at the Bell Park ground. I
congratulate all those involved at the Bell Park Sports
Club, which conducted the competition very well. I also
wish to congratulate the Geelong Soccer Club for
taking the honours this year, as well as all teams
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involved, and I would like to name them: the Geelong
Region Football Association, Surfcoast, Hoppers
Crossing, Geelong, Geelong North, Corio, Geelong
Rangers and Bell Park.
This year’s final was played between Geelong and
Hoppers Crossing, and obviously Geelong won. Third
and fourth places were played for between Bell Park
and Geelong Rangers, with Bell Park winning. Last
year I was very happy to present the cup to the winning
team. I was also very happy that this year the cup was
presented by the federal member for Corio, Richard
Marles.
This is a terrific event, and I hope it goes way into the
future. It is really one of the premier sporting events in
Geelong. Hopefully Century 21 will support it further
with a little help from the state government as well.

Peninsula Community Health Service and
Peninsula Health: merger
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — On 4 March the
Minister for Health announced that the Peninsula
Community Health Service (PCHS) was to be merged
with the Peninsula Health network. The action has been
camouflaged as the creation of a new entity, with a new
board to be appointed and the chief executive officer’s
job advertised — a massive and unnecessary distraction
for an under-resourced organisation that is flat out
keeping up with the day-to-day demands. No amount of
corporate window-dressing can hide the fact that PCHS
is being swallowed up by a much larger organisation.
The only positive thing to be said for the announcement
is that it finally allows everyone to move on. The
minister and his predecessors have left the staff and the
peninsula community in limbo for far too long. They
have been told repeatedly, via three public meetings,
many submissions and a delegation to his office, that
there was no support for a merger. All this delay and
obfuscation was simply so the minister could conduct a
sham consultation process, when the decision had
clearly already been made.
That should not surprise me; it is standard operating
procedure for the Brumby government. Instead of it
having the guts to announce the decision when it is
made, it seems the government’s plan is to wear down
the community, to consult the life out of them and only
make an announcement when everyone is exhausted by
the process.
Members opposite can all sit there and sneer, but it is
very short-term politics. The reality is that good people
are being driven out of the process because they are
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suffering consultation fatigue. They all know that the
government, just like the former Premier, does not
listen, acts as it pleases and, when it matters, goes
missing.

Dorcas Street Medical Clinic: future
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to acknowledge
the achievements of the Park Towers Tenants
Association and the Emerald Hill Court Tenants
Association in my electorate in campaigning to secure
their rights to an accessible and affordable primary
health care service — namely, securing the future of the
Dorcas Street Medical Clinic, which has served both
estates since their inception over 40 years ago. In doing
so I acknowledge the work done by the Minister for
Housing and his officers in the Office of Housing in
securing the position of the medical clinic.
The Dorcas Street Medical Clinic serves the public
tenants of South Melbourne and the broader
community — indeed, it has done so for some 60 years,
well before the public housing high-rise and walk-ups
there were established.
Following representations from both tenants groups, the
minister and his department moved to secure the future
of the centre from its state of uncertainty on
month-to-month leases. I had the pleasure of leading a
delegation of public tenants groups from the two
high-rise estates to meet with the minister and his
department recently. The outcome was a long-term
lease which now gives certainty to the clinic and the
community. This is a great outcome.
I would like to thank the minister, and even more I
would like to thank Joan Maxwell and her team from
Emerald Hill, and Val Hegarty and her team at Park
Towers. They are the true champions in our
community. They are what make public housing in the
district of Albert Park such a sought-after and stable
community — with the right to housing, the right to
affordable health care, and the right to engage in the
community as equal participants.

Housing: Benambra electorate
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Benambra families are
suffering from the severe public housing shortage, a
situation that can only escalate in the near future with
interest rate increases adding more pressure to the
already tight rental market. There has been a disturbing
increase in the number of people waiting for urgent
housing in Wodonga. I think it is important to
remember that families that are on the early waiting list
are on that list for a reason, whether it be the risk of
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recurring homelessness, special housing needs or health
reasons. The addition of a further 19 families since
September last year shows that demand is increasing,
and something needs to be done by this government to
meet that demand. There are 371 families in the Hume
region on the list, 107 in the Wodonga area alone. This
means 107 families in Wodonga are in danger of
homelessness or are eligible for the early waiting list for
other compelling reasons.
While the early waiting list grows, so too does the
anxiety of constituents on the general waiting list. I
receive regular calls and visits from Rita Hitch, who has
been on the general list for over six years waiting for a
two-bedroom unit for herself and her son, yet still she
waits. Private rental increases in recent years have
meant that she is delving deeper into financial crisis, yet
nothing can be done as she is not eligible for the early
waiting list. Of course the reality is that with
107 families on the early waiting list, she still has quite
a wait before she is offered a property. Hers is only one
of 437 families on the general waiting list for
Wodonga. Some 34 872 families statewide wait.

Elections: voter turnout
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to draw the attention
of the house to the low level of participation in the last
state election. Many people would believe that in a
compulsory electoral system like ours, with compulsory
enrolment and compulsory voting, there would be a
participation rate well into the 90th percentile.
However, that is simply not true. There are three
elements of voting which reduce effective participation.
The first is the level of informal voting, which sits at
about 4.56 per cent. The second is the level of
turnout — about 92.73 per cent turned up to the last
state election. The third element, which is often not
understood, is the level of actual enrolment. It was
estimated that only 93.82 per cent of eligible electors
were actually on the electoral rolls in Victoria on
30 June last year. It was slightly higher on 30 June
2006, with 94.42 per cent.
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Deakin Reserve, Shepparton: lighting
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — Friday, 7 March
was an historic night for Shepparton’s sporting arena
Deakin Reserve. About 9500 people attended an
Australian Football League (AFL) practice match
between Collingwood and Hawthorn under lights. The
newly installed lights were switched on at 6.30 p.m. by
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs.
The $400 000 lights were paid for by a state
government grant, the AFL, the City of Greater
Shepparton, and Goulburn Valley Football League
clubs, including the Shepparton Football Netball Club
and the Shepparton United Football-Netball Club, both
of which catered for the event.
Unfortunately I was unable to attend but my husband,
Ian, and stepfather, Jack Healy, went along and enjoyed
the match. My 90-year-old stepfather has been a
Collingwood fan since he was 7, and was delighted that
Collingwood beat Hawthorn by 18 points. Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria in the other
place, was there, along with the mayor and councillors
of the City of Greater Shepparton and a former member
for Shepparton Don Kilgour and his wife, Cheryl. My
stepfather commented on the wonderful condition of
the ground and said it would rival any Melbourne
football ground. He said it was the best he had ever
seen the ground, and he should know because he lived
opposite Deakin Reserve for many years and played
senior football there.
I would like to congratulate the Deakin Reserve
committee of management and the City of Greater
Shepparton for their excellent management of the
reserve and for organising this historic event. It was
great to have AFL football at Shepparton. With these
excellent grounds and the new AFL-standard lighting,
hopefully other AFL games and other sporting events
will be attracted to Shepparton so that country people
can enjoy other top-class sporting events. I again
congratulate everyone involved in this historic event.

Pako Festa
This means that approximately 15 per cent, or perhaps
more, of eligible electors actually do not effectively
participate in state elections in Victoria. This is a
concerning issue for two reasons. Studies that have
been done on those people who fail to participate
indicate that three groups are clearly identifiable. One is
those who have low socioeconomic status, another is
migrant groups and another is young people. For a
democracy to be government by the people for the
people, all must participate and there should not be
groups who disproportionately fail to participate in our
system.

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Saturday,
25 February, the 27th annual Pako Festa was staged in
the heart of West Geelong. I was once again very
pleased to enjoy this great festa, which was opened by
the Minister Assisting the Premier on Multicultural
Affairs, the Honourable James Merlino. The Pako Festa
really does highlight Geelong’s cultural diversity. Over
30 ethnic communities and 70 other community groups
participate, including many of Geelong’s schools. The
highlight of the festa is always the street parade, and I
can assure the house that this year was no exception,
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with many colourful floats, entertainers and bands.
Away from the street parade, people enjoy many types
of cultural foods, dance music and cultural and
community displays. This year police estimated that a
record crowd of over 100 000 people attended the festa
during the day — a sure sign that the Pako Festa is now
embraced by the Geelong people as a highlight in our
community’s calendar.
I take this opportunity to congratulate all the ethnic and
community groups and the volunteers for their
participation in the day. I also congratulate the team at
Diversitat, who once again did a superb job of
managing the festa. A great day was had by all, and I
look forward to working with all those involved,
including Diversitat, in ensuring we again have a great
Pako Festa in 2009.
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actually sit down and talk meaningfully to workers or
their representatives so as to understand their issues and
reach fair and sensible solutions to their concerns,
causing further unnecessary hurt to working families
across Victoria.

Our Lady of Lebanon Maronite Church
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Last Saturday,
8 March, thousands of people flocked to Thornbury to
celebrate the official opening of a new Our Lady of
Lebanon Maronite church. The building of a church for
the Maronite community, which was inspired by the
dream of the founder of the parish, Monsignor Paul
El-Khoury, has always been a keenly held goal. The
church’s construction has taken an enormous
community effort, and despite starting with no money
at all, the community has raised over $6.5 million.

Health professionals: industrial action
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Brumby
government’s handling of industrial relations is
appalling. It is clear from what happened at question
time yesterday that neither the Premier, nor the health
minister, nor the industrial relations minister had a clue
about what was going on with the strike by health
professionals that is threatening to shut down large
parts of Victoria’s hospital system next week, despite
their claiming to have been in negotiations with the
union for months. Victoria is now the strike capital of
Australia, having over half of all industrial disputes
across the nation. However, as Neil Mitchell pointed
out on radio 3AW this morning, we have very few
strikes in the private sector these days; almost all strikes
are by state public sector employees such as nurses,
teachers, health professionals and other government
employees.
The Howard government reforms brought about a
massive reduction in industrial disputes across the
nation. However, the stand-out problem area is
Victoria, particularly the Victorian public sector, and
the reason is clear — the Brumby government just
cannot manage. We have the industrial relations
minister and Attorney-General building castles in the
air with his industrial and social legislation, oblivious to
the harm it will do to the real world of working
families. His family responsibilities legislation is in
defiance even of federal Labor policy and is at odds
with federal Labor’s promise to achieve uniform
industrial relations legislation. It will impose additional
burdens and legal complexities on employers and thus
deter rather than promote genuine workplace
flexibility — and it will hurt working families. At the
same time neither the minister nor any of his
colleagues, nor even senior representatives, will

I would particularly like to congratulate Monsignor
Joseph Takchi, who has so ably led the efforts to build
the church. Members of the building committee also
dedicated many hours of their time to fulfil the dream
of their community. The opening service was led by
Monsignor Joseph in the presence of Maronite Bishop
Ad Abikaram, the Catholic Archbishop of Melbourne,
Denis Hart, and a former Catholic Archbishop of
Melbourne, Frank Little. Monsignors, fathers and
sisters of the Maronite church were also in attendance
to celebrate its opening.
But the most memorable part of the event was the sheer
number of people who packed into the church to be part
of the celebration. Those that could not fit into the
church swelled outside in large numbers. I would
estimate that over 4000 people were there on Saturday,
all proud and all joyous. And why wouldn’t they be?
The church is a testament to their faith and to the
wonderful contribution the Maronites make to our
community. Like the cedars in Lebanon, the Maronite
community has well and truly established its roots in
Melbourne, and we are all enriched by its presence. I
wish the members of the community all the best for the
future.

Northcote: Koori night market
Ms RICHARDSON — I would also like to
congratulate organisers of the Koori night market that
was held at Northcote town hall. As members of the
house saw via my t-shirt, I attended this pilot
community event last night and can attest to its
enormous success. I look forward to supporting the
event in the future. I feel sure that it will soon become a
signature event on the Northcote activity calendar.
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Racial discrimination: health effects
Mr LIM (Clayton) — A government report of late
last year shows that racial discrimination is putting at
risk the mental health of many Victorians. The
VicHealth report entitled More than Tolerance —
Embracing Diversity for Health, was based on a survey
of more than 4000 people. The report reveals that those
who suffer discrimination are more likely to suffer poor
mental health, smoke and misuse drugs or alcohol. The
findings tally with previous studies that show an
association between discrimination and heart disease,
diabetes and low infant birth rate. The report states that
people from migrant and refugee backgrounds continue
to suffer ‘unacceptably high levels of discrimination, in
turn affecting their health and wellbeing’.
Indeed the report found a strong connection between
racism and poor mental health among migrant and
refugee communities. Two in five Victorians from
non-English-speaking backgrounds reported that they
had been treated with disrespect, insulted or called
names because of their ethnicity; a small proportion of
those people said they often experienced
discrimination. The report says that of those who
reported having experienced racial discrimination,
40 per cent said they suffered discrimination at work,
while 30 per cent were discriminated against in an
educational setting. Almost 45 per cent said they had a
bad experience with racism at a sporting or public
event, while 19 per cent said they experienced racism at
the hands of police.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The time for members statements has expired.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) 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 Essential Services Commission
Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Essential Services Commission
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.
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Overview of bill
The purpose of the Essential Services Commission
Amendment Bill 2008 (the bill) is to amend the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001 (the ESC act) to implement
the legislative component of the government’s final response
to the review of the Essential Services Commission Act 2001.
The primary purpose of the bill is to ensure that the Essential
Services Commission (the commission) has adequate
guidance in forming its decisions and the necessary powers to
gather critical information and enforce its decisions.
Specifically, the bill proposes to:
(a) introduce a simpler legislative framework;
(b) refine the current objective;
(c) revise and recast the facilitating objectives as matters the
commission is to have regard to when undertaking its
functions;
(d) provide the commission with the power to make codes
and impose appropriate penalties for their breach;
(e) clarify that the commission is able to inquire into any
matter referred to it by the Minister for Finance in
consultation with relevant ministers, and provide that
when conducting inquiries into industries that are not
regulated, the Minister for Finance is to determine the
powers available to the commission;
(f)

standardise the powers and penalties available to the
commission across the ESC act to reduce the regulatory
burden and increase regulatory certainty;

(g) provide the commission with access to third-party and
related contract information, and clarify the release of
commercial-in-confidence information;
(h) introduce a proportional penalty framework; and
(i)

introduce new provisions relating to access regimes to
ensure that, as agreed at the Council of Australian
Governments, regulation of Victorian regimes is
consistent with the nationally agreed approach.

Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 13: privacy
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with.
Privacy is bound up with conceptions of personal autonomy
and human dignity. It encompasses the idea that individuals
should have an area of autonomous development, interaction
and liberty — ‘a private sphere’ free from government
intervention and from excessive unsolicited intervention by
other individuals.
An interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided if
it is permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. Arbitrariness will not arise provided that the
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restrictions on privacy are in accordance with the objectives
of the charter and are reasonable, given the circumstances.
The information-gathering powers currently available to the
commission are spread through a number of acts, or contained
within specific licence conditions. The information-gathering
powers available to the commission differ according to
whether the commission is using its inquiry or regulatory
functions.
The proposed amendments in clauses 12 to 16 are intended to
create a universally applicable set of standalone information
gathering powers within the ESC act. This is largely to be
achieved by extending the commission’s current inquiry
information gathering powers across all of its functions.
Standardising and simplifying the information provisions will
reduce the administrative burden on the commission and
reduce the regulatory burden on regulated entities and
industries subject to inquiry. These provisions will also
provide the commission with the standalone powers
necessary to regulate industries that are not subject to their
own act with Parliament.
The proposed amendments in clauses 12 to 16 engage the
right to privacy because they give the commission powers to
compel persons to provide information. However, it is not
intended that this will involve information of a personal
nature. Rather, the proposed information-gathering powers
will pertain to commercial information that is necessary for
the commission to fulfil its functions in an accurate and
timely manner. Furthermore, the commission’s powers to
obtain information and documents are confined and
structured and are reasonable in the circumstances. Any
interference with privacy must be authorised on a
case-by-case basis according to the specific circumstances
involved. This includes giving the person affected the
opportunity to make submissions as to why the information is
of a confidential nature under the new section 38(1A).
Furthermore, persons have the right of appeal and, when
undertaking an inquiry into an industry that is not regulated,
clause 18 indicates that the minister is to have the ability to
limit the commission’s information-gathering powers. The
right of appeal and the minister’s power establish further
safeguards against arbitrary interferences with privacy by the
commission. Therefore clauses 12 to 16 do not authorise
unlawful or arbitrary interferences with privacy and there is
no limitation of the privacy right.
Section 24: fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
Clauses 24 and 25 amend the appeal panel procedures in
sections 55 and 56 of the act and engage the right to a fair
hearing.
Section 56(1) of the ESC act provides that an appeal panel
must consist of three members, one being the chairperson,
and at least one must have knowledge of administrative law
or the law of procedure and evidence. In addition,
section 56(2) indicates that an appeal panel is to be
constituted from a pool of persons appointed because of their
knowledge of, or experience in, one or more of the fields of
industry, commerce, economics, law or public administration.
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These provisions seek to ensure that the appeal panel is
competent. Clause 25 of the bill bolsters these provisions and
aims to increase the competence level of the appeal panel by
directing the registrar to use best endeavours to constitute an
appeal panel of:
(a) a chairperson who has experience running contested
hearings; and
(b) at least one member that has technical or industry
experience relevant to the appeal.
The use of the term ‘best endeavours’ appreciates that, in
practice, there is a limited pool of experienced people
available, appeal panels are infrequent and ad hoc in nature,
and there are short time frames within which an appeal panel
must be formed and reach its decision. Clause 25 promotes
the requirement that a proceeding is decided by a competent
panel.
Clause 24 of the bill clarifies that a person who represents a
consumer or user group has a right to an appeal. Furthermore,
it extends the deadlines for lodging a notice of appeal with the
registrar by seven days, thereby reducing the time pressure on
potential appellants. These amendments are consistent with
the right to a fair hearing.
Section 12: freedom of movement
Every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move
freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it, and has the
freedom to choose where to live.
The right to move freely within Victoria is not dependent on
any particular purpose or reason for a person wanting to move
or stay in a particular place. It encompasses a right not to be
forced to move to, or from, a particular location. The right
includes freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
Sections 44 and 51 of the ESC act provides that the
commission may serve upon any person a summons to appear
before the commission to give evidence in relation to an
inquiry. Clauses 12 and 14 of the bill standardise this power
across all of the commission’s functions. The provisions
engage and limit the right to freedom of movement because
they provide for a person to be required to come before the
commission to provide information or a document and there
are penalties for non-compliance. To the extent that a person
is required to appear before the commission under these
provisions, then the person’s freedom of movement is limited.
However, the limit upon the right is clearly reasonable and
justifiable in a free and democratic society for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter having regard to the following
factors:
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to move freely within Victoria encompasses a right
not to be forced to move to, or from, a particular location and
includes freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important because it enables the commission
with the power to obtain information necessary for it to
efficiently regulate essential services. The ability to secure the
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presence of a person to provide information is essential to the
effective administration of the commission’s functions.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The provisions limit a person’s freedom of movement to the
extent that a person may be compelled to be physically
present at the commission or another location for a limited
time for the purpose of giving evidence.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation on the free movement of a person by requiring
the presence of the person at the commission is directly and
rationally connected to the purpose of ensuring the effective
administration of the commission’s functions.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
There are no less restrictive means of achieving this purpose.
Section 25: the right not to be compelled to testify against
oneself
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter states that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself, or to confess guilt. However,
the right only applies to persons charged with a criminal
offence and does not extend to the provision of information to
the commission in the course of exercising its functions. The
bill therefore does not interfere with the right in
section 25(2)(k) of the charter. Nevertheless, persons required
to provide information to the commission pursuant to its
power in clause 14 of the bill will be afforded the privilege
against self-incrimination in section 37(1)(5) of the ESC act.
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Second reading
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill is the central component of the government’s
final response to the review of the Essential Services
Commission Act 2001 (the review). The final response
to the review will consist of a suite of reforms designed
to significantly reduce the regulatory burden imposed
by the Essential Services Commission (the
commission) as well as amend the Essential Services
Commission Regulations 2001 and associated industry
acts and other non-legislative reforms.
These reforms represent an important evolution in
Victoria’s regulatory framework. They build on the
strengths of Victoria’s existing regulatory framework,
which was introduced in 2001, but propose substantive
changes to finetune the legislation and ensure that
Victoria continues to benefit, well into the future, from
an economic regulatory system that is truly world class.
I now turn to the development of this legislation. In
August 2006, the government commissioned Mr Roger
Beale, AO, to conduct an independent review of the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 (ESC act). I
note that section 66 of the ESC act stipulates that the
review had to be undertaken by 31 December 2006.

Section 15: freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression — this includes the right not to
express. This right is engaged by clause 14 of the bill, which
would compel a person to appear before the commission to
express certain information. Section 15(3) of the charter
provides that special duties and responsibilities attach to this
right and it may therefore be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons or for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality. Public order can be
defined as the sum of rules that ensure the peaceful and
effective functioning of society. The power of the
commission to secure the presence of a person to provide
information is essential to the effective administration of the
commission’s regulatory functions. This is a key element of
public order. Clause 14 is therefore consistent with the lawful
restrictions on the right to freedom of expression.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities for the reasons previously
outlined.
TIM HOLDING
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission

The purpose of the review was to assess whether the
objectives of the ESC act were being achieved, whether
they remained appropriate, and whether the ESC act
was effective or needed to be amended to further
facilitate the objectives or to insert new objectives.
Mr Beale consulted widely with stakeholders during the
review and concluded that Victoria could be proud of
its regulatory framework, including the ESC act and the
work of the commission under the act. The review
found that, under the Victorian framework, consumers
had benefited from falls in the real price of essential
services and, in many cases, from improved quality and
reliability.
The review concluded that the objectives of the ESC act
were being achieved. However, Mr Beale also
recommended a series of changes to the ESC act to
emphasise more directly the importance of providing
incentives for dynamic, productive and allocative
efficiency. He suggested procedures and appeal rights
designed to reduce regulatory risk and increase investor
certainty, while providing the commission with the
powers necessary to gather critical information and
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enforce its decisions. To this end, he made
28 recommendations and reached 15 conclusions.
Given the complex issues involved and the far-reaching
implications for customers, businesses and the general
community, the government considered it prudent to
consult widely, and to thoroughly analyse each
recommended change to the regulatory system.
Therefore once the review and the government’s
strategic response to the review were tabled in
Parliament in March 2007, the government contacted
approximately 100 regulated entities and interested
parties seeking their views on the review and the
government’s strategic response.
In developing its legislative response to the review, the
government was also cognisant of three developments
that had arisen since the conclusion of the review,
namely:
the imminent transfer of most of the commission’s
energy regulatory functions to the Australian Energy
Regulator;
the buyback of the intrastate rail business from
Pacific National; and
the unsuccessful court challenge to the commission’s
information-gathering powers.
In all, the government has incorporated, either fully, in
part or in principle, 27 out of the review’s
28 recommendations. The only recommendation that
has not been incorporated is the recommendation to
change the primary objective of the ESC act to bring it
into harmony with the national gas and electricity laws.
In not supporting this recommendation, the government
considered that the current objective was more
inclusive, and that it had served the commission well.
Moreover, the imminent transfer of most of the
commission’s energy regulatory functions to the
Australian Energy Regulator reduces the benefits of
harmonisation with the national energy laws.
While the government has fully accepted nearly all of
the review’s recommendations relating to appeals, it
has not accepted that part of one recommendation
which relates to the introduction of full merit-based
appeals. In doing so the government considers that the
current model of limited appeals is robust and cost
effective. Extending the grounds for appeal further
would involve significant establishment and operational
costs and could cause significant delays. The
government is not convinced that the incidence of
appeals against the commission’s decisions and
determinations justifies the imposition of these delays
and costs.
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It is important to note that not all of the review’s
recommendations will require legislative change, as
several of the recommendations support the
continuation of current provisions, recommend
amendments to the Essential Services Commission
Regulations 2001 or involve changes that do not require
legislative amendments. The government will
implement these changes in due course.
In summary, then, the principal purposes of the bill are:
to introduce a simpler legislative framework;
to refine the current objective;
to revise and recast the facilitating objectives as
matters the commission is to have regard to when
undertaking its functions;
to provide the commission with the power to make
codes and impose appropriate penalties for their
breach;
to clarify that the commission is able to inquire into
any matter referred by the minister for finance in
consultation with relevant ministers, and provide that
when conducting inquiries into industries that are not
regulated, the minister for finance is to determine the
information powers available to the commission;
to standardise the powers and penalties available to
the commission across the ESC act to reduce the
regulatory burden and increase regulatory certainty;
to provide the commission with powers to access
information from regulated and related third parties,
and clarify processes and decisions on the release of
commercial-in-confidence information;
to introduce a proportional penalty framework; and
to introduce new provisions relating to access
regimes to ensure that, as agreed at the Council of
Australian Governments, regulation of Victorian
regimes is consistent with the nationally agreed
approach.
To accompany this bill, the government is developing
an additional package of reforms that, combined with
the amendments, will significantly reduce the
regulatory burden on business. This suite of reforms
will consist of two reviews to identify and streamline
administrative burdens and regulatory obligations.
The first of these reviews will focus on the regulatory
burden associated with customer protection and
metering frameworks for energy retail businesses and
on the ongoing suitability of such arrangements in light
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of the increasing effectiveness of energy retail
competition in Victoria and the transition to national
regulation. The second review will look more broadly
at administrative burden across areas of the
commission’s regulatory activities. It is important to
note that both of the reviews will involve in-depth
engagement with regulated businesses.
The review of the ESC act and the development of the
legislation and related reforms represent a very
significant and complex undertaking. I would like to
thank Mr Roger Beale, AO, for his thorough and
insightful review, which has paved the way for these
reforms and for improvements in the regulatory regime.
I will now provide an outline of the bill.
As stated, the bill amends the primary objective of the
ESC act to better reflect the evolving role of the
commission, in particular its broader inquiry functions,
while maintaining the commission’s focus on
promoting the long-term interests of Victorian
consumers.
The bill also replaces the facilitating objectives with a
similar set of matters to which the commission must
have regard when carrying out all of its functions. The
aim of this revision is to update the scope of the
commission’s considerations, while clarifying the
relationship between these matters and the
commission’s primary objective. The matters the
commission must have regard to in seeking to achieve
its objective are:
(a) efficiency in the relevant industry and
incentives for long-term investment;
(b) the financial viability of the relevant industry;
(c) the degree of, and scope for, competition
within the regulated industry, including
countervailing market power and information
asymmetries;
(d) the relevant health, safety, environmental and
social legislation applying to an industry;
(e) the benefits and costs of regulation (including
externalities and the gains from competition
and efficiency) for:
consumers and users (including low-income
and vulnerable consumers);
regulated entities;
(f) consistency in regulation between states and
on a national basis; and
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(g) any matters specified in an empowering
instrument.
In addition, the matters to which the commission must
have regard when making a price determination are
revised and updated.
The bill also broadens the scope of the commission’s
remit by clarifying that there is no restriction on the
industries or services on which the commission may be
required to give advice. To ensure that the
commission’s independence is maintained, inquiry
references are consistent and the commission is
appropriately resourced, the minister for finance is to be
directly responsible for referring all matters for inquiry,
other than those directed by industry acts, to the
commission after consulting with relevant ministers.
Importantly, the bill provides the commission with
formal code-making powers to allow for increased
standardisation of the commission’s regulatory
functions and to give the commission the flexibility to
regulate industries that are not the subject of their own
act of Parliament. The code-making power is to be
accompanied by parliamentary oversight.
The commission’s code-making powers are to be
guided by explicit requirements that compel the
commission, when considering new codes or changes
to existing codes, to thoroughly evaluate the costs and
benefits of its proposals, to evaluate alternative options
and to consult with industry and consumers on these
matters. The chair of the commission will attest to the
thoroughness of the evaluation process in a document
that is to be tabled in Parliament together with the code.
This process will further discipline the commission’s
regulatory function and deliver tangible reductions in
the regulatory burden.
To ensure compliance with the codes, the commission
will be able to serve a notice on a regulated entity for a
non-trivial breach of a code. The notice is to require the
entity to comply with the code within a specified time
frame. Failure to comply with the notice would
constitute a breach of this provision, which would be
the justification for a fine or a provisional enforcement
order.
For the time being, the new code-making powers will
operate alongside the commission’s existing powers to
create codes. When the associated industry acts are
reviewed, it is expected that consideration will be given
to repealing their code-making provisions and
referencing the ESC act’s code-making framework.
The bill creates a universally applicable set of
information-gathering powers and penalty provisions
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within the ESC act. This will standardise and simplify
the commission’s information powers across its
functions and the industries it regulates, which will
reduce the administrative burden on the commission
and reduce the regulatory burden on regulated entities
and industries subject to inquiry. These provisions will
also contribute towards giving the commission powers
necessary to regulate industries that are not subject to
their own act of Parliament. When the associated
industry acts are reviewed, it is expected that
consideration will be given to repealing their
information provisions and referencing the ESC act’s
information framework.
To maximise regulatory certainty the commission will
stipulate in its codes the regulatory information that
needs to be maintained by regulated entities and
associated third parties.
To further enhance the confidential information
provisions in the ESC act, the party claiming
confidentiality is to have the right to make a formal
submission to justify their claim, if notified that the
commission deems that the information should be made
public.
In order to ensure that the commission’s strong
information-gathering powers are used judiciously and
only when necessary, the commission is to have regard
to the relevance of the information it is seeking and the
cost imposed on the information provider. In addition,
the minister will determine the powers available to the
commission when it undertakes a research inquiry or an
inquiry into an industry or service that is not subject to
regulation by the commission.
The bill clarifies and partly extends the provisions
governing appeals against decisions of the commission.
In particular, the provisions governing the constituents
of an appeal panel are to be further refined, the
deadlines for the lodgement of appeals are to be
extended by an extra seven working days to reduce the
time pressure on potential appellants, and consumer and
user groups are to be given the right to initiate or
intervene in an appeal, even if it is lodged by others, to
ensure that the interests of consumers are represented
and protected.
Importantly, the bill introduces into the ESC act
provisions pertaining to third-party access regimes that
are necessary for Victoria to fulfil its commitments
under the Council of Australian Government’s
competition and infrastructure reform agreement.
The bill also directs the minister responsible for the
commission to ensure that another review of the ESC
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act is conducted by 31 December 2016 to ensure the
ESC act remains up to date, the commission has
appropriate guidance and Victorians continue to benefit
from best-practice regulation.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 March.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill
2008.
In my opinion, the Land (Revocation of Reservations) 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 purposes of this bill are to:
revoke the permanent reservation of land at
Yarrawonga, Marlo, Boorhaman and Brimin (to allow
the government to sell surplus land)
revoke the permanent reservation and related Crown
grant of land occupied by the Talbot Free Library (to
update the legal status of the land and allow new
management arrangements to be put in place)
revoke the permanent reservation of land occupied by
Mount Duneed Primary School (to update the legal
status of the land and allow new management
arrangements to be put in place).
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 20 of the charter, which protects against deprivation
of property other than according to law is relevant to this bill.
This is because clause 13 provides that, on removal of
reservations, land is deemed to be unalienated land of the
Crown, freed and discharged from all trusts, limitations,
reservations, restrictions, encumbrances, estates and interests.
However, the only proprietary interest in the affected land that
is held by an individual is explicitly preserved in clause 7 of
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the bill. This interest is a lease between the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and the owner of a private
property that is adjacent to the land.
As this bill will not deprive any person of property rights, I
consider that it does not limit the right protected under
section 20.
The bill may be perceived to limit section 12 of the charter,
which protects the right to freedom of movement, because it
revokes permanent reservations of Crown land. However,
these revocations will make no material difference to the
current level of public access to the land. I therefore consider
that the bill does not limit the right protected under section 12.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit
any rights protected by the charter.
PETER BATCHELOR, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

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

The purpose of this bill is to change the status of six
portions of land which are permanently reserved under
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
Bills of this nature are often needed to provide changes
in land status to support government and community
projects. The status of Crown land that is permanently
reserved can in most cases only be changed by
legislation.
The land included in this bill is located at Yarrawonga,
Talbot, Marlo, Boorhaman, Brimin and Mount Duneed.
In some cases the bill will allow government to sell
surplus land. In other cases the bill simply removes
historic land arrangements to update the status of the
land and allow more appropriate management
arrangements to be put in place. This will give
community groups that use the land better security of
tenure so they can continue to provide and improve
their services with enhanced certainty.
The land at Yarrawonga is currently occupied by a
police residence that will no longer be needed, as a new
police station is being built in Yarrawonga. The land
and buildings cannot be sold and put to better use in
future unless the permanent reservation is removed by
this bill.
The Talbot Free Library is currently used as a local
community hall. The original trustees and beneficiaries
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of the free library services are long deceased — the last
one passed away when the state of Victoria was still a
colony. This bill will allow the status of the land to be
updated and a suitable committee of management
appointed. Under these new arrangements, the ongoing
use of the hall for community activities will be
preserved.
Removing the reservations of land at Marlo,
Boorhaman and Brimin will give the owners of
properties that are adjacent to the land the opportunity
to purchase it from the Crown in order to rectify minor
boundary anomalies.
Removing the reservation of land occupied by Mount
Duneed Primary School will allow the status of the land
to be updated to reflect its current use for education
purposes. The Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development will be appointed as the new
committee of management.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 March.

CO-OPERATIVES AND PRIVATE
SECURITY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Co-operatives and Private Security Acts
Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Co-operatives and Private Security Acts
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 the bill
The bill improves the ability of cooperatives to operate
nationally and assists their capacity to raise funds. In
particular, the bill will:
recognise and allow a cooperative to issue a new
cooperative capital unit, as a means of raising funds for
expansion of its operations;
introduce a more streamlined scheme to allow
cooperatives to carry on business around Australia
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without the need to register separately in each state or
territory; and
provide the registrar of cooperatives with the ability to
exempt smaller cooperatives from the need to have their
accounts audited annually by a registered company
auditor.

The bill also amends the Private Security Act 2004 to extend
the date by which a ministerial review of that act must be
finalised.
Human rights issues
Proposed sections 371(2)(a)(iv) and 371(3)(c) may engage
section 13(a) of the charter in relation to the right to personal
privacy in that they provide that where a foreign cooperative
proposes to carry on business in Victoria, it must give notice
to the registrar of cooperatives. That notice must be
accompanied by the full name and address of each person
who is to act as agent of the cooperative in this state and (in
the case of a non-participating cooperative) the full name,
date of birth and address of each director of the cooperative,
respectively.
It is considered that proposed sections 371(2)(a)(iv) and
371(3)(c) do not unlawfully or arbitrarily interfere with the
right to privacy and are therefore compatible with the charter
for the following reasons:
Proposed section 371(3)(c) is consistent with existing
sections 19(1)(d)(iii) and 24(c)(vi) of the Co-operatives
Act 1996 that require an application for registration of a
cooperative to be accompanied by a list containing the
name, address, occupation and place and date of birth of
each director. Proposed section 371(3)(c) imposes a
slightly lesser information requirement.
Proposed section 371(2)(a)(iv) substitutes in identical
terms the existing requirement contained in part 14 of
the Co-operatives Act 1996 that foreign cooperatives
wishing to carry on business in Victoria notify the
registrar of cooperatives of the full name and address of
each person who is to act as agent of the cooperative in
Victoria (sections 369 and 370).
The information is gathered for a reasonable purpose
and is not arbitrary or unlawful. In relation to directors, it
enables the registrar of cooperatives to confirm that a
person who is acting as a director or is otherwise directly
or indirectly concerned with the management of a
cooperative is lawfully able to do so under the act:
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a corporation under the Corporations Act 2001 or
are an insolvent under administration.
The name, address, occupation and place and date of
birth of each director enables precise confirmation of
identity for these purposes.
Collecting the full name and address in Victoria of a
person acting as the agent of a foreign cooperative is
also for a reasonable purpose and is not unlawful or
arbitrary. It is required so that the registrar of
cooperatives and members of the public who have
dealings with the cooperative have a clearly identified
contact point in this jurisdiction.
There are appropriate constraints around the
management of the information collected as it is retained
and managed by the registrar of cooperatives consistent
with the requirements of the Information Privacy Act
2000.
The information is accessible from the register of
cooperatives only upon payment of a prescribed fee.

The information requirements under proposed
section 371(2)(a)(iv) and section 371(3)(c) are therefore not
unreasonable, unlawful or arbitrary and are consistent with
the charter.
The bill does not otherwise affect any human rights protected
by the charter.
Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
The bill does not limit any human right, and therefore it is not
necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
For the reasons outlined above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
HON. TONY ROBINSON, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs

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

Section 214(1) of the Co-operatives Act 1996
provides that it is unlawful for a person who has
been convicted of certain specified offences to act
as a director or directly or indirectly take part in or
be concerned with the management of a
cooperative, within a period of five years after the
date of conviction, or if sentenced to imprisonment,
five years from the date of their release from
prison.
Section 214(2) provides that a person is
disqualified from acting as a director or from
directly or indirectly taking part in or being
concerned with the management of a cooperative if
they have been convicted of an offence under the
act within a period of five years after the

This bill will amend the Co-operatives Act 1996 to
enable cooperatives to issue cooperative capital units,
better provide for recognition in this state of
cooperatives that have been registered outside Victoria
and enable the registrar of cooperatives to exempt
smaller cooperatives from the requirement to have their
financial accounts audited.
The bill will also amend the Private Security Act 2004
to extend the date by which a ministerial review of its
operations must be finalised and reported to Parliament.
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In Victoria, the formation, regulation and development
of cooperatives is governed by the Co-operatives Act
1996. As at 30 June 2007, there were 742 cooperatives
registered in this state.
As with companies and incorporated associations, a
cooperative is a legal entity that allows members the
ability to buy and sell property, sue and be sued in the
name of the cooperative and affords members limited
personal liability. Cooperatives are organisations
owned and controlled by members who join for their
common benefit. Cooperatives are traditionally based
on values of self-help, self-responsibility, democracy,
equality, equity and solidarity.
Cooperatives are significant in the primary production
sector providing services to the dairy, tobacco, egg and
fishing industries and water to irrigators. Apart from
rural industries, Victorian cooperatives operate in
across a wide range of areas that provide services to the
community, including the provision of child care,
housing, taxi services and community radio stations.
The Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs has
agreed to formalise a national scheme of cooperatives
legislation. The scheme is to be established pursuant to
an Australian uniform cooperative laws agreement,
which will provide that jurisdictions may either adopt a
proposed national cooperatives code or pass alternative
consistent legislation. The ministerial council has
agreed to a set of core consistent provisions that are to
be contained in national cooperatives legislation.
In 2002 the ministerial council agreed that the national
cooperatives legislation would include fundraising
provisions based upon a modification of the cooperative
capital unit provisions in the NSW Co-operatives Act
1992, and mutual recognition provisions to enable a
cooperative to carry on business in more than one
jurisdiction provided it has met prescribed notification
requirements.
However, due to delays in progress at the national level,
to date, cooperative capital units have not been included
in Victorian legislation and mutual recognition
provisions in the Co-operatives Act have not been
updated.
This bill redresses that situation and is consistent with
recent ministerial council advice that jurisdictions may
proceed to introduce them in advance of the proposed
national legislation.
A cooperative capital unit, or a ‘CCU’, is a fundraising
instrument that can be issued by a cooperative and
which confers an interest in the capital (but not the
share capital) of the cooperative. It is personal property,
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transferable within the terms of the act, and is capable
of devolution by will or by operation of law.
Traditionally, cooperatives have been restricted to
raising capital funding for their operations from their
membership. However, a CCU can be issued to persons
whether or not they are members of the cooperative
itself and will provide an additional form of capital
fundraising to support the trading operations of a
cooperative.
For cooperatives to survive and be successful in today’s
markets, they need to be competitive with other forms
of corporate structure and have a similar ability to
finance and grow their businesses. The availability of a
flexible fundraising instrument such as a CCU does not
infringe cooperative principles and provides a means of
survival and expansion for cooperatives that require
additional capital that their members are unable to
provide.
CCU provisions in the NSW Co-operatives Act 1992
have served as the basis for model provisions
developed by the Australasian Parliamentary Counsels
Committee and the provisions in this bill are based on
those model provisions.
Part 14 of the Co-operatives Act provides for the
recognition in Victoria of ‘foreign cooperatives’, being
cooperatives registered in another jurisdiction. In 2002,
the ministerial council agreed to update existing
provisions for mutual recognition of cooperatives
between jurisdictions based on current provisions
contained in the New South Wales Co-operatives Act
1992.
The amendments contained in this bill will simplify the
ability of cooperatives registered in another jurisdiction
to carry on business in Victoria and are consistent with
proposed provisions of the draft national code that will
enable recognition of Victorian cooperatives by other
jurisdictions.
The amendments prescribe that a foreign cooperative
carries on business in Victoria if it solicits for members
in Victoria, seeks share capital, takes deposits or offers
other securities in the cooperative in Victoria, or
provides any goods or services in Victoria.
The amendments authorise the responsible minister to
certify that the law of another jurisdiction is a
cooperative law for the purposes of the Co-operatives
Act 1996 if it substantially corresponds to the
provisions of the Co-operatives Act 1996.
The amendments then allow the registrar of
cooperatives to authorise a cooperative registered under
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a recognised cooperative law of another state and
territory to carry on business in Victoria without having
to separately register in this state.
The bill will also provide the registrar of cooperatives
with a discretion to grant an exemption to small
cooperatives or cooperatives experiencing financial
stress from existing annual financial reporting and audit
requirements under the Co-operatives Act.
Under the current provisions of the Co-operatives Act,
cooperatives are required to appoint a registered
company auditor to conduct an audit of their annual
financial statements. Some smaller cooperatives have
found the expense of a registered company auditor or
the cost of auditing itself unreasonably disproportionate
to the value of their books.
Unlike the Co-operatives Act, the regulatory schemes
for companies and incorporated associations include an
ability to exempt a company or association from the
obligation to have their accounts audited by a registered
company auditor. The amendments will enable the
discretion available to the Australian Securities and
Investments Commission for companies under
sections 340-342 of the Corporations Act 2001 of the
commonwealth to also be available to the registrar in
respect of cooperatives.
Section 342 of the Corporations Act establishes criteria
for considering an exemption, including that complying
with standard requirements would be inappropriate in
the circumstances or would impose an unreasonable
burden. Extending this discretion to the registrar will
assist smaller cooperatives, particularly those in
regional Victoria that are struggling to cope with the
financial impact of the extended drought.
I now turn to the amendment to the Private Security Act
2004.
The Private Security Act provides for the licensing,
registration and regulation of the private security
industry in Victoria. It currently requires that the
responsible minister complete a review of its operation
by 1 June 2008.
The review has commenced. However, over the past
two years, significant work has been undertaken at the
national level to harmonise the regulation of the private
security industry across Australia with the ultimate aim
of enabling mutual recognition of licences between
jurisdictions.
The Council of Australian Governments (COAG) is
progressing the development of national minimum
standards for the private security industry including
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existing work force proposals, new recommendations
for regulating the technical sector of the industry and
further proposals to improve the quality and delivery of
security industry training.
Given the significant overlap with issues to be
considered in the review of the Private Security Act,
and to avoid unnecessary duplication, it is sensible that
the review of the act be undertaken either alongside or
after completion of the work by COAG.
Recommendations dealing with the technical sector of
the industry will be particularly valuable in informing
the review of the act.
Progressing national harmonisation work in tandem
with the review of the Private Security Act will enable
the development of a consolidated approach to any
legislative amendments arising from each process. It
will also ensure that there is sufficient time and focus
on consultation with the industry, both through the
Victorian Security Industry Advisory Council and
through broader public consultation.
Accordingly, the bill will extend the time frame for
completion of the ministerial review to 1 June 2009.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 March.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from 28 February.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The annual
statement of government intentions of the Brumby
government is entitled Delivering for Victoria, but there
are a number of key areas where there has been no
delivery. One key example would be the proposed
conveyancing reform system of Victoria.
Victoria has spent some $40 million on a system that
cannot be used. It was warned four years ago by a
number of stakeholders that if the project proceeded, it
would not be able to be used. Since its launch last
November not one settlement has taken place under the
guise of this new system, but it is costing Victorian
consumers many thousands of dollars per day as a
result of the government’s failure to actually have the
system enacted; people are still reliant on a paper-based
system.
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There has been widespread commentary on this issue.
Rick Burbidge’s comment in the Australian was:
The Victorian Government has forced the state’s home buyers
to pay hundreds of thousands of dollars in extra government
fees because disputes have hobbled its $40 million electronic
conveyancing system.
…
As a result, thousands of people who have bought and sold
property since November have had no alternative but to use
the old paper-based conveyancing system that has been hit by
government fee increases of up to 32 per cent.

Those disputes, which have been dragging on since last
year, have led to a boycott of the Electronic
Conveyancing Victoria project by the major banks and
most of the state’s solicitors. Yet the government has
still failed over the last months to work through and
broker a solution. It has failed for four years to properly
reconcile the interests of all stakeholders in the
development of a key national system. The notion that
the Brumby government is delivering for Victoria fails
at the first jump.
There are a number of key areas in the Sandringham
electorate which cause the people in the street major
concerns. Recently I received an email from some local
people as a consequence of the government’s
inadequate planning for population growth in
Melbourne. It should be pointed out to the house that
for 19 of the last 26 years Labor administrations have
governed this state, yet there has been inadequate
provision for housing stock. We have seen young early
school leavers entering the workforce and being forced
to pay high rentals. Victoria has the highest level of
stamp duty in Australia on a median-priced property.
The recent release of land will do nothing to assist
young homebuyers as inflated property prices have
been even further inflated by a reliance of the Bracks
and then the Brumby governments on increased levels
of tax revenue.
Victoria has had a manifold increase in stamp duty and
in land tax. It has also had a manifold increase in police
fines, one of the lead areas being the right-turn
intersection at the corner of Bay Road and Nepean
Highway in the Sandringham electorate. I have had, I
think, 270 complaints filed in my office by individuals
who have incurred a fine at that intersection.
Victoria Police is aware of what is taking place;
anecdotally it is regarded as being one of the key
income earners for the police and one of the reasons
why under the budget, the projected level of police
fines is likely to increase by 30 per cent. One thing the
Brumby and Bracks governments have in common with
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former Prime Minister Paul Keating is that Keating
made the remark years ago that he would remove
poverty from Australia, but after 13 years of Labor
governments, that is all some Australians have left —
their poverty.
Increased taxes and charges are forcing small business
operators out of business. Over the last three or four
years this chamber has heard my plaintive but vain cries
about the Tulip Street tennis centre — a good set of
13 tennis courts that regrettably were forced to close
when exorbitant increases in land tax were applied.
They caused two small businesspeople — two brothers
who were keen tennis players — to close the family
business that had been operating for a couple of
decades and which had provided important recreational
opportunities. On the one hand the government is
saying we need to increase the level of fitness of
Victorian students and that we need to tackle obesity,
while on the other hand its heavy-handed taxation
policies have closed major sporting assets.
In relation to water, after being governed by Labor for
19 of the last 28 years Victoria faces a water crisis.
While facing some severe climactic difficulties,
Victorians are expected to get by on the same reserve
water supplies that have served the state for some 28 or
so years. This lack of forward planning and lack of
insight is imposing burdens on Victorians and their
households. Melbourne, the capital of the state that was
once referred to as the Garden State, is having its
gardens across the metropolitan area destroyed.
The Minister for Water was in the house yesterday
praising the savings. Victorians have been able to take
some responsibility for the level of water in
metropolitan Melbourne! But it shows the lack of
capable planning on the part of the government. There
has been a lack of vision, a lack of judgement and a
lack of foresight. Under Melbourne 2030 the population
base in Melbourne was originally projected to increase
by some 1 million by 2030, but on current projections
that is going to accelerate. This has ramifications at the
present time, which the government is frankly not
taking into account, certainly at a time when it is
delivering policy for Victoria.
As a result the number of vehicles in the Sandringham
electorate has increased. I have received deputation
after deputation, letter after letter, from people who
cannot cross the road because of the increased volume
of traffic and the lack of funding to install new sets of
lights. Representations have come from residents
relating to Beach Road, Bay Road, Reserve Road, Bluff
Road and Balcombe Road. Parents of young
schoolchildren and elderly citizens want to cross roads
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to catch buses to go to the station and travel by public
transport, but they are finding great difficulty and cross
some roads at their peril owing to the massive uplift in
traffic volume. There has been a lack of provision, a
lack of planning and a lack of funding to cope with the
increase in the population base.
While I am on the question of transport, I indicate that
one local family that lives on Bluff Road wrote to me
lamenting the speed of traffic on the roads and the lack
of a police presence. They also say that when they get
on public transport the carriages are filthy and that their
travelling journey leaves much to be desired. In relation
to the tie-up times between trams and buses, you would
think after 19 of the last 26 years under a Labor
government it could have coordinated the sequencing
of buses and trains. Regrettably that is not the case.
People are struggling in a range of different areas.
There has been a lack of transparency and
accountability. Under the ruse of abolishing the
$22 application fee, the Labor government sought to
increase the time for freedom of information requests
by some 30 days — 30 more days of keeping
Victorians in the dark.
We have the example of the questions on notice
procedure in this place. It is expected that ministers are
accountable, but when a question was asked in relation
to the Sandringham hospital to find out what the losses
were as a result of the closure of the operating theatres
due to the condensation of the air-conditioning system,
where much surgical stock was lost, the government
has not been prepared to be accountable to the people
and put the quantum of dollar loss on the table.
There is also a range of other issues of concern to
people within my electorate, including education
reform. The Sandringham electorate has serious
infrastructure issues, but there has been a lack of
maintenance and funding for upgrades of local schools.
Several of our schools are over 100 years old; buildings
have not been replaced and upgraded; and the portables
have not been upgraded and maintained to consolidate
in a way that provides good learning environments.
Items of business considered to be necessities, such as
air-conditioned buildings and carpets, are considered to
be luxuries in Sandringham electorate schools and have
been supplied by parents and fundraising groups.
Parents in my electorate are tired of having to provide
school necessities and then being told that their school
is not eligible for school upgrades or funding. The
funding promised by the Labor government to maintain
and upgrade schools has not reached my local schools
despite their strong upgrade need status due to the age
of the existing buildings. So the story goes on.
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Certainly the government is not delivering for the
Sandringham electorate — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to
contribute to this debate on the annual statement of
government intentions. I want to cover three points:
firstly, conscience votes; secondly, my submission to
the Victorian Law Reform Commission; and thirdly,
last night’s vote on the relationships register. I will
begin with the last.
Advice provided to MPs on the relationships register
legislation was that it should be seen for what it is —
that is, firstly, that Victorians will have the ability to
register as a couple; and secondly, it is not to be seen as
a prelude to giving a green light to same-sex couples
becoming parties to commissioning children. If that is
so — I can only take it that it is so — I am left
pondering why the Tasmanian provisions for carer
relations were not originally in the bill. Let us go to the
clear advice that was provided — one might say a
commitment that was provided to MPs — that last
night’s vote would not be used to lever legislation for
same-sex parenting. One can only hope and trust that
children yet to be born will have parliamentarians
insisting that the government will honour its word.
Legislation and statute needs to heed the wisdom of
centuries — that family life and child development is
best fostered having marriage as its foundation and that
children should be raised ideally by their own loving
parents. Child protection and adoption in clinical
practices reinforce this. From my own experience both
in the welfare sector as a former Minister for
Community Services and from work within my
electorate, intentionally splitting the biological and
social parenting is not good public policy because it is
not in the best interests of the child.
The second thing I would like to cover is the Labor
party’s record on conscience voting. I want to read into
Hansard some of the examples of the ALP providing
conscience voting in the commonwealth Parliament
since 1955. In 1955 there was the Browne and
Fitzpatrick case, which was a Privileges Committee
matter. In 1959 there was the Matrimonial Causes Bill;
in 1961, the Marriage Bill; in 1965, a motion on the
fluoridation of Canberra’s water supply; in 1968, a
motion on the site of the new Parliament House; in
1970, the House of Representatives Quorum of
Members Bill; in 1973, a motion on homosexual acts,
the Medical Practices Clarification Bill, a motion on the
site of the new and permanent Parliament House, a
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motion on the proposed sexual relationships royal
commission, and a motion on homosexual acts and
criminal law; in 1974, the Family Law Bill, a private
members bill relating to the Parliament, and the family
law Senate bill; in 1978, a motion on the termination of
pregnancy; in 1983, the Family Law (Amendment) Bill,
which was a Senate bill; in 1987, a motion relating to
changes to standing orders in relation to a quorum; and
in 1996, the Euthanasia Laws Bill.
In the federal Parliament in relation to the stem cell
legislation, Labor also provided to its members the
opportunity to have a full conscience vote on the
substantive motion and on the procedural matters and
also on any vote that related to that particular
legislation. It is necessary in our Victorian Parliament
when the annual statement of government intentions
highlights some pretty interesting pieces of legislation
that this house is mindful of the importance of
conscience voting for members of Parliament.
The third item I would like to cover is my submission
to the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s
consultation on assisted reproductive technology and
adoption. I had a number of concerns that I raised, and
then I proposed some solutions that I thought might be
of assistance to the commission. Given we never have
enough time in these debates to outline all that we want
to say, I will go to the conclusion of my submission
before I give the reasons for it.
Firstly, in my view we as legislators and the Victorian
Law Reform Commission need to be mindful of the
Infertility Treatment Act’s two fundamental principles.
I believe they should be maintained and actively
pursued. Secondly, it is crucial to pursue the
paramountcy of the needs of children in applying the
United Nations declaration — for example, to know
one parent and to have a lifelong relationship.
Thirdly, it is vital that we as parliamentarians and the
commission understand that children’s needs and
family formation need to guide our legislation. Very
useful guidance is provided through the community
care division of the Department of Human Services. It
has an excellent application of principles relating to
assisted reproductive technology for children.
Fourthly, I think particular attention should be given to
applying the guidance and procedures found in the
Department of Human Services adoption and
permanent care manual. Fifthly, in order to minimise
the human toll of ART (assisted reproductive
technology) a percentage of the current cost of ART
should go to investigating the causes of infertility or
sub-fertility and instituting educative, awareness and
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preventive infertility programs. The ART industry is
heavily subsidised by taxpayers, yet the justification for
the level of subsidisation is unclear given other, less
problematic solutions to childlessness.
Sixthly, informed consent of potential ART users
requires independent counselling. It should encourage
users to consider ethical questions around children’s
needs and ART’s eugenics practices prior to entry to
the program. Counselling should be independent of the
ART environment. Seventhly, information should be
provided to ART couples about alternative options,
including children awaiting permanent care placement
in a loving, lifelong relationship.
Eighthly, lessons learnt from the adoption
experience/social experiment and Aboriginal child
removal practices need to inform society that informed
consent and upholding rights and connectedness of
biological parents can never be usurped without
profound lifelong grief and mental health repercussions.
My submission, Acting Speaker, was written before we
were made acutely aware this year of the importance
for our indigenous communities of the lifelong
ramifications of stolen generations.
Ninthly, eugenics practices in ART should be stopped,
or, if not stopped, curtailed. Tenthly, the Victorian State
Disability Plan 2002–12 and its implementation
strategy must be fully understood by the Victorian Law
Reform Commission, and recommendations arising
from its discussion paper and the concluding paper
should be consistent with the human rights basis of the
Victorian State Disability Plan.
Eleventhly, the Victorian Law Reform Commission
and we as parliamentarians need to hear from people
with a disability, who offer us great advice. Twelfthly
and finally, the ART industry’s opinion should be given
no greater weight than that of others.
In the course of the debate we will be having in the
future, I will be working hard to present members of
Parliament with extensive information in relation to
matters on which we will have a conscience vote. I will
be working hard with members from all sides of this
Parliament to ensure that the best interests of children
are met, that people with a disability are not considered
subhuman and that we as parliamentarians live up to
our oath in office.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate to make a comment on the annual
statement of government intentions. This debate gives
any MP the opportunity to outline some of the matters
important to their electorate or their portfolio
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responsibility. As I said the other day when the Leader
of the House spoke about the fact that many
government and non-government members were taking
the opportunity to speak on the statement of
government intentions, I have never seen an MP who
has been offered the opportunity to use the microphone
not say something about their electorate or their areas of
interest, so I will take the opportunity given to me
today.
From the point of view of those in my electorate, the
impact of the drought has been enormous, particularly
and probably since this government came to power. I
am starting to wonder whether government members
are the reason it will not rain! The reality is that we
know that is not true. However, the impact of drought
has been enormous on the community I represent. The
community is very resilient, innovative and is working
through it with the support of governments and other
organisations. The drought did a lot of damage in my
electorate in 2006, but last year it was slightly better.
The big issue I want to talk about today is water. Water
is critical for the development of any community, and
even Melbourne, whose population is going to increase
by another 1 million people, has enormous water
challenges. Six or eight years ago I asked: with the
growth in Melbourne, where is this city going to get its
water?
In country areas we have been forced to recycle: we use
our wastewater. In fact in the area of GWMWater —
one of the water authorities in my electorate — we
recycle 95 per cent of our water. Whether it be for parks
and gardens, recreation reserves, industry,
developments or all those types of things a lot of that
water is being reused, particularly in agriculture.
However, I am afraid that Melbourne and this
government have dropped the ball in relation to this
issue. They were warned about the challenges they
would face, but now they are stealing water from
country Victoria so as to bolster their needs.
I also want to speak about the water issue from the
point of view of the mental health and wellbeing of my
community. Lake Hamilton is the only lake in my
electorate that is full. Lake Bolac has just a drop in the
bucket, but all the other lakes in my area, that are
considered to be recreational lakes, are empty. The
rivers are dry. Thus the environment also has been
heavily impacted on by the lack of rain.
We welcome the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. Its
construction is moving along very well. Back in 2000,
after I first came to this place in 1999, I lobbied the now
Premier and many others to fund the Wimmera–Mallee
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pipeline. I am pleased that with the support of the
federal and state governments — governments that
have been of all colours — that major project is now
being put in place.
When we look across my electorate, whether at the
sportsgrounds or the private gardens, there are
limitations imposed. In fact, in most towns in my
electorate people are not allowed to water private
gardens except by using a bucket. That has caused
some damage, particularly among older people who
have injured themselves, whose gardens are their pride.
Unfortunately we have had major problems in that area
because of lack of water.
I want to speak about the infrastructure needs of my
electorate, particularly hospitals. The hospitals at
Edenhope, Coleraine and Merino are badly in need of
an upgrade, and I know they are going through the
process to achieve that. I hope this year’s state budget
will provide them with some assurance that their health
services will receive capital funding.
Roads and bridges are also important. Roads are the
lifeblood of our communities in respect of not only
commuter transport but also industry. The Glenelg,
Henty and Wimmera highways are all the responsibility
of the state government, but they are in such poor
condition that it is difficult to hold a vehicle on the
road. There is much work to be done in that area, but
the state government has dropped the ball. As we all
know, if you spend money on country roads, you save
country lives.
A lot of money has been spent on the Western
Highway, which is federally funded, but the money has
been used to put up wire rope barriers. Those barriers
are to catch the cars and trucks which bounce off the
roads because they are in such poor condition in many
areas. It is amazing that we are spending so much
money on the sides of the roads when the middle
sections are not being looked after. With the loss of
Pacific National from our rail network we will
unfortunately see more trucks on the road. I know there
needs to be more work done in that area.
Our schools need more work. A lot of work has been
carried out by all governments in the last few years to
put money into school infrastructure. However, still
more work needs to be done at Baimbridge College in
Hamilton, Horsham Secondary College and also at
Dimboola. I look forward to the state budget enabling
this to happen. These infrastructure projects are
important in sustaining our country communities and
assisting in job creation and service delivery. They are
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also important in ensuring everyone in our communities
in country areas has access to the best services possible.
In the area of health, we are concerned that the
government is not going to fully fund the nurses EBA
(enterprise bargaining agreement), which has just been
agreed to after about seven months. The agreement is
for a 3.25 per cent minimum increase but many
hospitals say the total cost will be about 5 per cent. It is
my understanding there are two ways of funding
hospitals: one way is through the weighted inlier
equivalent separations program and the other, for small
rural hospitals, is by a consumer price index increase.
We know after discussions with people from country
hospitals that the government is going to find about
2.75 per cent and the rest will have to be found through
efficiency gains. If the government does not fully fund
the EBA, we will see a loss of services. We will walk in
the front door of many of the hospitals which over 10 or
12 years have been upgraded and which look fantastic
and provide good facilities but we will find no-one
there. There will be no services and no people to
provide any services because the government will have
refused to fully fund the EBA.
We need to do more work on recruiting health
professionals, because we know that South Australia,
Queensland and even New Zealand are trying to lure
our good health professionals to their jurisdictions. If
more is not done by the state government, we will lose
these very important health professionals and more
services will be lost as a result.
There is a major crisis in mental health in country
Victoria. I hope to have the opportunity on the
adjournment tonight to raise another issue in relation to
this issue. It was first brought to my attention because
of concerns with ambulance services. We do not have
mental health services facilities in western Victoria, so
if anyone has a major problem they usually have to be
transported to Ballarat or beyond. At the moment we
have only one after-hours paramedic team servicing the
area from Ararat to the border. It is not good enough,
and the problem needs to be addressed. I know the
minister is meeting with some of the health people from
my area today. I hope he gives them a guarantee that
they will get another paramedic team.
Staffing issues in mental health are a major problem. I
have seen a report by Ballarat Health Services, which
provides the mental health services in my area. The
report talks about working with the police and other
agencies — and I have seen the Ballarat Health
Services work plan. However, the reality is that the
responsible agency is not identified on that work plan,
and importantly it does not identify when the problems
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in the services are going to be resolved. In the last
couple of weeks the Wimmera Mail-Times has run a
program under which numerous families affected by
mental health services or the lack thereof have come
forward to share their stories. Some of them have done
it anonymously; others have been willing to identity
themselves.
Some of the examples featured include a family being
forced to travel to Warrnambool to secure mental health
care for their child, a man whose wife committed
suicide shortly after being released from hospital, a man
whose family has not been able to access the support
they need, despite both parents being affected by
mental illness, and teenagers being released in the early
hours of the morning after presenting at the Wimmera
Base Hospital’s emergency department with mental
health symptoms. There is a crisis in mental health
services, and this government needs to provide more
resources in this area.
The need for a western Victorian rescue helicopter
service has been an issue I have worked on even before
I was in this Parliament. It is an issue that The
Nationals took to the last two state elections, and it is
something that we require. We are the only area in the
state that does not have such a service. Why are we
being treated differently in relation to that?
Agriculture has an important bearing on the economic
and employment fortunes of western Victoria. There
are research facilities in the region: the Grains
Innovation Park in Horsham, and what used to be called
the Hamilton and Pastoral Veterinary Institute in
Hamilton, which is now part of the Department of
Primary Industries. More resources are needed to assist
those fantastic research people to do the work that is
needed to assist us to grow and develop the agricultural
sector.
I do not have a lot of time to cover my entire portfolios,
but youth, sport and recreation and veterans affairs are
important to Victoria. The young people of Victoria are
tomorrow’s leaders; they are our investment in the
future. I believe the entire community of Victoria must
take responsibility for youth issues. In terms of sport
and recreation, Victoria is the sporting capital of
Australia — or it was; perhaps it still is — but we are
afraid it is losing that status. Participation in sports must
be encouraged to address the issues the member for
Sandringham spoke about earlier of obesity and type 2
diabetes. Access to sport and recreation facilities is a
key factor in ensuring the health and wellbeing of all
Victorians. In my last few seconds, I ask: where is our
national ice sports centre? It was promised in 2002.
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Ms MORAND (Minister for Women’s Affairs) — I
am pleased to have the opportunity to make a
contribution to the debate on the statement of
government intentions, and I congratulate the Premier
and Deputy Premier on this important initiative. Having
a statement of intentions at the beginning of each year
gives us an opportunity to tell the community what our
goals, aims and intentions, and policy directions are for
the year.
One of the first things the Premier referred to in his
speech to Parliament was that democracy did not truly
come of age until Victorian women won the right to
vote in 1908. I was particularly pleased that the Premier
made this reference to this important milestone in his
speech and his very first statement of government
intentions.
On Friday last week, 7 March, on the eve of
International Women’s Day I was joined by several
hundred people at a function to recognise 30 women
who had been inducted onto the Victorian Honour Roll
of Women this year. The women recognised have all
made an outstanding contribution to our community in
a range of different ways, including as community
leaders, as a decorated soldier and volunteer, as a
pioneer for women in engineering, as health and
wellbeing experts, as women in indigenous education,
as refugee advocates, as Victoria Police, as a peace
activist, and as people involved in promoting women’s
participation in civic life. I was really pleased to be
joined at this lunch by many of my parliamentary
colleagues from both sides of the house, by the Chief
Commissioner of Police, Christine Nixon, and by Julia
Gillard, who for the day of the launch and the lunch
was Acting Prime Minister. It is wonderful to see Julia
Gillard — a woman — in that role.
This year’s International Women’s Day and honour roll
are of particular significance in Victoria because of the
celebration of suffrage. I want to reflect on the battle
fought for this right — a battle that was fought long and
hard. In 1889 the first bill on the subject was introduced
in the very Parliament that we are standing in today,
and was defeated. Then a petition was organised by the
suffragists, and the Premier of the day said, ‘Prove to
me that women want the vote’. I want to put on the
record what the petition said in part. It says:
… government of the people by the people and for the people
should mean all the people, and not one-half.

It was with those words that the suffragists petitioned
the government, their community, their husbands and
their fathers to extend the right to vote to women.
Unfortunately, despite the fact that that petition
gathered 30 000 signatures in around eight weeks,
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which is an incredible effort on the part of the
suffragists — they did so by travelling by public
transport all around Melbourne and regional and rural
Victoria, collecting 30 000 signatures of women, and
men — after the petition was tabled it did not result in
the next bill being passed. In fact, 18 further bills and
another 20 years of campaigning took place until the
final bill was passed on 18 November 1908.
During the year throughout rural and regional Victoria
and across metropolitan Melbourne a series of events
will be conducted in celebration of this important
milestone. I invite all members to actively participate in
this. I am sure their constituents would be very pleased
to join them in the recognition of this important piece of
Victorian history.
The suffragists were battling against extremely
conservative views. I want to reflect on some of the
opinions of the men who were in Parliament at the time,
when of course all members of Parliament were men. I
will quote from a book that reproduces reports of a
speech made in 1895 by a former member of this place,
Frank Madden, who, I have been assured by the
Minister for Planning in the other place, Justin Madden,
is no relative of his. Mr Madden is reported to have
said:
Woman suffrage would abolish soldiers and war, also racing,
hunting, football, cricket and all such manly games …

He is reported to have further said:
Women suffragists are the worst class of socialists. Their idea
of freedom is … free love, lease marriages, and so on. Are
these the qualifications for the franchise? Are we going to
allow women to sap the very foundation of a nation to have
votes?

It is really quite hilarious. I also refer to what was said
by a Mr Henry Wrixon in the Victorian Parliament in
1898:
… it would be sad and strange if a woman, having given
everything else to a man — having merged her life in his —
could not trust him —

to express her political views —
… which, after all, is only a small part of … life.

This incredible rubbish was articulated in the very
chamber in which we are standing. I could go on; it is
recommended reading to all members. Some of the
contributions in Hansard over the 20 years that that
campaign was fought are just incredible. It would make
great material for stand-up comedians.
After the women did win the right to vote it was not
until 1923 that women were allowed to stand for
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Parliament. In 1933 the first woman was elected to the
Victorian Parliament, and that was Millie Peacock.
Millie Peacock was elected upon the death of her
husband at a by-election and remained in Parliament for
only the remainder of that term. The first woman was
not elected at a general election until 1937 — that was
Ivy Weber, who was re-elected a further two more
times.
But it was not really until the 1970s, more than 30 years
later, that women started to have any critical numbers in
this Parliament. In fact between 1948 and 1967 there
were again no women in the Victorian Parliament. In
1982 Pauline Toner became the first female minister.
When Pauline Toner was elected in 1979 there had
been only five women in Parliament before her. That
just astounded me when I looked at that and did a bit of
reading over the summer holidays on the suffragists and
their campaign. It is incredible to know that there were
so few women in this Parliament until the 1980s. Then
in 1990 Joan Kirner became the first, and only, female
Premier of Victoria.
Today women comprise 37 per cent of members of the
Victorian Parliament and 25 per cent of members of
cabinet. So we have come a very long way. I also
reflect on the fact that there is not as much participation
by women in Victorian councils, as perhaps many
women — and men, I hope — would like to see. There
are no female councillors in four of Victoria’s councils,
and 13 of our councils across Victoria have only one
female councillor. We really need to improve those
numbers. We have also never had an indigenous
woman representative in the Victorian Parliament.
Those statistics are about participation in Parliament;
there are a number of other statistics that I could go on
and on with about women’s participation in many
aspects of Victorian life. I will give one example —
that is, a press release that was put out by the new
federal Minister for the Status of Women, Tania
Plibersek, looking at the participation of women in the
top 200 companies in Australia — so we are comparing
like with like. It outlines that in the Australian Stock
Exchange top 200 companies the small percentage of
women who make it to chief executive officer (CEO)
level earn only two-thirds of the median wage of male
CEOs. It is really hard to justify why that would be the
case. It is the top 200 companies, so you should be able
to compare like with like, and yet even on that
comparison women are paid less. Also, female chief
finance officers earn 50 per cent less than their male
counterparts.
International Women’s Day provides us with an
opportunity to reflect on women’s achievements but
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also to remember the ongoing inequalities facing
women in Australia and more particularly in other parts
of the world. Some countries, including Bhutan and
Saudi Arabia, still do not allow women the right to
vote, and globally the level of women’s education and
health and violence against women is still unacceptably
high.
International Women’s Day was born out of women’s
oppression and inequality, but its international reach
reminds us that women are all striving together. It is an
event that very much brings together women — across
all parties, across Australia and across the world — to
reflect on where women have come from, their
participation in all aspects of life, and where women are
still very much treated as unequal.
Many advances have been made, and we are very proud
of that, but there is still much more to be done. In
finishing I again pay tribute to the concept of having a
statement of government intentions and thank the
Premier very much for making a focus on the centenary
of suffrage in his opening remarks in the statement of
government intentions. I commend the statement to the
house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — A statement of
government intentions is certainly a worthwhile
document and a worthwhile process to go through,
because it gives the community and the house an
opportunity to have an idea of what sort of legislation
will come before the house, and invites feedback from
both the community and the opposition.
If this government’s track record was any better I
would have thought that this particular statement of
intentions would be worthwhile too, but unfortunately
the non-achievement of this government relegates this
statement of intentions to the backblocks. Time will
certainly tell the story that what this government says
and what it does bear no resemblance to each other. As
can be said of the Bracks and Brumby governments,
this statement of intentions is certainly a lost
opportunity — it is certainly the loss of opportunity.
The loss of opportunity here is what this government
could be doing for this state given that it inherited a
magnificent economic situation which was maintained
and extended by the former federal coalition
government. Victoria has had a massive increase in
revenue. The state has had the benefit of massive
amounts of GST. In fact there has been a virtual
doubling of the revenue to this state since 1999, and yet
there seems to be very little to show for what has come.
From a local perspective I would have hoped this
government would be working to help my electorate
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and the people in it face some of the challenges
confronting them. Unfortunately the government is the
very architect of many of these challenges. I would like
to deal with a few of those challenges now.
I think most members would understand that we are
facing what seems to be a crisis with railway crossings
and the deaths occurring at them. The Frankston–Stony
Point line in my electorate still has seven crossings that
are unprotected by boom barriers. Given recent
incidents and the history of this railway line, I think it is
imperative that the government act with urgency to
upgrade those crossings and put in boom barriers.
Boom barriers go a long way to protecting the
community at these railway crossings. They reduce
dramatically the deaths that occur. Of course grade
separation is the ultimate as that means there is no way
that a train and a vehicle can come into contact at that
point, but boom barriers are certainly something that
should be present at each of those railway crossings. I
encourage the government to look at doing that as an
absolute matter of urgency.
There have been three accidents, including two
fatalities, at those crossings in my electorate in the last
six months. In August 2007 Geoff Young, a
57-year-old man, was killed on the Bungower Road
crossing. The latest information from the government is
it has looked at that crossing and does not consider that
it is necessary to upgrade it and put boom barriers in
there. If the Minister for Public Transport or her
advisers had taken the time to visit that crossing, they
would know that there is virtually no warning of an
approaching train as far as visibility is concerned. A car
has to virtually be on top of the crossing before any
oncoming train can be seen. A total reliance on bells
and lights is just not good enough when people’s lives
are at risk.
In February of this year Kay Stanley was killed at the
Mornington-Tyabb Road crossing on the same line.
Unfortunately Kay was pregnant at the time and two
lives were lost in that accident. I spoke about this in the
house but also wrote to the minister about that
particular crossing. I have not received a response to
that letter at this stage, although the crossing was
upgraded three weeks after the accident that killed Kay
Stanley.
When Geoff Young died in August last year I wrote to
the minister and brought to her attention the crossings
that needed to be upgraded, including the
Mornington-Tyabb Road crossing. She wrote back and
said that the Mornington-Tyabb Road crossing was
either already upgraded or was in the process of being
upgraded — the construction was under way. If that

Thursday, 13 March 2008

had been the case, Kay Stanley and her child would
now be alive. When a government and a community,
but particularly a government, know that something is
deadly, that something kills and that something is
preventable, it is incumbent on the government to act as
a matter of urgency to make sure the situation is
rectified.
My electorate of Hastings faces an enormous problem
with a lack of police infrastructure and resources. The
Hastings police station is a 24-hour district police
station, a matter which I spoke on yesterday in the
house, and in recent times it has had to close twice. I
think that is an absolute tragedy for a 24-hour police
station that looks after a complete district. There have
been ongoing problems with low police resources. The
argument that takes place concerns a particular profile
for the Hastings police station that is put forward by
police command, which it says is being fulfilled — that
there are enough police at Hastings. Unfortunately that
profile does not take into account people who are away
on secondment, sick leave, upgrades and a variety of
other reasons that those officers cannot be there. Instead
of operating at the occupational health and safety
standard of one and five — that is, one sergeant and
five junior officers — they are now having to plan in
advance to be one and three and sometimes less than
that. Given the circumstances in the community at this
stage, that is also unacceptable.
The upshot of all of the problems at the Hastings police
station and its low resources is that a decorated police
officer with 30-odd years service, including service
with the ethical standards department, has been forced
to come out and publicise the fact that he does not have
the numbers of police officers that he needs to do his
job and to protect the community. This is the first time
in his 30-odd years of service that he has been moved to
make such a complaint. I think we can safely assume
that the situation has become dire indeed. How was this
officer — in fact he is a district inspector — treated
when he came out with those comments? He was
hauled before his superiors, he was threatened, he was
told that he was going to be moved, and he was put on a
disciplinary program. I am told that he is now off on
sick leave and that he is unlikely to return to work very
soon. Our police are attacked enough out in the
community, given the current environment. They
should never have to be fearful of being attacked within
their own service or by their own government.
The other matters that I would like to briefly touch on
are the port of Hastings and the Frankston bypass,
because the things that they have in common are
certainly indicative of this government and the way it
goes about community consultation. This government
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tends to go to the community, tell the community what
it is going to do and then consider that it has consulted.
What is more, the government also tends to divide and
conquer — for instance, it came up with three
alternatives for the Frankston bypass. It told the people
who would be affected by the alternatives that they
needed to fight for a particular alternative or the other
communities would benefit and they would suffer the
consequences. The government turns communities
against each other and divides any opposition it may be
up against.
The port of Hastings is another good example of that.
The road and rail corridors the government has put
forward have divided communities. The suggestion that
the government would use the existing Stony Point line
has thrown fear into the community about the gridlock
that would be caused by putting freight permanently
along that line. Up to 30 trains a day, each over
1.8 kilometres in length, would gridlock our
community. The government should come out as a
matter of urgency and announce that before it develops
the port of Hastings it will do a full and independent
economic and environmental impact study on the
complete potential project before any work is carried
out.
On the bitumen facility at Crib Point that the
government plans to support, the Bracks government
made an election promise that it would not go ahead.
The Minister for Planning in the other place should call
this particular project in and stop it from going ahead.
That should happen as a matter of urgency. This
particular statement of government intentions is an
opportunity lost.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — Can I say at the outset
that I think an annual statement of government
intentions is a great concept, and I am very proud to be
able to speak on such a statement the first time it has
been delivered. It has been disappointing to hear
members of the opposition criticise not only the content
of the statement, which you would expect an opposition
to do, but also the concept of having one. We would
hope that one day, in the distant future, if members
opposite are ever returned to the government benches
they would commit to outlining to the Victorian
community the legislative program for the coming year,
but it seems that they are reluctant to do that. If they
ever do get back into government we will see a return
to the days when the government kept its agenda secret
from the Victorian public.
Looking through the statement of government
intentions — and it is obvious that many members of
the opposition have not bothered to read the
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document — some fantastic legislative items are
outlined. Right at the front of the statement is the
government’s approach to education, including early
childhood development. The government outlines its
intention to bring in a children’s legislation amendment
bill, which amongst other things will regulate
outside-school-hours care, or before and
after-school-care as it is known, and family day care. It
will also enable pertinent information about children’s
centres to be available to parents so that they can make
a choice about which children’s centre they feel
comfortable sending their children to. I think that is a
very important thing that parents will value and that
they will recognise as a very positive change.
It is important to remember when the government talks
about the legislation on early childhood development
that this government has already invested significantly
in that area. There are more than 16 500 low-income
families that will not pay fees for kindergarten this year
because of the government’s support; effectively they
will attend kinder for free. I was interested to note that a
recent Productivity Commission report on government
services found that 96.7 per cent of eligible
four-year-olds attended kindergarten, which is above
the national average. I know the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, who is in the
house, is working even harder to improve on that
excellent figure and make sure that as many kids as
possible get access to that very important four-year-old
kinder program. As I said, this is achievable because
the Brumby government is investing in early childhood
development.
Another part of the statement that I think is of
importance and one that I would have hoped we would
have had a more rational debate about is the planned
road safety legislation. We have seen the success, in
partnership with the Victorian community, of Arrive
Alive 1, the first Arrive Alive road safety strategy; and
now the government has outlined the features of Arrive
Alive 2, the second phase of that strategy. I support the
government’s announced intention to make sure that
electronic stability control is mandated in cars built
after December 2010. That technology has proved
overseas to help reduce the incidence of single-vehicle
collisions. I also support the government’s intention to
ensure that side-curtain head-protecting airbags are
mandatory in cars built after December 2011. Again it
is an area that the government can point to where it has
made significant investment. The safer roads
improvement program has been injected with
$230 million to improve particularly dangerous road
intersections and stretches of road, and this has led to us
achieving our five lowest road tolls on record. Again,
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this government recognises that we need to do more in
road safety as well.
I am also disappointed that there has not been a more
fulsome debate, particularly from members of the
opposition, in relation to the planned review of the
Planning and Environment Act. A new planning and
environment bill and the process that will be
undertaken there will provide an opportunity for
members of the Victorian community who are
interested in this important area to contribute to the way
our state grows in the future. It will be interesting to see
whether members of the opposition, who like to make a
lot of noise about planning issues and the successful
growth of Melbourne and Victoria, will be able to
contribute in a meaningful policy way to the
development of that new bill. We on this side of the
house certainly remember the destruction that was
visited upon Melbourne and suburbs in particular by the
previous government’s so-called Good Design Guide,
which was really an invitation for open-slather
development. We know the coalition wants to destroy
Melbourne suburbs, and we definitely know that it
wants to carve up Melbourne’s green wedges. This is
an opportunity for the Victorian Parliament, in
consultation with the Victorian community, to come up
with a balanced planning policy. I think the Victorian
people know that when it comes to planning you cannot
trust the Liberals.
Another part of the statement that I was particularly
pleased to see included is around community safety.
That will see a range of bills come before the house.
Again I note in particular that under this government
we have seen the crime rate come down by over 20 per
cent. The opposition likes to talk about law and order
and police, but we witnessed yesterday in a debate in
this house the absolute nonsense of that point of view,
when government members were able to tear apart the
arguments of opposition members about their record
when they were in government in relation to police
numbers, and the way that this government has invested
in police numbers and cut the crime rate.
Another part of the statement — which I will not talk to
because there is a bill before the house now and I do not
want to pre-empt debate — is about strengthening
serious sex offender detention and supervision
provisions. As I said, I do not intend to speak to that
because there is a bill in the house on that matter. The
very important issue of family violence is addressed in
this statement. The government will be introducing a
family violence bill. This bill relates to a range of other
measures this government has introduced, including
Victoria Police’s code of practice, which has seen more
perpetrators charged with family violence-related
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offences. It has created workload issues for the police,
but it certainly has resulted, I am sure, in a reduction in
the incidence of family violence and I know, certainly
anecdotally, from talking to local police, that has led to
some people feeling much safer.
Another important part of this statement is in relation to
the capture and storage of carbon. When we are talking
about reducing the impacts of climate change, this
government is acting and we have a bill coming in, the
offshore petroleum bill, which will enable the offshore
injection and storage of carbon dioxide, which will help
us to reduce significantly our greenhouse gas
emissions.
When this debate has been before the house members
of the opposition, including the Leader of the
Opposition, have attacked not only the substance but
also the concept of the annual statement of government
intentions. It is obvious from listening to the debate that
many members of the opposition have not even read the
document. We have heard some of them describe the
document — these are the words from Hansard — as a
filibuster, a grab bag of bills — —
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr BROOKS — The minister is correct, they are
churlish comments from opposition members. They
have described it as a disappointment, motherhood
statements, waffle and fairy floss. So when you take
into account the serious issues dealt with in the annual
statement of government intentions I wonder if
Victorian mums and dads would agree with the
Liberals and The Nationals that making improvements
to early childhood learning is fairy floss. I wonder if
Victorian families would agree with them that further
reducing the road toll is filibustering or that
strengthening controls on serious sex offenders is a
disappointment. Is tackling family violence waffle? The
opposition members are treating the Victorian people
with contempt. They should come into this place and
debate this document on its policy merits. Their
response to the document demonstrates that they have
not done the work required to participate in serious
policy debates. They have not read the document; there
has been no real policy work; and their contribution to
meaningful debate on the legislative program for
Victoria has been abysmal.
The Brumby government is setting a positive agenda
and tackling the tough issues. I am very proud to
support this statement, and I commend it to the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The honourable member
for Bundoora complained about opposition criticisms of
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the statement of government intentions, but yet by his
own remarks he demonstrates some of its deficiencies.
He referred to what he considered to be the situation:
that a bill on which the second-reading speech was
delivered yesterday, the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Sex Offences Procedure) Bill, was in fact the bill
referred to in the statement of government intentions as
the serious sex offenders (detention and supervision)
bill. The member is entitled to be confused about this,
because the bill on which the second-reading speech
was made yesterday, the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Sex Offences Procedure) Bill, is not in
fact in the statement of government intentions, albeit
we are just a few weeks away from when the statement
was delivered in the Parliament.
The covering message from the Deputy Premier in this
glossy booklet has the disclaimers that it is not an
exhaustive list and that other emerging matters may be
brought before the Parliament throughout the year. One
could certainly understand new legislation coming
before the house if other matters arose down the track
that had not been anticipated at the time of the making
of the statement of government intentions. But when
you find, only a few weeks away from when the
statement itself was delivered with such fanfare, that a
bill such as the Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex
Offences Procedure) Bill is not even included in the
statement of government intentions you have to ask
yourself: what worth exactly does that statement have
as an indication to the Victorian community and to the
Parliament as to what the government intends to do?
When we look at other aspects of the government’s
disclosure in the statement, we see that there has been
what can only be described as glacial progress in the
Attorney-General’s portfolio in terms of some very
important legislation for the community. On page 24 of
the 2008 statement the Attorney-General tries to boost
his credentials to demonstrate that he is doing
something. He includes legislation — namely, the
Criminal Investigation Powers Bill — that it seems on
closer examination will not to make it to the Parliament
until 2009. The document says the bill will create:
… a stand-alone act consolidating the main criminal
investigation powers into the one act.

It talks about advancements in technology and says:
A bill is likely to be introduced in 2008 or 2009.

How is that for giving a concrete indication to the
community about what the government is going to do?
What does that say about how far the work is advanced
to date given the open-endedness of the government’s
statement?

811

Immediately following the reference to that bill on
page 24, there is reference to the proposed Criminal
Offences Bill. This bill would overhaul Victoria’s
major criminal legislation. There is an outline of a
three-stage process. The document says:
This three-stage approach is likely to take longer than
12 months.

Again, this is not something that is scheduled for 2008.
On page 27 there is reference to the government’s
proposed family violence legislation. Family violence is
certainly a very important issue. It is deplorable that
women and children, in particular, and a elderly people
are subject to violence by other family members in a
family context. Despite the claims of the Brumby
government that it is going to be decisive, it is guilty of
chronic delay and inaction.
The government has further delayed acting on the
December 2005 recommendations of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission. The Attorney-General received a
report in 2005, and you would have expected him to
have considered it, addressed it and put forward
legislation by now, but last year he proposed issues for
further community consultation. We will not see
relevant legislation until an unspecified time this year.
What is particularly deplorable about this delay is that a
measure that the government is picking up — namely,
to allow police issued interim intervention orders to
apply for up to 72 hours — was put forward by the
Liberal Party back in 2003. That seemed a sensible,
straightforward and relatively confined measure in
terms of its implementation. It could have been put in
place a long time ago. However, not only did it take the
government until last year to actually pick up on this
initiative, which was put forward by the Liberal Party in
2003, but it will not introduce these safety notices until
the middle of this year, and then that will only be under
a trial program.
I think that is regrettably indicative of the slow and
unhastened pace of the Attorney-General in regard to
important law reform issues of real substance. He is
very good at introducing grand gestures, but when it
comes to legislation that counts or makes a positive
difference to the community, tomorrow is always good
enough for the Attorney-General. I am surprised that
the Attorney-General has introduced no legislative
measures to tackle delays in Victoria’s courts, which
have blown out extensively under his government,
save, I fear, for the legislation with possible adverse
effects currently before the Parliament. That legislation
is the subject of debate in the other place at this moment
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in an attempt by the opposition parties to forestall those
potential adverse effects.
In relation to the industrial relations portfolio, there is
no legislation foreshadowed in the government’s
statement. Given the sort of legislation that the minister
has brought before the house in recent times, we can
probably be thankful for that, although I am surprised
that there are no measures to reflect the federal Labor
Party policy of uniform national industrial relations
legislation. For example, there is no legislation to repeal
the Equal Opportunity Amendment (Family
Responsibilities) Act, which is at odds with federal
government policy.
In relation to energy and resources, on page 43 the
statement foreshadows legislation in relation to carbon
capture and storage (CCS). From what I can see this is
a mechanical and legal piece of legislation to ensure
that the legal formalities of the rights, responsibilities
and positions of various parties have been considered
and addressed in order to allow CCS to proceed. This
seems a necessary piece of legislation — although
obviously I have not seen the content of it — because
carbon capture and storage is vital for the future of
Victoria’s brown coal resources. That has been a
consistent position of this side of the house. It was also
the consistent position of the previous federal
government, which made a substantial contribution to
the research of CCS. We certainly hope that CCS
proves to be successful.
More broadly, this comes at a time when we have had
the Garnaut interim report released just recently, which
made a number of very significant contributions to the
debate in Australia and indeed around the world,
indicating that the latest projections for the rate of
growth of greenhouse emissions were even higher than
previously thought; re-emphasising the need for interim
targets; putting forward some very constructive
arguments about the per capita allocation of global
emissions entitlement; making the point, which we
have made previously, that the state-based renewable
energy target schemes are going to need to be
subsumed into a national scheme; making very
complimentary and positive remarks about a number of
findings of the Howard government’s task force; and
providing some real food for thought for Labor
governments, both state and federal, which to date have
failed to actually act, despite a lot of talk on climate
change.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — On the
walls of the Parliament House offices that I have been
allocated over the past 10 years I have always had
pinned a letter. It is a very important letter and a very
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significant letter, and it has been useful to me as a
touchstone in the role I have here as the member for
Mitcham. It is a letter that was sent by Roger Pescott,
the former member for Mitcham, to the then Speaker
on 11 November 1997. In outlining to the Speaker his
decision to resign his seat, Mr Pescott said the
following:
In my considered view, the government’s proposals —

that is, the Kennett government’s proposals in relation
to the Auditor-General —
compromise the system of checks and balances which are at
the core of our system of government. To me, they run
fundamentally counter to the public interest.

He then went on to say:
It has been a long time since I have found the avenues for
serious debate within the Liberal Party satisfactory.

That is an important letter, because it turns attention to
what is the public interest. It is fair to say that the public
interest can be served in many ways. In Parliament the
public interest is served very well by the provision of
opportunities for members to speak, and the statement
of government intentions does just that. It provides
opportunities — opportunities which, it needs to be
pointed out, have been taken up with some relish by
opposition members, notwithstanding their claims as to
the value of the statement — and in so doing it has
allowed them an additional opportunity to speak in an
unfettered manner.
It is one of only a few such opportunities that are
provided through the procedures of this place. The
statement allows members, particularly opposition
members, to scrutinise the government and the
government’s delivery on its promises, and that is an
important advancement of the public interest in this
place.
Labor’s reversal of the Kennett era’s straitjacketing of
the Auditor-General — that very issue that drove my
predecessor to resign — has also ensured increased
scrutiny by the Auditor-General of the current
government, and that is something we welcomed back
then and we welcome today.
Mr Delahunty — Do you really?
Mr ROBINSON — We do. The statement is a
further important reform of the Parliament’s
procedures, and we have seen a number. We have seen
members statements, and they were ridiculed at the
time they were introduced. Opposition members said
they would be of no value at all, but we have never
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noticed any reluctance on the part of members opposite
to take up those speaking spots.

priority, and in the Mitcham electorate that is plain for
all to see.

Similarly we have had regional sittings of Parliament,
and we have had fewer omnibus bills in the Parliament.
I can recall one occasion in my first year in this place
when, on a Thursday afternoon, I think we had an hour
and a half to debate a bill that comprised amendments
to 10 quite separate acts. We do not see that nowadays.
It is little wonder, however, that the opposition parties
do not see the merit of reforms like this, because
fundamentally particularly the Liberal Party’s position
has not changed much since 11 November 1997.

Mr Walsh — Why won’t you pay teachers more,
then?

I read an echo just recently of Roger Pescott’s
comments. The following quote appeared in the
Australian newspaper:
… since the 1999 election the party has not articulated a clear
and consistent message that establishes the basis for its policy
direction.
Consequently, the party is unable to portray clearly what it
stands for.

The following quote also appeared:
We have failed to communicate with the electorate; there is
no pretending otherwise … We have, frankly, been thrashed
at successive elections, so you have to do something about it.

Those comments, which were made in early 2008, are a
very distinct echo of the 1997 comments. They were
made by Phil Davis, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the other place, when he resigned his upper
house leadership position with the Liberal Party.
What we can say is that the Liberal Party has had a
wasted decade since 1997. Just when you thought
things were bad for the Liberal Party, The Nationals
have come to the rescue! I did not think things could
get any worse, but they did.
Mr Delahunty — Has this got anything to do with
government intentions?
Mr ROBINSON — It has got a lot to do with the
government’s intentions, because the statement of
government intentions serves the public interest well —
something that the Liberal Party has not been able to
get its head around for the last 10 years. But I do not
want to spend any more time talking about the Liberal
Party. It has now got enough problems of its own —
and they are called The Nationals. We will leave them
to it.
I want to talk about more positive items. In the
statement of government intentions the Premier referred
once again to education being the government’s top

Mr ROBINSON — It is interesting that the member
for Swan Hill pipes up and says, ‘Pay them more’, but
his own coalition partners put out a release a little while
ago saying that the Treasurer must control spending.
Here we have the great tradition of The Nationals who
would just keep spending — just keep printing money,
just keep spending, and let someone else pick up the
tab — with no responsibility at all. It is good to see that
some traditions have never changed with The
Nationals.
The government has a great record on education in the
Mitcham electorate.
Mr Weller interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I will talk about my electorate,
because I know it pretty well. In the Mitcham electorate
the Mitcham Primary School has been entirely rebuilt,
as was Laburnum Primary School. Blackburn Lake
Primary School has been rebuilt after a fire, and at
Antonio Park Primary School in Mitcham stage 1 of its
redevelopment has been completed — a sensational
redevelopment — with the stage 2 works now well
under way.
A very impressive rebuilding program has commenced
at Box Hill High School, and I know the member for
Burwood shares my enthusiasm for that particular
project. Repeated expansions of the Box Hill Institute
of TAFE have occurred, and I know the member for
Burwood will join me in acknowledging what a great
investment that has been.
Major grants for toilet block refurbishments and other
works have been made for several other schools in the
electorate, and the important planning phase has
commenced prior to the major rebuilding of Blackburn
High School. I can confidently say that never before in
the history of the Mitcham electorate — and going back
even prior to its formation — has there been as much
local school building or rebuilding activity in such a
short period of time.
That does not mean there is not more to be done —
there clearly is — but the government’s record in
Mitcham indicates its commitment to our public
education sector, and we intend to continue that
investment.
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A number of portfolio issues referred to in the
statement of government intentions are of relevance to
me in my roles as Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Minister for Gaming and Minister Assisting the
Premier on Veterans’ Affairs. I will mention those very
briefly, because I know that one of them of great
interest to you, Acting Speaker, is the lemon laws
reform that the government is committed to.

Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I rise to reply to the
annual statement of government intentions. I believe
the statement was a wasted opportunity. It appears to
me to be nothing but spin. The government once again
has failed to walk the talk. Going through the Premier’s
statement, on the second page he said:

I might say, Acting Speaker, that in your capacity as the
member for Mordialloc you are doing a champion job
in leading the public consultations on lemon laws. This
is not an easy area. There are people in the automotive
industry who have some trepidation about what it might
mean, but if it is good enough for the USA to have
across the country various consumer laws that protect
motorists in the event that they buy a car that does not
live up to their expectations, then it is good enough for
us to commit similarly, and I commend you on the
work you are doing.

Obviously country roads and bridges are not major
projects. Country roads and bridges have become
dilapidated during the period of the Bracks and Brumby
governments. Over the past four years we have seen
double the number of roads being in disrepair in
country Victoria.

Similarly the statement outlines reforms that the
government will tackle in the future. They are in
prostitution, in the gambling licence review process and
in Council of Australian Governments reform,
particularly product safety, credit, trade measurement
and cooperatives — and indeed we heard a
second-reading speech on a cooperatives bill this
morning. There is also work ahead of the government
in the area of residential tenancies. We have
foreshadowed that in the statement, and this is why the
statement is important — because it is the
government’s expectation and my expectation that we
will substantially advance these matters this year. It
might well be that we will stand here in a year’s time
and members opposite will have a crack at me, saying,
‘Not enough was done; you did not live up to your
expectations and the statements you made’. That is not
unreasonable, but for the very first time the government
is saying through this statement that it accepts that
discipline should be there for all to see in a written form
as well as through a debate.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I will tell the member for Swan
Hill what I will not do. I will not promise to spend my
way out of trouble like the member would. No-one
could do it as well as The Nationals, so I am not even
going to try because they are the past and continuing
masters of that particular trick. There is more to be
done, and the statement of government intentions gives
a very clear direction of what the government is going
to do and the time frame in which it is going to do it. I
commend the statement to the house.

… the need to make the hard decisions necessary to deliver
the major projects we need …

The statement goes on to talk about how we will make
our communities safer. In the electorate of Rodney we
have the town of Heathcote. The policeman on night
duty responsible for Heathcote is based at Bendigo.
When there is a call at Heathcote at night the officer
responsible could be in Inglewood, almost an hour
away. If that is making Heathcote a safer place I believe
the government is more into spin than dealing with
what is happening. The town of Barmah has needed a
police station for some time. Residents have signed
petitions and I have delivered petitions on their behalf.
The nearest police station is half an hour away in
Nathalia. No law officer is present in Barmah and it
must be addressed.
The statement goes on to talk about democracy. The
Premier said:
… by ‘democracy’ — I mean striving to give every Victorian
every chance to participate in the debates and decisions that
shape their state …

If we use the food bowl as a prime example, this is once
again spin and the government is not walking the talk.
The government got together a group of its mates in the
Shepparton area and decided that it would develop a
plan to take water away from northern Victoria. The
average person was not invited. The people of
Rushworth were not invited to have input into this
decision. The people of Lockington were not invited. In
Shepparton only a hand-picked few of the
government’s mates made this decision. The
government’s mates came up with a decision where in
exchange for upgrading the irrigation system
Melbourne would get 75 000 megalitres of water. I
believe the deal was that in exchange $2 billion would
be available. We have ended up with $900 million and
with Melbourne still taking the 75 000 megalitres. The
people in northern Victoria who wish to enter the
debate and challenge the government on these issues
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are referred to by government ministers as
‘quasi-terrorists’ or ‘ ugly, ugly people’. If this is
democracy I think I need to go back and look at the
dictionary. The Premier needs to inform his ministers
what democracy really means.
The Premier, when he was Treasurer, spoke to a group
of councils in northern Victoria a few days before the
decision and told them that if they did not support the
north–south pipeline, it would not go ahead. What
happened? The councils in northern Victoria decided
not to support the north–south pipeline, yet it is still
going ahead. We had a promise that it would not go
ahead if councils did not support it, but it is going ahead
even though they did not support it. I do not believe this
is democracy.
The Treasurer, John Lenders, visited the Municipal
Association of Victoria when it was discussing a
motion on the north–south pipeline. He made it clear to
MAV members that if they did not support it there
would not be the investment needed to fix up the
infrastructure in the irrigation areas of northern Victoria
because there would be nothing in it for the city, and
there had to be something in it for the city. That was the
message from the Treasurer. What the Treasurer does
not understand is that the biggest user of the container
port of Melbourne has four factories in northern
Victoria. Melbourne benefits greatly from that
productivity and primary production in northern
Victoria. The biggest user of the container port of
Melbourne, Murray Goulburn Cooperative, has four of
its eight plants based in northern Victoria. Those plants
could be substantially affected if the food bowl
infrastructure is wrong, and we believe it is wrong.
The Premier goes on to talk about the investment in
infrastructure to save water. The Premier and the
Minister for Water repeatedly say in this Parliament
that the losses in northern Victoria in the Goulburn
Valley and the Murray Valley are between 800 000 and
900 000 megalitres. If you go to Goulburn-Murray
Water’s annual report for 2005–06 you will see that the
losses were only 660 000 megalitres.
Mr Delahunty — Is that right?
Mr WELLER — If you go into the 2005–06 annual
report for Goulburn-Murray Water you will see the
losses were only 660 000 megalitres, and the losses for
2006-07 were only 540 000 megalitres.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr WELLER — That is right. Goulburn-Murray
Water’s projection for losses this year is only
450 000 megalitres, not the 800 000 or
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900 000 megalitres a year that we are repeatedly told
about in this place. The Premier, the Minister for Water
and the minister at the table, the Minister for Gaming,
are being misled by the bureaucrats. They should look
further than the bureaucrats for information because
they are misleading them. They should check their facts
before they come into this place and should give the
correct numbers.
If we take the year when there was a loss of 660 000
megalitres — and if we believe in climate change, then
that would be a good year going forward — in rough
figures it took 2.4 million megalitres to deliver
1.7 million megalitres with the loss being
660 000 megalitres. Given that the government had also
said that it was going to increase the efficiency of the
system to 85 per cent, that would mean it would still
lose 360 000 megalitres, which means a saving of
300 000 megalitres. But we must also remember that it
has made an investment of only $1 billion. Richard
Guy, chairman of the state-owned entity which is in
charge of the modernisation of the irrigation system,
has said that if you are going to modernise a whole
system you need $4 billion. So for $1 billion you only
get 75 000 megalitres, not 225 000 megalitres, which
the Premier and the Minister for Water have repeatedly
announced in this place.
The Premier also talks about families and has stated
that by the end of 2009 kindergarten parents will be
given a transition statement of school readiness report.
Rather than a report I believe the parents out there
would want an investment in the kindergartens. They
would want an investment in the teachers at the
kindergartens, who are on less pay than people in other
education systems. I have met with the kindergarten
teachers of Rodney, who inform me that if we do not
address the conditions and wages of the kindergarten
teachers we will not have kindergarten teachers in
10 years time. If this trend continues we will not worry
about writing reports, because who is going to write
them if we do not have any teachers?
The government talks about transport. It talks about
Arrive Alive 2. The government gave a commitment in
2005 that by November 2006 it would have a strategy
for upgrading country roads. That has never been
delivered, and it must be delivered. Rather than the
government just delivering photo opportunities and
spin, we want substance and better roads in country
Victoria.
When it comes to climate change I must say the
members opposite believe they have the high ground.
All they do is talk. If they were convinced that climate
change was happening they would be putting more of
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the freight back onto rail. Where are the investment and
the commitment to upgrading rail services for the
freighting of grain in Victoria? It is a well-known fact
that rail uses a quarter of the energy that road transport
uses, so where is the investment in rail? When it comes
to climate change we should be minimising the energy
we use. Why are we pumping water all around the state
when there are opportunities to collect stormwater and
reuse water here in Melbourne? That would also help
the health of the bay. It would be a win-win-win
scenario. It would improve the health of the bay and
provide extra water from Melbourne rather than raiding
northern Victoria or even Gippsland to take extra water.
There was a climate change summit — everyone seems
to have a summit. Nationals members should have been
invited because government members refer to us as
dinosaurs — we have lived through climate change!
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — That
was a very interesting comment on the dinosaurs from
The Nationals. I will encourage my people to go
searching for them in rocks somewhere out my way in
the south-east.
Today it is an honour to speak on the government’s
annual statement of government intentions. I am going
to concentrate on a couple of things. In this statement
there was a focus on delivering major projects and
events to underpin the growth of the economy and the
importance of providing community facilities, and on
ensuring water supply security through investment in
infrastructure, reforms of the metropolitan water sector
and amendments to the water entitlement regime. I
think it is great that the government has put forward its
agenda for the year so that the public can respond, get
involved and interact on it.
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This is a very important project, as we all know. I have
concerns that the opposition parties are not really
serious about this. With the Liberal Party it is the ‘We
love youse all’ policy — in other words, ‘We are a little
bit green, a little bit business, but we are not really sure
where we are’. After two years of environmental
studies the Liberals are telling the business community,
‘We will put another little hurdle in your way’. I am not
sure whether the business community would appreciate
that, but Liberal members are not really sure whether
they are green or business, they just sort of love
everyone. It is very much like the Jeff Fenech
statement, ‘I love youse all!’. The Greens say, ‘We
think it should be stopped but we need another inquiry
to make sure that we are doing the right thing, so we
will put another hurdle there’. That keeps the Greens
happy for the moment. We can have an all-out embrace
and get love from everyone.
Already we have had $120 million spent on this project
in looking at studies and so forth. You have to wonder
what a standing committee would actually add to the
assessment of the project. It would just be another
hurdle for people to go through. And it seems to me if
you spend more it is like an escape clause for the
Liberal Party members. They say, ‘We are not really
sure where we stand on this; we are all over the place
but we will support everything. Wink, wink; nudge,
nudge. We think it is going all right, and we would like
all your votes’. But at the end of the day they have got
to come down on one side or the other: they either want
the project to go ahead or they do not want it to go
ahead. It is simple. But that is what we have at the
moment.
What have we got from The Nationals?
Mr Robinson — Tell us about The Nationals.

The first major project I want to talk about is channel
deepening. Obviously this will provide a modern, better
port. Larger ships continue to access the port of
Melbourne, which is obviously Australia’s largest
container port. Over about the next 30 years it will
generate about $2 billion in economic benefits and
create about 2000 jobs during the works. Current
estimates are that the cost of the project will be just
under $1 billion, with the state government contributing
about $150 million and port users contributing the rest.
The contribution of this state government will ensure
that the port charges are still lower than those of
Sydney and Brisbane, and port fees on a full
international container will increase from
approximately $31 to approximately $67, and for ships
with a draught of greater than 12.1 metres an extra
5 cents will apply per gross revenue tonne.

Mr DONNELLAN — No comment. They are
hiding at the moment on the channel deepening issue.
Hiding! I am not really sure whether The Nationals are
supporting it or against it. They want another hurdle but
they do not want their exporters in the country to know
what they are doing. I guess they are hoping like mad
that nobody works out what they are up to now that
there is this new coalition, and that is to put another
inquiry up, to delay the project further and to continue
with this silliness.
What are The Nationals supporters, such as the
Victorian Farmers Federation, doing? They are
supporting the project. What are the Liberal supporters,
like the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce
and Industry and the Australian Industry Group and
others, doing? They are supporting the project. It seems
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that the coalition is torn very badly on this one. At the
end of the day a clear and unequivocal statement from
the leaders of the Liberals and The Nationals would not
go astray.
The project has been the subject of enormous
environment effects and supplementary environment
effects statements during more than two years of
investigations. There have been over 40 studies, all of
which have been subject to independent audit. Mick
Bourke, who is the chairman of the Environment
Protection Authority, has been appointed as the
independent environmental monitor to oversee the
project. The protections are in place, and it is difficult to
understand why people want to put further hurdles in its
way. It is very disappointing.
Secondly, I would like to talk about water security.
Members would note that, according to a recent release
from the Minister for Water, Melbourne is now
recycling 65 billion litres of sewage and waste a year,
which is a fifth of all water used. We have reached this
target in the last couple of weeks. It was our intention to
achieve that by 2010, but we got there a lot more
quickly. Further, we are pushing ahead with the
$300 million upgrade of the eastern treatment plant,
which will provide 100 billion litres of recycled water
by 2012. Things are moving along very well; we are
reusing our water.
What is our current policy? Apart from recycling water,
we are looking at the north–south pipeline for the food
bowl project and at the desalination plant. Melbourne
currently uses about 8 per cent of all of Victoria’s
water, which is costed on a per megalitre basis. What
concerns me is that the measurement of water should be
the same all around Victoria, and people should pay for
the water they use. But having discussed this long and
hard with various people in the sector, I have learnt that
there are long and short megalitres. A long megalitre is
1.2 megalitres, while a short one is 1 megalitre. That
sort of measuring goes on. We need to tighten up the
system so that we have equality in measurement and
everybody, whether they are in urban or rural areas,
pays the same. It has to be the same. You should not
have two different measurements for water, but at the
moment that is what we seem to have in places such as
the Murray Goulburn area.
Coalition members seem to have the idea that you can
have urban and rural water. It is as if they think it tastes
different, that it is made up of urban and rural parts and
that somehow or other they can be treated
independently of each other. It is as if the water policy
can somehow or other be varied depending on whether
you are in the city or in the country. I would have
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thought that most people in this house would look for
equality in the way we measure and use water and that
we should not divide urban and rural water users with
this idea that you can have two ministers with different
policies — a bit like their approach to channel
deepening — running all over the place and saying they
love everybody but not really having a policy.
If farmers only had to pay to repair the current Murray
Goulburn irrigation channels, estimates provided by
water users and authorities are that the cost per
megalitre of water would have to rise by 1000 per cent.
My suspicion is that if the issue were left up to the
coalition to deal with, nothing would happen and we
would still have an enormous amount of water being
wasted, whatever the figures may be — and the
member for Rodney would dispute the figures. At the
end of the day I do not accept that in a dry-land country
and in our current state we can afford to waste water.
It seems to be some sort of badge of honour that people
have a right to waste water. I do not think any of us can
afford to waste water. There has been a focus on
ensuring that urban areas use water better, and we have
seen improvements in the way we use water, but for
some reason people have the idea that they have a
God-given right to continue to waste water. We do not
have that idea. At the end of the day the state
government is prepared to put in the infrastructure and
pay for 70 to 80 per cent of the cost to try to minimise
the wasting of water. That is a good thing. The ability
to access those savings for rural, environmental and
urban uses is important and will provide further security
for all. It is a little bit misguided to suggest that,
whatever the figure is, there is a right to waste water. I
do not think most users of water, whether they be
country or urban users, would agree with that.
However, The Nationals think it is all right to do that. I
do not think it is all right to do that.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — While listening to the
last contribution I was reminded of the divisive
them-and-us attitude of this city-centric Brumby Labor
government. It is just incredible that it is taking water
for granted. All city people do is turn on the tap and
they have water, but there are people in country
Victoria who do not have the same access to water.
They do not have water in their tanks, they do not have
town water and they do not have sewerage; they have to
rely on other things. Nevertheless that is not what this
contribution is about, and I shall not waste any more
time on that. No doubt that will be the subject of future
debates in this place.
I would like to thank the Premier for the opportunity to
make a contribution to the debate on his annual
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statement of government intentions. This quite large
document confirms the very well-suspected fact that
regional areas of Victoria are just an annoying blip on
the Premier’s radar of priorities. As I went through the
various pieces of legislation mentioned in the document
I experienced a considerable amount of scepticism as to
how the government will supply the services to country
and regional Victoria, let alone the whole of Victoria. I
take this opportunity to address some of those points.
Let me start off with education reform. It is certainly
listed as a high priority in this paper. The reform of
education, including modernising the curriculum and
tackling the problem of underperforming schools,
means nothing to the teachers, parents or students, who
are our future. Our students are our future leaders and
the future contributors to our economy — to our farms,
to our business and in a whole range of areas. We need
to give them the opportunities to succeed in all areas.
I turn to the delivery of services to Wodonga South
Primary School, a small primary school with in excess
of 400 students. It is a terrific little school with a strong
parent community. The school community has been
fighting for about nine years for the relocation of the
school, which is overcrowded and in a squalid
condition. No student should be expected to learn in
those sorts of conditions. After the last three elections
and promise after promise after promise, nothing has
been delivered. The government rolls out a paper like
this, with all its false expectations for the future, but
delivers nothing to the students and parents for the
future of the Wodonga South Primary School.
Similarly there is the issue of class sizes at Beechworth
Primary School. Students are being shoved into
classrooms like sardines. Students who are not
necessarily performing well and need the extra attention
and students who have the ability to excel are not being
given a fair opportunity to best further their education
and meet their potential. Barnawartha Primary School
is falling to pieces. There are massive cracks in the
building. It has asked for a couple of portables — all it
wants is just a couple of additional portables so that the
students can learn in some comfort — but again that
has been taking place for more than four years.
We are also seeing amalgamations. The previous
Kennett Liberal government is frequently accused of
having closed schools down. In the electorate of
Benambra there was not one single closure during the
Kennett government days. However, we are now seeing
amalgamations. Are they closures by stealth?
Hard-working teachers and parents in the Eskdale and
Mitta Mitta areas are having to consider the closure of
either the Eskdale or Mitta Mitta public schools, which
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has provoked considerable discussion with groups there
that are trying to make that assessment. Hopefully this
government will not take away the capital infrastructure
from either of those schools. The decision has to be the
best for the community, because Mitta Mitta and
Eskdale can grow, given the opportunities of hopefully
a future government installing the infrastructure for
water and sewerage and facilitating better planning
opportunities.
At Corryong amalgamations are also being considered
because of the underresourcing of education services.
However, that might be a positive outlook, because of
the locations of the schools. Hopefully the current
minister will make every attempt to try to address the
situation that Corryong is experiencing at the moment.
I turn to discuss public transport improvements —
heaven forbid! The electorate has lost its trains; we
have no trains. Now you have to catch a bus to travel
between Wodonga and Wangaratta. You pay for a train
ticket, but what do you get for that cost? A half-baked
coach ride! Then you have to take your bags off the
bus, carry them onto the platform, load them on to the
train and hope that the train arrives.
Today’s Age has a leading article on its front page
about secret rail documents. This secretive Brumby
government has failed to maintain rail safety, which is
the reason my electorate does not have a satisfactory
rail service at the moment. Is that being addressed? No.
At Wodonga a ticketing machine is to be installed on
the station platform, but that will not really put the
trains back on the tracks.
A new machine is not going to address the squalid
conditions of the rolling stock, including the urinals
overflowing, or the conditions that the V/Line staff
work in. They are the unfortunate punching bags who
cop so much of the community flak from these issues
and are not treated fairly. They are very strong people,
and I commend them for the hard work they do while
suffering from a lack of resources that this lazy
government has brought about. More so, I commend
the travelling community.
The statement talks about major infrastructure, but
again we have heard nothing about the relocation of the
rail service out of Wodonga, a large regional centre
which has been given no opportunity for growth purely
and simply because of the lack of commitment by this
government to stand up and finally announce the
relocation of the rail line away from the central business
district of Wodonga. We still await the day with hope.
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I would applaud the minister were he to come to
Wodonga with his band and have the Roulettes do a
flyover. With open arms I would welcome all
government members if they came to Wodonga to
make that announcement. I would even dip into my
pocket and shout the beer!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TILLEY — All of you — please, come up to
Wodonga. It would be a great day of celebration, but
while you are there, for Godsakes please just make the
announcement.
Mr Weller — The Benambra bash.
Mr TILLEY — Yes, we will have one of those as
well.
I turn to talk about protecting agriculture. I refer to the
amount, particularly over the last three years, of
blackberries and weeds throughout the state. The
Patterson’s curse weed has been dropped down the list
of noxious weeds list to about no. 96. If you jump into
your car, drive along the highway and come out at a
rural and country area, you would see the large amount
of blackberry, Paterson’s curse and other noxious
weeds and the effect they are having on our forests. The
government is truly the neighbour from hell when it
comes to dealing with the weed infestation that country
and rural Victoria is currently experiencing.
I will take this opportunity to go on about wild dogs. I
welcome the funding that has gone into erecting a wild
dog fence around Tallangatta. I hope it is successful,
but the aerial baiting has not succeeded. The poisons in
the baits were not set at the right dosage. That, in effect,
was a waste of government money. We still have a
problem with wild dogs, but it is not being addressed.
There needs to be a further rollout of aerial baiting
programs. At one time 10 per cent of the Benambra
electorate was given over to sheep, but that is now
down to about 2 per cent. This government has not
provided the farmers with the opportunity to even
consider returning to farming sheep.
I do not have enough time today to talk about national
parks in my electorate. I turn to tell the house about
water in Benambra. The north-south pipeline would be
an absolute disgrace. The big sleeper is the
Murray-Goulburn interconnector. I will wait to see
what additional pressure that will put on the upper
catchment in particular. The electorate of Benambra has
the two large catchments of Lake Hume and — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — It gives me some
pleasure to participate in this debate on the
government’s statement of legislative intentions. I have
to say that virtually every Liberal and Nationals
member who has participated in this debate has referred
to the statement as spin and has bagged it generally.
However, each has taken the opportunity to get up and
make some general comments about government
legislation and comment about what the government is
doing and should not be doing. Each has thus taken the
opportunity that was never afforded the then opposition
back in the days of the Kennett government.
They are entitled to take that opportunity, but I find it
very disappointing that they have not used that
opportunity to talk about what they think should be
done — that is, what they would do if they were in
government. They have come in and had a bit of a
whinge about what we are not doing. The member for
Rodney said we are not spending enough money on
roads, rail or water. Presumably we are not spending
enough money on hospitals, schools and police either,
yet still we are told, ‘But yes, we want lower taxes’.
We are getting a lot of whingeing. They are good at
saying what they do not want. What we are not getting
is any sense of an alternative plan or an alternative
vision, any new ideas or any novel thoughts. That
might be a little bit too much to ask for, but in any case
this is an opportunity for them to get out there. They
can whinge all they like, but at the end of the day the
voters of Victoria will have to go into the next election
to decide whether this plethora of whingers is
something that they want to accept as an alternative for
government.
The government has put forward a variety of legislative
initiatives for the course of this year. The Minister for
Consumer Affairs is present in the chamber and one
such initiative deals with lemon laws. These are things
that were never taken on under the previous
government. There are some significant improvements
in public safety, streamlining the police, creating a new
Victoria Police act to replace the anachronistic Police
Regulation Act and also some amendments to enhance
the effectiveness of the Office of Police Integrity (OPI).
However, one idea that does keep coming through, if
there is any sort of initiative being put forward by the
Liberal Party and The Nationals, is the proposal for an
ICAC, an independent commission against corruption.
The opposition parties have come to this point via a
royal commission, which was the first thing they
wanted. They wanted a royal commission into the
Victoria Police on the premise that all our police were
corrupt and we needed to have a royal commission to
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go through them like a dose of salts. They found that
that was not particularly popular with the police nor
was it particularly popular with the people of Victoria.
They then had this idea that maybe we should have a
crime commission, but they then moved away from
that. We then had the proposal for an independent
judicial inquiry and a police integrity commission, and
now we have this proposal for an ICAC.
It all came from the exposure of some corruption within
Victoria Police, which Victoria Police itself had been
quite proactive in nutting out, but we certainly do need
enhanced powers to oversight police. Police have a
special role in the community, and we need to have a
very powerful agency there to oversight and determine
whether that power is being abused. The OPI has all of
the powers of any royal commission — of any such
body in Australia and then some. It is an extremely
potent body. We have heard some suggestions that it is
not independent. It is totally independent of the Victoria
Police, and its findings are reported back through this
Parliament. It is a totally independent agency with all of
the powers that you could possibly imbue such an
agency with.
We then get the argument that it is not able to
investigate politicians or public officials. As I say, we
have a number of agencies in this state. We have the
Office of Police Integrity to oversight Victoria Police.
We have the Auditor-General and the Ombudsman to
look at non-criminal official misconduct, but if there are
matters of a criminal nature that are not relating to
police themselves, which is the responsibility of the
OPI, then what is the responsibility of the Victoria
Police? It is its job to investigate criminal misconduct,
whether it be by public officials, politicians, property
developers or anybody in the private sector or anybody
in the community. That is the proper role of Victoria
Police.
It is a role that members of the opposition, it seems to
me, want to subvert. They did not want an ICAC
between 1992 and 1999 when we had the dodgiest,
perhaps the most corrupt, government since the days of
Tommy Bent. They did not want an ICAC then. There
is absolutely nothing around at the moment that would
suggest that there is a case for having an ICAC, yet
opposition members still want to create a new
bureaucracy. I really have to ask: for what purpose? I
think it is a valid thing to say, ‘Let us have a look at the
Ombudsman, the Auditor-General and the Victoria
Police. Do they have the power to investigate the sorts
of things we want them to investigate from time to
time? Do they have appropriate powers? Do they have
appropriate resources?’.
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That is a very valid debate to have. But I really cannot
see the point of coming in here and saying we need to
create a new bureaucracy, which is going to divert
resources that would otherwise be applied to the
agencies that are already there, to investigate the sorts
of things that the opposition is talking about, because
that is going to divert resources from the police, the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General for the creation
of another bureaucracy. Victoria Police has the proper
role of investigating criminal misconduct and criminal
corruption at any level, and that is appropriately where
those sorts of power should reside. The creation of
another bureaucracy would be a total distraction.
Why does the opposition want to emulate New South
Wales, which has agencies falling over each other? It
has not only the New South Wales police, the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General in New South
Wales, but it also has a police integrity commission, a
crime commission and an ICAC. They are falling over
themselves with the duplication of work, the
duplication of investigations and the duplication of
jurisdictional disputes. We do not need that sort of
nonsense here. As I say, we have some very good
agencies here already that cover all of the areas that
need to be covered.
It is a valid argument to ask whether those agencies
have appropriate powers to do the job that we expect
them to do, but members opposite should not
continually roll out this rubbish about an ICAC unless
they have evidence to suggest there is a need for some
sort of full-time body that would not be spending most
of its time on fishing expeditions. If members opposite
have any suggestions about criminal corruption or
criminal misconduct, they should make a complaint to
Victoria Police and let its officers investigate it. If they
have none, then they should shut up. They should stop
whingeing about it. If they make a complaint to the
police and the police say they do not have the powers or
the resources to investigate it properly, they can then go
to the government and those matters would be looked
at.
I think it is appropriate to have a discussion about
whether agencies have appropriate powers and
appropriate resources to investigate these matters, but to
continually come in here and say that we need another
bureaucracy or another agency is a total waste of
government resources. It detracts from the work done
by Victoria Police, and it will achieve nothing else
other than the diversion of resources from the police
force and the other agencies, the Ombudsman and the
Auditor-General, in the work they are already doing. I
have yet to hear a single compelling argument for why
we need a new bureaucracy. The issue is not about
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bureaucracies; it is about power and resources, and that
is a valid debate to have. But a new bureaucracy —
who needs one?
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is a great
pleasure to be given the opportunity to make a
contribution in reply to the annual statement of
government intentions for 2008. It concerns me that the
current Labor government has made so many empty
promises to Victorians. It has covered up the real
situation on so many occasions — to the point that I do
not really think its members and the bureaucrats know
what is fact or fiction. Never mind making promises to
deliver in 2008; what about what should have been
delivered in 2007, 2006 and 2005 — commitments we
are still waiting to see delivered?
The fact is that this document lacks any real substance
and ignores some of the critical needs of country
Victorians, in particular those living in Narracan. The
Brumby government has unprecedented levels of
income via GST, land tax, stamp duty, speeding fines
and gambling revenue, and yet we are still seeing our
country communities struggling to cope with the
non-delivery of services in health, education, policing,
public transport, children’s services and roads. We are
still seeing the constant cost shifting from state
government to local government. We are still burdened
with city-centric planning decisions that are frustrating
country communities, shires, small business and
investment in infrastructure. The Brumby government’s
income has increased by a whopping 84 per cent since
1999. We have not seen increases in expenditure in any
of the major areas of government responsibility by
anywhere near this amount. So where is the money
going?
Let me take the house through just a few of the
subheadings in the document covering areas that the
government has neglected in the past and where it is
now attempting to airbrush a new picture with spin and
deceit. I refer to ‘Public health and wellbeing’ — and it
is great to see that the Minister for Health is in the
chamber at this time. As I have mentioned before in this
chamber, in health the West Gippsland Healthcare
Group continues to struggle with constantly increasing
demand — I know the Minister for Health is aware of
this, and I remind him again — and an emergency
department that is too small and is battling with an
increase in the number of mental health presentations,
which often put the safety of patients and staff at risk.
The tremendous dedication and hard work of staff at the
West Gippsland Healthcare Group is being taken for
granted by this government as it continues to ignore
these problems. Once again the community of Baw
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Baw shire has bailed out the Brumby government by
providing funds through bequests that have enabled the
West Gippsland Healthcare Group board of
management to plan for the future and purchase a
greenfield site for the future needs of health as the
population continues to grow in the area. This is yet
another example of country communities and country
families not being prepared to let the future health and
wellbeing of their community suffer because of
government inaction and lack of foresight. The very
least the Brumby government can do now is provide
funding for the review of the West Gippsland
Healthcare Group master plan, which I have called on
the Minister for Health to provide; I take this
opportunity to repeat that request.
In Narracan — indeed right throughout Gippsland —
the availability of accommodation for those living with
a disability or mental illness is so short in supply that,
based on the national average, 92 per cent of those
persons with a severe or profound disability may not be
receiving an accommodation support service. That is a
disgraceful indictment of a government which is awash
with a record income but which continues to ignore our
most vulnerable.
And, guess what, the amazing community of Baw Baw
shire is preparing to again dig deep to bail out this lazy
Brumby government. There is a project on the drawing
board for a group under the banner of the Baw Baw
community housing group to construct a two-unit
supported accommodation facility funded completely
by the Gippsland community and the Baw Baw shire.
They are sick of waiting for this government to honour
its responsibilities.
Under the subheadings of ‘An integrated approach to
transport’, ‘Major transport projects’, ‘Road safety
legislation’ and ‘Rail access legislation’, I am not sure
the government understands the meaning of the word
‘integrated’; and if it does, it certainly does not
demonstrate it. If you look it up in a dictionary you see
that it means ‘a combined and coordinated approach to
provide a harmonious whole’. The definition talks
about having and including all people as equals in the
consultation process.
But moving on from that, how can the government
move forward and talk about road safety and rail access
when we have level crossings on the fast — or, rather,
the ‘farce’ — rail line that do not have boom gates? A
level crossing in my electorate has been neglected
purely because it would cost too much to fix. How
much value do we put on life? Or is it that the electorate
of Narracan is just like the south-western coast of
Victoria? Are we just too far away? Even a near-miss
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accident is not enough for the government to act. I have
photos of a car that was hit by a train late last year at the
Lardners Track level crossing. The young male driver
was extremely lucky to escape serious injury. You
would expect that a near-miss warning would prompt
some action from the minister. But I am still waiting for
a response — some four months after calling on the
minister to take action on this issue.

by the government, except for putting school principals
and school committees through absolute hell as they are
expected to develop a very detailed plan which justifies
their need for a redevelopment of their facilities. The
government made election promises to these school
communities, and now it has implemented a process
that effectively stalls the delivery of that pre-election
commitment.

The Yarragon community has been calling out for years
for something to be done at an intersection in the
middle of town. I have raised it before in this
Parliament and I will raise it again. Three young lives
were tragically lost at that intersection last year. There
is a simple solution for the intersection, with a turning
lane and turning arrows required. My pleading has not
had a response from the minister. These are just some
examples of neglect by the government in my electorate
of Narracan, but I am sure it is statewide.

On the topic of education, I know many other members
of this house have expressed the desperate need for
funding assistance in kindergartens, not to mention
every other facet of education. I know I have been very
critical of this government, but it is my job to advocate
on behalf of my electorate and to try to focus the
Brumby government’s attention beyond the tram tracks
of Melbourne. However, I would like to acknowledge
the assistance I have received from the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development on two
issues relating to funding for children’s services.

In its document the government talks about Victoria
Police and making our community safer. I really
wonder about this government’s interpretation of
‘safer’. In Narracan we have three medium-sized
towns — Neerim South, Trafalgar and Drouin — and
only a 16-hour police availability. These are growing
towns with new subdivisions opening up, and many
young people are moving in to raise their families in
what has always been a very healthy and safe
environment. The government has no intention of
maintaining the safety of these communities as police
resources become more stretched. To top it all off, the
government is going to sell off the police residences in
Drouin and Trafalgar. Restricted police availability and
reduced police presence will not make our communities
safer, and so the Brumby government’s spin and deceit
goes on.
The statement by the Premier on Victoria’s financial
position is also worthy of comment, as he says, ‘The
government has delivered sound financial management
through responsible budgets, and continuing surpluses
are forecast’. The government has lined its pockets with
$400 million in police fines and more than $57 billion
from the GST since it was introduced. These figures
were current last year; I am sure they have increased
since then. In 2006–07 alone the government collected
$890 million from land taxes. As I mentioned earlier,
this government has record income, unprecedented
revenue flowing into government coffers,
unprecedented power in government, but services are
still not being delivered. So of course there will be
continuing surpluses!
I have schools that were promised funding and
nothing — absolutely nothing — has been done about it

The Brown family of Yarragon have a son, Malachy,
desperately in need and deserving of an aide at
kindergarten. Last year the Department of Human
Services would provide only 4 hours per week; the
local Bendigo Bank and kinder committee raised funds
to give Malachy more time at kinder. Thanks to the
intervention of the minister, Malachy is receiving
10 hours per week of aide support this year. This will
make a huge difference to Malachy’s kinder
experience, and the peace of mind it has given his
parents and the kinder staff is immeasurable.
The Brumby government has lost control of a number
of its departments. It desperately needs to rein them
back in and refocus their attention on service delivery,
which is their primary responsibility. In summary, I
remind the Premier that it is one thing to talk about the
government’s intentions, it is very much another to
deliver them. The Brumby government is very good at
being divisive, taking people in country communities
for granted and not delivering on its promises. This
glossy document will do nothing to change that.
Talking about being inclusive and consultative will not
fool the people of Victoria. Only action in the form of
genuine improvements in service delivery, a change of
attitude among government bureaucrats and a review of
the current culture of non-service delivery in some
departments will restore the confidence of Victorians in
the Brumby government.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I am very pleased to speak on
this, the inaugural annual statement of government
intentions. I would like to take this opportunity to
congratulate the Premier on this unique document
which outlines the Brumby government’s agenda for
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this year. It gives Victorian people an opportunity to
view this government’s goals and to increase the
accountability of government in Victoria by laying the
government’s intentions on the line for all to see. You
would think that the opposition would be happy with
this as it can now get at least some idea of how to
govern this great state. But no, as usual members
opposite whinge and whine about the government’s
transparency and accountability to the Victorian people.
Anyway, that is their prerogative.
I believe firmly that education is the foundation of a
strong and prosperous community and state. This
government has made huge inroads into bettering our
education system in Victoria by rebuilding the
infrastructure so badly neglected by the previous
government, and further improving learning
opportunities in government schools.
Speaking of education, the opposition cannot be trusted
when it comes to the public education system. I say that
because the shadow minister for finance and a member
for South Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, who was previously the assistant shadow
Treasurer, made a Freudian slip in a recent interview on
a local radio station in Geelong, Pulse FM. He was
whingeing about this government’s spending on the
public sector and saying that we should stop spending
money on the public sector. I would like to put it on the
public record — I have his quote through transcripts.
This is the shadow minister for finance of the coalition,
who said:
… we don’t see the benefit of this spending. A lot of it has
gone into the public sector — enormous growth in the public
sector in the last seven years, and the point is the government
will get up and say they are spending more money on nurses,
teachers et cetera but the people — the Victorian
population — aren’t seeing the benefits from it.

He went on to say that this investment is a waste. This
is the shadow minister for finance of the coalition! To
me this is code for, ‘Watch out. If we get into
government, we are going to slash the public sector’.
But wait, there is more. The day after the shadow
minister for finance made these comments the Leader
of the Opposition said on the same radio station that the
government should spend more. To that I would use the
phrase Rove McManus uses on Rove Live — what the?
Either the opposition leader or the shadow minister for
finance is not being frank with the Victorian people, or
they have totally stuffed it up and not communicated
with each other on a consistent line. I wonder which it
is.
That is why I say you cannot trust the coalition when it
comes to education. I want the coalition to tell that to
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the thousands of extra teachers and staff in public
schools and all of the students and parents who benefit
from that investment. I want the coalition to tell it to the
thousands of extra nurses in the public hospital system
and all the patients who benefit from that investment. I
want the coalition to tell the 1400 extra police who have
been put back into the system that if it eventually gets
back into government they had better watch out.
We on this side of the house are proud of our track
record when it comes to the public sector. In total
contrast, we have put our money where our mouth is
and have invested in our kids and their education. We
understand that the system must continue to adapt to
meet the expectations of Victorians and to improve any
deficiencies.
That is why I was pleased to read that the first cab off
the rank in the annual statement of government
intentions was titled ‘Delivering an integrated approach
to education’. The heading ‘Further reform of
education’ is designed to deal with the matters that are
not necessarily focused on legislation but the
day-to-day running of schools with a view to improving
the outcomes of schools for their students.
‘Public health and wellbeing’ is the heading for the first
major reform of the Health Act in 50 years. I see the
Minister for Health is sitting at the table. I congratulate
him on the way he conducts his portfolio. He is doing a
tremendous job, and I really congratulate him on the
way he is handling a very difficult portfolio. Public
health is an area that was totally neglected by the
Kennett government. It has been shown to be a
challenging arena, but one which this government has
been largely successful in. Under our government new
hospitals have been built, and to a certain extent
services have been restored. We always say that there is
more to be done. That is why the Victorian community
has trusted us on the last three occasions, because we
have actually delivered on many of the things that we
said we would deliver on.
Mr Herbert — And more.
Mr EREN — And more. And we maintain that
there is more to be done. In my home town of Geelong
the Geelong Hospital emergency department is
benefiting from a — —
Mr Andrews — A big project.
Mr EREN — It is a big project, Minister.
Mr Andrews — Going great guns.
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Mr EREN — It is going great, and we are very
appreciative of that funding.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Rail: safety report
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the latest leaked
confidential government report entitled Public
Transport Safety Victoria, which highlights that after
seven years of Labor government:
… improvements in number of fatalities due to serious train
collision derailments and trespass are still to be achieved.

It further states:
No improvement has been observed in the number of train
collisions.

When the former Minister for Transport told this
chamber only eight weeks after the report’s completion
date:
We are leading the way in national rail safety —

why was the minister not telling the truth?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Of course the
background to the Leader of the Opposition’s question
is the run-down of rail infrastructure which occurred in
the 1990s. So I think that is an important backdrop to
the Leader of the Opposition’s question. What we saw
in the 1990s was — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will not
debate the question.
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two years. In 2007–08 we will upgrade a further
46 crossings as part of the regular program. In addition
to this, $33.2 million is being spent as part of the level
crossing safety package, and that will provide for the
installation of rumble strips at 200 level crossings and
automated advance warning signs at 53 crossings.
Compared with the investment that occurred in the
1990s this is a massive increase in investment in our
system.
In addition, in April 2006 the Rail Safety Act was
passed, which enhanced the role of Public Transport
Safety Victoria to make it the state’s independent public
transport safety regulator. The regulator has the power
to take any action or make any decision to ensure safety
across the rail network and is independent of the
government of the day. On top of that, as I have said,
we have invested $133.8 million to buy back the
network which the Liberal Party and The Nationals sold
off — it was part of the sell-off by The Nationals.
In addition to that we are putting $73 million into the
Mildura rail corridor upgrade. In addition to all of that
we have cut V/Line fares by 20 per cent, and we have
brought forward $38 million to purchase eight new
V/Locity carriages on top of the 14 already on order,
which means that by the end of 2009 there will be
22 more carriages in operation. These are all of the
initiatives which have been put in place by our
government as we have had to reinvest to buy back and
to invest for the future following the failures of the
Liberal and National parties in the 1990s.

Gaming: problem gambling
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I refer to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
Premier detail to the house any initiatives that the
Victorian government is taking to combat problem
gambling?

Mr BRUMBY — I am not debating the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Polwarth.
Mr BRUMBY — And of course in country areas
we saw the system sold off. It has been our
government, the Labor government, which has brought
back the country rail freight network in Victoria, and it
is the Labor government which has been busy
reinvesting in the infrastructure of the state. We have
improved infrastructure at 153 level crossings in the last

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I am pleased to advise
the house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member for
Malvern would like to ask a question, he should do so
at the appropriate time and not by way of interjection. I
ask the member for Hastings to stop interjecting in that
manner.
Mr BRUMBY — I am pleased to advise the house
that in the context of the forthcoming industry structure
arrangements for gaming, wagering and Keno — which
of course have yet to be announced by the
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government — the government has decided that as part
of the new industry structure going forward, we will be
removing automatic teller machines (ATMs) from all
gaming venues post 2012.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — From the venues.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest again to the
member for Malvern that he conduct himself in a more
appropriate manner. I ask the member for Bass to also
behave in an appropriate manner.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is not an
opportunity for the member for South-West Coast to
start interjecting. I warn him that I will not have that
behaviour.
Mr BRUMBY — In 2006 we announced the
best-funded policy on problem gambling anywhere in
Australia — a $132 million policy called Taking Action
on Problem Gambling. Since we have been in
government we have rolled out more measures to tackle
problem gambling than any other government in
Australia. We have introduced caps on gaming
machines in 19 vulnerable communities. We have
eliminated 24-hour gaming venues outside the casino.
There was a raft of them that we inherited from the
former government, and we cleaned that up.
We have banned smoking in gaming machine areas, we
have banned auto-play facilities and we have put a
freeze on spin rates. We have limited access to cash via
ATM and electronic funds transfer point of sale
facilities in gaming venues. We have restricted gaming
venue signage, and we have banned gaming machine
advertising. We have introduced a social and economic
impact assessment of applications for more machines.
We have launched the ‘Think of what you’re really
gambling with’ community education campaign. We
have of course required hotel and club gaming machine
winnings in excess of $1000 to be paid by cheque.
On Monday this week I met with the Prime Minister to
discuss a range of issues including the Council of
Australian Governments and the new industry
structures to be put in place in Victoria. I indicated to
the Prime Minister that we would be taking action in
relation to ATMs in gaming machine venues as part of
the new structure arrangements.
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I welcome the comments which have been made by the
Prime Minister today. The federal government has of
course a number of constitutional powers in relation to
this matter, particularly in relation to the Banking Act.
We look forward to working with the national Rudd
government when implementing these measures. For
my part, I believe that the initiative I announced
today — which, I might say, follows wide-ranging
consultations undertaken by the Minister for
Gaming — —
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the Leader
of the Opposition that there will be an appropriate time
for him to ask a question of the Premier, but that
interjections are not appropriate.
Mr BRUMBY — The initiative which has been
announced today follows wide-ranging consultations by
the Minister for Gaming. I believe that it is a positive
measure. I believe it builds on top of the measures we
have put in place to date. I believe that as a part of the
new industry structure going forward, it will put an
even stronger focus on the area of problem gambling.

Health professionals: ministerial review
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer to the fact
that the minister has received another secret report,
entitled Ministerial Review of Victorian Public Health
Medical Staff, which finds, amongst other things, that a
significant reduction in bed numbers and extremely
high occupancy rates — sometimes in excess of
100 per cent — is causing considerable stress on the
health system. Why has the minister kept this
embarrassing report a secret, and what else is the
government hiding from Victorians?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I cannot
be sure, but I think the Leader of The Nationals is
referring to the review of the medical workforce
commissioned by my predecessor, who is now the
Minister for Education. That review was part of the last
enterprise bargaining process between the government
or employers and the Australian Medical Association
on behalf of hospital doctors right across the public
hospital system.
That review is entering its final stages. I will make
announcements in due course. There will be a
government response — oddly enough from the
government! — in relation to these matters. As usual,
those opposite will be nothing more than spectators.
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Aboriginals: native title
Mr HAERMEYER (Kororoit) — My question is to
the Attorney-General. I ask him to update the house on
recent developments in relation to native title.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. Members will be
aware of the very positive response of the Australian
community to the recent bipartisan apology to the
stolen generations. It is an apology that the former
Prime Minister still seems to be fighting. Nonetheless, I
think this bipartisan apology provides us with a very
significant springboard to resolve native title claims in
Victoria. As members know, Victoria has been
responding to native title claims in this state for over
10 years. In the 1990s the former Kennett government
litigated claims brought by the state’s traditional
owners. This, as we all know, proved to be very
expensive and indeed incredibly damaging, I might say,
to reconciliation.
The Labor government has sought to overcome this
damaging approach by mediating with traditional
owners. However, mediating each claim in isolation is
certainly a very slow and, can I say, inefficient process.
This has been recognised by the new commonwealth
Attorney-General, who recently said in a speech that
was reported fairly widely that ‘there has never been a
more pressing need for a new way of thinking in
relation to native title’. The comments of the federal
Attorney-General were, according to some newspaper
reports, warmly welcomed by many, including I might
say by the former Liberal Aboriginal affairs minister,
Fred Cheney.
Today I am very pleased to advise the house that the
Victorian government is embarking upon a new way of
dealing with native title claims in this state. We as a
government, in conjunction with the traditional
Aboriginal owners, will develop an improved system
for resolving native title claims in Victoria. Such
claims, as we know, relate to Crown land only; they do
not relate to private property.
I am pleased to advise the house that Professor Mick
Dodson has been invited to be the independent chair of
a steering committee comprising representatives of the
traditional owners and also the state government. The
committee that he will chair will seek to develop a
framework for resolving native title claims proactively
and innovatively. As most members of this house
would know, Professor Dodson’s skills and experience
will certainly provide the momentum to drive a positive
outcome for all parties and all stakeholders in relation
to native title on these matters.
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The native title framework that will be developed will
certainly enable the state government to negotiate with
traditional owner groups outside the strictures of the
court. The traditional owners of course will still need to
prove their connection with the land claimed, but this
new approach will streamline the process — it will
ensure that we get consistent outcomes in relation to
native title. I believe it will also ensure that we have
durable resolutions which deliver certainty and cost
savings to the state and meet the interests and the
aspirations of traditional owners. This is a new way
forward, and I certainly welcome the appointment of
Mick Dodson to chair this very important committee.

Health professionals: industrial action
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
comments by Kathy Jackson, the national secretary of
the Health Services Union of Australia, who told
radio 3AW this morning that it was the arrogance of the
Brumby government that had caused the escalation of
the industrial dispute over health professionals, and I
ask: is it not a fact that in the December 2007 quarter,
86 per cent of all industrial disputes in Australia were in
Victoria — the highest such figure in 22 years?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — There were two
questions asked by the Leader of the Opposition, and
the first was in relation to the dispute with the Health
Services Union of Australia. In relation to that matter I
can advise the Leader of the Opposition and the house
that the Department of Human Services will today
lodge an application with the industrial relations
commission to terminate the bargaining period. We
hope that that matter will be heard tomorrow, or at the
latest on Monday, to terminate the bargaining period.
We would then want to sit down with the union, as I
said yesterday, to negotiate an agreement going
forward.
In relation more generally to the industrial disputes, the
Leader of the Opposition was a proud and patriotic
supporter of WorkChoices.
An honourable member — He was a zealot!
Mr BRUMBY — He was a zealot. In terms of
industrial disputes in this state last year, most of those
were in the context of a federal election and unions in
this state exercising their rights to campaign against
WorkChoices — they did it successfully — which is
now being abolished by the Rudd government.
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Public transport: government initiatives
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the government
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the minister
outline how recent public transport initiatives have been
received and how Victoria is leading the way on public
transport?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Keilor for his question and for his
strong interest in public transport. As I mentioned in the
house earlier this week, our Early Bird proposal has
been very successful, and it has actually been very well
received in Victoria. We have seen that by the number
of people who have taken up the opportunity to use the
Early Bird services during the trial.
We know that the Herald Sun of 8 March described the
Early Bird idea as ‘a commendable step in the right
direction’, but it is not only Victorians who believe this
is a great initiative or idea. In New South Wales Jim
Donovan from the lobby group Action for Public
Transport said, ‘It is a good idea’. It is true that there is
further interest in this initiative in the second capital of
Australia. I was on Sydney radio yesterday, and the
proposal actually received very lavish praise.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should not
have to raise her voice to be heard in the chamber. I ask
members to show some respect and to control
themselves.
Ms KOSKY — Sydney radio yesterday heaped
lavish praise on the Early Bird proposal and was
actually promoting it as something that should be put in
place in Sydney.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Kororoit! The member tor Warrandyte is warned. I will
not have interjections in that manner.
Ms KOSKY — The New South Wales Minister for
Transport, John Watkins, appeared on the same
program after me and indicated that his government
was prepared to consider following our lead. But I have
to say that the New South Wales Liberal leader actually
went much further in his praise. Barry O’Farrell said,
‘What’s happening in Victoria is a great idea’. The
Sydney Morning Herald was also very supportive of
what we are doing. You now have to go north of the
Murray to get a Liberal leader who knows a good idea
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when they see it, and the Liberal leader in New South
Wales certainly does that. He is very keen to support
this proposal.
I am also very pleased to report to the house another
initiative that we have put in place. A proposal was
announced late last year by the Brumby government to
look at a bus service — the 401 bus — from North
Melbourne station to the university precinct, and that
service has been put in place. It commenced only last
week, and it has been an incredible success. Just
yesterday 1800 people used this new route, which is an
increase on the 1300 who used it last Thursday, and the
service is less than two weeks old. The 401 saves time
for commuters.
Ms Asher interjected.
Ms KOSKY — The Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party says it is a joke. There are 1800 people who think
it is not a joke and are very supportive of this initiative.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister knows
better than to respond to interjections. I ask the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to stop interjecting across the
table.
Ms KOSKY — The 401 is saving time for
commuters and is delivering greater comfort to those
passengers on the train and tram networks by easing
congestion across the system. Eighteen hundred people
is the equivalent of more than two six-car train sets, so
it is making a huge difference. People have responded
overwhelmingly to this initiative. They are voting with
their feet — and we are prepared for and are very
pleased to be supporting them.
Along with the new timetable that was introduced last
year, the 18 trains that are on order, the Early Bird
system that has been put in place and the new bus and
other initiatives we are putting in place mean that
Victoria remains the best place to live, work and
transport a family.

Anticorruption commission: establishment
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
release today of the Ombudsman’s reports into conflicts
of interest in the public sector and local government,
which found, amongst other things, that there is
inadequate management of conflict of interest, that
there are unsatisfactory levels of accountability and that
many councils have practices that allow opportunities
for corrupt conduct.
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Given it is that style of conduct which has been
investigated by independent crime commissions in New
South Wales, Queensland and Western Australia, why
does Victoria not have an independent investigative
body of similar standing?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — The reports were tabled
this morning, and one thing is made very clear in those
reports: in relation to the report on local government,
the Ombudsman did not find any evidence of
corruption — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — That is what the report says —
‘no evidence’. Nor did he ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Premier
not to interject in that manner. I remind members that
the moment the Chair stands is the moment members
should cease any discussion.
Mr BRUMBY — The report on local government
makes it very clear that the Ombudsman did not find
evidence of corruption — and he did not ask for extra
powers to investigate local government. The
recommendations that he has made are positive
recommendations — we welcome his report — and
they will be implemented. They build on a whole raft of
measures that our government has put in place since
2004 in relation to local government.
In relation to the public sector inquiry, it is important to
note again that the Ombudsman has investigated those
matters and made recommendations. We accept the
recommendations, and they will be implemented. But
the point is that he has the powers to undertake those
investigations and those are the powers he has used.
The Ombudsman has all of the powers and all of the
resources which are necessary and required for him to
investigate issues of misconduct in the Victorian public
sector. T is what he has done, and that is why we have
got this report — and that is why I noticed it was the
Leader of The Nationals instead of the Leader of the
Opposition who asked this question today.
The Ombudsman reports to Parliament. He has the
powers that he requires to investigate all of these
matters in relation to public administration — he has
confirmed that he has all of the powers that he needs —
and he has made two valuable reports to the Parliament.
He has made numerous recommendations, and all of
them will be implemented by our government.
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Aged care: regional and rural Victoria
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Senior Victorians. I refer the minister
to the government’s commitment to make Victoria the
best place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask:
can the minister outline to the house what measures the
government is taking to improve aged-care facilities in
rural and regional Victoria?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Senior Victorians) — I
thank the member for Ballarat East for his question and
for his interest in services for older people in rural and
regional Victoria. The Brumby government believes
every Victorian deserves a decent place to live, and that
is especially important for senior Victorians. That
means ensuring for those senior Victorians who can no
longer live at home that we have high-quality aged-care
facilities available right across the state, whether in the
city or in our rural and regional communities. Because,
unlike the cobbled-together coalition, we govern for the
whole of the state. Labor recognises the value of public
sector aged-care facilities, which is why since 1999 we
have injected more than $420 million into the
upgrading of 45 state aged-care facilities. We are proud
to say that of those 45 upgrades, 42 have occurred in
rural and regional communities. To put that in context,
that represents over 1800 senior Victorians who have a
decent home to live in thanks to the Labor government.
Of course there is always more to do. The Brumby
government is taking action now to plan for the growth
in demand for aged care, which is a direct result of the
ageing of the population. As we speak today, the
Brumby government is undertaking six residential
aged-care capital projects across Victoria in
communities like Warracknabeal, Casey, Rochester,
Grovedale and Leongatha. That is a mixture of
upgraded and additional beds — a stark contrast to the
bed closures in Bairnsdale, Paynesville, Warrnambool
and Mildura that occurred under the previous coalition
government. Those six projects represents a staggering
$131 million investment. Of course it means jobs in the
construction industry and more employment in regional
Victoria. Importantly it also means an extra 354 beds
for senior Victorians are currently under development
by the Brumby government.
In the election campaign Labor promised to upgrade
residential care facilities in Nathalia. The member for
Rodney will be pleased to hear that we are delivering
on that commitment. Today I am announcing that we
have awarded a construction contract to a Victorian
company, Hansen Yuncken, to develop this new
$18 million aged-care facility. This redevelopment will
provide an emergency stabilisation area, primary-care
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facilities and a general practice clinic as well as a
20-bed aged-care facility.
Construction starts next month and it is expected that
the new facility will be open next year. This
$18 million investment is a tremendous show of
confidence in public sector aged care and of course in
the community of Nathalia. It is much better than the
plan to privatise 1800-state owned nursing and hostel
beds which the coalition planned to undertake when it
was last in government. The Brumby government will
continue to make these investments to deliver on its
election commitments and to boost the quality of
residential aged care for the benefit of Victoria’s senior
citizens.

Drugs: treatment programs
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — My question
is to the Minister for Mental Health with responsibility
for drug services. I refer the minister to her admission
that the government has cut 66 drug treatment beds,
resulting in a massive blow-out of waiting times, and I
ask: given that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Eltham.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — And I ask: given that at
least three people from the minister’s own region of
Geelong have died of drug-related causes while waiting
up to five months for a drug treatment bed, how does
the minister justify to the families of the deceased the
government’s drug-bed closure policy?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
thank the member for Doncaster for her question. Drug
and alcohol abuse ruins lives, communities and
families. This requires a whole-of-community response.
It requires all of us to work together to ensure there are
supports and services available and strong prevention
and education messages out in the community to
prevent our young people taking up drugs.
This government is acutely aware of the damage that
drugs and alcohol can do in our community. During the
time that we have been in government we have
continued to invest significantly in drug and alcohol
treatment services. We have doubled the number of
drug treatment beds. Counselling and residential
treatment times have come down significantly. We
have reduced it, in some cases, particularly for youth
residential treatment and counselling, to less than one
day. This is a program that we are proud of, but of
course we know we need to continue to do more.
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We know that there are risk factors, that there is
growing evidence of alcohol abuse and that there is
growing evidence of drug abuse, particularly
amphetamines and cannabis use. The government is
working with the community — and that is what it is
about — to ensure that we have services in place to
reduce the risks and harms associated with drugs and
alcohol. We will continue to invest in treatment, we
will continue to invest in counselling, and we will
continue to invest in a prevention and education
campaign to protect particularly our young people who
are at risk of taking up drugs and abusing alcohol. We
are committed to working with the community and
families to reduce the harms from and costs of drugs
and alcohol in our community.

Migrants: Global Skills for Provincial Victoria
program
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation. I refer
to the government’s commitment to make Victoria the
best place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask:
what action is the government taking to attract more
skilled migrants to rural and regional Victoria?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Skills and Workforce
Participation) — I thank the member for Macedon for
her question. If we look around provincial Victoria
today we can see that as a result of the Brumby Labor
government’s investment in infrastructure and support
for regional communities provincial Victoria has had a
dramatic turnaround from an era when services were
slashed and infrastructure was lost. As we have heard a
number of times already this week, people were leaving
Victoria in droves. But today provincial Victoria is
experiencing an era of unprecedented growth. You just
have to look at today’s unemployment figures —
4.1 per cent is the unemployment rate today in Victoria,
the lowest since 1978. That is a very strong record, and
provincial Victoria has been able to share in this
growth. We have seen population growth in provincial
Victoria at 3.8 per cent. We have seen the creation of
132 000 additional jobs over the life of this Labor
government. We have even seen growth in the number
of excuses from The Nationals for selling out country
Victoria.
This growth presents some great challenges and great
opportunities. We have some particular challenges in
the area of skill shortages. Alongside this government’s
record $7.3 billion investment in education and
training, it has also worked very hard to attract more
skilled migrants to our state. Since 2003 we have
invested $22 million in this government’s skilled
migration program. The program includes the
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$15 million Global Skills for Victoria strategy, which
was launched by the Premier just last October. We
know that skilled migrants, be they doctors, nurses,
pilots or engineers, are important in filling in where
there are skill shortages and skilled job vacancies in
provincial areas. They generate economic growth, but
they also contribute to the vibrancy and diversity of our
regional communities.

program that is perhaps a little bit beyond our reach,
and that is the one that the federal shadow minister Joe
Hockey has identified for The Nationals — that they
have lost their unique association with the country. This
government will continue to work with regional and
rural Victoria to make it the best place to live, to work,
to invest in and to migrate to.

Victoria leads the nation in attracting skilled migrants.
When we came to office we were attracting around
17.5 per cent of Australia’s skilled migrants. Today it is
at 27 per cent, and we want it to go even higher. We
have set ourselves a target of 28.5 per cent by 2011. To
achieve this sort of growth, over the last eight years we
have had to put in place a range of initiatives. We put in
place a dedicated fund to work with provincial
communities to help them attract migrants and their
families to our regional parts of the state. This fund has
been copied by other states. We also established our
Living Victoria website, another initiative that has been
copied and adopted by all states.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS

But there is more to do, and that is why as part of our
$3.96 million Global Skills for Provincial Victoria
strategy — a strategy whereby, as I said earlier, we
work in partnership with local communities and
regional employers — I am very pleased to announce
that a range of councils will share in that $3.96 million
in funding to put in place local strategies to attract
skilled migrants to and retain them in their regions. The
local government areas of Bendigo, Horsham, Ararat,
Wodonga, Warrnambool, Wangaratta, Mildura, Swan
Hill, Shepparton and Geelong will all share in that
funding. This funding and approach has been
welcomed across provincial Victoria.
Wangaratta council — unfortunately the member for
Murray Valley is not with us today; he was there on the
day that Cr Roberto Paino — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Ms ALLAN — My apologies. The member for
Murray Valley was with me on this day. He was very
pleased to join with us. I do hope there is a speedy
recovery, if there is an issue there. Cr Roberto Paino
from Wangaratta council said on the day of the launch,
‘We want to grab this initiative with both hands as a
community and as a city’.
Since day one this government has worked closely with
regional and rural Victoria, and we will continue to
work with our communities to address their skill needs
and skill challenges. We will continue to invest in
people and their skills. However, there is one skills

Debate resumed.
Mr EREN (Lara) — As I was saying prior to the
lunch break, in my hometown of Geelong the Geelong
Hospital emergency department is benefiting from a
$26.1 million major project refit that will enable a more
effective and efficient way of dealing with emergency
requirements. That is not to mention the investment of
millions into the McKellar centre. Funding to the tune
of $100 million was invested into the McKellar centre,
which, by the way, was earmarked to be sold off by the
previous government. That would have been an
absolute shame. This government is clearly very
responsible when it comes to health, particularly that of
the aged. Further to the McKellar centre investment,
there is funding for the Andrew Love Cancer Centre.
We have invested millions into that centre as well.
Clearly this government has invested heavily in health.
I could stand here for a long time and go on about the
investments that this government has made in Geelong
in relation to health, but I will go back to the
government’s intentions. This aspect of the
government’s intentions with allow the Minister for
Health to plan for health concerns with an eye to the
future. It will allow the minister to require monitoring
of the industries most frequently in contact with health
issues to ensure that all public health matters are
supervised and accounted for. Professionals engaged in
practices concerning public health will require
registration in a way that has not previously been the
case. Those who carry out often simple public
interactions such as hairdressers, tattooists and even
staff in beauty parlours — people who deal with the
public health on a daily basis — will have to register
themselves as responsible professionals. I applaud that.
My colleague in this place and fellow member of
Parliament for the Geelong area, the member for
Bellarine, who is also the Minister for Mental Health,
has acknowledged publicly that alcohol is in danger of
becoming the new heroin and that excessive alcohol
consumption is not only costing the taxpayers of this
state a great deal in monetary terms, but, much worse
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than that, it is costing us the lives of our family and
friends. Recent reports that teenagers cannot distinguish
the difference in taste between alcoholic and
non-alcoholic drinks is disturbing in the utmost, more
so when coupled with the revelation that most
13-year-olds have already experienced alcohol.
As a direct response to this mounting issue, the
government is preparing to grant extra powers to the
police and to the director of liquor licensing to combat
the effects of excessive alcohol consumption in the
community. As a member of Victoria’s multicultural
community, I am always keen to see any government
work towards further social inclusiveness — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

CROWN LAND (RESERVES)
AMENDMENT (CARLTON GARDENS)
BILL
Debate resumed from 11 March; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
contribute to debate on the Crown Land (Reserves)
Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill that is before the
house. As we have heard from previous speakers, it is
unfortunate that the government has seen the need to
bring forward this bill, but clearly it is necessary to
provide for the future security of the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show. Of course, as
we have also heard from previous speakers, this is an
outstanding event — and I will come back to talk about
the great value of the event later.
Why is this bill necessary? It is necessary because
unfortunately, although the flower and garden show has
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taken place very successfully over the past 12 years in
the Carlton Gardens, residents and people living in the
area have raised doubts about it and these were
followed up by the Melbourne City Council, which has
not seen fit to secure its future. It is therefore necessary
for this government to step in, as the holder of the
Crown land, to bring forward this bill to ensure that if
the Melbourne City Council were not to support the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show the
government could come in and take control of that land
for the relevant period of time to ensure that the flower
and garden show can continue to take place.
It is unfortunate that the Melbourne City Council seems
incapable of understanding the great value of this event.
It has great value to Melburnians from two points of
view. Firstly, people from Melbourne and the region
who go along to that show are of course inspired by the
displays, both the garden displays in the gardens
themselves and the flower displays in the Royal
Exhibition Building. Secondly, many tourists come to
Melbourne for the period — something like 100 000
people come to the show annually, bringing great
benefits to Melbourne’s tourism. It seems very
unfortunate that Melbourne City Council has dithered
in this way and not shown its complete support for the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show and
that the government has found it necessary to bring
forward this bill.
The flower and garden show is something I have
enjoyed going along to with my family, because it is a
great family event. The first time I went along I made
the mistake of getting a bit enthusiastic in terms of
purchases and found that when I left I had to carry
several heavy plants quite some distance from the
gardens back to my car, which was parked in the
parliamentary precinct. I thought I would never be
caught in that way again, so on subsequent visits I have
been a little more controlled about my purchases!
Clearly this is a great event which has inspired many
people from this region, from other states and from
around the world. We have heard that people have
come from far and wide on tours to this outstanding
show which is of the highest standard. The show also
supports the many florists and nursery businesses in this
region which come together to present their displays. It
offers them opportunities to make sales to promote their
businesses and to promote an interest in gardening.
While I continue to be an enthusiastic home gardener,
as many would know in my earlier life I was a teacher
in secondary schools. I taught horticulture, among other
subjects. I found that it was a great opportunity to
inspire young children through their interest in growing
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plants from seeds or seedlings and seeing them in
flower, and sometimes the fruiting stages and so on. It
certainly was an enjoyable subject for me to teach as I
could see the students could enjoy it and take it with
them into their after-school and adult lives, and learn to
enjoy gardens too.
Perhaps the inspiration behind my appreciation of
gardens were my visits to my grandmother when I was
very young. She had a lovely big garden in Belmont,
Geelong, and it was terrific to be led around the garden
and to be inspired by — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr HOWARD — My grandmother enjoyed
leading me up the garden path, and I loved going with
her! It was always an inspiration to see what was
flowering at any particular time, what was coming into
fruit, and being able to pick the fruit in her garden. She
had a terrific garden, and it is great to see that flow on
as I enjoy my own garden to some extent, although it
has been neglected and the effects of the drought have
prevented it from growing as well as it has in the past.
But I intend to get back to it and, when water is more
available, to see my garden reborn.
I am very pleased to support this bill. It is significant
legislation because it will enable the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show to continue to
inspire Victorians and to provide great opportunities for
people to come from far and wide to enjoy the
outstanding displays there. I am very pleased that this
government has said very clearly to the nursery
industry and to the florist industry, who rely on and put
so much energy into this show, that we will stand up for
them and ensure they have security into the future.
I hope the City of Melbourne continues to support this
show but no matter what the City of Melbourne may
determine to do, with the passage of this bill the
government is able to act to ensure that the current
show can continue to be held in the Carlton Gardens as
long as need be. I am very supportive of this bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I am happy to make a
contribution on the Crown Land (Reserves)
Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008. The purpose
of the bill is to amend the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978 to allow the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show to take place in the Carlton Gardens.
These amendments rest on the declaration of a special
event. A special event must be deemed significant to
the state and be formally declared in the Government
Gazette.
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The declaration can only last three years and must
specify where and when the event will take place. The
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment or the Melbourne Convention Centre and
Exhibition Trust is to manage the special event. These
powers can be suspended by the minister at any time if
it is deemed appropriate.
I have some interest in this as a result of my former role
with the Victorian Farmers Federation horticultural
council. One of the groups associated with that council
is Flowers Victoria. I thank Mr Ian Blyth of Flowers
Victoria for providing me with some briefing notes
about the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show.
It is Australia’s biggest flower and garden show and is
now in its 13th year. The Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show is to be held at the Royal
Exhibition Gardens and will run this year from
Wednesday, 2 April to Sunday, 6 April. Flowers
Victoria is a half-owner of the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show, with the Nursery and Garden
Industry Victoria.
The event has the support of Interflora, Landscape
Industries Association of Victoria, the Victorian
Chapter of the Australian Institute of Landscape
Architects, plus the active participation of leading
horticultural colleges and universities throughout
Victoria and Australia. The retail sector also supports
the show via Mitre 10.
The show is ranked as one of the top five flower shows
in the world and is now regarded as the largest and
most successful horticultural event in the Southern
Hemisphere. The Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show is renowned for attracting record
numbers of visitors and has been established nationally
as a hallmark event during its history. The show has
been assessed as bringing $8 million worth of tourist
revenue to Melbourne and is listed on Victoria’s major
events calendar.
The show attracts quality leading floral and landscape
designers, which is particularly important to us at this
time as we recover from drought; we also draw
inspiration from what can be achieved during a drought.
This show has led us forward to adapt to what will be a
drier future. Also, it is a major employer of permanent
and casual staff.
It is a very important event and, as the member for
Ballarat East has said, it is an inspirational event for
young people who consider a career in horticulture. It
has a very important role to play in that regard as we
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endeavour to maintain interest in and to attract young
people to horticulture. These will be the people who
allow us to have wonderful gardens in the future but
with less water, one would hope.
However, there are a couple of issues that I have some
concerns about. The bill fails to guarantee the show
with its berth permanently at the Carlton Gardens,
leaving this to the whim of a current or future minister;
I have a concern about that. Also there is an option for
amending the legislation that could provide the absolute
security through legislation for the show, while ruling
out other uses. There are some ways that we can still go
forward on this if it does not work because we are
certainly looking for a long future for the show. Like
my colleagues, I will not be opposing this bill.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to speak on the
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens)
Bill. The purpose of the bill is to provide for the
management of land in the Carlton Gardens reserve
during special events and to allow the continuance of
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
at the Carlton Gardens site beyond the current year. The
main provisions of the bill are to permit the minister to
recommend to the Governor in Council that events
suitable to be held in the Carlton Gardens reserve that
are of significance to the state be declared special
events; permit the suspension of the powers of the
trustees or committee of management of the Carlton
Gardens for the period of special events and the
granting of specific powers to the secretary or the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust; permit
the suspension of local laws to the extent that they
apply to the Carlton Gardens reserve; and where the
event organiser fails to ensure the restoration of the
gardens after each special event, to empower the
secretary or the trust to carry out restoration works and
recover the costs of those works from the event
organiser.
There are several aspects to the bill that need
discussion. The flower show certainly is an iconic
industry event for the nursery and gardening industry in
Victoria. It is also a key tourism event, generating an
enormous amount of revenue for Melbourne and
Victoria. In fact right across the state there are many
flower and garden retailers, wholesalers and growers
who rely on this event to generate income through a
greater broader knowledge of their industry. In fact in
my own electorate are organisations such as Tall Trees
of Balnarring, Clyde Plant Nursery of Clyde and TGA
Australia of Somerville, which are fantastic little
businesses and certainly deserving of support.
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The Melbourne City Council is opposed to the flower
show continuing beyond this year in the Carlton
Gardens, and there is also opposition from local
residents groups to the event continuing. The bill
unfortunately fails to guarantee that the flower show
has a berth at the Carlton Gardens, leaving this at the
whim of the current, or any future, minister. The bill
also potentially opens up the Carlton Gardens at the
minister’s discretion to a wide range of events that may
or may not be suitable to that location.
During the 19th century industrialising countries and
colonising powers vied with each other to promote their
technological inventions and achievements, so they put
on exhibitions in their countries to show off these
particular technologies and inventions. The first of such
exhibitions were held at Crystal Palace in London in
1851. In 1866 Melbourne organised its first
Intercolonial Exhibition, held in a specially built ‘Great
Hall’ on a site behind the state library’s Queen’s Hall in
Swanston Street. At the end of the exhibition the
commissioners recommended that an industrial
museum be founded in Melbourne for ‘public
instruction and the technical education of Victorian
mechanics and artisans’. The Industrial and
Technological Museum was opened in 1870 in the
Great Hall.
At the Melbourne International Exhibition of 1880–81
Melbourne promoted itself as a sophisticated industrial
city. Architect Joseph Reed designed the Melbourne
Exhibition Building for the occasion. The exhibition
was a product of the optimism, enthusiasm and energy
of the people of Melbourne at the beginning of the
boom of the 1880s. It was just such optimism,
enthusiasm and energy that drove and prompted the
Premier in the mid-1990s, Jeff Kennett, to introduce the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show. It
was a fantastic initiative and one that has certainly
borne fruit — excuse the pun — for the local
community and Victoria. I very strongly encourage the
government to put in place a guarantee that this
particular event will go on and on into the future.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I would like to thank those members
of the house who have contributed to this debate who
are supportive of the proposal that is being put forward.
There is widespread support from all the parties here
for this legislation, not just for the legislation but, more
importantly, for the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show. This legislation is really necessary to
ensure the future of the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show. It is much loved. People have
referred to it as iconic — and it is that and more. The
legislation is necessary because some councillors at the
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City of Melbourne sought to deflower our garden show,
and we will not allow that to happen.
Dr Napthine — Nip it in the bud!
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economy. Decisions on such important events in the
Victorian calendar should be made by the government
with regard to the overall benefit to the state, and that is
what this bill sets out to do.

Mr BATCHELOR — The bill seeks to ensure the
staging of significant events at Carlton Gardens, in
particular our much-loved Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show. As people have said, the bill
will enable the Governor in Council to put in place, by
declaration, temporary special event management
arrangements for the Carlton Gardens if the minister
considers that an event is of state significance and
should be held there. Also, as members have said, it
allows the Melbourne City Council to continue to
manage the land as it acts as the committee of
management during the rest of the year.

The flower and garden show has been successfully held
in the Carlton Gardens and the Royal Exhibition
Building for the past 12 years, without any apparent
long detriment to the gardens or the wonderful
significant trees there. A greater impact on the life of
the gardens and the trees has of course been the
drought. Nevertheless the Melbourne City Council pays
particular attention to looking after those trees and
gardens, and we are a little perplexed as to why the
councillors would not want to highlight the gardens to
those 100 000 visitors who come to attend the flower
and garden show.

Why are we doing this? Last year the Melbourne City
Council indicated that it did not want the flower and
garden show to continue to be held in the Carlton
Gardens beyond the end of its current two-year licence,
which will expire at the conclusion of this year’s show
in April. In effect it wanted to close it down. The
council wanted to nip it in the bud, as the member for
South-West Coast interjected earlier. This decision by
the Melbourne City Council to close down the flower
and garden show followed a decision by the council’s
environment committee to amend its guidelines so that
no further events with high environmental impacts will
be held in the gardens — a very strange and curious
justification.

We support the intent of this bill to keep the flower and
garden show alive and successfully exhibiting in the
Carlton Gardens and at the Royal Exhibition Building.
The bill has the support of the other parties in this
chamber I believe it also has the support of the
overwhelming majority of people in Victoria. I wish it
not only a successful passage through this house but
through the other house as well.

The Brumby government has publicly expressed its
view that the show can be held in the Carlton Gardens
without any significant environmental impact on the
gardens. Why did we do that? That is because
independent reports commissioned by the Melbourne
City Council actually show that. They support the
position of the state government. The government also
considers that whether or not significant major state
events are held on Crown land should not be
determined by the interests of a particular council,
Crown land manager or trustee without regard to the
overall costs and benefits to the state. We all know that
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
does make a significant contribution to a number of
aspects of community life here in Melbourne and to the
economy.

Motion agreed to.

This show is a really significant event. It is one of the
largest and most important, we believe, of flower shows
in the world. Each year it attracts over 100 000 visitors,
and they come to this show from not only all around
Melbourne and Victoria, but from all over Australia and
overseas. It contributes around $8 million to the state

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading

Read third time.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 2, line 11, omit “21(2)” and insert “22(2)”.

2.

Clause 2, line 14, omit “21(1)” and insert “22(1)”.

3.

Clause 2, after line 15 insert —
“(3) Section 12 comes into operation on 1 July 2010.”.

4.

Clause 2, line 16, omit “(4)” and insert “(5)”.

5.

Clause 2, line 19, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

6.

Clause 19, line 26, omit “14” and insert “15”.
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7.

Clause 19, line 29, omit “14” and insert “15”.

8.

Clause 19, line 31, omit “15” and insert “16”.

9.

Clause 19, line 35, omit “15” and insert “16”.
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10. Clause 20, line 8, before “Section 23A” insert “(1)”.
11. Clause 20, line 13, omit ‘“.’.
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justice system and to decrease court delays. In
accordance with the justice statement the bill also
amends Victoria’s criminal laws to improve and clarify
various jurisdiction and procedure provisions. The
government certainly believes that these amendments
will promote consistency, transparency, fairness and
certainty in the criminal law, all of which are key
principles of the justice statement.

12. Clause 20, after line 13 insert —
‘(2) If on the commencement of section 12 of the
Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment
Act 2007 a presentment has been filed but the
proceeding has not concluded, section 23A and any
rules made relating to sentence indications continue
to apply to the proceeding as if section 23A had not
been repealed.”.’.
13. Clause 22, line 28, omit “2009” and insert “2011”.

NEW CLAUSE
14. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 11 —
“AA Repeal of provisions concerning sentence
indications in Supreme Court and County Court
(1) Sections 23A and 32A of the Crimes (Criminal
Trials) Act 1999 are repealed.
(2) Section 25(1)(ed) of the Supreme Court Act 1986
is repealed.
(3) Section 78(1)(hh) of the County Court Act 1958
is repealed.”.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! Before calling the Attorney-General I inform the
house that the third reading of the bill was passed by an
absolute majority. I am therefore of the opinion that the
adoption of these amendments requires that an absolute
majority be obtained.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

In moving this motion I remind members of the house
what this bill is about and the policy behind it. The
justice statement was released in May 2004. It set the
agenda for significant reforms of the justice system in
this state. This bill is part of putting the justice
statement reform agenda into action and meeting the
justice statement objective of modernising our justice
system.
The bill implements most of the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s recommendations to allow courts to provide
sentence indications and identify sentence discounts.
This proposal is in line with the commitment in the
justice statement to increase efficiency in the criminal

I might say that when the proposal was released by the
Sentencing Advisory Council it received some fairly
positive community feedback. An article by Geoff
Wilkinson in the Herald Sun on 22 February 2007 says,
and I quote:
The verdict was unanimous yesterday when judges, lawyers
and even crime victims all welcomed a proposed sentencing
discount scheme.
The Crime Victims Support Association said discounted
sentences were acceptable as long as victims were included in
the process.
Association president Noel McNamara said the trade-off of a
sentence cut in return for an early guilty plea would be a
reasonable compromise if sentences were still adequate.

The article goes on to talk about the discussion paper
that was released at the time by the Sentencing
Advisory Council. It says:
… a discount scheme that rewarded early guilty pleas could
save victims and their families the ordeal of a trial, and save
court time and resources.
Defendants would be told at an early stage in the legal process
what sort of sentence reduction they could expect if they
pleaded guilty.
Chief Justice Marilyn Warren said yesterday early
identification of cases where the accused was likely to plead
guilty had ‘significant benefits for victims, the criminal justice
system and the community at large’.

The article quotes the chair of the Criminal Bar
Association at the time, Stephen Shirrefs, SC, as having
said that in-principle sentence indication and discounts
were ‘a move in the right direction’. It states:
Mr Shirrefs said his members supported anything that could
lead to more consistency, certainty and transparency.

The legislation received fairly widespread support. It
was passed by this chamber on 6 December 2007, and
as we know it was passed by the Council on 13 March
with a house amendment. The purpose of the house
amendment is to provide legislative recognition that
sentence indications in the County and Supreme courts
are being introduced on a pilot basis. The bill
introduced into the Parliament did not legislatively
provide for a pilot scheme for sentence indications. In
accordance with the Sentencing Advisory Council’s
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recommendations I committed to referring the
monitoring and evaluation of the scheme to the
Sentencing Advisory Council. The house amendment
provides a two-year sunset clause for the sentence
indication scheme in the County and Supreme courts.
During this time the Sentencing Advisory Council will
not only monitor the scheme by collecting and
analysing data but may also make recommendations
concerning the operation of the scheme.
As members can see from the amendments, the sunset
clause is new clause 12 of the bill. New clause 12
repeals all sentence indication provisions in the Crimes
(Criminal Trials) Act, the County Court Act and the
Supreme Court Act. This clause will not commence
until the sunset date provided for in clause 2, which is
1 July 2010. The house amendment also includes a
number of consequential amendments arising from the
insertion of the sunset provision. The commencement
provision in clause 2 of the bill is amended by inserting
a commencement date of 1 July 2010 — the new sunset
provision in clause 12 of the bill. Amendments to
clause 19 of the bill update the numbering of the
clauses in the bill following the insertion of the new
clause.
Amendments to clause 20 of the bill amend the
transitional provision for the sentence indications in
indictable matters in section 23A of the Crimes
(Criminal Trials) Act. This provision ensures that when
the sunset clause comes into effect, proceedings that
have already commenced but have not yet been
completed are not affected by that sunset provision.
Finally the amendment to clause 22 of the bill ensures
that the bill does not self-repeal until after the
commencement of the sunset clause. I might say that
the house amendment does not raise any new issues
with regard to the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
I think the amendments are sensible. I believe that the
bill will ensure that those people who intend to plead
guilty can plead guilty at an earlier opportunity. That
does not compromise their desire to enter a plea in
relation to these matters; it basically means that they
can get some sort of indication of what sentence may be
imposed, whether it be a term of imprisonment or not.
In relation to sentence discounts, sentence discounts are
given now, as we all know. Anyone who has practised
in criminal jurisdictions knows that sentence discounts
are given. What this legislation does is ensure they will
be better quantified. The earlier a person pleads to
matters, the more discount they are entitled to in certain
circumstances. This legislation better quantifies what
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that discount is and therefore makes the system more
transparent.
We will monitor the legislation — the sunset clause
will ensure that that occurs — but we certainly hope the
legislation achieves its objective of causing less trauma
to victims. Tragically victims will still go into the court
system as victims and they will come out of the court
system as victims. It is important that we do what we
can within that court system, within the structures that
exist, to ensure that their experience in that process is
least traumatic we can make it. I believe that this
legislation will go some way to ensuring that that
outcome is achieved. I certainly support the
amendments, and wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — These amendments of
the Legislative Council are a win for the community.
They will protect Victorians against the risk of the
Brumby government using lower sentences as a
backdoor way of reducing court waiting lists. Members
will recall that when the bill was debated in this house
the opposition parties took the position that we would
not oppose it in the Assembly but that the position we
adopted in the Council would be very much determined
by the future course of events and in particular by what
response we received from the government and the
Attorney-General both in the course of the
parliamentary debate and in their response to the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee report on
the many concerns we raised during the debate in the
Assembly.
The process of getting those responses from the
government has been like the process of drawing teeth,
but eventually various pieces of information, various
assurances and ultimately various amendments were
extracted. It is pleasing that the Attorney-General is
supporting those amendments despite the fact that, as I
understand it, his parliamentary secretary in the
Legislative Council, Mr Tee, stated that the government
was only accepting or going ahead with the
amendments because of the insistence on them by the
Liberal Party, The Nationals and the other
non-government parties.
The indicative sentence provisions of the bill are
intended to give offenders who might be considering
pleading guilty to an offence the opportunity to apply to
the court to find out in advance the sort of sentence they
would receive if they did plead guilty. Those laws have
the potential to help victims and the community by
avoiding the trauma and cost of protracted trials, but
they also run the risk that the courts will feel under
pressure to offer more lenient sentences in order to help
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overcome the huge court backlogs that have built up
under the Bracks and Brumby governments.
By way of example, the Productivity Commission’s
report on government services 2008 that was released
recently shows that Victoria’s courts have some of the
biggest criminal case backlogs in Australia, with
1094 appeal cases on the County Court waiting list as at
June last year, up from 510 cases in 2003; and
2467 non-appeal cases, up from 1722; and there is a
similar position in the Supreme Court. These were the
concerns that we had when the bill arrived in the other
place.
After the Liberal Party and The Nationals gave the
government copies of our proposed amendments that
would apply a two-year sunset clause to the indicative
sentence provisions and some other provisions of the
bill, the government introduced its own amendments,
which have been adopted by the Council and which are
now the amendments before us. As a result of those
amendments, the indicative sentence laws for the
Supreme and County courts will operate as a genuine
pilot scheme that expires on 30 June 2010. Further
legislation will need to be passed if the government
wants to extend the laws beyond that date.
When the bill was debated in this place we raised a
range of concerns, particularly in regard to
discrepancies between what the government was
informing the house of and what appeared to us to be
the situation. In that respect the making by the
Legislative Council of these amendments is a victory
for decency, for true openness and accountability and
for expecting honest and full explanations to this house
by the government of what its legislation consists of.
When the Attorney-General introduced this bill
originally he made a number of statements to this house
that, on closer examination, did not seem to be correct.
He told the house that the Sentencing Advisory Council
had recommended that the process of indicative
sentences be extended so it is available to the County
Court and the Supreme Court, but that council made
clear that it recommended against the introduction of
such a scheme in the Supreme Court. The bill before
the house extended coverage of the scheme to sexual
offences, which was contrary to the express statement
by the Sentencing Advisory Council, which cautioned
against the inclusion of sexual offence proceedings in a
pilot sentence indication scheme.
The Sentencing Advisory Council recommended a pilot
scheme. The bill brought before the house provided not
for a pilot scheme but for an ongoing scheme. The
Sentencing Advisory Council stressed the need to be
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satisfied that the position of victims was adequately
protected. Those assurances were not given in this
place.
On top of that, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee raised a wide number of concerns about the
legislation. The Legislative Council referred the issue to
its Legislation Committee, and I commend the work of
Legislative Council members Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips
and Mr Edward O’Donohue, together with Ms Sue
Pennicuik, in extracting further information and
assurances from the Attorney-General’s parliamentary
secretary in the other place, Mr Tee, and in particular
for extracting assurances that the prosecution would
always consult with the victims before agreeing to an
application by an offender to be entitled to apply to the
court for a sentence indication.
Most recently the legislation returned to debate in the
full chamber of the other place. The Liberals and The
Nationals took the view that the best way forward was
to introduce a sunset clause that applied to all aspects of
the legislation that related to indicative sentences, as
well as the provisions relating to sentence discounts.
That seemed to us to be the cleanest, simplest and most
straightforward way forward and one that would then
allow a review of all aspects of these two innovations.
The government amendments did not go as far as we
proposed. I would say in terms of substance, effect and
benefit achieved, they probably went about 80 per cent
of the way. As I indicated, the government was
forthcoming with its amendments only after it became
aware of our amendments and the likely response of the
other non-government parties to them. The government
amendments simply provide sunsets for the indicative
sentence provisions as they apply in the Supreme and
County courts.
Nonetheless these amendments carried by the
Legislative Council achieve a great deal, and in
particular and most importantly they achieve what I
said at the outset: we will now be in a position to see
whether these laws will in fact work as well as we all
hope in order to avoid unnecessary trials, which cause
trauma to victims and cost to the community. But very
importantly, at the same time these sunset provisions
will protect Victorians against the risk that the Brumby
government will use and rely on these provisions to
encourage the courts to give indications of lower
sentences as a backdoor way of reducing the very
substantial court waiting lists that have built up under
the Bracks and Brumby governments.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I will make some brief
comments in relation to these house amendments to the
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Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment Bill. I note
these amendments have come about through discussion
between the parties in the other place and have
ultimately been adopted by the government and agreed
to by the opposition. I think that is a reasonable position
that has been arrived at.

legislation for the accused in these circumstances.
However, it will be beneficial to all members of the
house to see the outcomes of this trial. We look forward
to those outcomes and we will obviously be supporting
this new clause, which will follow clause 11, which has
been agreed to by all parties.

The government has indicated from the outset in
relation to this legislation that there would be a process
of monitoring of sentence indications by the Sentencing
Advisory Council. We believe the scheme set out in
this legislation will be beneficial. It will be beneficial to
the courts, to parties who come before the courts and to
victims, whose situation needs to be very sensitively
handled.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The government thanks
honourable members for their contributions. It is
pleasing to see the broad support which now exists for
the bill. The government wishes the bill a speedy
passage.

As far as the major import of these house amendments
is concerned, they really make the indicative sentencing
provisions in the original bill subject to a sunset clause,
so they will expire on 30 June 2010. The Sentencing
Advisory Council will have the job of collecting data
and reporting in relation to the operation of the
indicative sentencing trial. If these amendments are
successful, as the government hopes and anticipates
they will be, then I would expect that at the appropriate
time the Parliament would properly look to increasing
the operation of those indicative sentencing provisions
past the sunset date by moving further legislation
through this Parliament. Overall this bill will be a very
successful one, I believe, and a great improvement to
the criminal justice system. I commend the bill, with
the amendments, to the house.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is worth revisiting
the reason we introduced this bill: it was to improve the
efficiency and the effectiveness of our court system.
The opposition parties in the upper house have wanted
to test the efficacy of the changes that were put forward
by the government. They did that by suggesting that
these new provisions should be subject to a new sunset
clause to be inserted after clause 11 in the bill. The
government has always said that it would monitor the
effectiveness of these changes and that it would
evaluate the impact of the result of changes to the
Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment Bill.
Consistent with this, we have absolutely no problems
with the need to test and evaluate these provisions and
that therefore these provisions will sunset on 31 July
2010.
I believe the Sentencing Advisory Council will be able
to undertake a very effective monitoring and evaluation
regime in relation to these new provisions. The
government believes these new provisions will be an
improvement to the operation of our court system. We
believe there are adequate protections built into the

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! As there is not an absolute majority of the
members of the house present, I ask the Clerk to ring
the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Ordered to be returned to Council with message
intimating decision of house.

LEGISLATION REFORM (REPEALS No. 2)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 March; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to speak on the Legislation Reform (Repeals
No. 2) Bill 2007. As stated by previous speakers, the
purpose of this bill is to repeal a number of redundant
acts of Parliament. It is a fairly simple bill and,
unsurprisingly, it is supported by both sides of this
house. The bill fits into the government’s policy to
reduce the total number of acts by 20 per cent from
1998–99 levels. It is a sensible piece of legislation that
fits into an intellectual framework of simplicity. In
general terms and in a philosophical context members
may be familiar with the concept of Occam’s razor. The
concept applies, in some way, to an idea of simplicity;
it underpins the idea that solutions should be as simple
as possible.
People may be aware that William of Occam was an
English philosopher in the 14th century and a
Franciscan friar. He developed the principles of what is
sometimes known as the law of succinctness, which
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states that entities should not be multiplied beyond
necessity. This can simply be applied to this bill: for a
number of reasons we should not have acts of
Parliament which serve no purpose and that fill up the
statute book. That simply makes the law confusing to
laypeople who seek to gain access to information. The
number of individuals seeking to gain direct access to
the law has of course increased dramatically.
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was only 100 years ago, so there has been a little bit of
progress since that time.
Not long after the mine opened a direct rail connection
to Wonthaggi was built, and members who go down to
the Wonthaggi area will see the Kilcunda bridge, which
is one of the relics in the area. There is now a railway
walking trail that runs from Kilcunda right through to
Wonthaggi where the train used to run.

Mr Burgess interjected.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr SCOTT — I understand that there are a number
of members who wish to speak, so I will keep my
comments to a minimum. Because of the context of the
bill, my previous reference to Occam’s razor — which
is a translation, but not a direct one, of the original
Latin statement — is actually better put by the
statement, which has been attributed to Einstein but has
never been proven to be said by Einstein, that
everything should be made as simple as possible but
not simpler. While we should remove redundant acts, it
does not mean that we should remove acts that serve a
purpose. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I wish to speak on the
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill. First, I think it
is important that we get rid of some of the redundant
legislation that fills the green books in the centre of the
table. There is one aspect of this bill I wish to speak on,
and that is with regard to the State Coal Mine Act 1966,
which is act no. 7492 of 1966. In fact the removal of
this act will bring about final closure to and be a last
reminder of the closing of the State Coal Mine at
Wonthaggi. The bill came about to give miners the
right to a percentage of their contribution to the Coal
Mine Workers Pension Fund or to have their pension
rights preserved. The mine closed in 1968. The mine
will celebrate 100 years of existence when it has its
centenary next year, and although it is not operating as
a mine, it is still there. Until it was closed a little while
ago it had been used as a tourist attraction, and we hope
the underground tours will commence again soon.
The town was established and the mine opened in 1909,
when the Victorian government of the day got sick and
tired of the New South Wales miners going on strike
and virtually holding the Victorian government and the
Victorian railways to ransom and decided to open a
black coal mine in Wonthaggi to produce coal for use
in Victorian steam trains. It is interesting that black coal
had been found in the Bass Coast area around Inverloch
and Cape Paterson some years before that. It was
amazing that the early process was to bring the coal to
the surface in wicker baskets basically by hand, load it
onto a bullock wagon and take it to Inverloch, where it
was loaded onto a ship and taken up to Melbourne. This

Mr K. SMITH — No. Wonthaggi as a town was
thriving then, but increasing numbers of miners,
businesspeople and tradespeople turned it into a tent
town. In fact for probably a couple of years the town
was just tents — streets and streets of tents — that had
been pitched down there. However, over the next
20 years it grew until there were about 10 000 people
living in the town, which was then a thriving town
supplying coal to the Victorian railways. In fact
because Wonthaggi was a Victorian Railways town it
was well laid out and was well served with
infrastructure. It had lots of drains at a time when a lot
of other cities and towns did not have drains, and in
following years parts of the town were sewered. If you
go down there now and look at the wide streets and the
way that they have been developed, you can see that it
was a typical government town. No expense was
spared, and the Victorian Railways probably overdid a
lot of things.
By 1929–30 employment and production had reached
their peak. There were about 1800 people working in
the coalmine at that stage. They mined about
660 000 tonnes of coal in that financial year, so they
were actually moving a lot of coal from underground
and out of the town. In 1930 the depression hit the
country. It hit the State Coal Mine in particular, and
men were laid off. In 1932 this caused a great deal of
unrest and a strike that ran for five months. It was a
railway town and a union town. I do not say that with
any sort of disregard for the good work that was done
by a lot of the unions during those days, because the
mine itself was a treacherous place to work.
I think overall about 80 miners had been killed while
they were working in the mine, and it was one of those
places where the workers and the mine management
were at loggerheads with one another. Production
dropped considerably, and a great deal of unrest
occurred in the town. Of course after a period of time
the town itself started to deteriorate because the number
of men employed went down considerably. In the
1950s steam trains were replaced by diesel and electric
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locomotives, meaning that there was less demand for
coal.
I think it was from the 1930s onwards that the mine ran
at a loss. Of course a battle was continually going on
between the government, the town, the mine and the
workers as to whether the mine should be kept open or
closed. In around about 1966 the mine brought about
the closure of the operation. In fact the State Mine Act
1966 was brought in when the mine closed to try to
protect the rights and the pensions of the miners and to
give them the opportunity to have some flow-on of
those rights if they went to another industry. The miners
had a lot of strength and a lot of power at that time. In
fact Wonthaggi was the last bastion of the Communist
Party of Australia, which used to lead the May Day
parades in Melbourne. It was the miners from the
Wonthaggi town who in fact carried the banner for the
Communist Party of Australia through the streets of
Melbourne at that time.
The mine was opened up again with a lot of help from
and work by the Friends of the State Coal Mine. It was
used as a film set for a film about the mining of black
coal in Wonthaggi. In fact after the filming had been
completed the Friends of the State Coal Mine worked
down there expanding the mine and opening up parts of
it that had flooded and deteriorated rather badly. For
20 years it was used as a tourist mine, and people could
go down the mine in a little cable car. They had pit
ponies down there, and old, experienced miners who
were still living in the town conducted the tours. It was
a great experience. I consider it to have been the jewel
in the crown of tourism down in the Bass Coast area. I
say that understanding that we have got koalas,
penguins, racing cars and racing bikes down there, but
going down the State Coal Mine was a great and
wonderful experience.
The tourist mine was closed on occupational health and
safety grounds, but it was done on the basis of
standards that had been set for a working mine, which it
was not. It was a tourist mine and should have been
judged on that basis. It had operated safely without any
sort of incidents at all for 20 years, but I think Parks
Victoria wanted to see the mine closed because it was
becoming a bit of a drag on its budget.
It is interesting that Dr Barry Jones — a former
president of the Labor Party — is the patron and
president of the organisation that has been set up to try
to get the mine working again. The organisation
consists of a huge cross-section of the local community
and union people who come down to lend their support
to the reopening of the mine. Parks Victoria runs the
mine. The local management people down there are
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terrific — I have no complaints at all about them — but
I think the people in Melbourne do not want to see any
money spent on the mine.
The Premier, who was then Treasurer, came down
during the last election campaign and committed
$1.5 million towards the $2.5 million that was needed
for the opening of the mine, and during the last federal
election campaign $1.5 million was committed by the
federal government. No money has been seen to date,
which is a bit of a waste, because we are celebrating our
centenary next year. It is important that the State Coal
Mine be opened again, but the government is going to
have to start to spend the money very quickly. Parks
Victoria was very slow in developing a business plan
for it, but the government should now not only have
that in its hands but should be handing out the money.
The local members, the Friends of the State Coal Mine
and local trades, have worked very hard to rewire the
whole mine area. They have done a great job.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I join the debate on this bill
and will make some brief comments. I first
acknowledge the consideration of the member for
Preston, who cut short his presentation to allow others
to speak. I am a little disappointed at that because I
enjoy his philosophical contributions to debate!
Given the shortness of time I want to zero in on the
repealing of the legislation that relates to water, in
particular items 2.36 and 2.42, which relate to the
abolishing of the Rural Water Corporation and its
regional management boards. I think we all recognise
that there is a need for water management structures to
evolve over time. Following the abolition of the
corporation and the water boards we have had the
evolution of Goulburn-Murray Water, which looks after
the distribution of water; catchment management
authorities, which look after the catchments; and the
urban water authorities, which look after the provision
of water to urban communities in the country.
I am concerned about the rate of change that is going
on, particularly recently, with the large staff turnover in
these organisations. We have had the retirement of
Laurie Gleeson, the chief executive officer for
Goulburn Valley Water, and more recently the
resignation of Russell Cooper from Goulburn-Murray
Water. We have also had what appears to be musical
chairs, with the chair of Goulburn-Murray Water, Don
Cummins, shifting to become the chair of Goulburn
Valley Water and the chair of the catchment
management authority becoming the chair of
Goulburn-Murray Water. You have to ask why that is
occurring and why there is a new structure being put in
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place to design and implement the food bowl
modernisation project.

about the number of police under his control. He had
not spoken up in the past — —

The question that comes to my mind is: is it to frustrate
scrutiny of these projects because the government is
trying to fast-track them and therefore short-cut proper
process? That is the whisper I have heard from within
Goulburn-Murray Water. Or is the government looking
after its mates and giving them grossly inflated
contracts to do a job that we know has an agenda to
look after Melbourne’s interests at the expense of
country Victorians?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I understand
that members can contribute to bills in different ways,
but this is about repealing an act of Parliament. I ask the
member to be very conscious of that when speaking on
the bill.

I could go on, but instead I refer members to a very
good speech made earlier today by the member for
Rodney on the key issues surrounding the food bowl
modernisation project. I will cease my remarks and give
an opportunity for other speakers to contribute to the
debate.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to speak on the
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 2) Bill 2007. I want to
refer to one aspect or perhaps two, if I have the time.
The Police Regulation (Amendment) Act 1989, which
is being repealed by this bill, refers to police regulations
and basically deals with the discipline of police. I want
to make some comments about the discipline of police
that is occurring today.
The discipline of police is changing from the discipline
of police in the force, the implementation of its rules
and the way it operates to a bit more like bully tactics. I
am concerned to see the requirement now of a
‘declaration of improper friends’. I do not think anyone
has an objection in the normal circumstances to
improper friends being exposed.

Mr BURGESS — I certainly will. I will finish on
this point: Gordon Charteris spoke out about the
number of police he had under his control and basically
said he did not have enough police to perform his job or
to protect the community. After he did that, at a
meeting that followed some weeks later police
members stood up and said they were greatly
concerned about the future for Gordon Charteris.
Within two weeks of that meeting, Gordon Charteris
had been hauled in to his superior’s office. He was
reprimanded; he was told that he would be moved; he
was told that he would be disciplined; and that he may
even be charged.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I did ask the
member to speak on the bill. I ask him to conclude his
remarks.
Mr BURGESS — He was told that he would be
charged. What I was referring to was the possibility that
the latest development of an improper friends register
could be used in a manner that the public would not
expect it to be used, and used as a bullying tactic.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank honourable members
for their contributions, and I wish the bill a speedy
passage.

Mr Cameron — On the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Mr BURGESS — This bill refers to police
regulations. I am referring more broadly to the
discipline of police in current circumstances. The
bullying that has taken place recently of the district
inspector of the Hastings police station is indicative of
the approach police command has taken to police in the
field. The Herald Sun ran a survey and asked police
about their feelings about police command and how it is
operating, about the bullying that is taking place and
about their views on other aspects.
So long as the provision about ‘improper friends’ is
being handled appropriately, it is okay, but the fact is
that this could be used to put more pressure on police
officers in their current roles. If we need an example of
that, Gordon Charteris is the one to look at. Gordon
spoke out, after 32 years of good police ethical
standards department service to say he was concerned

Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

POLICE INTEGRITY BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
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In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Police Integrity Bill 2008 (the PI bill).
In my opinion, the PI bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly is compatible with human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the PI bill is to:
(a) re-establish the Office of Police Integrity (the OPI);
(b) prescribe the functions of the OPI and the director,
police integrity (the DPI);
(c) amend the Police Regulation Act 1958 (Vic) (the
PR act).
The bill establishes a scheme to investigate police corruption
and serious misconduct of members of the Victoria Police
and:
(a) empowers the DPI to issue a witness summons to
compel witnesses to attend before the DPI for an
investigation or examination and impose penalties
on members of the force for failure to respond to
the DPI’s directions and summonses;
(b) sets out procedures for charging and arresting
members of the force who do not cooperate with
the DPI’s summonses;
(c) sets out procedures for the treatment of persons
charged and arrested for contempt of the DPI in
accordance with the law;
(d) empowers an authorised officer, including the DPI,
to enter premises and seize documents relevant to
an investigation;
(e) sets out a procedure for the special investigations
monitor to investigate misconduct of the DPI.
The OPI is both an investigative and a review body and is
separate from the Victoria Police. It has its own management
and reporting and accountability arrangements. It reports
directly to the Victorian Parliament. In addition to
investigating complaints against the police, the DPI can of his
or her own motion conduct an investigation into any matter
relevant to achieving the objectives of his or her office
including, but not limited to, an investigation into the conduct
of a member of the force, police corruption and serious
misconduct, and any of the police policies, practices and
procedures of the force or a member of the force or the failure
to adhere to the polices, practice or procedure.
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therefore engage the right to free expression in s 15 of the
charter.
The purpose of the provisions is to ensure the confidentiality
of information held by the OPI. Disclosure of information
other than in the circumstances and for the purposes set out in
clauses 22 and 23 has the potential to jeopardise the
effectiveness of an OPI investigation and to impact upon the
rights of others. In some cases, disclosure of information
could jeopardise the safety of a person who has given
information to the OPI.
More generally, strict confidentiality provisions are necessary
to ensure that the objectives of the DPI are able to be
achieved. Those objectives are set out in clause 8(1) of the bill
and include ensuring that police corruption and serious
misconduct is detected, investigated and prevented. To a large
extent the DPI relies upon the preparedness of police officers
and other persons to provide information. Without clear
assurances as to the confidentiality of information provided
by them, potential informants and witnesses would be less
willing to provide such information to the DPI.
Whilst the confidentiality provisions restrict free expression
they are reasonably necessary to respect the rights and
reputations of others and for the protection of public order.
Accordingly, they are not incompatible with the charter.
Disclosure of information to law enforcement agencies and
corresponding authorities, the privacy commissioner, the
Ombudsman, the Auditor-General and the director of public
prosecutions (clauses 24 to 27) and reports to the special
investigations monitor (clauses 115 to 117)
Clauses 24 to 27 of the bill enable the director to disclose
information to the Chief Commissioner, Victoria Police, other
law enforcement agencies, the Privacy Commissioner, the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General. That information may
well extend to personal information of persons such as to
engage the right to privacy and reputation under s 13 of the
charter. However, any interference is lawful and is not
arbitrary. The bill is prescriptive with respect to the
circumstances and the purposes of disclosure.
Similarly, to the extent that the requirements of the DPI to
report summonses, arrest warrants and other matters to the
SIM (clauses 115 to 117) may engage the right to privacy and
reputation, any interference is lawful and not arbitrary.
Testing of OPI personnel for alcohol and drugs of
dependence (clauses 30 to 37)
Clauses 30 to 37 regulate the testing of OPI officers following
a critical incident that results in death or serious injury, where
the DPI reasonably believes that an officer’s ability to
perform his or her duties is affected by alcohol or drugs, and
where the DPI reasonably believes that an officer ought to be
tested to manage the member’s performance of his or her
duties or to take disciplinary action against the member.

Human rights issues
Confidentiality provisions (clauses 22, 23 and 51)
Clauses 22 and 23 impose strict restrictions on OPI personnel
and other persons in respect of disclosure of information.
Clause 51 exempts documents from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act 1982. Some of that information
would come within the term ‘information and ideas’ and

The provisions give effect to the right to life in section 9, the
right to liberty and security of the person in section 21, the
right to protection from torture and cruel, inhumane or
degrading treatment in section 10, and the right to humane
treatment when deprived of liberty in section 22 of the
charter. These rights require the State to take measures to
ensure proper treatment of detained persons and to not
arbitrarily deprive a person of their life or interfere with their
liberty and security. The rights also require that the state
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undertake effective investigations where a person is killed or
injured by actions of the state or while in the custody of the
state. In Victoria, a number of investigatory mechanisms are
available including coronial inquests, criminal proceedings,
civil proceedings and disciplinary proceedings.
On the other hand, by enabling the DPI to direct that an
officer undergo drug and alcohol testing, the provision has the
potential to impact upon the rights of individual officers,
including the right to liberty and security in section 21, the
right not to be subjected to medical treatment without consent
in section 10, the right to freedom of movement in section 12,
and the right to privacy in section 13. The results of the
testing can be used in disciplinary proceedings against the
officer. In the case of a critical incident the results can also be
used in any proceedings arising out of the incident, including
criminal proceedings and coronial inquests.
I consider that the bill represents an appropriate balance
between these competing rights and any limitation upon the
rights of individual officers is reasonable and justifiable under
s 7(2) of the charter:
The nature of the right being limited
The rights of the officers are important and must be respected.
However, they are rights that can be limited and must be
balanced against the rights of the broader community.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
OPI officers are given a broad range of powers in order to
perform the functions of the OPI. This includes the authority
to possess, carry and use defensive equipment and firearms
(clauses 102 and 103). The exercise of these powers can limit
or interfere with the rights of individuals, including the rights
to life, liberty and security. It is essential to the protection and
promotion of those rights that the DPI has sufficient powers
to effectively investigate cases where actions of an OPI
officer have resulted in death or serious injury, to investigate
and take action in cases where alcohol or drug use may be
affecting the ability of an OPI officer to carry out his or her
duties, and to investigate and manage the performance of OPI
officers. The provisions also serve to enable identification of
officers with alcohol or drug problems so that treatment and
rehabilitation can be provided.
Enabling alcohol and drug testing of officers also assists in
maintaining the integrity of the OPI and the public’s
confidence in it.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limitations on the rights of individual officers are
minimal. An officer’s right to liberty and freedom of
movement may be limited by requiring him or her to attend
for the purpose of drug or alcohol testing. An officer’s right to
security of the person and not to be subjected to medical
treatment without full, free and informed consent may be
limited by a direction to allow a blood sample to be taken.
Although the officer can refuse to comply with the direction
of the director, given that such a refusal could result in
disciplinary proceedings, consent cannot be regarded as truly
free. Further, clause 33 enables a blood sample to be taken
without consent where an officer involved in a critical
incident is unconscious, although the officer can subsequently
refuse consent for the use of any evidence obtained from such
a sample. The right to privacy is not limited as the
circumstances in which such testing can be directed cannot be
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regarded as unlawful or arbitrary, and clauses 35 and 36
protect the confidentiality of the test results.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
To the extent that the rights of officers are limited, those
limitations are directly connected to the purposes of the
scheme. The power to direct officers to undergo testing
following a critical incident and the ability to use the results in
any proceedings arising out of the incident is necessary to
ensure an effective investigation into a death or serious injury
arising out of or connected with actions of OPI officers. The
powers of the DPI to direct an officer to undergo drug or
alcohol testing in other circumstances are broader, but are also
directly connected with the purposes of the limitation. The
powers apply only where there are concerns that a member’s
ability to perform his or her duties is affected by drugs or
alcohol, or where the DPI reasonably believes the officer
ought to be tested in order to manage the member’s
performance of his or her duties, or to take disciplinary action
against the member.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
To the extent that the rights of officers are limited, the
interference is necessary to achieve the purposes of the
scheme. Less restrictive means, such as further limiting the
circumstances in which testing can be undertaken or enabling
an officer to refuse consent without any disciplinary
consequences, would not be as effective in achieving the
purposes of the provisions.
Other relevant factors
It should also be noted that OPI officers are subject to the
same alcohol and drug testing schemes as other road users
under the Road Safety Act 1986.
Compulsory questioning powers
A number of provisions of the bill require persons to give
information, answer questions and produce documents.
Clause 47 enables the DPI to direct any member of the
Victoria Police to give information, produce documents, or
answer questions for the purposes of an investigation into a
complaint concerning a possible breach of discipline.
Clause 53 enables the DPI to issue a summons on any person,
other than a person known to be under the age of 16 years, to
attend an examination before the director and/or to produce
documents or other things. Clause 68 requires that a person
served with such a summons is required to attend and answer
questions and/or produce those documents or things.
Clause 124 enables the special investigations monitor to
require a member of OPI personnel to attend the SIM and
answer questions and/or produce documents or other things.
These powers engage a number of charter rights, including
freedom of movement in s 12, the right to privacy and
reputation in s 13, freedom of expression in s 15, the right to a
fair hearing in s 24, and the right not to be compelled to
testify against oneself or to confess guilt in s 25(2)(k).
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Freedom of movement
To the extent that a person may be required to attend and
remain at a place to answer questions or produce documents
or things, the compulsory questioning powers impose limits
upon a person’s freedom of movement. However, those limits
are reasonable under s 7(2) of the charter:
The nature of the right being limited
The right to move freely within Victoria is one that can be
subject to restrictions. The International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights expressly recognises that the right may be
subject to restrictions that are necessary to protect public
order, public health or morals or the rights and freedoms of
others.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation on movement is necessary in order to fulfil the
functions of the OPI and achieve the objects of the DPI.
Those are important functions and objects and would come
within the meaning of public order.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limits placed on free movement are relatively minor. The
limits are temporary and last only as long as it is necessary to
conduct the examination.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The requirement to attend an examination is directly related to
and rationally connected with the need to carry out an
examination in order to obtain information for the purposes of
the bill.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
Any less restrictive means would not achieve the purposes of
the provisions as effectively.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to freedom of movement in s 12 of the charter.
Privacy and reputation
The requirements to answer questions, provide information
and to produce documents are likely to involve interferences
with a person’s privacy, and may involve attacks on a
person’s reputation. However, the interferences are necessary
in order to achieve the important purposes of the OPI and
DPI. They are lawful and cannot be regarded as arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to privacy and reputation in s 13 of the charter.
Freedom of expression
The right to freedom of expression, which includes the
freedom to impart information, has been interpreted in some
jurisdictions to include a right not to impart information.
Insofar as the provisions require a person to impart
information, they impose a restriction upon the right in s 15 of
the charter. However, those restrictions are necessary in order
to fulfil the functions of the OPI and achieve the objects of the
DPI. Those are important functions and objects and would
come within the meaning of public order in s 15(3).
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Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to free expression in s 15 of the charter.
Abrogation of the privilege against self-incrimination
(Clauses 46–47; 68–69; and 124–125)
In respect of each of the compulsory questioning powers there
are provisions that abrogate the common law privilege against
self-incrimination. In each case, the person must answer the
question, or produce the document or thing, notwithstanding
that it may incriminate them (clauses 47, 69, 125). However,
a ‘use’ immunity is provided to restrict the use of the answer,
document or thing. The answer, document or thing is not
admissible in any criminal proceedings, except those in
respect of failing to provide the information or in respect of
giving false information.
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides a person charged with
a criminal offence is entitled ‘not to be compelled to testify
against himself or herself or to confess guilt’.
This right is considerably narrower than the common law
privilege against self-incrimination. It applies only to persons
charged with an offence. However, clauses 46 and 120 of the
bill make it clear that the compulsory questioning powers in
the bill may be used despite the fact that there may be other
proceedings on foot. Accordingly, it is possible that the
compulsory questioning powers may be used to require a
person who has been charged with an offence to answer
questions, in which case s 25(2)(k) of the charter would be
engaged.
This is not to say that the DPI or SIM could use the
compulsory questioning powers for the purpose of gathering
further evidence against an accused for the purposes of the
criminal proceeding. It may only use its powers for the
purposes set out in the bill. However, the fact that a person
has been charged with an offence relating to a complaint,
should not prevent the OPI from conducting or continuing to
conduct an investigation and identifying, for example, the
extent of the involvement of other persons in corrupt police
practices.
In other jurisdictions equivalent rights to s 25(2)(k) have been
interpreted as being limited to ‘testimonial disclosures’. It
does not apply to the production of real evidence; for
example, fingerprinting, compulsory breath testing, or
compulsory production of documents.
Further, the right has been interpreted as not precluding
compulsory questioning, in separate proceedings, provided
there is a use immunity: see particularly the decision of the
Court of Final Appeal of Hong Kong (including Sir Anthony
Mason) in HKSAR v. Lee Ming Tee [2001] HKFCA 14.
The right clearly makes the accused a non-compellable
witness in the criminal proceedings against him or her, and
reflects the rule that confessions are admissible only if they
are voluntary. However, the right does not preclude
compelling an accused to be a witness in other proceedings
provided there is an immunity protecting against the use of
statements made in those proceedings in respect of the
criminal proceedings relating to the accused. The use
immunity is sufficient to ensure the accused is not indirectly
made a witness against himself.
Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with s 25(2)(k) of
the charter.
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Fair hearing
The ability to use compulsory questioning powers in respect
of persons who have been charged with an offence has the
potential to prejudice a fair trial, particularly if the evidence of
that person were to be published. However, the bill contains a
number of safeguards to ensure a person’s fair trial is not
prejudiced. Where the DPI is or becomes aware that other
proceedings are on foot, clause 46(2) directs the DPI to take
all reasonable steps to ensure that the conduct of the
investigation does not prejudice the proceedings. A similar
safeguard exists in respect of compulsory questioning powers
of the SIM. Further, in determining whether an examination is
to be open to the public, the director is directed to weigh the
benefits of public exposure and public awareness against the
potential for prejudice or privacy infringements.
Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with the right to a
fair hearing in s 24(1) of the charter.
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Having regard to these safeguards, I consider that the
provisions are compatible with the right to legal assistance in
s 25(2)(d) of the charter.
Protections for young people (clauses 53, 55, 61, 63, 64)
The bill contains provisions that restrict the use of the DPI’s
powers in respect of young persons.
Clause 53(3) prohibits the director from issuing a summons to
a person known to be under 16. Clause 55(1) provides that a
summons directed to a person under 16 is of no effect.
Clause 62 requires the DPI to confirm the age of the witness
if he/she suspects that the witness may be under 18 and to
release the witness from all compliance with the summons if
the witness is under the age of 16 years. Clause 63 requires
that, if at any time during an examination, the DPI becomes
aware that a witness is under 16, the DPI must immediately
release the person from all compliance with the witness
summons.

Abrogation of legal professional privilege (clause 70)
Clause 70 of the bill abrogates legal professional privilege in
relation to public authorities and public officers. However, the
ability to claim legal professional privilege in relation to
criminal proceedings is expressly preserved (clause 70(4)).
As already set out above, the bill expressly enables the DPI to
commence or continue an investigation even though other
proceedings may be on foot in relation to the same subject
matter. Accordingly, although unlikely, it is possible that a
police officer who has been charged with an offence may be
asked questions in relation to that offence and in the course of
doing so be required to disclose communications with his or
her lawyer in relation to that offence that is the subject of
legal professional privilege. This has the potential to engage
the right to legal assistance of a person charged with a
criminal offence in s 25(2)(d) of the charter. In particular, the
DPI has the power to pass information on to law enforcement
agencies. If this included information that related to the
accused’s defence strategy, obtained as a result of the
abrogation of legal professional privilege, the right to legal
assistance would be undermined. The effectiveness of this
right depends upon the confidentiality of communications
between a client and their legal adviser.
However, where other proceedings are on foot, clause 46(2)
requires the director to take all reasonable steps to ensure that
the conduct of the investigation does not prejudice those
proceedings. This requirement must be exercised in light of
the charter and must therefore take account of the accused’s
entitlement to legal assistance. The steps necessary to ensure
the conduct of the investigation does not prejudice the
proceedings would include imposing restrictions on the
disclosure of information to the prosecuting authorities that
would have the effect of undermining the accused’s
entitlement to legal assistance.
In addition, clause 70(4) expressly provides that a public
authority or police officer may object to answering a question
or producing a document in relation to a criminal proceeding
to which the authority or officer is a party on the ground of
legal professional privilege.
A further safeguard exists insofar as any information that is
subject to legal professional privilege is also
self-incriminatory. That information cannot be used in the
criminal proceedings against the accused.

Clause 64(3) provides for additional assistance for witnesses
under the age of 18 years, in the form of a parent, guardian or
independent person.
Whilst these provisions may involve different treatment for
persons under the age of 16 or 18 years, the provisions are
protective and take account of the vulnerability of younger
persons. To the extent that there may be a limit on the right to
equality under s 8 of the charter by not extending the
protections to adults, that limit is reasonable under s 7(2) of
the charter.
The provisions do, however, distinguish between children
based upon their age. Accordingly, they engage s 17(2) of the
charter which provides that ‘every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best
interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a
child’. Child is defined as a person under the age of 18 years.
The provisions only prohibit witness summonses being issued
in respect of persons under the age of 16 years. Persons who
are aged 16 or 17 may be summonsed but are entitled to
additional assistance as set out in clause 64(3). Given that 16
and 17-year-olds are entitled to work and may well be
employed by Victoria Police, it is appropriate that the powers
extend to them so that they can be questioned. Such persons
do not need the same level of protection as those under 16.
Accordingly, there is no limit upon the right in s 17 of the
charter.
Accordingly, I consider the provisions are compatible with
sections 8 and 17 of the charter.
Protections for persons with disabilities or language
difficulties (clause 64)
Clause 64(2) provides for interpreters to be present at
examinations of persons with insufficient knowledge of the
English language to understand questions asked of him or her.
Clause 64(4) provides special protections for witnesses with
mental impairments.
These provisions give effect to the right to equality in s 8 of
the charter and do not limit it.
Accordingly, I consider the provisions are compatible with s 8
of the charter.
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Offences (clause 113)
The bill creates a number of offences, which include defences
of ‘lawful excuse’ or ‘reasonable excuse’.
Pursuant to clause 113(1) it is an offence if a person ‘without
lawful excuse’, wilfully obstructs, hinders or resists the DPI
or any other person in the exercise of his or her powers under
the act.
Pursuant to clause 113(2) it is an offence if a person ‘without
lawful excuse’ refuses or wilfully fails to comply with any
lawful requirement of the director or any other person in the
exercise of his or her powers under the act.
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knowledge of the defendant and it is notoriously difficult for
the prosecution to prove a negative.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 25(1) of the charter.
Contempt (clause 78)
Clause 78 provides that a person is guilty of contempt of the
director if the person, without reasonable excuse, fails to
produce documents or things, refuses to be sworn or refuses
or fails to answer a question. Although not specified in the
provision, the burden would be on the person to prove they
had a reasonable excuse.

The provisions in clause 113 expressly provide that the
burden of proving the lawful excuse lies on the person.
Accordingly, the defence must be proved by the person on the
balance of probabilities. By placing the burden of proof on the
defendant, the provisions limit the right to be presumed
innocent in s 25(1) of the charter. However, I consider that the
limitation is reasonable and justified pursuant to s 7(2) of the
charter.

The rights in s 25 of the charter only apply in respect of
criminal offences. It is questionable whether the contempt in
clause 78 falls within s 25.

The nature of the right being limited

The right to be presumed innocent is an important right and
one that has long been recognised well before the enactment
of the charter. However, the courts have recognised that it
may be subject to reasonable limits. This is particularly so in
relation to defences of lawful or reasonable excuse where, as
here, the conduct would generally be regarded as lawful. In
this case, the failure to comply with a lawful requirement
would justify criminal liability being attached.

The right to be presumed innocent is an important right and
one that has long been recognised well before the enactment
of the charter. However, the courts have recognised that it
may be subject to reasonable limits. This is particularly so in
relation to defences of lawful or reasonable excuse where, as
here, the conduct would generally be regarded as lawful. In
R v. Lambert [2001] 3 WLR 206 Lord Steyn made clear that
he was not suggesting that the presumption of innocence was
breached in cases ‘within the narrow exception “limited to
offences arising under enactments which prohibit the doing of
an act save in specified circumstances or by persons of
specified classes or with specified qualifications or with the
licence or permission of specified authorities’”. In the present
case, the prosecution must still prove mens rea; that is, acting
wilfully.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the offence provision is to ensure that persons
who wilfully obstruct, hinder or resist the DPI, or who refuse
or wilfully fail to comply with any lawful requirement of the
DPI are able to be prosecuted. The purpose of the defence is
to enable a person who has a lawful excuse to escape liability
for what would otherwise be unlawful conduct.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The provision imposes on the defendant the burden of
proving, on the balance of probabilities, that he or she had a
lawful excuse for wilfully obstructing, hindering or resisting
the DPI, or refusing or wilfully failing to comply with any
lawful requirement of the DPI.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The imposition of a burden of proof on the defendant is
directly related to its purpose.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
Less restrictive means would not achieve the purpose of the
provisions as effectively. The matters are within the

However, assuming it does, I consider that the limitation is
reasonable and justified pursuant to s 7(2) of the charter.
The nature of the right being limited

The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the offence provision is to ensure compliance
with the lawful requirements of the DPI. The purpose of the
defence is to enable a person who has a reasonable excuse to
escape liability for what would otherwise be unlawful
conduct.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The provision imposes on the defendant the burden of
proving, on the balance of probabilities, that he or she had
reasonable excuse for failing to produce documents or things,
refusing to be sworn or refusing or failing to answer a
question.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The imposition of a burden of proof on the defendant is
directly related to its purpose.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
Less restrictive means would not achieve the purpose of the
provisions as effectively. The matters are within the
knowledge of the defendant. It would be difficult for the
prosecution to anticipate what reasonable excuse a person
may have, unless the person volunteers that information.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 25(1) of the charter.
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Arrest and bail (clauses 79–81 and 84–86)
Clauses 79 to 81 provide for the charging and arrest of
persons for contempt and for their bail and/or custody
pending their court appearance.
Clauses 84 to 86 provide for the arrest of recalcitrant
witnesses and for their bail and/or custody pending their court
appearance.
These provisions engage the right to liberty in s 21 of the
charter. However, the provisions are compatible with the
right. The arrest or detention cannot be regarded as arbitrary.
Any deprivation of liberty is on grounds and in accordance
with procedures established by law. The provisions ensure
that the person is promptly brought before a court in order for
bail to be considered.
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Production and inspection of protected documents and
things (clauses 104–108)
Clauses 104 to 108 set out a procedure for dealing with
information held by the DPI that, for reasons of public
interest, should be kept confidential. These reasons, as set out
in clause 105, include: the disclosure would disclose the
identity of informers, witnesses or other persons who have
provided information to the DPI, or put such persons’ safety
at risk; the disclosure would disclose the identity of a person
the subject of an investigation, or put such a person’s safety at
risk; the disclosure would jeopardise an ongoing
investigation; the disclosure would reveal investigative
methods.
Different procedures apply for criminal and civil proceedings.
Criminal proceedings (clauses 107–108)

Powers of entry, search and seizure (clauses 87–101)
Search of premises occupied by public authority
Clause 88 enables an authorised officer to enter and search
premises occupied by a public authority, and to inspect or
copy documents or things on the premises. Clause 89 enables
seizure of documents or other things on the premises.
These powers are able to be exercised without a warrant.
However, they relate only to premises occupied by a public
authority (as defined in clause 3). Clause 88(4) expressly
excludes any part of premises that is used for residential
purposes.
The right to privacy in s 13 of the charter protects a personal
privacy interest. It is not a property right, nor does it extend to
information held in a public capacity. To engage the right
there must be a reasonable expectation of privacy. There is
either no such expectation or a limited expectation of privacy
in respect of information held on police premises. To the
extent that the privacy right may be engaged by searching
premises occupied by a public authority, the interference is
lawful and is not arbitrary. The power is directly linked to
achieving the purposes of the OPI and DPI. Entry is limited to
circumstances where there is a reasonable belief that there are
documents or other things relevant to an investigation.
Procedures are set out for seizing items.
Other premises
The power to enter and search other premises, where the right
to privacy is more likely to be engaged, is more restricted and
can only be exercised upon issue of a search warrant by a
Magistrate. A warrant can only be issued upon the Magistrate
being satisfied that the director believes, on reasonable
grounds, that entry to the premises is necessary for the
purpose of an investigation: clause 93.
A range of procedures and safeguards are set out in clauses 93
to 101 of the bill. In particular, a procedure is set out to
safeguard privileged material.
Having regard to limits placed upon the issuing of search
warrants for private premises and the procedures and
safeguards set out for the exercise of the warrant, I consider
that any interference with privacy authorised by the bill is
lawful and not arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.

The procedures for criminal proceedings in clauses 107 to
108 replace the existing procedures adopted by courts in
dealing with public interest immunity claims. They give
effect to the balancing exercise required where competing
interests are at issue and enable greater participation of an
accused without undermining the reasons why the documents
should be kept confidential.
The provisions allow the DPI to object to the disclosure of
documents sought under a subpoena in criminal proceedings.
Before objecting to the production of documents, the DPI
must notify the party to the proceeding that an objection is
being made to the court, indicating at least the category of the
material held by the DPI. Generally, the expectation is that the
hearing will be conducted inter-parties, enabling the party to
the proceeding to make representation to the court regarding
the objection. As the House of Lords recognised in
R v. H [2004] 2 AC 134, courts are usually well placed to
assess the material and decide upon the objection to
production.
If the objection is to proceed as an ex parte hearing, the court
has the discretion to appoint special counsel to represent the
interests of the party to the proceeding. The special counsel
must be a barrister within the meaning of the Legal Profession
Act 2004 (Vic) who, in the opinion of the court, has the
appropriate skills and ability to represent the interests of the
party to the proceeding in the ex parte hearing. The special
counsel is able to communicate with the party prior to
receiving the confidential material, but cannot take
instructions from the party to the proceeding or the lawyers to
the party to the proceeding once he or she has seen the
confidential material. The special counsel is obliged to keep
confidential any information that cannot be disclosed to
reflect the process set out by the House of Lords in
R v. H [2004] 2 AC 134 as being appropriate in public interest
claims.
Pre-trial disclosure is an integral part of a criminal process
and is an important element of the ‘principle of equality of
arms’ recognised by s 24 of the charter. However, the OPI is
independent of the prosecution and therefore there is no
general obligation of disclosure. However, in some cases, it
will be an investigation of the OPI that forms the basis of a
prosecution. In these cases, the OPI cannot be treated as
entirely separate from the prosecution for the purposes of
disclosure obligations pursuant to the right to a fair hearing.
As the House of Lords has said, ‘fairness ordinarily requires
that any material held by the prosecution which weakens its

POLICE INTEGRITY BILL
848

ASSEMBLY

case or strengthens that of the defendant, if not relied upon as
part of its formal case against the defendant, should be
disclosed to the defence’: R v. H.
The procedures for criminal proceedings in clauses 107 to
108 enable greater participation of an accused without
undermining the reasons why the documents should be kept
confidential and is consistent with the approach set out by the
House of Lords in R v. H [2004] 2 AC 134 as being
appropriate in public interest claims for non-disclosure of
documents or things.
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performance of their duties. However, the immunity does not
extend to critical incidents.
In respect of critical incidents, pursuant to clause 110, the
protected person will not be personally liable if they have
acted in good faith. In these cases, liability attaches to the
state. Civil proceedings will still be able to be issued in
respect of critical incidents. In this way, there is no limit upon
the state complying with its obligation to effectively
investigate such incidents.
Letters by people in custody

However, courts have been prepared to allow limits on
disclosure of material that are necessary to protect the public
interest, including where disclosure would place the safety of
informants at risk. The concept of a ‘fair’ hearing takes
account not only of the accused’s interests, but also those of
the victim and society: see, for example, Lord Steyn’s
comments in R v A (No. 2) [2002] 1 AC 45 at 65. The House
of Lords has identified a series of questions which the court
must address when any issue of derogation from the golden
rule of full disclosure comes before it (R v H at 36). Although
the House of Lords judgement does not bind the court, these
questions indicate the kinds of considerations the court may
have when hearing an objection by the OPI. The procedures
set out in the bill do not prevent the court to undertake this
approach in determining whether a document is a protected
document and whether disclosure should be ordered.

Clause 129 of the bill provides that letters by persons in
custody to the DPI should be forwarded unopened by prison
authorities.
Clause 129(4) enables a person to open such a letter if the
letter is suspected of containing drugs, weapons or other
contraband.
Whilst this is an interference with the correspondence of the
person in custody, and therefore engages the right to privacy
in s 13 of the charter, it is clearly lawful and is not arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provision is compatible with
the charter.
Conclusion

Ultimately, the court must order non-disclosure of the
document if the grounds are made out that the document is a
protected document. However, even where those grounds are
made out, the court may order disclosure if ‘exceptional
circumstances’ exist. Exceptional circumstances would
include the circumstances set out by the House of Lords; that
is, where non-disclosure would have the effect of rendering
the trial process, viewed as a whole, unfair to the defendant.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.

Accordingly, I consider that these provisions are compatible
with the rights in s 24 of the charter.

Second reading

Proceedings other than criminal proceedings (clause 106)
In respect of proceedings other than criminal proceedings, the
DPI or an officer of the OPI cannot be compelled to produce
any document or thing that has come into his or her
possession in the performance of his or her functions in a
court proceeding (other than a criminal proceeding), if the
DPI certifies in writing that, in the DPI’s opinion, the
document or thing is a ‘protected document’.
The right to a fair hearing (s 24(1)) would only be engaged if
the OPI were a party to the proceeding. There will be a
violation of the right to a fair hearing if a respondent state,
without good cause, prevents an applicant from gaining
access to, or falsely denies the existence of, documents in its
possession which are of assistance to the applicant’s case:
McGinley and Egan v. United Kingdom (1998) 27 EHRR 1,
Ect HR, para 86. However, the grounds upon which a
document may be a protected document would clearly
amount to good cause.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 24(1) of the charter.
Protection of protected persons
Clause 109 is an immunity provision. It ensures that protected
persons are not liable for acts done in good faith in the

HON. BOB CAMERON, MP
Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In 2004, the government set up the Office of Police
Integrity (OPI) to detect, investigate and prevent police
corruption and serious misconduct. The role of the OPI
is to ensure that the highest ethical and professional
standards are maintained in Victoria Police. Since that
time, the OPI, headed by the director, police integrity,
has established itself as an important body, equipped
with strong powers and resources to monitor and
improve standards of police conduct and performance.
The OPI’s work reinforces the government’s
confidence in Victoria Police. As the director observed
in his 2006–07 report to the Parliament, ‘the vast
majority of police men and women in Victoria do a
good and conscientious job. This view is reflected in
surveys that continue to record high levels of public
confidence in Victoria Police’.
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The OPI performs an invaluable service to the
Victorian community by seeking to ensure that police
officers conduct themselves properly in the
performance of their significant duties. The unique
powers entrusted to police necessitate appropriate
oversight so that the public can have ongoing
confidence in the police force.
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Parliament on 1 November 2007) to improve the
legislative framework governing the OPI. Under the
Police Regulation Act 1958, the SIM was required to
report to Parliament on the OPI’s use of the coercive
powers provisions, three years after the provisions
commenced.
I now turn to the detail of the bill.

This government is committed to ensuring that Victoria
has an effective body, independent of the police force
and the government, responsible for maintaining the
high professional standards of our police. Moreover,
this government is committed to the OPI’s work in
building a corruption resistant culture within Victoria
Police.
Summary of the bill
An important step in this process is the introduction of
this bill, which establishes a stand-alone act to govern
the OPI. This bill transfers the provisions relating to the
OPI from the Police Regulation Act 1958 to a new
Police Integrity Act. It is timely to enact stand-alone
legislation to consolidate the relevant provisions that
establish and govern the OPI. A separate act recognises
the important nature of the OPI’s functions as an
independent oversight body. It also brings the OPI into
line with comparable bodies in other states that have
their own specific legislation.
Last year, amendments to the Police Regulation Act
1958 provided for the separation of the office of
director from the office of the Ombudsman. This
recognised that the OPI is now an effective, proactive
and fully operational police anticorruption body.
The bill maintains the OPI as an independent and
impartial organisation. The director continues to be an
independent officer of Parliament who reports directly
to the Victorian Parliament. The director can only be
removed after a motion of both houses of Parliament
and cannot be directed by the minister. The director will
continue to handle complaints against police as well as
conducting own-motion investigations into a range of
systemic issues related to police corruption.
In addition to replicating the relevant parts of the Police
Regulation Act 1958, the bill makes some
improvements to these existing provisions, such as
providing clearer, more detailed provisions outlining
the obligations of the director and witnesses during the
examination of witnesses. No changes, however, are
being made to the jurisdiction of the director.
The other improvements contained in this bill
implement recommendations made by the special
investigations monitor (SIM) (in his report tabled in

Implementation of recommendations made by
the SIM
The bill implements 19 recommendations made by the
SIM to clarify and improve the procedures and
legislative provisions that underpin the OPI’s current
functions. This includes a recommendation to
consolidate the provisions governing the OPI into one
specific act.
Two SIM recommendations were implemented by the
Police Regulation Amendment Act 2007. The office of
director was separated from the office of the
Ombudsman. Sunset provisions concerning contempt
of the director were also removed by that amending act.
Clarification of existing procedures
This bill implements the SIM’s recommendations to:
clarify provisions concerning the confidentiality of
summons issued by the director, provision of
confidentiality notices by the director and disclosure
of information related to summons;
impose confidentiality obligations on the director
and OPI staff in relation to information received by
the OPI in carrying out its functions;
clarify the director’s powers to summons a person in
custody;
simplify and streamline the powers of the director to
issue witness summons to give evidence, produce
documents or require ongoing attendance during an
investigation;
simplify provisions regarding penalties for
non-attendance or failure to produce documents;
provide clearer, more detailed provisions outlining
the obligations of the director and witnesses during
the examination of witnesses;
clarify the processes through which the privilege
against self-incrimination is abrogated and claims of
legal professional privilege can be determined;
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provide a procedure for the director to inform
witnesses of their rights before an examination;
enable Victoria Police to assist OPI officers
executing warrants that may involve the use of force;
expand the functions and objects of the OPI to
emphasise the important role in preventing police
corruption and serious misconduct.
Legal assistance
The bill creates a scheme to pay the legal costs incurred
by people who appear as witnesses before the OPI. The
witness costs scheme will address recommendations
from the director and the SIM, and accepted by the
government, that the government set up a fund to
finance legal representation for witnesses. The OPI
already has interim measures in place that give
witnesses access to independent legal advice. The bill
provides that a person appearing as a witness may apply
to the Secretary of the Department of Justice for legal
assistance. Regulations will be made prescribing the
nature and amounts of assistance to be provided.
Powers in executing warrants
The SIM recommended clarification of the OPI’s
powers of entry, search and seizure. Currently, the
director may apply to a magistrate for a search warrant
to enter and search premises. However, section 78 of
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, which authorises the
holder of a search warrant to break, enter and search,
does not apply to warrants issued to the director. In
order to provide a more effective power for the OPI to
execute search warrants, the bill extends the search
warrant provisions of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989
to apply to search warrants issued to the director.
The government has welcomed the SIM’s report on the
OPI. These suggestions improve the legislative
framework that governs the OPI by introducing
valuable reforms that both reinforce the OPI’s ability to
perform its functions and build in additional safeguards.
Strengthening the OPI’s ability to function
effectively.
In addition to establishing the OPI’s legal framework in
a stand-alone act and implementing recommendations
made by the SIM, the bill provides the OPI with
supplementary provisions that will strengthen the
capacity of the OPI to function effectively.
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Judicial review and redress
The level of judicial review available for actions of the
director and OPI is maintained, not reduced, by this bill.
Furthermore, additional provisions are included in this
bill to increase the circumstances in which legal redress
is available in relation to OPI personnel. The existing
protections from legal proceedings will no longer
extend to liability arising from the involvement of OPI
staff in a critical incident, such as a car accident.
Under the Police Regulation Act 1958, the Supreme
Court is able to review actions of the director and
officers of the OPI that are performed in bad faith. The
court is also able to determine whether the director has
the jurisdiction to investigate a complaint. These
provisions are retained in the bill.
The narrow scope to review the OPI’s actions is
comparable with arrangements for most similar bodies
in other Australian jurisdictions. The Fitzgerald
(Queensland) and Wood (New South Wales) royal
commissions on police corruption found that review of
the actions of investigatory bodies by the courts can
lead to significant delays that prevent their effective
operation and the conduct of their investigations. These
royal commissions reported that judicial review should
not be used to improperly reveal activities of
anticorruption bodies.
It is appropriate to retain the existing limitation on the
courts’ scope to review the OPI’s actions. This prevents
legal actions designed to impede and delay OPI
investigations. The proposed provision is consistent
with the protection of the Ombudsman and his officers
under the Ombudsman Act 1973. A re-enactment of the
current provision is also consistent with the level of
statutory protection given to the director’s predecessors.
Role of the SIM
The Ombudsman and SIM have powers to investigate
the actions of the OPI and its officers. These
arrangements are retained in the bill to ensure the OPI
is accountable for the exercise of its coercive functions.
In addition, the bill will clarify the operation of the
confidentiality provisions that apply in relation to OPI
investigations so that it is clear that a person can
disclose information about such investigations for the
purpose of making a complaint to the Ombudsman.
The bill does not reduce the role of the SIM, who
performs an important role in overseeing the OPI’s use
of its powers. In addition, the bill enhances the
oversight of the OPI by making it clear that complaints
about the director and the OPI can be made to the
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Ombudsman. The imminent separation of the two
offices will ensure that any perceived conflict of
interest between the offices is removed.
The bill retains the statutory office of the SIM, which is
the primary body responsible for overseeing the actions
of the OPI. The SIM will continue to report to
Parliament on the operations of the OPI and investigate
complaints made about the office by any person who
has attended the OPI to provide information, give
evidence, or produce documents. The government
considers that this arrangement has worked very
effectively.
The SIM can investigate complaints made by someone
who has attended the OPI to provide information, give
evidence or produce documents or things. The bill will
extend the time for a person to make a complaint to the
SIM from 3 days to 90 days from their attendance.
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can have very serious consequences. For example,
disclosure of an investigatory body’s information and
strategies may undermine its investigations and
potentially jeopardise the safety of informants and OPI
staff. Informants could also be deterred from confiding
in the OPI if this material can be accessed in legal
proceedings.
The courts have discretion to weigh these public
interest considerations against the nature of any
documents that could, for example, be material to a
verdict in a criminal trial. In practice, this has meant
there have been few occasions where documents have
been released and these have been limited to criminal
cases. The government takes the view that the court
should have a discretion to determine that such
documents should be available to a defendant in limited
cases where they can be used to demonstrate, for
example, a defendant’s innocence.

The Ombudsman has the power to investigate aspects
of the OPI’s operations which fall outside the
jurisdiction of the SIM. The Ombudsman is well
equipped to investigate actions of the OPI because he is
responsible for investigating administrative actions of
public bodies including government departments and
statutory bodies. The bill provides that the SIM and
Ombudsman retain their current complaints handling
jurisdictions. The bill has been drafted to ensure that the
confidentiality and secrecy provisions governing OPI
investigations do not prevent a person from making a
complaint to the Ombudsman.

This bill introduces a scheme that clarifies the
procedure for disclosure of protected documents by
codifying the public interest grounds to be taken into
account in determining whether a document should be a
‘protected document’.

Production of OPI documents

In relation to civil proceedings, the bill enables the
director to certify that OPI documents should be
protected, according to the likelihood that the
documents reveal sensitive information about OPI
investigations and other public interest considerations.

Like other investigatory and oversight bodies, such as
the Ombudsman’s office and the SIM, OPI staff have a
statutory protection from being called to give evidence
in legal proceedings. Similar arrangements exist in
equivalent interstate bodies. There are also considerable
restrictions that apply when documents of interstate
investigatory bodies are subpoenaed in legal
proceedings. For example, staff of the NSW Police
Integrity Commission cannot be required to produce in
any court any document that has come into their
possession by reason of their functions under the Police
Integrity Commission Act 1996 (New South Wales).
In Victoria, OPI documents and files can be produced
in such proceedings, although the circumstances in
which this occurs are very limited. This is because, at
common law, the OPI can argue that disclosure of its
documents is against the public interest, according to
principles governing public interest immunity claims.
Such claims take into account that disclosure of
documents held by investigatory bodies such as the OPI

A document is a protected document if, for example,
access to the document would disclose information
about OPI informers, OPI investigations and the OPI’s
investigatory methods. The bill does not alter the
court’s ability to consider the relevance or validity of a
subpoena according to existing common law principles.

In relation to criminal proceedings, the bill establishes
processes that enhance the OPI’s ability to present
confidential arguments, to the judge alone, against
disclosure of its sensitive material. The court then
determines whether the material can be introduced into
evidence.
The case of R v. Mokbel (decided by Justice Gillard of
the Supreme Court on 4 November 2005) highlighted
issues concerning how the OPI’s public interest
arguments about its documents are considered. In that
case, the court considered it was difficult to balance the
OPI’s request to present its arguments against
disclosure confidentially, against the defendant’s right
to a fair trial. However, in some circumstances, this
presents a problem as, by hearing the arguments with
the defendant present, a defendant may become aware
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of information that the OPI considers sensitive, such as
information about its investigations and investigatory
methods.
The bill overcomes these issues by providing for clear
processes for the OPI to present arguments against
disclosure through confidential affidavit or ex parte
hearing. At the same time, appropriate safeguards are to
be included to protect the defendant’s right to a fair
trial. For example, a court can appoint special counsel
to appear at an ex parte hearing to advance arguments
on behalf of a defendant. The facility to appoint special
counsel to test the evidence is a measure that is not
available under the current statute. The bill sets out
considerations for the court in determining the
appropriate manner of hearing any objection by the OPI
to production of its sensitive documents. The bill also
sets out considerations for the court in determining
whether to grant access to the OPI’s material.
The process provides clear statutory guidance to ensure
consistent considerations are applied as to when OPI
documents can be protected and how arguments against
disclosure can be heard.
Ultimately, it will be a matter for the courts to
determine, according to the statutory considerations, the
manner in which these arguments are heard, as well as
whether it is appropriate for the OPI’s documents to be
disclosed. In particular, the process retains a discretion
for the court to allow disclosure in exceptional
circumstances.
This approach strikes the right balance between
protecting sensitive information held by the OPI while
retaining the court’s role in determining that it may be
appropriate to disclose this information (in exceptional
circumstances) to protect a defendant’s rights. This bill
ensures the court’s discretion to require disclosure of a
document if, for example, it is material to the verdict in
a criminal trial.
Use of defensive equipment and firearms
OPI officers do not have access to defensive equipment,
such as body armour, batons, capsicum spray and
handcuffs, or firearms. Currently, the OPI can call on
Victoria Police in situations that may require defensive
equipment or firearms. The bill expressly allows the
OPI to request Victoria Police assistance to enter
premises and execute warrants. Requesting police
assistance is the OPI’s preferred approach. However,
there are situations where the OPI may want to act
independently.
The bill, therefore, will enable the director to authorise
a limited number of OPI officers to carry and use such
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equipment. Similar provisions operate in other
jurisdictions, such as under the Police Integrity
Commission Act 1996 (New South Wales). The
officers to be authorised to carry such equipment work
in high-risk situations, often alone, and may encounter
armed offenders in confrontational situations.
The small number of officers who will be individually
authorised by the director to carry and use firearms for
operations are operatives experienced in undercover
work. These officers will complete training and
ongoing re-certification to Australian Federal Police
and Victoria Police accreditation standards. Similarly,
OPI officers who are to carry defensive equipment
(such as batons and body armour) will be trained to
Victoria Police standards.
The Police Regulation Amendment Act 2007
introduced a drug and alcohol testing regime applicable
to Victoria Police members involved in a ‘critical
incident’. A ‘critical incident’ is an incident that results
in death or serious injury to a person; and involves the
discharge of a firearm, the use of defensive equipment,
the use of force, the use of a motor vehicle or where a
person is held in custody. The bill establishes an
equivalent testing regime for OPI officers.
Liability in relation to critical incidents
In recognition of the additional provisions authorising
force in executing search warrants and authorising OPI
officers to carry and use defensive equipment and
firearms, the bill creates an exception to the statutory
protection that applies to the director and his staff. In
other words, the bill reduces, rather than increases, the
statutory protection of the OPI. The bill provides that
the state will be liable where plaintiffs have a successful
cause of action involving ‘critical incidents’ arising
from acts done in good faith.
Commencement
The OPI can undertake telecommunications intercepts
as a prescribed agency under the Commonwealth
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act
1997. The introduction of the bill requires an
amendment to the commonwealth law to maintain the
OPI’s access to telecommunications intercept powers.
In order to give effect to many of the SIM’s
recommendations, as well as other enhancements to the
OPI’s legal framework, the bill includes some
amendments to the Police Regulation Act 1958 which
will commence the day after royal assent. These
amendments include the provision of legal assistance to
witnesses, allowing OPI officers to use force (where
necessary) in the execution of a search warrant,
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protecting OPI files from production in legal
proceedings, limiting powers under a search warrant
where a claim of privilege is made and enabling OPI
officers to seek assistance from Victoria Police officers
when executing warrants.

section 86KJ into the Police Regulation Act 1958 to
ensure that the protection afforded to the director and
his staff under the current law continues prior to the
commencement of the new clauses 109 and 130 of the
bill.

These provisions will be repealed and reinstated in the
proposed Police Integrity Act 2008 when it
commences. The remainder of the provisions will
commence on proclamation, following amendment of
the commonwealth law.

This new section 86KJ will initially replace section 86J
(which will be repealed). Section 86KJ provides that
proceedings against a ‘protected person’ are limited to
acts done in bad faith. A ‘protected person’ includes the
director, OPI staff and persons engaged by the director
who have taken an oath or affirmation under
section 102D of the Police Regulation Act 1958.
Section 86KJ also limits the scope of orders that may
be made by a court in relation to the director, OPI staff
and persons engaged by the director who have taken an
oath or affirmation under section 102D. The provision
also prohibits the director and these officers from being
called to give evidence.

Section 85
I also wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section under this bill.
Section 86J of the Police Regulation Act 1958 currently
limits the liability of the director, OPI staff and persons
engaged by the director who have taken an oath or
affirmation under section 102D. The capacity of any
person to bring proceedings against the director and
these officers are limited to those acts that are done in
bad faith. The provision also limits the scope of orders
that may be made by a court in relation to the director,
OPI staff and persons engaged by the director who have
taken an oath or affirmation under section 102D, and
prohibits the director and these officers from being
called to give evidence.
Clause 109 of the bill replaces section 86J. Clause 109
similarly provides that proceedings against a ‘protected
person’ are limited to acts done in bad faith. A
‘protected person’ includes the director, OPI staff and
persons engaged by the director who have taken an oath
or affirmation under section 18(2) of the bill.
Clause 109 also limits the scope of orders that may be
made by a court in relation to the director, OPI staff and
persons engaged by the director who have taken an oath
or affirmation under section 18(2), and prohibits the
director and these officers from being called to give
evidence in any legal proceeding. Clause 130 of the bill
provides that it is the intention of section 109 of the bill
to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
The protection of these persons is required to prevent
the director’s investigations from being impeded by
legal challenges and proceedings on grounds other than
allegations of bad faith. The existing protection in the
Police Regulation Act 1958 has been successful in
allowing the director and OPI staff to perform their
current functions, and the protection afforded to them
under the current law should continue for that reason.
It is necessary that the bill commences in two stages.
Accordingly, clause 135 of the bill will insert a new

Clause 140 of the bill provides that it is the intention of
section 86KJ of the Police Regulation Act 1958 to alter
or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
Both clause 109 and the proposed section 86KJ provide
the protection necessary for the director and staff of the
OPI to perform their significant public functions
properly and efficiently, without the prospect of delay
or interference by legal actions, on grounds other than
allegations of bad faith.
Clause 142 of the Bill will amend section 107 of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. Section 107
grants immunity in relation to acts done under the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 to the director,
OPI staff and persons engaged by the director who have
taken an oath or affirmation. Section 110 of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 expressly states
that section 107 intended to alter or vary section 85 of
the Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 142 makes the consequential amendments to
section 107 of the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001
listed in item 14.12 in schedule 2. These amendments
update references to the provisions under which persons
are engaged by the director and, accordingly, fall within
the protection of section 107. The government does not
consider it necessary to make a section 85 statement in
relation to clause 142 as it does not make any
substantive amendments to section 107 or increase the
possible range of persons who are protected under that
section.
Conclusion
The government has confidence that Victoria Police is
the best police force in Australia. The overwhelming
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majority of police members work hard and conduct
themselves with integrity. It is important that, in
support of these members, Victoria has a strong
oversight body to ensure that the instances of corruption
and misconduct are detected.

parking and on many occasions trailers are queued out
onto Point Nepean Road, which is gridlocked itself.
That only adds to the traffic chaos. The boats queuing
up to go into the ramp actually bring the road to a
standstill.

OPI has achieved significant success in uncovering and
combating police corruption since its establishment
four years ago. The OPI’s achievements include over
60 investigations during 2005 and 2006, leading to
criminal charges and proceedings, as well as reports on
fatal shootings, witness security, sexual assault and
missing persons investigations.

At Anthony’s Nose, again a boat ramp with very
limited parking, the queues go out onto Point Nepean
Road where there is a blind corner. As you come
around the corner you are all of a sudden confronted
with boat trailers parked on the road because they
cannot fit on the side of the road. There is just a small
ramp at Blairgowrie. I noticed that last Sunday there
were a dozen cars and boat trailers there. This is really
only a sand ramp and things were so bad that vehicles
were queued out onto Point Nepean Road, once again
hindering the traffic. There is a need for another boat
ramp on the Mornington Peninsula, and Rosebud has
been earmarked as a possible future site. There is room
enough on the foreshore to provide plenty of car
parking and there is a great need for that extra facility.

This government is committed to ensuring that Victoria
has an effective body, independent of the police force
and the government, responsible for maintaining the
professional standards of police and investigating police
corruption and serious misconduct.
This bill ensures that the OPI is equipped with the
necessary powers and resources to rigorously perform
its functions of detecting, investigating and preventing
police corruption and misconduct.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 March.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

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

Boating: Mornington Peninsula ramps
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise a matter
with the Minister for Roads and Ports and the action I
seek is to have the minister provide funds for the
upgrade of boating facilities on Port Phillip Bay. We
have seen an incredible load on boating facilities,
especially on the eastern side of Port Phillip Bay over
Christmas. In fact last weekend because of the fantastic
weather they were down there in their hordes and the
boating facilities were left wanting.
The two worst boat ramps are at Tootgarook and
Anthony’s Nose at Dromana. The Tootgarook boat
ramp is just not adequate. It does not have its own

The lack of facilities for boat owners and people who
like to use the bay is evidenced by two other issues.
One is the fact that the Rye ramp, which is the biggest
and busiest on the peninsula, was meant to be dredged
for the summer period but it was not done until two
weeks ago.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DIXON — Yes. This is a bit of dredging we
actually wanted! The Rosebud pier, which is the most
popular pier on the Mornington Peninsula, was closed.
The government promised me that it would be patched
up before the Christmas holidays but it did not do that.
It may have been to keep those pesky dredging
protesters off the end of the pier; I don’t know. All
these things are going to cost money.
I am a positive person and I have come up with an idea.
It will not cost the government a cent. I think the money
should come from the Port of Melbourne as some sort
of payback or pay-off to the people of the Mornington
Peninsula because everything and everyone on the
bay — all the people who use the bay, whether they be
people who earn their income off the bay or the tens of
thousands of people who recreate on the bay — are
being affected by the channel deepening.

Kilmore: family centre
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. The action I request from the minister is
that she visit Kilmore to open stage 2 of the Kilmore
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family centre. The local community is very keen for the
minister to open it. Indeed an article in the local paper
reported the mayor saying he is waiting for the minister
to come and open the new family centre, which is a
fantastic new facility that will provide a suite of
services for children in early childhood. It is
purpose-built and a great improvement on what was
there in the past.
The Kilmore township is a fast-growing community. It
is in the southern part of the Mitchell shire, which in
turn is one of the fastest-growing regional communities
in Victoria. It is great to see that the Victorian Labor
government is investing in facilities in this vibrant area.
The Kilmore family centre stage 2 received $250 000
as did stage 1 of the centre, through the state
government’s children’s centre funding program. That
funding commitment was made in 2002 and the
program has been very successful in Kilmore and Yea
in the Seymour electorate. I encourage the minister to
ensure that this worthwhile funding program continues
into the future because it really benefits local
communities.
The centre has been a jointly funded project by the
local, state and federal governments. Without the
children’s centre funding, this project would not easily
have got off the ground. This funding recognises that
much of the fairly strong growth in the area consists of
young families who require services such as
kindergartens, maternal and child health services and
services to help with childhood development.
During construction of the centre a great deal of
cooperation was required from the shire, the volunteers
on the kindergarten committee and the families,
because the buildings were developed on the same site
as the old centre and kindergarten. The forbearance of
the families who put up with discomfort and
inconvenience for the benefit of future families needs to
be acknowledged. I thank them on behalf of the
community for their contribution. I also congratulate
the staff of the shire, kindergarten and centre who
managed this process so well.
Growing communities such as Kilmore require a great
deal of government funding and the community is
really looking forward to the minister’s visit when she
opens stage 2 and sees the great facility that the
children’s centre funding has provided.

Bena-Kongwak Road, South Gippsland: bridge
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
raise a matter for the Minister for Public Transport. It
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concerns the Bena-Kongwak Road bridge over the
railway line in South Gippsland. I am sure it is a place
to which most members have been. If they have not,
they should go because it is in a magnificent part of the
most magnificent electorate of the Parliament of
Victoria.
The Bena-Kongwak Road bridge is a single-lane
bridge — located on the Bena-Kongwak Road,
surprisingly enough. It is about 1 kilometre south of
Bena in the beautiful South Gippsland shire. This
bridge is a very busy piece of local infrastructure.
About 554 vehicles, of which over 100 are heavy
vehicles — that is, vehicles greater than 15 tonnes —
use the bridge per day.
The issue that I raise with the minister is that the bridge
needs to be replaced. It has seen its use-by date. Apart
from anything else, the actual alignment of the bridge to
the road is not as it ought to be. It is a dangerous area,
and for a variety of reasons, as I say, the bridge needs to
be replaced. There has been some delay in enabling all
of this to happen, apart from anything else, because of
the involvement of VicTrack. It has now been resolved,
through discussions between the South Gippsland shire
and VicTrack, that it is the responsibility of VicTrack to
replace the bridge itself, whereas the actual decking
over that bridge is the responsibility of the shire.
The council has asked me to raise with the minister the
issue of meeting the cost of the replacement of the
bridge, and that is the matter under consideration. That
cost has been estimated at about $1 million. VicTrack
has agreed to contribute approximately $120 000. There
is just a little matter of the $880 000 in between. The
council has asked me to raise for the minister’s
consideration the prospect of some funding being made
available in two tranches. The first of those would be to
provided for a bridge design, which would also enable
an accurate determination of the costs. That could occur
during the 2008–09 financial year. Then, if the council
were successful in securing the appropriate funds
through the minister, construction could be undertaken
during the 2009–10 financial year.
I would be most grateful if the minister could give due
consideration to this issue, because it has been
outstanding for a long time. The council has had
negotiations with all the local users. Many of those are
involved in the use of heavy vehicles because this is a
very active area for the dairy industry. But many other
commercial vehicles, buses and the like, as well as local
traffic use the facility. Accordingly it is a matter of
great importance to the South Gippsland shire, and I
seek the support of the minister.
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Preschools: Aboriginal children
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Tonight I raise an issue
for action with the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. The matter I raise relates to
the important issue of kindergarten participation,
specifically kindergarten participation of Aboriginal
children in Victoria, including in my electorate of
Geelong. I am pleased to say that Victoria has, as you,
Deputy Speaker, well know, a very high kindergarten
participation rate, and that is in large part due to the
policies implemented by this government over the last
seven or eight years. However, it must also be
recognised that the participation rate for indigenous
children is not high. The action I therefore seek is for
the minister to work with Aboriginal communities to
ensure indigenous children get the best possible start in
life through participation at kindergarten.
In seeking this action I am aware that in 2003 and 2004
participation of Aboriginal children at kinder was
around 70 per cent — that is, 7 out of 10 Aboriginal
children attended kindergarten — as compared to the
overall Victorian population participation rate of
something like 95 per cent. Members can see that there
is a major disparity in those figures. I think all members
would appreciate the importance of kindergartens as
they are a great start in not only a child’s academic life
but life in general. We know that children who attend
kindergarten do better at school, and that they are also
better equipped generally than those children who, for
whatever reason, miss out on that kindergarten year.
As I have mentioned in this house on numerous
occasions, Geelong is blessed with having numerous
quality kindergartens, ably assisted by the Geelong
Kindergarten Association, an organisation that does
some great work in and around the Geelong region. My
own children went to Normanby Street kindergarten,
and I know how they benefited from that year at kinder.
Geelong is also home of the Wathaurong people, who
come together under the Wathaurong Aboriginal
Co-operative. It is a great organisation which provides
important services to its community, including health,
education and children services. I have the privilege of
working with the Wathaurong on a regular basis with
the likes of the chief executive officer, Trevor Edwards,
and the chairperson, Lyn McGuinness. This is an
important issue and I therefore look forward to the
minister’s action on this adjournment matter.

Mental health: western Victoria
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — It is with great
disappointment that I have to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Mental Health. The action I
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request is that the minister instigate a full independent
inquiry into the mental health services for Western
Victoria provided by Ballarat Health Services. My
disappointment goes back over 12 months, but it was
highlighted on 7 February when I raised in the
adjournment debate with the Minister for Health my
disappointment that we had only one paramedic crew
working after hours. There was enormous concern
about the transfer of mental health patients from the
Wimmera Base Hospital and the impact it was having
on not only the optimum care of patients but also the
staff of the Wimmera Base Hospital. Since that time the
Wimmera Mail-Times has reported concerns over the
lack of services for mental health patients. In just about
every edition of that tri-weekly newspaper service there
have been numerous personal hardship and terrible
family stories about experiences because of a lack of
mental health services in the Wimmera region.
These stories are very similar to what I have heard in
my electorate office. I have received letters from and
have met with a lot of these patients and families. I
have also met with representatives of Ballarat Health
Services during the last year. They have promised
action. They showed me their action page and the
problems they had listed, but they did not identify who
was going to do the actions and, more importantly, they
did not identify when. It was nearly 18 months ago that
these discussions took place. But we still hear these
terrible stories.
I have to highlight some of the stories. One was of a
man whose family has not been able to access the
support they need, despite both parents being affected
by mental illness. Another one was of a family who
were told to lock their child in a cupboard in order to
quieten him down. Another one was of a man whose
wife committed suicide shortly after being released
from hospital. Another was of a family who were
forced to travel to Warrnambool to secure mental health
care for their child. But the case I had a lot of
involvement with was concerned a teenager who had
gone to the hospital in the early hours of the morning
after cutting his wrists. He presented to the Wimmera
Base Hospital’s emergency department with mental
health symptoms, but the interesting thing is that there
were no services available. Ballarat Health Services has
said it will conduct an inquiry. That is not good enough.
I have spoken to doctors, police and a lot of the health
service providers. We need a full, thorough,
independent inquiry. My suggestion is that the health
services commissioner do that. Obviously she would
need more support, but that would be more independent
than Ballarat Health Services doing the inquiry. I am
informed that in tomorrow’s Wimmera Mail-Times
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there will be a story with the headline ‘Help us’, which
will highlight the many concerns that have been raised
in this Parliament and in the newspaper. I again call on
the Minister for Mental Health to instigate a full
independent inquiry into mental health services.

reiterated by many of my colleagues yesterday during
the debate on the matter of public importance. There
seems to be a chronic and widespread problem at
24-hour stations in particular but also at many smaller
stations of a lack of police resources.

Buses: Footscray electorate

It works like this: each police station is gazetted with a
number of operational police. This is supposed to
indicate the appropriate number of police to carry out
the duties in a particular police service area to the best
of their abilities. If you go below that gazetted number,
logically you are saying that the appropriate resources
are not available. Everyone understands that a certain
number of people will be absent for a short period of
time. It could be something as simple as a day off on
sick leave or on annual holidays or otherwise.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek concerns improvements to bus
services in my electorate. Whilst there have been some
announcements in public transport which have resulted
in more services and more availability to people in my
electorate, I seek an increase in the frequency of
services and the hours of operation of the bus services
in the electorate, particularly on weekends, and even
more so on Sundays.
The electorate of Footscray relies very heavily on
public transport. It has an aged population, it is very
multicultural and it has pockets of a low-income
population. Their reliance on public transport,
particularly buses, to connect to the services they utilise
and to access the rail and tram links is vitally important
to my electorate.
At this point I would like to acknowledge the work that
the minister has done to improve the rail frequencies,
and that some of the bus services have already been
improved. There is no doubt that in some parts of my
electorate these services need further improvement. I
reiterate that this is particularly the case with the
Sunday services. But I think that in an electorate such
as mine, where there is such a high dependency on
public transport, we need to provide adequate
opportunity for people to go about their business with
the best possible services available to them to ensure
that they get from place to place as quickly and
efficiently as they can and without too much hassle.

However, the problem that arises and is far more
significant involves the long-term absences. For
example, a complaint was made to me that at one
station a person on a return-to-work program had been
on that program for five years. That person was unable
to put their uniform on and was unable to carry out
normal police functions but was still a police officer
and was still gazetted at that station as a police officer.
Likewise, and appropriately, maternity leave could
extend for longer than 12 months, but even if it is only
12 months, extraordinarily that policewoman is still
actually recorded as being operational and available for
duty when that clearly is not the case. Similarly there
can be secondments to headquarters in Flinders Street.
Many people at police stations have complained about
these long-term absences. Many of the figures were
outlined yesterday in some good contributions by my
colleagues during the debate on the matter of public
importance. Because of this, I request that the results of
the audit that I seek from the minister be reported to this
house.

Mordialloc: alcohol ban
Police: numbers
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The matter I wish to raise is a
Victoria-wide problem — that is, the inadequate human
resourcing of our police stations around Victoria.
The action I seek is that the minister undertake an
urgent audit on a specific day of all 24-hour police
stations in Victoria and compare the gazetted number of
operational policemen and women for each station with
the number of policemen and women available for duty
on that specific day. Many policemen and policewomen
have complained to me, and their complaints were

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter I raise this
evening is for the attention of and action by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer to a
community desire in the city of Kingston for a local law
banning open alcohol containers on a 24-hour basis in
the Mordialloc central business district. I ask the
minister to raise this matter with Victoria Police with a
view to obtaining its support for such a local law.
Mordialloc police do a great job in our community.
They have reduced the crime rate by a whopping 27 per
cent since 2000–01. When I was first elected I was
privileged to be involved in the opening of the
wonderful new Mordialloc police station, which is a
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great asset to our community; the police stationed there
do a wonderful job. I know that there is a view among
police officers that such a local law would be
beneficial. It would be great if Victoria Police as an
organisation supported this community push.
I have spoken to Senior Sergeant Brad Hanel at
Mordialloc police. He believes that such a local law
would be a good tool for local police to use to address
the antisocial behaviour that sometimes occurs within
the Mordialloc CBD. He also told me that the
Mordialloc police enforce local by-laws on behalf of
the council.
Local by-laws currently provide a ban from 9.00 p.m.
until 7.00 a.m., 365 days a year, but the police think it
would be beneficial to have a 24-hour ban on open
alcohol containers 365 days a year. This would not
affect retailers in the area or the hoteliers; it would be
simply a matter for the public areas in the CBD. Senior
Sergeant Hanel also said police would exercise
discretion and use this particular by-law to target some
groups that, as I said, are drinking irresponsibly and
causing a nuisance within the Mordialloc CBD.
Mordialloc is a family area. The CBD is used
extensively by families for recreation and shopping. It
is close to the bay area and the beach and has parkland.
It is a wonderful place for our local community to meet
and gather and enjoy their recreational activities,
particularly in the summer months. It would be
wonderful if the police could have this 24-hour open
alcohol container ban in the Mordialloc CBD to benefit
the community.

Templestowe Road, Bulleen: pedestrian safety
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports. The action I seek is for the minister to provide
some funding through VicRoads for centre turning
lanes and safety refuge pedestrian crossings on
Templestowe Road, to enable many residents to access
Birrarrung Park and Banksia Park.
The Templestowe Road reference panel has written a
number of letters to a number of people and
organisations, because it is frustrated that this
government is ignoring its needs. It has written to me
and to Parks Victoria. In its email to Parks Victoria the
panel said this was a:
Request for formal support from Parks Victoria for the need
for centre vehicle turning lanes and safety refuge pedestrian
crossings to access Birrarrung and Banksia parks — proposed
by the Templestowe Road reference panel and Manningham
council;
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This is a request for Parks Victoria’s support for centre
vehicle turning lanes and safety refuge pedestrian crossings to
Banksia Park and Birrarrung Park.
As you are aware, results of a survey of 4500 residents in
April 2006 resulted in a 35 per cent return, which equates to
1550 residents …
As can be seen from the results, Birrarrung and Banksia parks
are high on the facilities that are accessed by the residents …
As advised by VicRoads in 25 October 2007, ‘VicRoads is
currently preparing more detailed plans for the …
median/pedestrian refuge treatments along Templestowe
Road, with the intention of finalising the proposal for our
(VicRoads) next submission of road safety projects. This
submission is expected to be considered for funding in
March/April 2008’.
It would be great if support from Parks Victoria for these
works proposed by the Templestowe Road panel and council
can assist in raising the priority rating submission to
VicRoads, prior to the funding deadline of April 2008!
…
Please advise if Parks Victoria will support … these works …

The email is signed by the chair of the panel.
It seems the Manningham area has been leapfrogged
again. For the last eight years this government has
ignored the needs of residents in Bulleen and
Templestowe. The residents who have formed these
reference panels are frustrated, concerned and upset
about the safety of residents, especially the young and
the elderly, who try to cross the road to use these two
parks.
I call upon the minister to find some money to do these
minor works. A major upgrade of the road would cost
something in the vicinity of $20 million but the works
that are being asked for are minor. I urge the minister to
provide funding from VicRoads to ensure that no
resident in Manningham is hurt while attempting to
cross a road.

Buses: Mill Park electorate
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I seek action
from the Minister for Public Transport to improve bus
services in my electorate. In particular many
constituents in my electorate are seeking from our
government an increased frequency of bus services, a
broader span of operating hours, especially later
operating hours, and more services on weekends,
including Sundays and public holidays. The
government has so far rolled out significant upgrades to
some bus routes servicing my electorate, and I will
name some of those. They include routes 570, 571A,
575, 563, 556, 566 and 555. All of these have been
expanded, to the benefit of the community. These
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upgrades are giving people greater flexibility to keep
appointments they need to make, go shopping, attend
schools or other places of learning, and socialise.
Indeed a lot of the trips that need to be made by
commuters tend to be short trips in and around the
places near where they live. I have had very positive
feedback from commuters, who have been able to reap
the benefits of the upgrades that have been provided so
far on particular routes in the electorate.
I know of other precincts where commuters have
enjoyed being able to make connections more readily.
They include the Northern Hospital, the TAFE college,
RMIT and other major precincts. Some areas of my
electorate have experienced or are experiencing
significant residential growth, so upgrades to other bus
routes would certainly be greatly appreciated and very
timely. The state government has earmarked
$646 million in a package to boost local metropolitan
bus services on more than 250 routes across
metropolitan Melbourne over the next few years. This
is one plank of the government’s Meeting Our
Transport Challenges plan. It is already an historic
investment in the bus network to better serve
communities such as those in my electorate. I also look
forward to the outcomes of the Whittlesea bus review,
which is to examine the bus needs of my community.
I congratulate the Premier and the Minister for Public
Transport on their recent commitment to bringing
forward some key elements of the Meeting Our
Transport Challenges plan regarding bus services and
other forms of public transport initiatives. I think that
will be well appreciated by the entire community. I
certainly hope the Minister for Public Transport can see
her way clear to investigating the matter and bringing
about improvements to other bus routes for the people
of my electorate.

Responses
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I am happy to respond to
the member for Seymour and his invitation to visit the
Kilmore children’s centre. Already across Victoria we
have opened or commissioned 55 children’s centres,
and we have now committed to another 40, with
$20 million in this year’s budget. It was great to visit
Yea earlier this year with the member for Seymour —
he is an outstanding and extremely popular local
member, so it is always a great experience to visit
Seymour with him — to open the new Yea children’s
centre. I know that in rural areas this funding is
particularly welcome, because all the early childhood
services can be together under one roof — that is,
maternal and child health, occasional care and
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kindergarten, all those important childhood services,
under the one roof. I would be delighted to accept the
invitation of the member for Seymour to open the
Kilmore children’s centre in the near future.
In response to the member for Geelong, first of all I
thank him for his interest in early childhood education
and for his very hard work on behalf of his community.
The significant educational difficulties faced by
Aboriginal children make their accessing of early
childhood education all the more important. That is
why we are now providing funding for three-year-old
Aboriginal children to access a free program at the
three-year-old level.
On a visit to the Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative
last year I was also pleased to announce that we would
be providing 21 scholarships, worth $24 000 each, for
Koori early childhood workers to complete their early
childhood degree. This degree is specifically tailored
for Aboriginal students at Deakin University’s Institute
of Koorie Education in Geelong. I am very pleased to
advise the member for Geelong that five students have
already commenced studying their first year and that
Deakin University is currently recruiting up to eight
students to commence their first year this semester. It is
a great program, and I thank the member for Geelong
for his interest in this important matter of indigenous
education.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — The
member for Nepean raised a matter for the Minister for
Roads and Ports in relation to boating facilities on Port
Phillip Bay. I will ensure that matter is brought to the
minister’s attention.
The Leader of The Nationals raised a matter for
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to the
Bena-Kongwak — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It was
actually for the Minister for Public Transport.
Mr WYNNE — It was for the minister for roads,
Deputy Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — It was the Minister
for Public Transport because it was about VicTrack. I
wrote it down.
Mr WYNNE — The Leader of The Nationals raised
a matter for the Minister for Public Transport in relation
to the road-over-rail bridge on the Bena-Kongwak
Road. I will certainly make sure that the minister gets
that absolutely loud and clear.
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The member for Lowan raised a matter for the Minister
for Mental Health in relation to mental health services
and the provision thereof through Ballarat Health
Services. I will ensure the minister is aware of that
matter.
The member for Footscray raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to bus services
within the electorate, and I will make sure that matter is
brought to the minister’s attention.
The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services in relation to the
staffing of police stations generally and suggested there
ought to be an audit of them. I will ensure the minister
is aware of that matter.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in relation
to Victoria Police supporting a local law within the
Kingston area. I will bring that to the minister’s
attention.
The member for Bullen raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Ports seeking funding for access on
Templestowe Road for pedestrians seeking to access
Banksia Park. I will ensure that is directed to the
minister’s attention.
The member for Mill Park raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to bus services
within her electorate. I am sure the Minister for Public
Transport will be delighted to hear about that.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.00 p.m. until Tuesday, 8 April.
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Wednesday, 12 March 2008
Attorney-General: drug diversion programs
345.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Attorney-General —
(1)

How many offenders were diverted from the courts into compulsory drug treatment in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.

(2)

How many offenders who were diverted into the program satisfactorily completed the treatment
in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.

(3)

What measure is used by the government to determine satisfactory completion of compulsory
drug treatment.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In Victoria, no offenders can be diverted from the courts in the way suggested by the question.
Courts may instruct a person to attend or engage in alcohol and drug treatments. Failure to participate in or
complete treatment programs may result in breach of associated Court orders.

Attorney-General: drug diversion programs
346.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Attorney-General with reference to offenders diverted from the courts
into compulsory drug treatment through the Criminal Justice Diversion Program —
(1)

How many offenders were diverted in —
(a) 2000–01;
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(2)

(3)
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(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
How many offenders who were diverted into the program satisfactorily completed the treatment
in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
What measure is used by the Government to determine satisfactory completion of the treatment.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In Victoria, no offenders can be diverted from the courts in the way suggested by the question.
Courts may instruct a person to attend or engage in alcohol and drug treatments. Failure to participate in or
complete treatment programs may result in breach of associated Court orders.

Attorney-General: drug diversion programs
347.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Attorney-General with reference to offenders diverted from the courts
into compulsory drug treatment through the CREDIT program —
(1)

(2)

How many offenders were diverted in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
How many offenders who were diverted into the program satisfactorily completed the treatment
in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
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What measure is used by the Government to determine satisfactory completion of the treatment.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In Victoria, no offenders can be diverted from the courts in the way suggested by the question.
Courts may instruct a person to attend or engage in alcohol and drug treatments. Failure to participate in or
complete treatment programs may result in breach of associated court orders.

Attorney-General: drug diversion programs
348.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Attorney-General with reference to offenders diverted from the courts
into compulsory drug treatment through the Drug Court —
(1)

(2)

(3)

How many offenders were diverted in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
How many offenders who satisfactorily completed the compulsory treatment were diverted in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.
What measure is used by the government to determine satisfactory completion of the treatment.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In Victoria, no offenders can be diverted from the courts in the way suggested by the question.
Courts may instruct a person to attend or engage in alcohol and drug treatments. Failure to participate in or
complete treatment programs may result in breach of associated court orders.

Public transport: V/Line coach hire
673.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to coaches replacing V/Line
train services —
(1)

Between 1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007 how much did V/Line spend in total on hiring
coaches due to —
(a) scheduled maintenance works on —
(i) V/Line leased sections of track;
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(b)
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Connex leased sections of track;

unscheduled events such as locomotive failures.

(2)

How much was spent hiring coaches between 1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007 on each —
(a) long distance corridor identified in V/Line’s monthly performance report that appears on the
V/Line website and in V/Line Voice;
(b) short distance corridor identified in V/Line’s monthly performance report that appears on the
V/Line website and in V/Line Voice.

(3)

How many separate services were replaced between 1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007 on —
(a) long distance corridor identified in V/Line’s monthly performance report that appears on the
V/Line website and in V/Line Voice;
(b) short distance corridor identified in V/Line’s monthly performance report that appears on the
V/Line website and in V/Line Voice.

(4)

Were coaches used to replace the 4.35 pm service from Albury to Melbourne on 19 November
2007; if so —
(a) were separate coaches provided for Albury to Wodonga and Wodonga to Southern Cross
Station;
(b) how many coaches were provided for —
(i) Albury to Wodonga;
(ii) Wodonga to Southern Cross Station;
(c)

how many people used each coach from —
(i) Albury to Wodonga;
(ii) Wodonga to Southern Cross Station.

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

The cost of providing replacement coaches for the train passenger business due to scheduled
maintenance works between 1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007 for:
(i) V/Line leased sections of track - $380,000
(ii) Connex leased sections of track - $59,000.

(b)

The cost of providing replacement coaches for unscheduled events such as locomotive failures between
1 July 2007 and 21 November 2007 was $948,000.

(2)

Information on a corridor by corridor basis is not readily available and V/Line has advised that the resources
required to manually extract the data cannot be justified at this time.

(3)

Information on a corridor by corridor basis is not readily available and V/Line has advised that the resources
required to manually extract the data cannot be justified at this time.

(4)

Detailed performance information, including service details, can be found in V/Line’s Monthly Performance
Reports which can be downloaded at www.vline.com.au.
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Public transport: family weekend special tickets
686.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to family weekend special
tickets —
(1)

How much was spent advertising the tickets through —
(a) the V/Line Internet site;
(b) internet media other than the V/Line internet site;
(c) Melbourne metropolitan daily newspapers;
(d) Melbourne suburban newspapers;
(e) Victorian rural print media;
(f) Melbourne AM radio stations;
(g) Melbourne FM radio stations;
(h) Victorian rural AM radio stations;
(i) Victorian rural FM radio stations;
(j) Melbourne metropolitan television stations;
(k) Victorian rural television stations;
(l) magazines;
(m) posters at V/Line railway stations;
(n) posters at Connex Melbourne railway stations.

(2)

What were the three biggest individual outlets used for advertising and how much was spent at
each place advertising the tickets.
How many total passenger journeys using the tickets were made by —
(a) adults;
(b) concession ticket holders (non-child).

(3)

(4)

How many children are estimated to have travelled on the tickets on —
(a) 9 June 2007;
(b) 10 June 2007;
(c) 11 June 2007;
(d) 16 June 2007;
(e) 17 June 2007;
(f) 23 June 2007;
(g) 24 June 2007;
(h) 30 June 2007;
(i) 1 July 2007;
(j) 7 July 2007;
(k) 8 July 2007;
(l) 14 July 2007;
(m) 15 July 2007.

(5)
(6)
(7)

Why were the tickets only available for part of winter 2007.
Will the tickets be offered in the future; if so, when.
What seat occupancy ratios did V/Line project for each of the 11 short or long distance rail lines
for each day on which the tickets were available for —
(a) passengers with tickets;
(b) passengers without tickets.
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What seat occupancy ratios did V/Line achieve for each of the 11 short or long distance rail lines
for each day on which the tickets were available.

ANSWER:
(1)

(a-n) $53,000 (excluding GST) was the total cost for advertising the Family Weekend Special ticket. To
provide the break-down of advertising costs as requested in the question would require a significant
use of resources and has therefore not been provided.

(2)

To provide the break-down of advertising costs along with the ranking of outlets would require a
significant use of resources and has therefore not been provided.

(3)

During the period of the promotion, 4,147 Family Weekend Special tickets were sold. The break-down
of patronage data into Adult and Child as requested is not available as the break down of people
travelling on each ticket is not collected.

(4)

During the period of the promotion, 4,147 Family Weekend Special tickets were sold. The patronage
data for children travelling on specific days as requested is not viable as the breakdown of people
travelling on each ticket is not collected.

(5)

The Family Weekend Special ticket was a special promotion for travel on V/Line over a period of six
weekends, designed to gauge customer support of the ticket.

(6)

In January 2008, V/Line promoted a similar family ticketing product, the Family Special ticket. The
promotion ran from 1 January to 31 January 2008.

(7)

The data requested is not available.

(8)

The data requested is not available.

Environment and climate change: fire operations plan
785.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change with reference to the Fire Operations Plan for 2007–08 to 2009–
10 — was burn number W41 conducted as scheduled; if not —
(1)
(2)

Why did it not occur;
When will the burn take place.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Burn number W41, was ignited and burnt on 8 November 2007.

Corrections: prisoners — drug treatment
805.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Corrections — how many episodes of intensive drug
treatment for prisoners before and after the release, as promised in a media release on 28 November
2000, were delivered in the three years from the date of the press release.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the Honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by Corrections Victoria.
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Treasurer: State Trustees Ltd — staff
32.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission (for
the Treasurer) — how many officers in the State Trustees Limited are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations as at 30 June 2006, and —
(1)
(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006 State Trustees Limited had two officers engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.
(1)

The salary band for each of these officers is $60,001 to $70,000; and $110,001 to $120,000.

(2)

The job title for each of these officers is ‘Manager, Corporate Relations’ and ‘Communications and Corporate
Communications Manager’.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: government vehicles
60.

Mr WELLER to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission —
does the Whole of Government Standard Motor Vehicle Policy now specify that, where practical, the
Government only purchase vehicles meeting an Australian New Car Assessment Program four star
rating as recommended by Recommendation 12 of the Road Safety Committee’s Report on the Country
Road Toll.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Section 17.1.3 of the Whole of Government Standard Motor Vehicle Policy states:
“The employer shall exceed the requirements of the vehicle Australian Design Rules by fitting vehicles with
manufacturer-approved options, so far as is practicable, to provide vehicles that are safe and without risk to health.
Wherever practicable, only vehicles with an Australasian New Car Assessment Program (ANCAP) 4 star rating or
better should be considered for procurement. It is highly recommended that all new Government vehicles be
procured with the following safety equipment fitted:
–
–
–
–
–

daytime running lights
driver and front passenger airbags
side and curtain airbags where available
cargo barriers as required
electronic stability control (or equivalent technology)
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– an over-speed warning device
– a centre rear lap-sash seatbelt
– reverse sensors.”

Health: legislation implementation cost
223.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to advice offered to the Minister on the
calculated cost to the 12 health boards in Victoria to implement the Health Professions Registration Act
2005 — what are the details of the advice.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department advised that the reform proposals contained in the Health Professions Registration Act did not
require a Business Impact Assessment (BIA) as they were not expected to impose an appreciable burden on
businesses.
The department also provided advice on the projected costs associated with transfer of the hearing of serious
misconduct matters from the registration boards to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. This
information was published on the department’s website.

Senior Victorians: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(c).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians 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:
As at the date the question was raised I was supported as then Minister for Aged Care, by the then Department for
Victorian Communities. 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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Multicultural affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(q).

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

Sports, recreation and youth affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(x).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth 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.
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Veterans’ affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(ab).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Veterans’ 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.

Women’s affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
249(ad).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Women’s 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.
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Senior Victorians: Growth Solutions Group
250(c).

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

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

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised I was supported as then Minister for Aged Care, by the then Department for
Victorian Communities. 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.

Multicultural affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250(t).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Multicultural 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.
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Sports, recreation and youth affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250(ab).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth 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.

Veterans’ affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250(ad).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Veterans’ 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.

Women’s affairs: Growth Solutions Group
250(ai).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs 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.

Treasurer: Treasury and Finance — expenditure
455.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — in 2006–07 what was the Department of Treasury and Finance’s —
(1)
(2)

Advertising expenditure.
Credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In 2006-07 the advertising expenditure for the department was $389,269. This includes advertising
expenditure for recruitment, tenders and management and statutory notices.

(2)

Credit card expenditure is not readily available for the 2006/07 financial year.

Treasurer: State Trustees Ltd — staff
513.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — how many officers in the State Trustees Limited were engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations, as at 30 June 2007 and —
(1)
(2)

What is the salary band for each.
What is the job title for each.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As a result of staff turnover, there were no officers engaged in communications, including public, corporate and
media relations as at 30 June 2007.
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Roads and ports: Napoleon Road, Rowville
527.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports —
(1)

How many cars, on average, use the next most prioritised road to Napoleon Road (or the
least-prioritised road being considered for duplication if Napoleon Road is not being considered
for duplication) during —
(a) weekdays prior to 7.30 am;
(b) weekdays between 7.30 am and 8.30 am;
(c) weekdays between 8.30 am and 9.00 am;
(d) weekdays between 9.00 am and 9.30 am;
(e) weekdays between 9.30 am and 3.00 pm;
(f) weekdays between 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(g) weekdays between 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
(h) weekdays between 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
(i) weekdays between 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
(j) weekdays after 7.00 pm.

(2)

How many motor vehicle accidents have occurred in the last five years on —
(a) Napoleon Road;
(b) the next most prioritised road to Napoleon Road;
(c) the least-prioritised road to Napoleon Road being considered for duplication, if Napoleon
Road is not.

(3)

Are there plans to duplicate Napoleon Road between Wellington Road, Rowville and the site of
the Dorset Road extension; —
(a) if so, when will duplication commence;
(b) if not —
(i) when will the Government investigate the duplication of Napoleon Road;
(ii) against what criteria will the Government assess the need for the duplication of
Napoleon Road;

(4)
(5)

How many roads being considered for duplication have a higher priority than Napoleon Road.
Over the last five years how many roads have been duplicated per year in Victoria.

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

The question lacks the requisite specificity which would enable a meaningful answer to be provided as
proposals for road improvements are considered and evaluated on a region and statewide basis, taking into
account many different factors, such as potential safety benefits, population trends, congestion impacts and
freight considerations for each potential section of any road improvement. You may also be interested to note
that while the section of Napoleon Road between Kelletts Road and Lysterfield Road is a state arterial road,
the section between Wellington Road and Kelletts Road is a municipal road.

(2)

It is noted that casualty crash data is available via the crash database ‘CrashStats’, which is publicly available
on VicRoads’ website (www.vicroads.vic.gov.au).

(3)

As part of the Victorian Government’s Meeting Our Transport Challenges action plan, $1.3 billion has been
allocated to our outer metropolitan road program. Any proposals for road improvement projects, such as
upgrading Napoleon Road, under this program must be considered and evaluated against similar projects
across metropolitan Melbourne.
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(4)

Refer to the answer to question 1.

(5)

Since coming into office in 1999, the Victorian Government has invested around $5.8 billion into building
better, safer roads across the state. This includes more than $1 billion invested into 43 significant road
projects in outer metropolitan areas, with the Brumby Government committed to a further 20 new outer
metropolitan projects at a cost of more than $420 million.

Public transport: rail — early morning patronage
578.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — on 30 October 2007 —
(1)

How many passengers used Metcards valid for zones one and two to enter —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00 am and 5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00 am and 6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00 am and 7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00 am and 8.59 am;
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00 am and 5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00 am and 6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00 am and 7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00 am and 8.59 am;

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00 am and 5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00 am and 6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00 am and 7.59 am;

ANSWER:
In responding to this question it is assumed that ‘valid for zones one and two’ means valid in the metropolitan area.
On the basis of this interpretation and at the date the question was raised the answer is:
The number of passengers that used Metcards valid for zones one and two to enter Flinders Street, Melbourne
Central and Parliament Railway Stations on 30 October 2007:

Railway Station
a) Flinders Street
b) Melbourne
Central
c) Parliament

(i)
Between
5.00am
and
5.59am
51
29

(ii)
Between
6.00am
and
6.59am
280
82

(iii)
Between
7.00am
and
7.59am
1,280
222

10

51

254

(iv)
Between
8.00am
and
8.59am
1,668
456

Notes
– The table shows all entry validations of valid Metcards.
– Some passengers with valid Metcards will have passed through open barriers without validating their tickets.
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Community services: supported residential services
609.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level
supported residential services (SRS), as defined in the SAVVI initiative, in the Barwon South West
Region, the Loddon Mallee Region, the Grampians Region, the Hume Region, the Gippsland Region,
the North West Region, the Southern Region and the Eastern Region — based on the 2006 census for
each region —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many people lived in pension level SRS.
How many people under the age of 20 lived in pension level SRS.
How many people with a disability, including a mental illness and psychiatric disability,
(excluding a primary disability of frailty) lived in pension level SRS.
How many people with a primary disability of frailty lived in pension level SRS.
How many people aged 70 or over lived in pension level SRS.
How many people who were previously homeless lived in pension level SRS.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– There was no SRS data collected in the 2006 census.
– Data from 2006 census is available from the Australian Bureau of Statistics website at the following address:
http://www.abs.gov.au/

Community services: supported residential services
610.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level
supported residential services (SRS), as outlined in the SAVVI initiative based on the 2006 census —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many people lived in pension level SRS.
How many people under the age of 20 lived in pension level SRS.
How many people with a disability, including a mental illness and psychiatric disability,
(excluding a primary disability of frailty) lived in pension level SRS.
How many people with a primary disability of frailty lived in pension level SRS.
How many people aged 70 or over lived in pension level SRS.
How many people who were previously homeless lived in pension level SRS.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– There was no SRS data collected in the 2006 census.
– Data from 2006 census is available from the Australian Bureau of Statistics website at the following address:
http://www.abs.gov.au/

Mental health: drugs — local programs
634.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to local programs involving
traders and the community as referred to in Labor’s ‘Plan to tackle the drug crisis’ released in July 1999
to deal with drug use — in 1999–2000, 2000–01, 2001–02 and 2002–03 —
(1)

How many local programs involving traders and the community, were established in each year.
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What was the name and location of each program.
How much funding was allocated to each program in each year.
How much funding was expended on each program in each year.
Were funds ongoing to each program; if so, how much was spent in each of the subsequent years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1–4) Municipal Drug Strategy funding was $4m over three years (2000-2001 to 2002-2003). This funding was
provided to five municipalities to implement local programs incorporating prevention and community
strengthening initiatives and projects that focused on public space management. The five municipalities
were the Cities of Yarra, Port Phillip, Maribyrnong, Melbourne and Dandenong. Funding was expended
fully over the three years.
(5)

Recurrent funding of $803k per annum (to be indexed annually) has been allocated to continue the
Municipal Drug Strategy from 2006-2007.

Mental health: funding
635.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to $19 million worth of
funding for new initiatives announced by the Government on 28 November 2000 — in 2000–01,
2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many new initiatives were funded.
What was the name and location of each program funded.
How much funding was allocated to each program in each year.
How much funding was expended on each program in each year.
Were funds ongoing to each program; if so, how much was spent in each subsequent year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1–3) The Government announced $19m of alcohol and drug initiatives on the 25 September 2001 to be funded
over two years (2001-02 to 2002-03). Initiatives were funded in Prevention ($4.8m), Treatment ($7.545m)
and Sustainability and Quality Assurance ($7.12m).
(4–5) Funding was fully expended over the two years and a number of programs funded under Prevention,
Treatment and Sustainability and Quality Assurance were funded in an ongoing capacity through the
approval of the ongoing Victorian Drug Strategy in 2007-2008.

Mental health: funding
636.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to funding announced on
24 January 2001 for out of hours support at the Eastern Drug and Alcohol Centre —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On what date did the service commence.
How much funding was allocated to the service between January 2001 and June 2003.
How much funding was expended on the program between January 2001 and June 2003.
Was funding ongoing to the service; if so, how much was spent in each subsequent year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The service commenced operation in 2000/2001.

(2)

$185k was allocated to operate an extended hours service at Eastern Drug and Alcohol Service.

(3)

Funding was fully expended between January 2001 to June 2003.

(4)

The program was funded in an ongoing capacity at $72,139 per annum (subject to annual indexation).

Mental health: parent support program
637.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to funding announced on
24 January 2001 for Anglicare to establish a Parent Support Program —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On what date did the service commence.
How much funding was allocated to the service between January 2001 and June 2003.
How much funding was expended on the program between January 2001 and June 2003.
How many families received therapeutic support from the program in 2001, 2002 and the first half
of 2003.
Was funding ongoing to this service; if so, how much was spent in each subsequent year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The service commenced operation in 2000/2001.

(2)

$21k per annum was allocated to establish a Parent Support Program operated by Anglicare.

(3)

Funding was fully expended between January 2001 to June 2003.

(4)

The number of families that received therapeutic support from the program in the specified time frame was in
excess of the target of 50 parents per annum.

(5)

The program was funded in an ongoing capacity at $23,400 per annum (subject to annual indexation).

Mental health: funding — family counselling programs
638.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to Family Counselling
programs funded in the 2001–02 Budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many Family Counselling Services were established in community based organisations in
2001–02 and on what date did each commence.
What was the name and location of each program.
How much funding was allocated to each program in 2001–02.
How much funding was expended on each program in 2001–02.
Were funds ongoing to each program; if so, how much was spent in each subsequent year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1-2) Funding for family counselling services was provided to each DHS region which in turn determined the
allocation of resources to agencies.
(3)

In 2001-02 funds totalling $607k was allocated to agencies via the regions.

(4)

In 2001-02 $607k was expended.

(5)

Recurrent funding of $671k per annum (subject to annual indexation) has been allocated as part of the
Victorian Drug Strategy.

Mental health: homeless support programs
639.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to Homeless Persons
Support programs funded in the 2001–02 Budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On what date did this service commence.
How much funding was allocated to the program in 2001–02.
How much funding was expended to the program in 2001–02.
Was funding ongoing to the service; if so, how much was spent in each subsequent year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Homeless and Drug Dependency Trial commenced operation in July 2001.

(2)

$2.619m was allocated in 2001- 2002.

(3)

$2.619m was fully expended in 2001-2002.

(4)

From 2006-2007, the program was funded in an ongoing capacity for a further four years at $2.68m per
annum (to be indexed each year).

Community services: disability services — shared supported accommodation
641.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to people with
disabilities in Shared Supported Accommodation in 2006–07 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

What was the total funding allocated to Shared Supported Accommodation.
How much of the funding was for Department of Human Services managed accommodation.
How much of the funding is the amount of Capital Asset Charge attributed to Secretary-owned
accommodation.
How much of the funding is a proportion of statewide corporate infrastructure costs attributed to
Secretary-owned accommodation.
How much of the funding is revenue offsets applied to support the accommodation of residents.
How many people were residents in Department of Human Services managed accommodation.
How much of the funding was for non-government managed accommodation.
How many people were residents in non-government managed accommodation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$402.6M.
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(2)

The funding for Department of Human Services managed accommodation in 2006-07 is not a standard data
set reported by Disability Services Division.

(3)

The funding amount of Capital Asset Charge attributed to Secretary-owned accommodation in 2006-07 is not
a standard data set reported by Disability Services Division, as CAC is attributed at an output level (e.g.
Residential Accommodation Services).

(4)

This is not a standard data set reported by Disability Services Division.

(5)

This is not a standard data set reported by Disability Services Division.

(6)

This is not a standard data set reported by Disability Services Division.

(7)

The funding for non-government managed accommodation in 2006-07 is not a standard data set reported by
Disability Services Division.

(8)

This is not a standard data set reported by Disability Services Division.

Community services: peak organisations — funding
652.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to organisations that
were funded as peak organisations for people with a disability — in 2006–07 —
(1)
(2)

Which organisations were funded.
What was the funding for each organisation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The following organisations were funded as peak organisations in 2006-07:
– ACROD Limited–Victorian Division (changed its name to National Disability Services Limited)
– Council of Intellectual Disability Agencies (Vic) Inc
– VICRAID Inc
Late in 2006-07, both the Council of Intellectual Disability Agencies (Vic) Inc and VICRAID Inc merged
with National Disability Services Limited.

(2)

The funding in 2006-07 for each organisation was:
National Disability Services Limited
Council of Intellectual Disability Agencies (Vic) Inc
VICRAID Inc

$320,286
$ 42,120
$ 20,848

Community services: foster care
687.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services —
(1)

How many foster carers received financial reimbursement from the Department of Human
Services in each Departmental region during —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 13 March 2008

(e)
(f)
(g)

ASSEMBLY

881

2004–05;
2005–06;
2006–07.

(2)

How many children and young people received foster care in each Department of Human Services
region in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2001–02;
(c) 2002–03;
(d) 2003–04;
(e) 2004–05;
(f) 2005–06;
(g) 2006–07.

(3)

How many foster carers currently receive reimbursement from the Department of Human Services
in each Departmental region.
How many children and young people currently receive foster care in each Department of Human
Services region.

(4)
ANSWER:

I am informed that:
(1)

Around 2,000

(2)

Approximately 3,000 to 5,000

(3)

The number of foster carers fluctuates on a day to day basis.

(4)

The number of children and young people who received foster care fluctuates on a day to day basis.

Community services: residential out-of-home care
688.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to residential home
care facilities for children and young people who have been in contact with child protection —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many facilities are operated by the Department of Human Services.
What is the location of each facility.
How many beds does each facility have.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Seven.

(2)

Across Melbourne’s north and west.

(3)

Between three and eight.

Community services: staffing levels
689.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to staffing levels at
1 July in 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006 and 2007 —
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(1)
(2)
(3)

How many equivalent full-time vacancies were there in Child Protection Services.
What was the title, role and location of each vacant position in Child Protection Services.
What was the total number of the active workforce, equivalent full-time, in Child Protection
Services.
(4) How many equivalent full-time vacancies were there in Family Services.
(5) What was the title, role and location of each vacant position in Family Services.
(6) What was the total number of the active workforce, equivalent full-time, in Family Services.
(7) How many equivalent full-time vacancies were there in Youth Justice Services.
(8) What was the title, role and location of each vacant position in Youth Justice Services.
(9) What was the total number of the active workforce, equivalent full-time, in Youth Justice
Services.
(10) How many equivalent full-time vacancies were there in Disability Services.
(11) What was the title, role and location of each vacant position in Disability Services.
(12) What was the total number of the active workforce, equivalent full-time, in Disability Services.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This data is not routinely collected across Child Protection Services as it is subject to change on a frequent
basis

(2)

This data is not routinely collected across Child Protection Services as it is subject to change on a frequent
basis

(3)

Workforce data is published in Departmental Annual Reports for the period 2000- June 2007. This data
combines both Youth Justice and Child Protection Workforce.

(4)

This data is not routinely collected across Family Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis

(5)

This data is not routinely collected across Family Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis

(6)

Workforce data is published in Departmental Annual Reports for the period 2000- June 2007. This data
combines both Child Protection and Family Services Workforce.

(7)

This data is not routinely collected across Youth Justice Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis

(8)

This data is not routinely collected across Youth Justice Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis

(9)

Workforce data is published in Departmental Annual Reports for the period 2000- June 2007. This data
combines both Youth Justice and Child Protection Workforce.

(10) This data is not routinely collected across Disability Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis
(11) This data is not routinely collected across Disability Services as it is subject to change on a frequent basis
(12) Workforce data is published in Departmental Annual Reports for the period 2000- June 2007.

Community services: child protection workers
690.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the child protection
worker orientation program for newly recruited workers —
(1)
(2)

On what date did the program commence.
How much money was allocated to the program in 2000–01.
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(3)
(4)
(5)

How much money was expended on the program in 2000–01.
In what locations was the program delivered.
Was the program ongoing; if so —
(a) how much money was expended on the program in —
(i) 2000–01;
(ii) 2001–02;
(iii) 2002–03;
(iv) 2003–04;
(v) 2004–05;
(vi) 2005–06;
(vii) 2006–07;
(b)

(6)

ASSEMBLY

how many staff went through the program in —
(i) 2000–01;
(ii) 2001–02;
(iii) 2002–03;
(iv) 2003–04;
(v) 2004–05;
(vi) 2005–06;
(vii) 2006–07.

Has an evaluation of the program been carried out; if so, is it publicly available.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

An orientation program for new recruits to the Child Protection workforce has been provided since 1990.

(2)

$0.3m

(3)

$0.3m

(4)

Department of Human Services Head Office.

(5)

Yes.
(a)
(b)

(6)

In the range of $0.25m to $0.3m annually.
Up to 200 participants per year.

Yes.

Community services: child protection workers
691.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the leadership
development program for child protection team leaders —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On what date did the program commence.
How much money was allocated to the program in 2000–01.
How much money was expended on the program in 2000–01.
In what locations was the program delivered.
Was the program ongoing; if so —

883
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(a)

how much money was expended on the program in —
(i) 2000–01;
(ii) 2001–02;
(iii) 2002–03;
(iv) 2003–04;
(v) 2004–05;
(vi) 2005–06;
(vii) 2006–07;

(b)

how many staff went through the program in —
(i) 2000–01;
(ii) 2001–02;
(iii) 2002–03;
(iv) 2003–04;
(v) 2004–05;
(vi) 2005–06;
(vii) 2006–07.

Thursday, 13 March 2008

Has an evaluation of the program been carried out; if so, is it publicly available.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Professional development activities for new Child Protection team leaders have been offered since 1990.

(2)

Actual funding allocated to the program is not able to be discreetly determined for 2000 -01.

(3)

Actual expenditure on the program for 2000-01 is not able to be discreetly determined.

(4)

Leadership programs are centrally coordinated and delivered from central, residential and regional locations.

(5)

(a)

For earlier years, it is not possible to discretely determine expenditure. In Latter years, up to $120,000
has been expended annually.

(b)

For earlier years, it is not possible to determine attendance due to manual data storage constraints. In
latter years, up to 40 participants have been involved.

(6)

No.

Community services: project funding
692.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funding provided
to the Placement and Support Capital Project in the 2000–01 budget —
(1)
(2)

(3)

How much funding from the 2000–01 budget was spent on high priority projects to improve
placement and support residential facilities under the Project.
How many facilities were upgraded with the funds and what was the —
(a) location of each upgraded facility;
(b) completion date of each upgrade.
How many new facilities were purchased with the funds and what was the —
(a) location of each facility;
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date each facility was purchased;
date each facility was ready for use.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$5 million

(2)

Three
a.
b.

(3)

Melbourne’s north and south
April 2002

Ten
a.
b.
c.

Across Victoria
December 2001 to March 2003
All completed by March 2003

Community services: child protection services — funding
693.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the $7.5 million
allocated to child protection services in the 2001–02 budget to improve service provision —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How much of the funding was expended in 2001–02.
Which specific services, and in what locations, received funding.
How much funding did each service receive, and to carry out what function.
Over what timeframe did each service receive the funding.
Was funding to services ongoing in 2002–03, 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06 and 2006–07; if so, in
what amounts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$7.5 million.

(2)

A range of services across Victoria.

(3)

Funding was allocated on the basis of existing targets to:
–
–
–
–

Increase unit prices paid for direct delivery of Residential Care services
Introduce payment for case management services
Increase Residential Care targets for Hume Region
Establish a learning and development fund

(4)

Throughout 2001-2002.

(5)

Yes. Funding was provided on a recurrent basis.
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Community services: kinship and permanent care — funding
694.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funding of
$200,000 allocated in the 2001–02 budget to cater for service demands in kinship and permanent
care —
(1)
(2)

Which services received the funding, and by what date, was the funding received.
How many additional places were created as a direct result of the allocation of funds in 2001–02
and in which Department of Humans Services regions were the places allocated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Additional funds of $200,000 were allocated in 2001-02 to cater for service demands in kinship care and
permanent care. The funds were allocated to each Department of Human Services region during 2001-02.

(2)

There was an increase of 164 places in kinship care and permanent care from 2001-02 to 2002-03, across all
Department of Human Services regions.

Community services: child protection services — funding
695.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to fund of $1 million
allocated in the 2001–02 budget to expand after hours child protection services in regional and rural
services —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How much of the funding was expended in 2001–02.
Which specific services, and in what locations, received the funding.
How much funding did each service receive.
Over what timeframe did each service receive the funding.
Was funding to services ongoing in 2002–03, 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06 and 2006-07; if so, in
what amounts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire allocation of $1m.

(2)

Across a range of non-metropolitan regions.

(3)

Each region received up to $231,000.

(4)

Funding was allocated throughout the course of the financial year.

(5)

Funding was provided on a recurrent basis from 2001-02 onwards.

Community services: project funding
696.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Placement and
Support Capital Project — in 2001–02, 2002–03 and 2003–04 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much funding from the 2001–02 budget was allocated to the project.
How much funding from the 2001–02 budget was expended under the project.
How many facilities were upgraded with funding from the 2001–02 budget and what was the —
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location of each upgraded facility;
completion date of each of upgrade.

How many new facilities were purchased with the funding from the 2001–02 budget and what
was the —
(a) location of each purchased facility;
(b) date each facility was purchased;
(c) date each purchased facility was ready for use.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$12 million received from the 2001/02 budget for the project.

(2)

The full $12 million was expended under the project.

(3)

Six existing facilities were refurbished with funding from the 2001/02 budget.
(a)
(b)

(4)

The refurbished facilities are located in Warrnambool, Thomastown, Frankston, Seaford, Altona North
and Ascot Vale.
All refurbishments were completed by December 2003.

Eleven new facilities were constructed with funding from the 2001/02 budget.
(a)
(b)
(c)

The new facilities are located in Warrnambool, Mount Evelyn, Wodonga, Kangaroo Flat, Glenroy,
Moe, Ballarat, Reservoir, Dandenong, Frankston and Deer Park.
The newly constructed facilities were all completed by March 2004.
The newly constructed facilities were all ready for use by March 2004.

Community services: abused children and young people — therapeutic service
697.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of $5 million
to establish an intensive therapeutic service for abused children and young people in the 2002–03
budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When did the service become operational.
Where is the service located.
How much of the funding was expended in 2002–03.
Was funding to the service ongoing in 2003–04, 2004–05, 2005–06 and 2006–07; if so, in what
amount.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

2004

(2)

In every Department of Human Services region.

(3)

Nil

(4)

Yes. $5 million or more each financial year.
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Community services: funding — kinship and permanent care — funding
699.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funding of
$1.2 million for additional kinship and permanent care places in the 2002–03 budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended in 2002–03.
How many new kinship and permanent care places were created in 2002–03 as a direct result of
the funding.
How many new places, created in 2002–03, were located in each Department of Human Services
region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This funding was fully expended in 2002-03.

(2)

Between 30 June 2002 and 30 June 2003 the number of kinship care and permanent care placements
increased by 74.

(3)

The new places were located in each of the Department of Human Services regions.

Community services: child protection services
702.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the funds of
$16.8 million over four years, promised on 4 September 2002, to employ 60 new child protection
caseworkers —
(1)

How much of the funding was expended in —
(a) 2002–03;
(b) 2003–04;
(c) 2004–05;
(d) 2005–06.

(2)

How many new full-time equivalent caseworkers were employed with the funding in —
(a) 2002–03;
(b) 2003–04;
(c) 2004–05;
(d) 2005–06.

(3)
(4)

How many new full-time equivalent caseworkers were employed in total with the funding.
How many of new full-time equivalent caseworkers were employed in each Department of
Human Services region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

$4.2m
$4.2m
$4.2m
$4.2m
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(2)
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

60
60
60
60

(3)

As a result of the additional $4.2m provided by ERC in 2002-03, a total of 60 additional Child Protection
workers were employed by the Department

(4)

The staff numbers and locations are as follows: Barwon 5, Eastern 8, Gippsland 3, Grampians 3, Hume 3,
Loddon 4, North-West 17, Southern 13 and Head Office 4.

Community services: home-based carers
704.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$16 million allocated in the 2003–04 budget to increase fortnightly reimbursements to home-based
carers —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When did the increase take effect.
How much on average, per carer per fortnight, were payments increased by.
What was the average rate of reimbursement prior to the increase.
What is the average rate of reimbursement since the increase.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The increase took effect from 01/07 2003.

(2)

Payments increased between $40 and $231 per fortnight.

(3)

The general rate of carer reimbursement is based on the age and needs of the child.

(4)

The general rate of carer reimbursement is based on the age and needs of the child.

Community services: care leavers — mentoring
705.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of $100,000
allocated in the 2003–04 budget to provide mentors to young people leaving care —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended in 2003–04.
How many new mentors were provided in 2003–04 as a direct result of the funding.
How many young people were provided with mentors in 2003–04 as a direct result of the funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1.

$100,000 was transferred to the selected service providers in late 2003/2004 for utilisation during 2003/2004
and 2004/2005.

2.

The first mentors were recruited in early 2004/2005.

3.

No young people were provided with mentors in 2003/2004. The first matches occurred in 2004/2005.
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Community services: foster care
706.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$20.7 million allocated in the 2004–05 budget to increase payments to foster carers —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When did this increase take effect.
How much on average, per carer per fortnight, were payments increased by.
What was the average rate of reimbursement prior to the increase.
What is the average rate of reimbursement since the increase.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

1 July 2004.

(2)

Fortnightly payments increased by between $24 and $122.
An additional $800 per child per year was paid to assist foster carers to meet the educational and health needs
of children and young people in care.

(3)

The general rate of carer reimbursement is based on the age and needs of the child.

(4)

The general rate of carer reimbursement is based on the age and needs of the child.

Community services: adolescent mediation and diversion services
707.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of $500,000
allocated in the 2004–05 budget to extend adolescent mediation and diversion services —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much of the funding was expended in 2004–05.
Which specific services, in what locations, received the funding.
How much funding did each service receive.
Has funding to the services been ongoing in 2005–06 and 2006–07; if so, in what amounts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$500,000

(2)

The funding was allocated to all DHS regions.

(3)

Funding to services varied depending upon a range of funding criteria.

(4)

Yes. Funding levels to centres varies depending upon a range of funding criteria.

Community services: care leavers — mentoring
709.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Leaving Care
Mentoring Program — in 2004–05, 2005–06 and 2006–07 —
(1)
(2)

How much funding did the program receive.
How many young people received mentoring through the program.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

(3)

How much funding did the program receive?
2004-05:

$ 53,332

2005-06:

$303,650

2006-07:

$303,650

(In addition to the $100,000 provided in 2003/2004
for service delivery in 2003/2004 and 2004/2005)

In each of these years, how many young people received mentoring through this program.
2004-05:

35 young people

2005-06:

65 young people

2006-07:

65 young people

(service targets)

Community services: children in care — funding
710.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$27.45 million allocated in the 2006–07 budget to deliver greater stability for children in care —
(1)

How much of the funding was expended in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(2)

Which specific services, in what locations, received the funding and how much funding did each
service receive.
How many families were able to regain custody of their children as a direct result of the funding
in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(3)

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

2006-07 expenditure on this initiative was reported in the 2006-07 Annual Report of the Department of
Human Services on page 121.
2007-08 expenditure will be reported in the 2007-08 Annual Report of the Department of Human
Services

(2)

Funding was allocated to each Department of Human Services region on the basis of the numbers of children
in out of home care in each region.

(3)

This question does not relate to the broad purpose of these funds. This funding is to achieve stability of care
for children whether this be in the care of their parents or in alternative long term care. In either situation, it is
not possible to definitively state whether money, or other factors, have directly resulted in stability being
achieved.
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Community services: out-of-home care
711.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$22.42 million allocated in the 2006–07 budget to improve the quality of out-of-home care services —
(1)

How much of the funding was expended in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(2)

Which specific services, in what locations, received the funding and how much funding did each
service receive.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In 2006–07 all of the $5.4 million was expended. As at 31 December 2007 half of the moneys i.e. $2.7
million had been expended.

(2)

All Community Service Organisations across the eight regions of the Department of Human Services
providing foster care had their funding adjusted through this budget initiative.

(3)

Funding to individual CSOs varied.

Community services: child protection services
712.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$14.7 million allocated in the 2006–07 budget to investigate repeat child protection notifications —
(1)

How much of the funding was expended in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(2)
(3)

How many repeat notifications were investigated as a direct result of the funding.
How many repeat notifications were not investigated in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(4)

How many full-time equivalent extra child protection workers have so far been recruited using the
funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1.

(a)

$2.3M was expended.

(b)

$3.54M was allocated, and is expected to be fully expended in 2007-08.

2.

Data systems do not enable the attribution of these funds to the specific investigation of repeat notifications.

3.

(a)

Approximately 15,000.

(b)

Approximately 8,500 in the 6 months from July to December 2007.

4.

Data systems do not enable the attribution of these funds to specific child protection workers.
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Community services: care leavers — assistance
713.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funds of
$2.09 million growing to $3.73 recurrently allocated in the 2006–07 budget to help young people
leaving care make the transition to adulthood —
(1)

How much of the funding was expended in —
(a) 2006–07;
(b) 2007–08 to date.

(2)

Which specific services, in what locations, received the funding and how much funding did each
service receive.
How many young people have been supported, in each Department of Human Services region, as
a direct result of the funding.

(3)
ANSWER:

I am informed that:
1.

(a)

2006-07 expenditure on this initiative was reported in the 2006-07 Annual Report of the Department of
Human Services on page 121.

(b)

2007-08 expenditure will be reported in the 2007-08 Annual Report of the Department of Human
Services.

2.

This funding is primarily provided to regions on the basis of their share of the young people leaving care.

3.

The 2006-07 information will be reported in 2008-09 Budget Paper 3 and the 2007-08 information will be
reported in the 2007-08 Annual Report of the Department of Human Services.

Public transport: rail — Cranbourne line
749.

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

Did a Hi-Rail vehicle operate on part of the closed Cranbourne to Nyora section of the former
Leongatha and Yarram lines on 22 November 2007; if so —
(a) how far from the South Gippsland Highway crossing at Cranbourne towards Nyora did the
vehicle operate on —
(i) railway tracks;
(ii) public roads;
(iii) private roads;
(b)
(c)
(d)

was the vehicle operated by Mainco Melbourne; if not, by whom was it operated;
did it travel on the tracks near the Narre Warren–Cranbourne Road;
was the vehicle conducting an inspection in relation to the installation of stabling sidings at
Cranbourne; if not, what was the purpose.

(2)

When will an electrified passenger rail line from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East be —
(a) funded;
(b) built.

(3)

What is the current estimated cost of —
(a) additional stabling sidings at Cranbourne;
(b) rebuilding a single track electrified railway from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East;
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building a station at Cranbourne East.

Who prepared the cost estimate for —
(a) additional stabling sidings at Cranbourne;
(b) rebuilding a single track electrified railway from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East;
(c) building a station at Cranbourne East.

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

Connex, Mainco, VicTrack, V/Line and the tourist railway have advised that they did not operate a Hi-Rail
vehicle in that area on 22 November 2007.

(2)

Announcements about changes to the existing network will be made by the Government at the appropriate
time.

(3)

Information on the Cranbourne Train Stabling and Station Upgrade project can be found in my Media
Release of 18 January, 2008.

(4)

I refer you to the answers outlined for Questions Two and Three.

Public transport: rail — Stony Point line
751.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to freight trains that have failed
between Frankston and Long Island Junction between 1 July 2007 and 4 December 2007 —
(1)
(2)

How many times have trains failed.
For each failed train incident what was the —
(a) date;
(b) location;
(c) time.

(3)

Were any Connex Frankston to Stony Point to Frankston services cancelled as a result of failed
trains; if so —
(a) how many in each direction;
(b) what was the scheduled departure time from either Frankston or Stony Point.

(4)

Why is the A Class V/Line locomotive used for the Stony Point passenger trains not used to assist
a freight train that have failed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-2) I am advised that one Pacific National operated service failed between Frankston and Long Island Junction
between 1 July 2007 and 4 December 2007. This failure took place on 18 October 2007 at approximately
1.10pm.
(3)

Service Date
18/10/07

Cancelled Service Scheduled Departure Time
Service Direction (*)
Scheduled Departure
Down
2:25 PM
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Cancelled Service Scheduled Departure Time
Up
3:15 PM
Down
4:13 PM
Up
5:18 PM
Down
6:12 PM
Up
7:15 PM

Down = Services departing Frankston to Stony Point
Up = Services departing Stony Point to Frankston

There are a number of operational constraints which preclude the ‘A’ class locomotive from being used to
assist a disabled freight train.

Education: retention rates
761.

Mr RYAN to ask the Minister for Education — what is the reason for the discrepancy between the
Minister’s statement in the House on 5 December 2007 that ‘the numbers of young people completing
school is higher than it ever has been’ with statistics published by the Department of Education showing
year 7–12 retention rates falling every year since 2003.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, Victoria in 2006 at 86.6 per cent had the highest Year 12 or
equivalent completion rate of young people aged 20 to 24 years of any State. This result has increased by
3.7 percentage points since 1999 and is the highest since that time.
This measure reflects the focus this Government has on ensuring young people have a range of options available to
them to successfully complete a Year 12 or equivalent qualification, leading to pathways such as university, an
apprenticeship or full-time employment. This approach will ensure Victoria has a strong and prosperous future built
on a diverse and highly skilled workforce.
The Year 7 to 12 apparent retention rate is not used to measure Year 12 completion rates. The nationally
comparable measure of apparent school retention is calculated as the proportion of Year 12 full-time enrolments,
divided by the number of full-time Year 7 enrolments five years earlier. As such it is influenced by factors such as:
– students who repeat year levels
– students who complete a senior secondary course of study before the end of Year 12
– students who leave school early to complete a TAFE course
– students who leave school early and return later to complete a senior secondary qualification
– interstate and overseas migration
– students who undertake a senior secondary qualification on a part-time basis.

Public transport: passenger survey
762.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport — did Connex Melbourne and Metlink conduct
a passenger interchange flow survey at Richmond Station on 5 and 6 December 2007; if so —
(1)

Were 26 staff employed on both days to conduct the survey; if not, how many.
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(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)
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What hours did the survey cover.
Who paid the survey staff.
What was the cost of the survey and has Metlink or Connex Melbourne submitted a claim to the
Government for reimbursement; if not, will they.
For each hour the survey was conducted how many passengers, on each day, —
(a) entered from the Swan Street barriers;
(b) exited from the Swan Street barriers;
(c) entered from the Stewart Street barriers;
(d) exited from the Stewart Street barriers.
For each hour the survey was conducted how many passengers on, each day, —
(a) entered via the east end ramps at —
(i) platforms one and two;
(ii) platforms three and four;
(iii) platforms five and six;
(iv) platforms seven and eight;
(v) platforms nine and ten;
(b)

exited via the east end ramps at —
(i) platforms one and two;
(ii) platforms three and four;
(iii) platforms five and six;
(iv) platforms seven and eight;
(v) platforms nine and ten;

(c)

entered via the middle of platform stairs at —
(i) platforms one and two;
(ii) platforms three and four;
(iii) platforms five and six;
(iv) platforms seven and eight;
(v) platforms nine and ten;

(d)

exited via the middle of platform stairs at —
(i) platforms one and two;
(ii) platforms three and four;
(iii) platforms five and six;
(iv) platforms seven and eight;
(v) platforms nine and ten;

(e)

entered via the west end ramps at —
(i) platforms one and two;
(ii) platforms three and four;
(iii) platforms five and six;
(iv) platforms seven and eight;
(v) platforms nine and ten;

(f)

exited via the west end ramps at —
(i) platforms one and two;
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(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
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platforms three and four;
platforms five and six;
platforms seven and eight;
platforms nine and ten;

(7)

What was the maximum number of passengers observed disembarking from the services to
Sandringham.
(8) What was the date and time of the maximum number of passengers observed disembarking from
the service to Sandringham.
(9) Why was the survey conducted during school and university holidays.
(10) Will the survey be repeated when school and university students are not on holidays.
ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-10) Surveys are conducted on the public transport system from time to time. Results from surveys are critical
in ensuring that transport decisions are reflective of the actual behaviour of Victorians. Decisions in
relation to station upgrades will be announced by the Government at the appropriate time.

Police and emergency services: red light cameras
764(a).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — what
repairs and/or modifications were made to the red light camera, sensor and/or operating equipment
monitoring right hand turning traffic from Nepean Highway into Bay Road and from Karen Street into
Nepean Highway on 23 November 2007.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No repairs or modifications were made to this road safety camera on 23 November 2007, however regular
independent testing was conducted on that date.

Senior Victorians: housing support
807.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians with reference to the Housing Support
for the Aged program —
(1)

How much funding did the program receive in —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2007–08.

(2)
(3)

How much funding did the service providers receive in 2007–08.
Are there any plans to expand the program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In 2000-01, the Housing Support for the Aged program received $1.3m.
In 2007-08, it will receive $1.59m.

(2)

There are 13 service providers, who will receive a total of $1.59m in 2007-08.
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There are no plans to expand the Housing Support for the Aged program at this time.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: public land — Doncaster
814.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission with reference to publicly owned land in the electorate of Doncaster —
(1)
(2)

What are the details and, where available, the addresses of any public land in the electorate.
Does the Government intend to sell or acquire any new land in the electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Treasury and Finance is not responsible for any publicly owned land in the Doncaster electorate
and is not aware of any intention to sell any publicly owned land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster
electorate.
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